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Preface

This is the first of a two-volume study of the trends in the
United States of America towards Fascism and a Third World

War.

The present volume, entitled -Plain Liars, Fancy Liars, and
Damned Liars”, is a special study of the use of fabrications, dis-
tortions of truth, and out-of-context quotations by the enemies
of peace and freedom. It is hoped that a reading of this volume
will make it easier to grasp the significance of the data presented
in the second volume, entitled “America Faces Disaster”, which
will follow, and in which the real enemies of peace and free-
dom are discussed.
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Introduction

The dilemma that faces the American people, as well as all
mankind, was very well described a few years ago by the dis-
tinguished clergyman, Dr. A. Powell-Davies: “The world is
now too dangerous for anything but the truth, too small for
anything but brotherhood.” An obvious corollary to Dr. Davies’
dictum is that the American people cannot act intelligently in
a world fraught with danger, unless their opinions are formed
on the basis of truthful information.

Proceeding from these assumptions, this study has been
undertaken in order to show how lies and distortions of truth
are systematically used to generate hysteria, to mislead the
people, and to prevent a rational approach to the solution of
the most pressing social problems.

In his eloquent address to the United Nations on Septem-
ber 25, 1961, the late President John F. Kennedy warned the
world: “Every man, woman and child lives under a nuclear
sword of Damocles, hanging by the slenderest of threads, ca-
pable of being cut at any moment by accident or miscalcula-
tion or by madness. The weapons of war must be abolished
before they abolish us.” In the light of this most sober state-
ment, the reader will perhaps pardon me if a note of anger is
detected in my writing. It is not easy to be restrained and calm
when you observe evil men, ignorant men, and fanatical men
daily spreading lies and hysteria—creating a climate of opinion
that prepares the way for Fascism and a Third World War. The
best experts tell us that such a war could very well annihilate
the human species. So, the stakes are high in the task of bring-
ing the facts to the people.

Inasmuch as a great deal of the hysteria revolves around
the problem of Communism and its challenge, it becomes
necessary to point out that this study is neither an attack on
Communism nor a defense of Communism. It presents an
analysis and expose of the most commonly circulated false-
hoods, which are used to create confusion, hysteria, frustra-
tion, and apathy. It is my belief that the people have an inalien-
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able right to form their opinions and to make their decisions
on the basis of facts rather than falsehoods. It is in this spirit
that the subject matter is presented.

| frankly confess that |1 am biased in favor of peace, biased
in favor of democracy, biased in favor of prosperity for all,
and biased in favor of the brotherhood of man. Nevertheless,
I am making an honest effort to present the truth, insofar as
it is ascertainable.

The purpose of Volume | is to equip the reader with the
factual data necessary to refute the misinformation that has
become a barrier to rational thinking. Volume 11 gives the story
of the groups, individuals, and policies that endanger the citi-
zens of the U.S.A., as well as the rest of mankind.

If a reading of these two volumes causes people to think and
to take action to reverse the present trend towards Fascism and
a Third World War, | will feel amply rewarded.

M orris Kominsky
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CHAPTER |
Poisoning the Minds of the People

Ann Landers Was in Jail

It is almost a foregone conclusion that most readers will feel
a sense of anger and outrage as the story of massive deception
unfolds in the following pages. As will become apparent, there
are many ways of distorting the truth. So, let us start on a light
note.

In the syndicated column of Ann Landers (Riverside, Cali-
fornia Daily Enterprise} February 7, 1962) there appeared the
following:

Dear Ann: A friend of mine told me that you were once in jail.
He said he saw you there. Is this true or false? Please answer in the
paper. Your readers are entitled to know.—Corky

Dear Corky: Your friend is right. | was in jail in February, 1959.
| spoke to the inmates of the Cook County jail and am delighted to
report it was one of the most attentive audiences I've ever had. Not
a soul walked out.

The George Washington Hoax

The present-day purveyors of hatred and falsehoods fre-
guently quote George Washington in an effort to “prove” that
he warned the American people against the Jews. Thus we
find in the January 1, 1963 issue of the anti-Semitic sheet,
Common Sense, a picture of George Washington. Under it is
the following:

George Washington’s statement on the so-called “Jews”: “They
work more effectively against us than the enemy's armies. They are
a hundred times more dangerous to our liberties and the great cause
we are engaged in. It is much to be lamented that each state, long
ago has not hunted them down as pests to society and the greatest
enemies we have to the happiness of America.”

(Maxims of George Washington by A.A., Appleton and Co., pages
125-6, Copyright 1894.)
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Sounds authentic, doesn’t it? And what more could you ask
than the actual source, with the exact page number? Would a
falsifier dare to offer proof which is non-existent? If you ask
these questions, you are not versed in the machinations of the
hate-peddlers. Let us defer the answer to these questions while
we probe a little further.

That veteran of the hate-peddler’s fraternity, the Rev. Gerald
L. K. Smith, has the following on page 24 of his monthly, The
Cross and The Flag, January, 1964:

We are indebted to the research scholar Marilyn R. Allen of Salt
Lake City, Utah, for resurrecting a statement by George Washington,
our first president, on the Jews as quoted in the book Maxims of
George Washington, pages 125-6. It was published by Appleton
and Co. and copyrighted in 1894. Here is the super-sensational
quotation: “They work more effectively against us than the enemy’s
armies. They are a hundred times more dangerous to our liberties
and the great cause we are engaged in. It is much to be lamented
that each State, long ago has not hunted them down as pests to
society and the greatest enemies we have to the happiness of
America—The Jews."

The reader will notice some distinctive features in this
story. First of all, “research scholar Marilyn R. Allen” enters
the picture. Secondly, she has somehow resurrected a statement
that was, by implication, suppressed. Thirdly, the words “The
Jews,” which did not appear previously, are appended at the
end of this version of the alleged quotation. Fourthly, it ignores
the fact that Common Sense used the alleged George Washing-
ton quotation a year earlier.

In the hate sheet, Thunderbolt, June, 1966 issue, page 8,
there is an exact duplication of the item from The Cross and
The Flag, without credit given to its source. Thunderbolt is
the official organ of the Hitler-oriented National States Rights
party, with headquarters in Savannah, Georgia. Thunderbolt
pretended that it received this item from “researcher Marilyn
R. Allen.”

The actual quotation from Maxims of George Washington
starts at the bottom of page 125 and carries over to page 126.
It can be found in most of the larger public libraries. The
reader is urged to check the accuracy of the following quota-
tion from the book itself:



SPECULATORS IN THE CURRENCY

This tribe of black gentry work more effectually against us, than
the enemy’s arms. They are a hundred times more dangerous to our
liberties, and the great cause we are engaged in. It is much to be
lamented, that each State, long ere this, has not hunted them down
as pests to society, and the greatest enemies we have to the happiness
of America.

There is not one single reference here, directly or indirectly,
to the Jews. Washington was condemning only the speculators
in currency, regardless of race, color, or creed. In fact, George
Washington spoke out strongly against anti-Semitism. In 1790
he paid a visit to the Jewish community of Newport, R.l., and
visited the Touro Synagogue, which is now a national shrine.
After his visit, he wrote a letter to the Jewish community, in
which he pledged that “the government of the United States
gives to bigotry no sanction, and to persecution no assistance.”

So, we must conclude that “researcher” Marilyn R. Allen
and the editors of Common Sense, The Cross and The Flag,
and Thunderbolt are spreading falsehoods. One can only
wonder why there is no protest from the Daughters of the
American Revolution, Sons of the American Revolution, The
American Legion, and other self-proclaimed patriotic organi-
zations. And would it, perchance, be amiss to ask the House
Un-American Activities Committee to consider it Un-American
when George Washington is tagged with the label of Anti-
Semite?

The Abraham Lincoln Hoax, No. 1

The Citizens Councils of America and other racist groups
have, from time to time, quoted Abraham Lincoln in support
of Jim Crow practices and other indignities inflicted upon
Americans of darker skin. Lincoln did indeed utter remarks
in 1858 and in 1862 which can be used to support the segrega-
tionist philosophy. The dishonesty here is the one of quoting
the truth out of historical context. It ignores the fact that
Lincoln’s genius caused him to mature in his thinking and to
change his philosophy. The Washington Post put it very aptly
in the conclusion of its February 10, 1964 editorial: “As he
matured in political experience and wisdom, he came to under-
stand that the Nation could not endure with one race in sub-
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jugation to another. And so, in 1863 he wrote the Emancipation
Proclamation. And in 1864 he wrote that ‘the restoration of the
rebel States to the Union must rest upon the principle of civil
and political equality of both races." And in 1865, in the second
Inaugural Address, he sought ‘to bind up the Nation's wounds.’

“One hundred years later the Citizens’ Councils are striving
to reopen those wounds and to restore a system which has been
the nation’s curse. The great emancipator was never their ally
and will not serve them now. History has passed them by. A
new birth of freedom is dawning.”

The neat little trick of quoting Lincoln’s earlier views and
suppressing his later and more mature philosophy, desecrates
the memory of a great man who epitomized the best in the
United States of America. Again it must be asked, why do so-
called patriotic groups remain silent when such unpatriotic
acts are committed by people who influence large segments of
the population?

The Abraham Lincoln Hoax, No, 2

One of the most widely-circulated frauds is a decalogue
attributed to Abraham Lincoln. The text of the ten points is
as follows.

1. You cannot bring about prosperity by discouraging thrift.
2. 'You cannot strengthen the weak by weakening the strong.
3. You cannot help small men up by tearing big men down.
4. You cannot help the poor by destroying the rich.
g 5. You cannot lift the wage earner up by pulling the wage payer
own.
~ 6. You cannot keep out of trouble by spending more than your
income.
. 1. dYou cannot further the brotherhood of man by inciting class
atred.
8. You cannot establish sound social security on borrowed money.
9. You cannot build character and courage by taking away a
man's initiative and independence.
10. You cannot help men permanently by doing for them what
they could and should do for themselves.

The actual author of this decalogue was a Rev. William J. H.
Boetcker, who copyrighted and printed it in 1916. It seems to
have had some distribution by employers who wished to indoc-
trinate their employees. In February, 1940, the American Fed-
eration of Investors published the decalogue, under the title
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of Warning Signs on the Road to Prosperity, in their periodical,
Investor America. It was carried on the back cover, while the
front cover bore a photograph of the Lincoln Memorial in
Washington, D.C.

On March 14, 1941, Congressman Leland M. Ford placed the
decalogue in the Congressional Record and prefaced it with
these remarks: .. I include the following slogan of the Jef-
fersonian Democrats of California, 408 So. Spring St., Los
Angeles, California, bearing the title of ‘Warning Signs on the
Road to Prosperity/ ”

In the Fall of 1942 a group, calling itself the Committee for
Constitutional Government, published a leaflet which bore the
caption: Lincoln on Limitation. It carried some authentic ex-
cerpts from Lincoln’s writings, and on the reverse side it carried
the decalogue without attribution to its author. Nevertheless,
it created the distinct impression that Abraham Lincoln was
the author of the decalogue. It had a massive distribution.

In the September 15, 1943, issue of their quarterly house
organ, The Royle Forum, John Royle & Sons of Paterson, New
Jersey, printed the decalogue and ascribed it to Abraham Lin-
coln. This text was incorporated in a radio script and broadcast
on November 30, 1948, by Galen Drake. A listener, who heard
Galen Drake, carried the decalogue to Congresswoman Frances
P. Bolton of Ohio. On January 25, 1949, Mrs. Bolton placed
the decalogue in the Congressional Record, solemnly prefacing
it with these remarks: “Mr. Speaker, certain that it never comes
amiss for us to refresh our memories and perhaps clarify our
thinking by recalling words once spoken by such men as
Abraham Lincoln, may | read a few lines?” Thus did the Con-
gresswoman furnish ammunition and leverage to Right-Wing
and Fascistic groups; now they could “prove” the authenticity
of the decalogue, because, foresooth: It comes from the Con-
gressional Record!

On February 15, 1954, the New York Times carried a story,
with the following headline:

“A Lincoln Hoax ®Charged to G.O.P.

The Times published the spurious Lincoln decalogue, and
went on to say: “Stephen A. Mitchell, chairman of the Demo-
cratic National Committee, said tonight Postmaster General
Arthur E. Summerfield was trying to ‘put over a Lincoln Hoaxl
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by quoting something Lincoln ‘never said’ in a speech intended
for delivery Saturday night at Akron, Ohio.” Further on in the
Times* story, Democratic Chairman Mitchell is quoted as say-
ing: “This entire passage is a fake. Mr. Summerfield has put
words in the mouth of the Great Emancipator that he never
said. This quotation is intended to make Lincoln sound like a
modem OIld Guard Senator. It is another example of the
Republicans trying to rewrite history.”

The Right-Wing propaganda weekly, Human Events, pub-
lished the phoney Lincoln decalogue in its issue of October 13,
1960, quoting it from another propaganda sheet, the Marin
Tax News.

On June 24, 1962, Dr. Ernest Wilkinson, President of the
Mormons’ Brigham Young University, delivered along speech in
the Palmer House, Chicago, lllinois, which he concluded by
guoting the phoney Lincoln decalogue. What is even more in-
teresting is that the educator introduced the decalogue as fol-
lows: m . . words claimed by some, but denied by others, to
have been written by Abraham Lincoln. But regardless of the
authorship, they represent a philosophy which can never be
dismissed as being a repetition of stale phrases, cliches of our
forbears, or incantations from the forgotten past. They are
the simple truths which govern all individuals and all civiliza-
tions, now and in the future.” It is hardly necessary to point
out the casuistry employed by the good doctor. Suffice it to say
that his technique of equivocal disavowal of falsehood, when
confronted with the truth, has been emulated by many Right-
Wingers. He is indeed a most “modest” fellow, for he makes
bold to lay down the rules of conduct for past, present, and
future. On July 25, 1963, Senator Gordon Allott placed Dr.
Wilkinson’s speech in the Congressional Record. So, once
again the Right-Wingers can quote the phoney Lincoln deca-
logue on the authority of the Congressional Record!

Banks are supposed to be opposed to forgery, but it is a
matter of record that the Coast Federal Savings and Loan Asso-
ciation of Los Angeles did circulate this Lincoln forgery on a
large scale. This outfit operates a propaganda division called
the Free Enterprise Department, which we will examine in
greater detail in Volume I1. Coast Federal distributed an attrac-
tive, multi-colored 5™ x 3" card, prepared by the Curt Advertis-
ing Agency. At the top appears this caption:
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IN COMMEMORATION OF LINCOLN'S BIRTHDAY FEBRUARY 12, 1961

Then follows the decalogue, signed by Abraham Lincoln. And
below it the card says:

Distributed as a public service by

COAST FEDERAL SAVINGS
JOE CRAIL, PRESIDENT

Isn't there something strange about commemorating the
birthday of a great humanitarian by publishing a forgery and
attributing it to him? And as “a public service”!

On November 26, 1962, | sent a letter to Mr. Thomas Cos-
grove of the Coast Federal, challenging the authenticity of the
decalogue used on their 5" x 3" card. On December 6, 1962,
Miss Shirley Black of Coast Federal’s Free Enterprise Depart-
ment sent me a letter, advising me:

1. That Coast Federal took the phoney Lincoln decalogue from
Human Events of October 13, 1960.

2. That a number of others had used the decalogue in business
publications, company house organs, and other outlets.

3. That after the appearance of Coast Federal’s card, former
Congressman Leland M. Ford wrote Coast Federal a letter, claiming
authorship of the decalogue in 1938.

4. That they are glad to acknowledge the decalogue is not
authentic, but objected to my calling it a “fake,” because “it implies
fraudulent intent.”

The letter concludes by quoting Dr. Wilkinson's remarks in
justification of the use of the phoney decaloguel

On December 31, 1962, | sent Shirley Black a letter inform-
ing her that I must question the good faith of Coast Federal,
unless it takes steps to publicly and extensively retract that
alleged Lincoln quotation. | told her that I felt “It is incum-
bent upon Coast Federal Savings to place paid advertisements
in leading newspapers, in order to counteract all the damage
done by the hundreds of thousands of cards and leaflets you
have distributed containing that alleged Lincoln quotation.”
| stated further that | had called to the attention of her boss,
Joe Crail, in a letter of November 28, 1960, that Coast Federal
was circulating a fabricated quotation attributed to a Soviet
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leader, Dimitri Manuilsky;l that I had exchanged correspon-
dence with Mr. Crail and offered proof of the fraudulent nature
of the Manuilsky quotation, even offering a $500 reward if
anyone could prove its authenticity; that Mr. Joe Crail had
not kept his promise to advise me of the results of his investi-
gation of my charges; that my final letter to Joe Crail, on
May 5, 1961, was sent via certified mail and that | had a return
receipt acknowledging that my letter was delivered to his office.
On January 8, 1963, Shirley Black wrote me that they saw
no point in advertising a retraction of the phoney Lincoln
decalogue, because they had withdrawn it from circulation
and “there have been enough newspaper and magazine articles
clarifying the situation.” Of course this overlooks the fact that
the “clarifying” articles did not appear in sufficient number,
size, and circulation to effectively scotch this falsehood, as we
shall presently show. The letter concludes with a refusal to
discuss the fraudulent Manuilsky quotation, because “we are
satisfied with the findings of a duly constituted Committee of
the United States Congress, on the latter.” This argument, as
we shall prove in our discussion of the Manuilsky hoax, is just
about as valid as Coast Federal’s original reliance upon Human
Events for the Lincoln decalogue.

On February 4, 1963, | sent another letter to Miss Shirley
Black of Coast Federal, challenging the validity of her previous
arguments. | offered to furnish Coast Federal overwhelming
documentation that the Manuilsky quotation is a fraud, pro-
viding Coast Federal would agree to publish a retraction. Then
I called to Coast Federal’s attention another fraudulent quota-
tion. My concluding paragraph says: “In the Congressional
Record of March 8, 1962, Senator Lee Metcalf of Montana
presented proof that Coast Federal Savings is circulating a fake
guotation attributed to Khrushchev. Before making the charge,
he had the quotation researched by the Library of Congress,
the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee, the House Com-
mittee on Un-American Activities, the FBI, and the CIA. What
will you rely on now? And have you withdrawn that quota-
tion? And will you publicly announce that it is not a bona fide
guotation? | will await your comments.” Needless to add, |
did not receive a reply to this letter.

I The Manuilsky Hoax will be discussed in another chapter.

22



On March 18, 1964, fourteen months after Miss Shirley Black
of Coast Federal had written me that there was no need for
paid advertisements to retract the phoney Lincoln decalogue,
Senator Lee Metcalf made an important speech on the floor of
the Senate. It included the report from the Library of Congress
regarding the genesis of the Lincoln decalogue. (Some of the
facts in this chapter are based on that report, although | have
corroborated each item from other sources.) Senator Metcalf
related how the utilities corporations, especially the electric
power groups, are still using the phoney Lincoln decalogue.
Said Senator Metcalf: “However, the investor-owned-utilities—
IOU’s—conclude their current propaganda movie, ‘The Power
Within/ with a spurious quotation attributed to Abraham
Lincoln. There is an emotional scene at the end of this movie
where the camera focuses on a statue of Lincoln and a voice
intones:

You cannot build character and courage by taking away a man's
Initiative and independence. You cannot help man permanently by
doing for him what he could and should do for himself.

These two sentences are ‘Lincoln sayings’ 9 and 10 of the
‘10 points’ erroneously attributed to Lincoln.” And further
on Senator Metcalf commented: “Some IOLPs have paid the
Committee for Constitutional Government to mail out propa-
ganda and have contributed to the Committee for Constitu-
tional Government. Power company officials have solicited funds
for the Committee for Constitutional Government. Perhaps a
fraction of the funds donated to the Committee for Constitu-
tional Government should be invested in the works of Lincoln
himself.” So, Shirley Black and Coast Federal are in error if
they think the Lincoln decalogue has been properly buried.2

The well-known preacher, Rev. Gerald L. K. Smith, quotes
the Lincoln decalogue in the August 1962 issue of The Cross
and The Flag. Following the style of Dr. Wilkinson of Brigham

2 In a speech which will be found on pages S1916-1917 of the Congressional
Record, February 9, 1967, Senator Lee Metcalf stated that, with Lincoln Day
approaching, it becomes necessary once more to expose the phoney Lincoln
Decalogue. The Senator said: “The phoney Lincoln quotes are nevertheless
circulated by some State Republican organizations, in Montana, for example, and
are used by officials of leading power companies.” He charged that among those
using the phoney Decalogue were the President of Middle South Utilities and
the Vice-President of West Penn Power Company.
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Young University, Smith prefaces the decalogue with these
remarks: “Below we quote ten statements accredited to Abra-
ham Lincoln by certain people, while others insist they are not
his statements. If Lincoln didn't say it, the editors of this letter
would like to meet the man who did say it.” In spite of Shirley
Black’s letter of assurance on January 8, 1963, that retraction
of the phoney decalogue was not necessary, Gerald L. K. Smith
became bolder by the time he got ready to publish the Lincoln
decalogue again. In the December 1964 The Cross and The
Flag, Smith put this heading over the same decalogue, about
which he had expressed some doubt in his August, 1962, issue:

“ABRAHAM LINCOLN SAID”

In The Cross and The Flag of September 1966, the Rev.
Gerald L. K. Smith says:

SAY IT AGAIN. In an earlier issue we printed the words of
Abraham Lincoln uttered on a certain occasion, but we reprint
them again. They cannot be uttered too often.

This is followed by the phoney Lincoln Decalogue.

One of the galaxy of retired millionaires that adorns the City
of Santa Barbara, California, is a colorful chap by the name of
Frank W. Ketcham, who operates a Right-Wing propaganda
mill under the name of Americans for Freedom. Ketcham mails
out an endless stream of leaflets, brochures, stickers, and tape
recordings. During September of 1966 he mailed out a yellow
8" x 6" circular, No. 347, with a picture of a log cabin, and
Abraham Lincoln next to it. Below the pictures there is our
“famous” Lincoln decalogue, with Abraham Lincoln’s name
signed at the bottom. And you can get additional copies by
sending Ketcham a stamped self-addressed envelope.

On May 16, 1963, | picked up an 8/E" x 6" plastic card at
the Right-Wing bookstore operated by American Freedoms
Center, 139 North Maryland Avenue, Glendale, California. On
one side there are a number of items, including a quotation
from the late anti-Semitic General George Van Horn Moseley,
who was involved in Nazi activities in this country for a num-
ber of years, and a reproduction of a propaganda advertise-
ment of Warner & Swasey in United States News and World
Report. On the other side there is the phoney Lincoln deca-
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logue, with a picture of Lincoln above it and Lincoln's name
signed at the bottom. In response to an inquiry, the producers
of this item, Virginia Laminating Company of Amelia, Vir-
ginia, said that they obtained the Lincoln decalogue from
Joseph Hulse, 814 Thirteenth Street, Washington, D.C. Hulse,
who operates a blueprint and photostat service, informed us
that he obtained the Lincoln decalogue some thirty years ago
from a Philadelphia printer, whose name and address he could
not recall.

The Rev. C. W. Burpo, a Right-Wing radio preacher, quotes
the decalogue in the March 1966 issue of his Bible Institute
News, with the heading:

TEN GUIDELINES

Abraham Lincoln left us some guidelines too, to help us in main-
taining the framework of democracy in this nation of free men.

The Councilora hate sheet published by the Citizens Coun-
cils of Louisiana, carried the phoney Lincoln decalogue in its
issue of May 25, 1966.

Not to be outdone by the assorted Fascists, Right-Wingers,
and hate peddlers, Mr. Harlan Gilbertson, publisher and editor
of two obscure weeklies, carried the phoney Lincoln decalogue
as a 5" x 8" block in the Elsinore Leader-Press of April 22,
1966. To give it emphasis, Gilbertson published it in white
letters on a black background, and he had Lincoln’s name at
the bottom, to “prove” the authorship. On May 16,1966,1 wrote
Gilbertson to advise him that the Lincoln decalogue is a fraud,
that Coast Federal had disavowed it, and that he should retract
it. He did not retract and did not answer my letter.

While no further proof would seem to be necessary in order
to refute the Lincoln decalogue, | wish to give it a decent
burial:

Item. In 1950, the distinguished NBC commentator, Alex
Dreier, repudiated his prior use of the decalogue and said
“the fact is, Lincoln never said one line of the quotes.”

Item. The May, 1955, issue of Ideas on Liberty, a publica-
tion of the Foundation for Economic Education, repudiates
the Lincoln decalogue, but does it in the disingenuous style
of Dr. Wilkinson of Brigham Young University.

Item. On March 2, 1962, Mr. Morris Watson, the Editor
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of Dispatcher, official organ of the International Longshore-
men’s and Warehousemen’s Union, addressed a letter to the
renowned poet and biographer of Abraham Lincoln, Carl Sand-
burg.3 In the letter, a photocopy of which is in my possession,
Watson quoted the Lincoln decalogue and told Sandburg that
Philip Maxwell, President of the Employers Association of
Hawaii, had sent him the decalogue and challenged him to
publish it in the Dispatcher. Sandburg simply wrote on Wat-
son’s letter, at the margin next to the decalogue:

Spurious
CS.

No one can doubt that Carl Sandburg is the supreme authority
on Lincolniana.

We have by no means exhausted the list of purveyors of this
hoax. Nor is there any assurance of a cessation of its dissemina-
tion. It is, however, important that we determine the signifi-
cance of the fact that its distribution is by groups of capitalists,
bankers, and their supporters. It is also significant that “respect-
able” leaders of business and industry get support in this project
from the hate groups and the avowed Fascist elements. In this
connection, it must be sharply emphasized that the actual trans-
formation of the Rev. Boetcker’s maxims into a Lincoln deca-
logue was accomplished by the sleight-of-hand in the leaflet
Issued in the Fall of 1942 by the Committee for Constitutional
Government. The Library of Congress research report, which
Senator Metcalf placed in the Congressional Record of March
18, 1964, supports this conclusion by stating that the Com-
mittee for Constitutional Government “has earned the honor
of having first associated Mr. Lincoln with the maxims.”

In order to round out the investigation of the launching of
and widespread use of this hoax, it may be enlightening to
determine the nature and aims of the “father” of the Lincoln
hoax, the Committee for Constitutional Government. On Sep-
tember 23, 1950, Congressman Wright Patman of Texas made
a most important speech, which will be found on Page A 7336
of the Congressional Record of that date. Here are some per-
tinent excerpts:

3Mr. Sandburg passed awnay since this wes written.
26



Mr. Speaker, the Committee for a Fascist Government alias the
Committee for Constitutional Government, organized by and
operated by E. A. Rumely, is making an all-out effort to change
fundamentally our form of government. . . . Rumely and his gang
are trying to make it impossible for Congress to have enough money
to provide for things his Fascist group is opposed to. An effort is
made to change our Constitution through petitions by 32 States as
provided in Article V of the Constitution but which has never been
used. This is an effort to sneak through an amendment to the
Constitution that will limit to fifteen percent the income taxes on
any person or corporation and not permit Congress to levy an
inheritance or estate tax at all. This limitation will effectively do
what this Fascist group would like to have done and that is to
destroy our programs on social security, for veterans' relief, improve-
ment of rivers and harbors, public roads, soil conservation, support
prices for farmers, the Government lending its credit for an interest
charge, which is repaid, the farmers and families in the city to buy
farms and homes on long terms at low rates of interest, and other
programs of benefit to the people....

Rumely, the court records disclose, was guilty of treason against
the United States during World War 1. He was a German propagan-
dist. He has been in propaganda work ever since. . . . He has
carried on a persistent and ruthless campaign against labor and
farmers and strictly in the direction of helping those who have the
most and especially the privileged group. His whole campaign has
been in the direction of making the rich richer and the poor
poorer.4

The picture that emerges from all the data is one of indicat-
ing that the Lincoln decalogue is a propaganda device of Big
Business and Right-Wing groups.

Lenin Fabrication, No. 1

One of the most widespread fabrications is a quotation which
Cold War propagandists and Ultra-Rightists persistently and
repeatedly attribute to Lenin. It reads:

4 In its issue of January 17, 1950, Look magazine had a full-page feature item
in white letters on a completely black page. In the upper right-hand corner there
is the rugged face of Abraham Lincoln. Alongside it, to the left, is the following:

LOOK thinks it’s about time
for the country to remember
ABRAHAM LINCOLN
said:
Then it gives the phoney decalogue.

Time magazine of January 30, 1950, commented: "To Lincoln scholars and
plain readers, there was only one thing wrong with Look's snippets of wisdom:
Lincoln had never said them.”



Promises are like pie crusts, made to be broken.

It has been quoted so widely that it is possible to fill up
many pages, describing its use. A few illustrations should suffice.

The U.S. News and World Report, February 7, 1958, page
73, says:

Said Khrushchev in Moscow: “Agreement on many questions is
possible.” Said Lenin in Moscow, years ago: “Promises are like pie
crust, made to be broken." Western diplomats listening to Khru-
shchev, remember Lenin. But diplomatic channels are open. Talk-
ing can be private as well as public.

On February 11, 1958,1 sent a letter to U.S.N. & W.R., ask-
ing for authentication of this alleged Lenin quotation. On
February 21, 1958, Mrs. I. D. Holland, Manager, Reader Ser-
vice, US.N. & W.R., sent me the letter and accompanying
memorandum, which are herewith photographically reproduced.

U. S News & World Report

February 21, 1958
AIR MAIL

Hr« Morris Komi risky
P. 0. Box 337
Elsinorev California
Dear Mr* Kominsky:
In reply to your letter of February 11, enclosed is a Memo-
randum covering the information requested*

1
Wewre “lad.to be of service*

Msnagerf Reader Service

I1DH/mem
Enclosure
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MEMORANDUM FOR PERSONAL INFORMATION ONLY - -

NOT TO BE ATTRIBUTED. PRINTED OR DISTRIBUTED

February 21, 1958

Actually Lenin was quoting the English writer Jonathan Swift--
HtPronises like pie crusts ere leaven to be broken,* says the Snglish
proverbe*

The quote is taken from The Collected tforks of V* 1* Lenin,
Vol. IX, p. 290 of the Russian edition, published by the State Publishing
House for Political Literature, Moscow, 1947* It was an article titled
"Bourgeois Sated Bourgeois Hungary* which first appear in the Proletariat
XX of October 10 (September 27) 1905*

Although Lenin did not nane Swift, the quotation is actually

from Swift 3 "Polite Conversation, Dialogue #1."

The reader’s attention is directed to the behavior of U.S.
News and World Report:

a. Insofar as | have been able to determine, no retraction
was published in the magazine. Thus, hundreds of thousands
of readers were misled into believing this fraudulent quotation.

b. U.S.N. if W.R. made its grudging admission on a blank
piece of paper, with the admonitions that the information is
not for attribution or distribution. | do not feel morally bound
to accede to this stipulation.

Perhaps the reader is inclined to give U.S.N. & W.R. the
benefit of the doubt and to assume that an honest error was
made. If such is the case, why did not the U.S.N. & W.R. dis-
charge its obligation to its readers by setting the record straight
and telling its readers that the alleged Lenin quotation is a
phoney? It could have done so gracefully. But this would not
serve the purpose of its Cold War policy. Proof of this judg-
ment is that three months later we find in the U.S.N. & W.R.
(May 9, 1958) a story, quoting a speech by Secretary of State
John Foster Dulles at the New Hampshire University. The fol-
lowing excerpt is apropos:
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Meanwhile, the Secretary told his hearers, “the immediate problem”
Is: “Can we reach agreements with the Soviet Government?” There
are difficulties in the way, Mr. Dulles pointed out: “Communists
feel no obligation to perform their agreements. They have broken
one agreement after another, confirming what Lenin said, that, to
Communists, ‘promises are like pie crusts, made to be broken/ ”

Don’t you agree that the U.S.N. & W.R.was morally obligated
to parenthetically add at this point the memorandum it sent
me on February 21, 1958?

In The Gravediggers, by Phyllis Schlafly and retired Admiral
Chester Ward, page 64, we find the phoney Lenin quotation
used as part of a plea that peaceful co-existence is impossible.
A letter sent by a research assistant, brought a reply from Phyl-
lis Schlafly on March 4, 1965. She stated that she had relied
upon a letter her husband had received from the Department
of State, which is reproduced on page 31.

The State Department letter shows that Phyllis Schlafly’s
husband had apparently read the news item in the U.S. News
& World Report of May 9, 1958, which we have quoted. The
shocking thing about the State Department letter is the sleight-
of-hand perpetrated by telling Schlafly that the pie-crust quota-
tion can be found on pages 290 and 291, volume 9, Collected
Works of Lenin (Russian) 4th edition. They just conveniently
omitted the fact that Lenin did not say it, but only alluded to
it, as admitted in the memorandum from U.S.N. & W.R. and
as we shall soon see by quoting from the above-mentioned
pages 290 and 291.

The Ultra-Rightist Life Lines, March 5, 1965, vehemently
argues against any steps toward ending the suicidal arms race.
It “proves” that disarmament agreements are worthless by
solemnly warning:

The U.S. somehow forgot what the communists themselves say about
promises: they are like pie crust, made to be broken.

Retired Marine Corps General P. A. Del Valle, President
of the Defenders of the American Constitution, presents a very
shrill argument against taking any steps to end the arms race.
In Task Force, July 1965, he trots out the old scarecrow about
“the U.S.S.R. whose boast has been that treaties are made to be
broken ‘like pie crust.’”
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OFFICE. OF
THE SECRETARY OF STATE
WASHINGTON

August19, 1958

Dear Mr. Schlafly;

In the absence of Secretary Dulles I am replying to
your letter of August 9. The quotation *‘promises are
like pie crusts, made to be broken' appears in the
(Russian) 4th edition, volume 9 of Collected Works of
Lenin, pages 290 and 291. The State Department's
Division of Research and Analysis for the U.S.S. R.
advises that the quotation was originally published in
the magazine Proletarian. No. 20, in 1905.

| believe the speech you may be referring to in
which the Secretary used the Lenin quotation was before
the Atomic Power Institute at Durham, New Hampshire,
on May 2. | enclose a marked copy of that speech.

I know the Secretary will appreciate your interest
in writing him and will be grateful for your message of
confidence and support.

Sincerely yours,

D. E. Boster
Staff Assistant
Enclosure:
Copy of speech.

Mr. JI F. SchlaHy, Jr.,
Verlie, Eastman, Schlafly and Godfrey,
First National Bank Building,
Alton, Illinois.
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Mr. G. A. Sheppard, attorney-at-law and a leader of the
Freedom Club of the Rev. James W. Fifield’s First Congrega-
tional Church of Los Angeles, has a list of some 56 “Commu-
nist Objectives” in the April 26, 1966, issue of Freedom Club
Bulletin. With a reckless disregard for the most basic rules of
evidence, with which attorneys are familiar, he includes item
after item which he knows or should know, are untrue. In-
cluded, of course, is:

Lenin said: “Promises are like pie crusts—made to be broken."

On July 14, 1961, | asked the Library of Congress to locate
the pie crust quotation which has been attributed to Lenin
and a phoney guotation which had been attributed to Stalin.
Page 33 is a photographic reproduction of the July 24, 1961,
letter of reply and a similar reproduction on page 34 of pages
290 and 291, Volume 9 of the 1947 Russian language edition
of the Collected Works of Lenin.

The pertinent paragraphs for our investigation are the last
paragraph of page 290, which carries over to page 291, and
the first paragraph of page 291. Two accomplished Russian
scholars, both of whom have a better than average command
of the English language, made independent translations. They
did not exercise the usual literary license in translating the
Russian idiom into English idiom. This accounts for a slight
turgidity of style, but also obviates any distortion of the original.
Both translations were almost 100% identical, which would
seem to indicate the accuracy of the work. You will better
understand the following passages when you realize that Lenin
Is here carrying on a polemical discussion with other under-
ground revolutionaries during the barbaric regime of the Czar.
Far from advocating broken promises, Lenin is here pouring
scorn and bitter irony upon phoney Socialist politicians, upon
precisely those people who are lacking in principle and moral
stamina. In fact, he is bitterly condemning the Russian counter-
parts of the Quisling and Uncle Tom characters. A further
word of explanation is in order. The allusion to Yskra refers
to a revolutionary paper of that era; the allusion to Novoe
Vremia refers to a particularly vicious anti-Semitic sheet of
that period. Here are the two translated paragraphs:
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R eference Department

Slavic and Central European Division

pear tor. Kominsky:
This is in reply to your letter of July 14*

The quotation from V.l. Lenin to which you refer is
from his article Burzhuaziia sytaia 1 burahuazila alchushchaia
(The satisfied bourgeoisie and the covetous bourgeoisie) and
may be found on page 290 of volume 9 of the 1947 Russian language
edition of his works. Examination of English editions of works
by Lenin does not reveal a translation of this article.

The quotation from J. Stalin is taken from p. 276-277
of volume 2 of the 1946 edition of his works in Russian. It is
available in English translation in volume 11 on page 285 of an
edition of Stalin®s works published in Moscow in 1953.

lour letter has been referred to the Fhotoduplication
Service of the Library of Congress so that they may furnish you
an estimate of the cost of preparing photostats of the quotations
referred to above, and of the context in which they stand.

Sincerely yours,

Sergius Yakobson, Chief
Slavic and Central European Division

hr. Morris Kominsky
400 East fTanklin Street
Elsinore, California

v&mi
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And that the hopes of the sated bourgeois, placed on thc naive,
foolhardy Revolutionaries, were not altogether without foundation,
was proved by our own “sages” from the new Yskra Reins released
thev rushed into a trap, in the interim proposing to raise all
democratic responsibilities and obligations from the moderate
bourgeois, who are now themselves eager and ready to oblige,
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holding out any and all promises. Not only in struggles with
adversary parties, but also inside the Socialist Parties (as we had
occasion after the Second Congress, to convince ourselves on the
spot), all promises fall by the wayside, as soon as it affects in a
measure the essential interests of the toiling masses. To quote an
En lish proverb: “The promises like pie-crust are leaven to be
roken."

What did the tactics of the Yskra lead up to in connection with
the Duma? Just to disarm the Revolutionaries ideologically and
tactically. The wise men of the opportunistic Yskra have done their
share in helping disarm the Revolutionaries, by distorting the idea
of the active boycott. They have substituted (quite in the spirit of
the N ovoe Vremia and almost in the same words) the passive boycott
for the active one. They preached trust and confidence in those
embracing Miliukow and Stachwitz, thus replacing the revolutionary
slogan of an uprising with the bourgeois liberation illusion, the
so-called slogan, Citizen's Revolutionary Self-Government.

It is, of course, shocking that the Department of State of
the United States Government and Secretary of State John
Foster Dulles were actively spreading a deliberate forgery of
Lenin's remarks. It is shocking that the U.S. News & World
Report was a party to spreading this falsehood and to conceal-
ing the truth. It is shocking that a prominent church group
spreads this canard. It is shocking that hundreds of Ultra-
Rightist groups peddle this swindle. But what is even more
shocking is that it is used to instill fear and distrust— thus en-
dangering the peace of the world. A case in point is that, during
the 1963 Congressional debate on the Nuclear Test Ban Treaty,
it became a formidable weapon in the hands of the war mon-
gers, who worked hard to block the ratification of the Treaty.
There is the real danger that death—nay more, death of the
entire human race— may become the wages of the sin of bear-
ing false witness.

Lenin Fabrication, No. 2

Lawyers are supposed to be trained in the art of carefully
scrutinizing evidence in the course of a court trial. This uni-
versal rule was flagrantly violated by the Special Committee
on Communist Tactics, Strategy and Objectives of the Ameri-
can Bar Association, the highest body among the lawyers. This
Committee presented a report to the bar association’s house of
delegates in August of 1958, which included a number of
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fabrications attributed to Lenin, Stalin, Khrushchev, and others.
The Report was placed in the Congressional Record on March
1, 1962 by Senator Everett McKinley Dirksen, a member of the
Senate Internal Security Subcommittee, the counterpart of the
House Committee on Un-American Activities. Thus was a
double-barreled weapon furnished to the purveyors of false-
hood—the combined “seal of approval” of the American Bar
Association Committee and the Congressional RecordI5

The Report not only quoted the phoney pie-crust story,
which we have called Lenin Fabrication No. m but quoted the
following words, allegedly written by Lenin:

First, we will take Eastern Europe, then the masses of Asia, then we
will encircle the United States, which will be the last bastion of
capitalism. We will not have to attack. It will fall like an overripe
fruit into our hands.

A footnote in the Committee’s Report tells us that the quota-
tion comes from Collected Works of Lenin, vol. 10, p. 172,
Sounds authentic, doesn’t it?

Not to be outdone by others in the dissemination of false
guotations, the Free Enterprise Department of Coast Federal
Savings & Loan Association of Los Angeles used Lenin Fabri-
cation, No. 2 on page 5 of a manual for study groups, which
they have brazenly entitled The Truth About Communism.
Coast Federal tells us that the quotation comes from Collected
Works of Lenin, Vol. 10, p. 172, “as printed in the Congres-
sional Record of August 22, 1958, p. 4.” There is a very shrewd
device employed here. If the quotation does not appear in the
guoted volume of Lenin, Coast Federal can always claim in-
nocence, because they relied upon the Congressional Record!
However, this maneuver will not suffice. First of all, there is
no page 4 in the Congressional Record of August 22, 1958.
The pages are numbered from 19015 to 19325. Secondly, if
Coast Federal were interested in the truth, it could have re-
searched the authenticity of the alleged quotation as well as |
did. Furthermore, having twice visited the Free Enterprise
Department of Coast Federal, | can testify that they have an

5 One of the earliest uses of this hoax was by the late Chairman of the
House Committee on Un-American Activities, Congressman Francis E. Walter,
in a series of articles he wrote for the Philadelphia Inquirer, March 3-9, 1958.
Walter’s articles were reprinted as an official document of his Committee.
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adequate library of Communist books, including the works of
Lenin.

In the “bible” of the John Birch Society, the Blue Book,
page 10, Robert Welch quoted Lenin Fabrication No. 2. Mr.
Welch prefaced the false quotation with the following, which
sounds so “scholarly” to his dupes:

Lenin died in 1924. But before he died he had laid down for his
followers the strategy for this conquest. It was, we should readily
admit, brilliant, far-seeing, realistic, and majestically simple. It has
been paraphrased and summarized as follows.

Then follows the phoney quotation, exactly as it was used in
the Report of the Committee of the American Bar Association.
Welch also used a device to give him an “out,” when he said:
“It has been paraphrased and summarized as follows.” But then
he gives the phoney Lenin statement in quotation marks. Even
Welch’s former public relations man, John Rousselot, knows
that a statement in quotation marks must be the exact words,
not a paraphrase or a summary. Rousselot repeatedly told audi-
ences that no one, just no one, has ever found any factual error
in Mr. Welch's writings.

There is a widely circulated pamphlet entitled A Business
Man Looks at Communism. Underneath the title on the out-
side cover we are told that it is “By An American Business
Man.” On the title page we learn that the author is Fred Koch,
and that by January, 1964, it had gone through ten editions.
On page 2, it says that Koch is president of two corporations,
chairman of the board of another corporation, and a director
of a bank and of five other companies. Koch wrote this booklet
in 1960, many years after he had built fifteen oil-cracking
plants in the Soviet Union and after having traveled, according
to his own admission, with one of the old Bolsheviks. I find it
necessary to supply some information not given in the booklet:

A. Fred C. Koch is one of the founders of the John Birch Society.
B. Fred C. Koch is listed as a member of the Executive Committee
of the John Birch Society.

Among other falsehoods contained in this booklet is the Lenin
Fabrication, No. 2, which Koch solemnly proceeds to prove is
the basis for a program now in progress.
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Hate peddler Gerald L. K. Smith uses this phoney gquota-
tion in The Cross and The Flag, October, 1955, assuring his
dupes that it is “the prophecy made by Lenin in 1923.”

The Rev. Howard Kershner, who operates a Right-Wing
propaganda outfit called Christian Freedom Foundation, says
on page 27 of a booklet entitled The Hangman's Rope: “Lenin
said we would fall like a ripe apple into their basket.”

Marie Larson, in Freedom Club Bulletin of Rev. Fifield's
First Congregational Church in Los Angeles, issue of June 16,
1966, has her own version of the phoney Lenin quotation.
Marie's inventive genius is expressed in the following manner:

Lenin decreed: “Demoralize, degenerate, and if necessary devastate
the United States ... it will fall like an overripe fruit into our
hands."*

A Right-Wing outfit calling itself The Patrick Henry Group,
operates from a postoffice box in Richmond, Virginia. Its
sponsor is former Internal Revenue Commissioner T. Coleman
Andrews, who has been prominent in many Right-Wing causes.
A circular that this group sent out in August of 1965 advertises
a book attacking the U.S. Supreme Court. The title of the cir-
cular is the phoney Lenin quotation.

That compendium of falsehood and distortion of truth,
which the Right-Wing circulated in the millions during the
1964 election campaign, “None Dare Call It Treason,” followed
Robert Welch's style in its use of the phoney quotation. On
page 26 it says:

After only seven years at the head of the world's first communist
state, Lenin died in 1924. Before he died, he formulated a plan for
world domination. Summarized and paraphrased, Lenin's plan
stated:

“First, we will take eastern Europe, then the masses of Asia, then we
will encircle the United States which will be the last bastion of
capitalism. We will not have to attack. It will fall like an overripe
fruit into our hands."

I first ran across this “overripe fruit” fabrication in the May,
1964, issue of a little Right-Wing propaganda monthly, issued
by a group calling itself California Liberty Bell, Inc. in San
Diego, California. | sent a letter to the author of the article,
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Col. Fred S. Stevers, U.S. Air Force, Retired, challenging him
to prove the authenticity of the quotation he had attributed
to Lenin. The Colonel replied cordially that the quotation
comes from the Collected Works of Lenin, Russian Edition;
that I might have some difficulty locating the Lenin volume in
my home town of Elsinore; that he was enclosing a U.S. Senate
Document containing the quotation. It is a publication of the
Senate Internal Security Subcommittee. It simply reprints, as
part of a Hearing of the Subcommittee, a fantastic document
submitted to the Committee by a Colonel Tom Hutton, retired
Air Force intelligence operative. Hutton called his document
“The Supreme Court as an Instrument of Global Conquest.”
Hutton and the group that he heads up will be discussed in
another chapter; and we shall also come back to Colonel
Stevers.

A close examination of the document shows that Colonel
Stevers had no basis for relying on “a Senate Document.” The
Senate only printed Colonel Hutton's statement as part of the
Report of its Hearings. It is therefore Colonel Hutton who is
furnishing the phoney Lenin quotation in a footnote on page
1077, prefacing it with the words: “Lenin's exact language.”
Incidentally, on the same day that Colonel Stevers' letter
arrived, | received a letterhead of the American Committee to
Free Cuba. Listed on the Advisory Board is the name of Colo-
nel Stevers and such Right-Wing worthies as John Rousselot
of the John Birch Society, Kent Courtney, Jose Norman, Wal-
ter Knott, Phyllis Schlafly, Congressman James B. Utt, and
others.

We are now ready to examine the proof that Lenin Fabrica-
tion, No. 2, the “overripe fruit” yarn, is a fraud.

In 1950, the Bureau of Intelligence and Research of the
United States Department of State published a large volume
entitled Soviet World Outlook} a Handbook of Communist
Statements. In its own words, it is “a handbook of major state-
ments by Communist leaders from Marx to Khrushchev.” In-
asmuch as we have already shown that the State Department
was slyly spreading the Lenin Fabrication, No. 1, the “pie-
crust” fraud, one can be sure that this document would not
omit anything that the Cold Warriors of the State Department
could use in its anti-Soviet propaganda campaign. A careful
examination of the third revised edition, released in July,
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1959, shows that Lenin Fabrications, No. 1 and No. 2, are not
quoted. The reason is very obvious. Not only can these state-
ments not be found in any of Lenin's writings and speeches,
but they are so out of character that the State Department
would discredit itself if it used them in a document prepared
by its Bureau of Intelligence and Research.

On May 21, 1964,1 asked the Library of Congress to institute
a search for the “overripe fruit statement.” The following reply
was received from Robert H. Land, Chief of the General Refer-
ence and Bibliography Division of the Library of Congress.

*kkk*k

THE LIBRARY OF CONGRESS
WASHNGTOND.C. 3640

Rimma Department
June 11, 194

General Reference and Bibliography Divwon

Jear Mr. Kominsky:

According to Mr# Pistrak of the United States Information
Agency, an expert on Communist statements, It is extremely
improbable that Lenin ever made the statement you quote* The
Library of Congress, Mr. Pistrak, and others have searched
fruitlessly for verification of this quotation. In addition,
according to Mr. Pistrak, since Lenin was almost wholly unin-
terested in the United Jtates (his interest lay in the hope of
a Communist revolution in Europe), it is unlikely he would have
made such a statement.

Very trulv vours

Robert H. Land
Chief
General Reference and
Bibliography Division



In order not to leave any loopholes in my research, | sent a
letter on September 21, 1964, to Mr. Donald H. Holmes, Chief
of the Photoduplication Service of the Library of Congress. |
asked him to send me a photocopy of page 172 of Volume 10,
Collected Works of Lenin. I explained that | especially wanted
the quotation attributed to Lenin:

First we will take Eastern Europe, then the masses of Asia, then we
will encircle the United States, which will be the last bastion of
capitalism. We will not have to attack. It will fall like an overripe
fruit into our hands.

On October 20, 1964, Mr. Holmes sent me a report which
stated that the alleged Lenin quotation is “not identified in
available Russian and English editions.” Mr. Holmes also sent
me the following memorandum which he received from Robert
V. Allen, Area Specialist (USSR) of the Library of Congress.

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

Memorandum Liswm M few

y To ftanslH R* HoXms, Chief r .;* C?fcobey V,
Ffcotoduplication Serrio*
1

noM  Bobort V. Allan, __(C339)\Vy,\
SLaric end Central Boropean Division

subject: Attached photocopy of letter frost Morris iT.aelnsky

This Division has been asked a nxnsber of tinit*
about the quotation given by Mr* Koainsky, stated to 1*
found on page 172 of voloee 10 of the QolleoXed Worfr*
of V.Il« Lenin. We hare exaslned that peg* in the terr
volume of all editions of the works of V.I* Lenin ***.ej-
able in LC &yd hare not f

Mr. Bryan W. Stevens, teacher at San Marino (California)
High School and former Lieutenant in the U.S. Navy, discusses
the “overripe fruit” quotation in his book, The John Birch
Society in California Politics, 1966. On page 111 Mr. Stevens
says:
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Now, there is no record that Lenin ever wrote or said this. Research
scholars at Stanford University have pored over Lenin's works, the
Curator of the Slavic Room of the Library of Congress has tried to
track the quotation down. Even Louis Budenz, now fairly discredited
professional anti-Communist, wrote in the March-May issue of the
Communist Line Bulletin, that this quote from Lenin is one of the
“many questionable quotations from Lenin that are floating around
in ill-informed anti-Communist circles.”

We can give the final burial to this fabrication by quoting
from an article by Kenneth D. Robertson, Jr. in the Ultra-
Rightist Task Force of October, 1964. Mr. Robertson tells us
that the “overripe fruit” story is “a popular quotation spuri-
ously attributed to Lenin.” Despite its fraudulent nature, this
phoney story is continually used to poison the minds of un-
suspecting and gullible citizens.

Lenin Fabrication, No. 3

Tom Anderson is the owner and publisher of Farm and
Ranch magazine with circulation of over 1,300,000. He also
publishes a number of other farm magazines, and writes an
editorial column entitled “Straight Talk,” which is carried in
many publications across the country. A 1962 brochure of the
John Birch Society lists him as one of the founders of the
Society. In a notice inserted with the August and October,
1961, Bulletins of the Birch Society, it was announced that the
Birchers were launching An Essay Contest for the American
Undergraduate. The subject was Grounds for Impeachment of
Earl Warren. Among the five judges for the contest was Tom
Anderson. Anderson is also a participant in a number of other
Ultra-Rightist groups.

In his “Straight Talk” column, Farm and Ranch magazine,
August, 1960, Anderson tells us:

Lenin said: “We will find our most fertile field for infiltration of
Marxism within the field of religion, because religious people are
the most gullible and will accept almost anything if it is couched in
religious terminology/*

On May 2, 1963, the Committee of Christian Laymen of
Woodland Hills, California, issued a reprint of Tom Ander-
son's August, 1960, column, and called it “More Straight Talk
Regarding the National Council of Churches of Christ.” On
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July 19, 1963, a research assistant of mine wrote to Tom Ander-
son, asking where in Lenin’s writings this quotation could be
found. In his letter of reply, dated August 30, 1963, Anderson
wrote, in part:

With respect to the quotation used in my August 1960 “Straight
Talk” editorial, a reprint of which is enclosed, | find that the
statement attributed to Lenin was made by him shortly after the
Bolshevik Revolution in Russia, and was taken by me from the
tract, “How the Communists Are Penetrating Our Churches,” by
Captain Edgar C. Bundy, Executive Secretary of Church League of
America, Wheaton, lIllinois, one of the outstanding authorities on
Communist infiltration. Captain Bundy's statement will be found
on p. 4, of the tract referred to, and which I am enclosing. | must
ask that the tract be returned to me, since | have only the single

copy.

An inquiry addressed to Bundy, who is also known as Major
Bundy, brought a terse reply on September 26, 1963:

With regard to your question concerning Lenin’s statement, the
quote was given to Mr. Bundy by Joseph Zack Cornfeder.

Aside from the fact that Kornfeder’s name was misspelled,
ICornfeder died on May 2, 1963, and it was no longer possible
to check with him. However, as we shall see when we examine
the Manuilsky hoax, Kornfeder was not among the most trust-
worthy of witnesses.

On December 4, 1964, | sent the following letter to Ex-FBI
Agent Dan Smoot:

On page 381 of your issue of Dan Smoot Report of December 1, 1964,
you attribute to Lenin the following: “We will find our most fertile
field for infiltration of Marxism within the field of religion, because
religious people are the most gullible and will accept anything
that is couched in religious terminology.” | challenge the authentic-
ity of this quotation. I have seen this used before, and | know that
it is a fabrication. Furthermore, it is in diametrical opposition to
anything that Lenin ever said or wrote about religion. Even if you
consider that your use of the quotation is a paraphrase, due to the
fact that you did not use quotation marks, it is a fake. The fact
that you used bold-faced type, in effect makes its use a direct
quotation. Please advise me what you are relying upon?

On January 6, 1965, Mr. Smoot sent me a long letter, from
which | quote the first two paragraphs:
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The Lenin material has been used by numerous persons for many
years. The actual text varies widely in the many places where | have
seen it. Yet, the meanings is always the same. | summed up the
meaning and presented it in paraphrased form. I do not have time
to do your research for you, but can quickly give you leads for a
start toward proving to yourself that Lenin did order infiltration of
churches so that they could be destroyed from within.

Smoot then goes on with some out-of-context quotations and
references to writings of Lenin which do not prove his point.
In fact, the first two paragraphs of his letter, which | have
guoted, prove the following:

| Smoot is evasive. He refers to the “Lenin material rather
than the specific quotation.

2. Smoot admits to tampering with quotations attributed
to Lenin by second-hand sources and admits that he *“summed
up the meaning and presented it in paraphrased form.”

3. Smoot is arrogant and petulant when he answers that he
does not have time “to do your research for you.” | did not
ask him to do research for me. | asked him to do research to
prove that Dan Smoot is an honest man.

Dan Smoot is thoroughly familiar with the writings of Lenin,
and could easily find evidence that Lenin never wrote such
atrocious nonsense. Smoot might have considered the following
from page 22 of Volume 7 of Little Lenin Library, where
Lenin writes:

We must not only admit into the Social-Democratic Party all those
workers who still retain faith in God, we must redouble our efforts
to recruit them. We are absolutely opposed to the slightest affront to
these workers' religious convictions. We recruit them in order to
educate them in the spirit of our programme, and not in order to
carry on an active struggle against religion. (Emphasis is mine—
M. K.)

The Rev. G. Archer Weniger is Professor of Practical The-
ology at the San Francisco Conservative Baptist Theological
Seminary and pastor of the Foothill Boulevard Baptist Church
in Oakland, California. In addition to his vociferous defense
of the House Un-American Activities Committee, Dr. Weniger
has compiled a brochure entitled Has Communist Thought
Penetrated the Church?, in which he has used the phoney
Lenin quotation.
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On February 4, 1966, | sent Rev. Weniger a letter from
which | quote the two most pertinent paragraphs:

Inasmuch as Lenin never wrote or said this, | would appreciate your
advising me where you obtained this alleged quotation.

May | also suggest that, unless you can produce documentation to
prove that Lenin ever said or wrote this, you should publish a
retraction in accordance with the Commandment: Thou Shalt Not
Bear False Witness Against Thy Neighbor.

On February 11, 1966, Rev. Weniger wrote me:

Thank you so kindly for your letter of February 4 bringing to my
attention your assertion with respect to the widely reported state-
ment by Lenin. We appreciate your bringing this to our attention.
We will be glad to look into it.

On April 1, 1966, I sent Rev. Weniger the following letter,
for which | hold a postal receipt signed by a member of his
staff, Chuck Baker:

Dear Dr. Weniger:

On February 4, 1966, | wrote to you advising you that you had
used an alleged Lenin quotation, which Lenin had never said or
written.

In response to my challenge to retract this falsehood, you simply
stated in your letter of February 11, 1966, that you would “look into
it.”

| consider this an inadequate and unresponsive reply to my
challenge.

Please advise whether or not you intend to publish a retraction.

I am writing you again before closing my file on this matter,
because | do not wish to do you an injustice in my forthcoming book.

Cordially yours,

M orris Kominsky

I have not received a reply from the Rev. G. Archer Weniger.
Perhaps he will claim that it is God's will that falsehood and
deceit are necessary means to combat Communism. One cannot
help wondering why truth is not used!

Lenin Fabrication, No. 4

The Ultra-Rightists have derived considerable “mileage"
from a bogeyman story which appeared in the American Mer-
cury, February, 1961, p. 106:
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We have it on the word of no less than Nikolai Lenin himself that
a small number of persons with their eyes open could have nipped
Communism in the bud 44 years ago. “If there had been in Petro-
grad in 1917 a group of only a thousand men who knew what they
wanted, we never could have come to power in Russia.”

The American Mercury headlined the story: “Eyes Open,” and
stated that it was being quoted from Christopher Notes.

On August 30, 1964 | asked the Library of Congress to
check the authenticity of this alleged Lenin quotation. The
reply, which is herewith reproduced, shows the difficulty of
tracking down fake quotations.

THE LIBRARY OF CONGRESS
WASHINGTON 2,D. C.

L X3

R eference Department

Stavic'and Central European Division

3 190

Dear Mr. Koninsky:
i"his is in rev>ly to your letter of August 30*

."re pressure of official duties for the Congress and
other "<;vomr.ent agencies does not permit us to undertake an
extensive search of Lenin*s voluminous writings# To authenti-
cate an Isolated Lenin quotation is often akin to finding a
.loedle in a haystack*

A verv cursory examination of some portions of the
Vircl edition of Lenin*s works in. Russian has failed to
Jiccloce any statement rese:.blin.*: the one about vhich you
inquired# However* obviously wo cannot state that such a
state sen* :/as not made by Lenin#

sincerely yours,

oerj'ius Yakobson
Chief» Slavi<s and Central
2urooean Division

.orris Soninsky
WJj 2ast Franklin Street
hlcinor«# California

Air.nail
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On September 1, 1964, a research assistant, who must remain
anonymous for the present, sent a letter to Father James Keller,
director of The Christophers, asking that he furnish proof of
the authenticity of the alleged Lenin quotation. The reply,
which is here presented, is not only evasive, but employs a
common Right-Wing dodge. When caught using a phoney quo-
tation, they offer something that “means the same” to them! In
this case, the “similar quotation” is also a fake. (In photocopy-
ing Father Keller’s letter, we have deleted the name of our
research assistant. See page 48.)

We are safe in branding Father Keller’s Lenin quotation as a
fake, because it definitely clashes with Lenin’s known ideolog-
ical and philosophical posture.

The State Department’s Soviet World Outlook—A Hand-
book of Communist Statements, 1959 edition, does not contain
this alleged Lenin quotation. It would tax one’s credulity to
expect that the Cold Warriors of its Bureau of Intelligence
and Research would overlook such a “juicy” item. In fact, on
page 80, they give a quotation from Lenin which definitely
disproves the validity of the phoney quotation. Lenin wrote:

To be successful, insurrection must rely not upon conspiracy and
not upon party, but upon the advanced class. That is the first point.
Insurrection must rely upon the revolutionary spirit of the people.
That is the second point. Insurrection must rely upon the crucial
moment in the history of the growing revolution, when the activity
of the advanced ranks of the people is at its height, and when the
vaccilations in the ranks of the enemies and in the ranks of the weak,
half-hearted, and irresolute friends of the revolution are strongest.
That is the third point. . ..

The final proof of the impossibility that Lenin ever made the
statement attributed to him by Father Keller and The Ameri-
can Mercury is in the actual historical facts of the two Russian
revolutions of 1917. Harrison Salisbury, who spent some years
as a reporter in the Soviet Union and who is now the Assistant
Managing Editor of the New York Times, summarized it excel-
lently and succinctly in the New Republic of July 3, 1965:6

Russia’s February (non-Communist) Revolution occurred because
the existing Czarist Government disintegrated. No revolutionary

6 Quoted by permission of The New Republic, copyright 1965, Harrison-
Blaine of New Jersey, Inc.
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Tirtnirkioplu TS

IMKiiml IMIh Jilreel. \ew York..V 1. 10017

September 9, 1964

Dear Mr.

It was good to hear from you* Would that we could
supply you with the information on the statement by Lenin,
but unfortunately, we no longer have this data since it
was first used many years ago* Should it ever come to light
again9 we"ll be happy to let you know* Meanwhile, we are
typing off a similar quotation with references which may interest
you as well as the enclosed Christopher News Notes*

Blessings to you, Ur*

Sincerely in Christ*

Father Jamei Keller, M.MUdirector I"'hone PLnra9-1030

"Without doubt, an oppressed multitude had to be liberated*

But our method only provoked further oppressions and atrooious
massacres* Tou know that my living nightmare is to find myself
lost in aa ocean red with the blood of innumerable victims* To
save eur Russia, what was imperative to have*«*but it is too late
now to liter the past*.*was ten Francis™ of Assisi* Ten Francis*
of Assiti and we would have saved Russia*" Lenin*

Hsgr* M. d"Herbi ny, "Le Message du Christ." Lecture .“jthvn at

La Semains Sociale de Versailles* Quoted in Lettres de Rome Sur

1 "Atheism# Moderne, 1937, pa. e 173. Published by the> Pontificio
Instituto Russo, Piazza Santa Mag iore, Rome, Italy/
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leader of consequence was even in the country (Lenin was in Switz-
erland, Trotsky in New York and Stalin in Siberia). None of them
had the faintest notion that Russia was on the brink. Lenin, indeed
was despondent.

But, under the impact of war, the Czarist system fell apart. It suc-
ceeded in alienating its strongest defenders— the nobility, the army,
the industrialists. Even the Imperial family had begun to line up
against the Czar. Thus, the February Revolution occurred without
plan, without conspiracy, without leaders.

But what of the Communist seizure of power following Novem-
ber 7? Surely, this was a skillful coup d’etat carried on by a secre-
tive group of revolutionary plotters with Lenin at the head. Again,
the reality bears little resemblance to the legend. Everyone in Pet-
rograd knew the coup was to be attempted. The plans had been
published in the Petrograd press (several leading Bolsheviks had
quit the party in a public row over Lenin’s proposal). The Bolshe-
viks won not because of their skill but because the feeble Kerensky
regime was staggering toward collapse.

I think that the only error in Salisbury's analysis is that he
has underestimated the importance of Lenin's political per-
spicacity and psychological acumen: his ability to judge the
proper timing of the coup d'etat which ushered in the Com-
munist (Bolshevik) assumption of state power. Otherwise, Salis-
bury is eminently correct.

In order to leave no stone unturned in our documentation,
I sent a letter on August 4, 1966 to Dr. Herbert Aptheker,
Director of the American Institute for Marxist Studies, who is
probably the foremost authority in this country on the writings
of Lenin. | asked Dr. Aptheker about Lenin Fabrication, No.
4 and also about Father Keller's “similar quotation.” Dr.
Aptheker replied bluntly:

Certainly, neither written nor spoken by Lenin!

Now that we have given Lenin Fabrication, No. 4 a decent
burial, the reader can be sure that the Ultra-Rightists will con-
tinue to resurrect the corpse. It is very effective in scaring the
daylights out of the Birchers, Birchsymps, and their followers.
A case in point is a long letter in the San Diego Tribune of
April 21, 1966. The writer raves about Red Nazis and Godless
tyranny. His entire tirade is predicated upon the Lenin Fabrica-
tion, No. 4. But the readers of the San Diego Tribune have no
way of knowing that the foundation of the monologue is a
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falsehood. Nor do the readers have any way of knowing who
Mr. Tedis Zierins is, and why he writes from 2118 West
Schiller Street, Chicago, lllinois to a San Diego, California
paper. This is as good a time as any to introduce the reader to
a new social phenomenon in the United States—a network of
Ultra-Rightists, who write propaganda letters to newspapers,
magazines, public officials, broadcasting stations, and other
places where they want to inject their doctrines. One such group
Is the Network of Patriotic Letter Writers, with headquarters
in Pasadena, California, about which more will be told in
another chapter.

Lenin Fabrication, No. 5

Dr. Robert Henderson Kazmayer of Rochester, N.Y., a
Methodist Episcopal minister, left the ministry in 1939 to de-
vote full time to writing and lecturing. He is a 32nd Degree
Mason. He is a member of the Rotary Club, Union League
Club, Adventurers Club, Overseas Press Club, and the Ameri-
can Academy of Political Science. His loyalty to the status quo
Is attested by the fact that in 1961 he was awarded the George
Washington Honor Medal by that most unique propaganda
organization of Big Business, Freedoms Foundation at Valley
Forge. Kazmayer has travelled extensively.

In This Week magazine, which is a Sunday supplement to
many newspapers, we find on February 7, 1965 an article en-
titled “Lincoln versus Lenin” by Robert Kazmayer. Senator
Frank Carlson of Kansas saw it while reading the Washington
Star, and he was so enamoured of it that he placed it in the
Congressional Record on February 11, 1965, page 2564. In
singing hosannas to the Rev. Kazmayer, Senator Carlson said:

“Mr. Kazmayer, a publisher, lecturer, and world traveler
recently returned from a trip to Russia, where a visit to Lenin’s
tomb inspired the following thoughts, which 1 shall read into
the Record. These are Mr. Kazmayer’s words:”

I thought of the contrast between the two. You go down into the
darkness in Lenin's tomb. At the Lincoln Memorial you ascend the
steps in the light. You look down on Lenin; you raise your eyes to
Lincoln. | don't want to be melodramatic about this thing, but
there is a contrast between those two leaders, Lenin and Lincoln.
Lenin spent his whole life setting class against class. Abraham Lin-
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coin said, “You can't help the poor by attempting to destroy the
rich. You can't raise up the wage earner by pulling down the wage
payer.” _

enin said: “One would like to caress the masses, but one doesn’t
dare; like a dog they will turn and bite.” Abraham Lincoln said,
""God must have loved the common people; he made so many of
them.”

Lenin said, “This is a fight to the end, to their extinction”™—and
yours and mine and all who will not bow to the hammer and sickle.
Abraham Lincolil said, “With malice toward none; with charity
for all.”

Lenin said, “There's nothing right or wrong in the world, there's
nothing false or true except as it furthers the revolution.” That's
dialectical materialism for you. Abraham Lincoln said, “With firm-
ness in the right as God gives us to see the right.”

The first quotation from Abraham Lincoln, the one about
helping the poor and destroying the rich, is of course taken
directly from the phoney Lincoln decalogue, which we exposed
under the heading of Lincoln Fabrication, No. 2.

Taking the remaining Lenin quotations in sequence, we will
call them Lenin Fabrication No. 5, Lenin Fabrication No. 8,
and Lenin Fabrication, No. 14. For the present, we shall deal
with No. 5, and come back to the other two a little later.

On February 20, 1965, a research assistant sent a letter to
Dr. Kazmayer, asking for the source of the three Lenin quota-
tions. On March 27, 1965, Kazmayer wrote from the Miyako
Hotel in Kyoto, Japan:

The quotations from Lenin are taken from his Collected Works.
This is a many-volumed set . . . at the moment | can't remember
how many . .. was printed in England and | found it in the British
Museum . . . which as you probably know contains the equivalent
of our Library of Congress.

These quotations have been in my notebook for a number of years
now. In fact | put them in originally only because they were such
a contrast to the statements of Lincoln.

Then our scholar goes on to assure us that we can probably
find the Lenin quotations without his help.

With the help of Library of Congress, we were able to deter-
mine the source of the phoney Lenin quotations which Dr.
Kazmayer used. On May 17, 1965, we sent a long letter to Dr.
Kazmayer, giving him the documentation to prove that these
three Lenin quotations are phoney. We received a letter, dated
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May 21, 1965, from his Rochester, New York office, signed by
his secretary, Mrs. Arline Greenwell:

Dr. Kazmayer is still on his trip around the world. I am forwarding
your letter that it may have his personal attention.

We did not hear from Dr. Kazmayer in reply to our letter of
polite, but firm, criticism.
The Lenin Fabrication, No. 5, as given by Dr. Kazmayer is:

Lenin said: “One would like to caress the masses, but one doesn't
dare; like a dog they will turn and bite.”

Lenin, of course, never uttered such balderdash. Kazmayer has
presented a garbled version of something from a book, entitled
Lenin and the Russian Revolution by Christopher Hill, pub-
lished in London during 1947 by Hodder and Stoughton, Ltd.
On page 220, Mr. Hill writes:

Lenin once said to Gorky, after enjoying a Beethovan Sonata: “But
I can't listen to music too often. It affects your nerves, makes you
want to say stupid, nice things, and stroke the heads of people who
could create such beauty while living in this vile hell. And now you
mustn't stroke anyone's head—you might get your hand bitten off.
You have to hit them on the head, without any mercy, although our
ideal is not to use force against anyone. H'm, h'm our duty is in-
fernally hard.”

Skipping an unimportant small paragraph of Mr. Hill's, which
follows immediately after the above, Mr. Hill observes:

Hatred of tyranny and oppression because of their degrading effects
on oppressors and oppressed alike was the moral force behind Le-
nin's loathing for tsarism, for any system of economic exploitation or
national subjugation.

It is clear that there is nothing in the above quotations to
justify the Rev. Robert Kazmayer's Lenin quotation. And it
is clear that the meaning of all this is:

1. Lenin expressed amazement that musicians could compose
beautiful music, even under conditions of poverty, deprivations,
oppression, and civil war.
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2. Lenin found it difficult to relax and enjoy music while he
saw so much human suffering around him.

3. Lenin expressed regret and sorrow that the civil war which
followed the revolution, demanded stern and Draconian mea-
sures to suppress the counter-revolutionary conspirators.

4. Lenin's remarks that “You have to hit them on the head,
without mercy," is, of course, metaphorical. This is easily under-
stood from his qualifying remark that “our ideal is not to use
force against anyone,” and that it is done only when necessary.

The headline and first paragraph of a story by Frank Finch in
the Los Angeles Times of August 6, 1966 illustrate a point:

SHADES OF ALAMO!
DODGERS, KOUFAX
MASSACRE ASTROS

HOUSTON—The undermanned Astros, their ranks decimated by
injuries and defections, underwent Texas baseball version of the
Alamo when they were massacred Friday by the Dodgers, 12-1, be-
fore 46,555 eyewitnesses to the bloodletting.

Just imagine what a Russian counterpart of Dr. Kazmayer
could do by a literal translation of the American idiom, con-
tained in this colorful description of a peaceful activity!

Lenin Fabrication, No. 6

Millions of people believe the Reader’s Digest almost as
much as their Bible. They hardly suspect its Right-Wing bias,
its planted articles, and its shocking falsifications. A classic
example of the Digest’s method is an article entitled “How the
Reds Make a Riot," by Eugene Methvin, in its issue of January,
1965. The reader is told that Methvin is a member of its Wash-
ington staff and that the article is “based on four years of
research." The article is given an air of authenticity by the
Digest’s claim that: “It represents scores of case studies of Red
riots, plus hundreds of interviews with the FBI, CIA, Secret
Service, police experts, academic and military-intelligence
authorities, and former communists who have personally orga-
nized strikes and riots."

The Digest depends on the fact that most of its faithful
readers would not discern the obviously tendentious nature of
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an article based almost entirely on secret police sources. It is
hardly research when one starts with a premise and seeks out
only those sources that will help confirm a preconceived notion.

Some people liked Methvin's article. The Right-Wing Fire
and Police Research Association of Los Angeles sent out re-
prints, along with the January 1965 issue of its monthly publica-
tion, FIPO News. The speed with which FIPO was able to get
reprints from the January issue of the Digest in time to send
them out with the January issue of FIPO News suggests that
FIPO may have collaborated with Methvin. Harding College,
at Searcy, Arkansas, is considered the “West Point” of the
Ultra-Right. It is a veritable propaganda mill of pamphlets,
brochures, films, tapes and maps. Its National Program Letter
of April 1965 devotes a full page to lavish praise of Methvin’s
article.

As usual, an article of this kind in the Digest inspires a series
of ponderous editorials, quoting the “authoritative” Reader's
Digest. The Courier of Madison, Indiana, January 18, 1965,
told its readers that Methvin’s article, “Based on 4 years of
research,” “discloses that so-called ‘spontaneous demonstration’
in many parts of the world are in fact carefully staged by Com-
munists and their dupes.” In similar vein there were editorials
in the Post Tribune, Jefferson City, Missouri, January 4, 1965
and the Daily Plainsman of Huron, South Dakota on May 2,
1965. This is only a small part of the total number of solemn
warnings, but these are the ones placed in the Congressional
Record by Senator Karl Mundt on May 14, 1965. The Senator
Is noted as a Red-hunter and an advocate of repressive legisla-
tion.

The article consists largely of a rehash of the usual charges
made by the witch-hunters of the House Un-American Activities
Committee and its retinue of professional stoolpigeons. At the
very outset Methvin says:

A communist leader knows that if he chooses proper slogans, gathers
a crowd and agitates it, he can create a riot. The techniques of start-
ing a riot are as simple, as scientific and as systematic as that.

Not only is this completely untrue, but it is an insult to the
intelligence of the readers. How does Methvin know that “a
communist leader knows”? Does he produce one Communist
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leader who ever said this? Does he name one Communist leader
who told him this? Methvin does not do so, because it is
strictly a Methvin-FBI invention. (Methvin had the help of the
FBI in the preparation of his opus). Furthermore, any com-
petent psychologist, psychiatrist, or sociologist could have told
Methvin that riots are not started in this fashion; human be-
havior is quite different from the pattern suggested by the sage
of Reader's Digest. Methvin and the Digest can peddle such
nonsense under the guise of research, because no one can talk
back to the Digest; it does not print letters-to-the-editor. All
you can do is stop buying it.

Methvin proceeds to blame every demonstration, every
struggle, every riot on to the Communists. It never dawns on
him that human beings struggle against oppression, injustice,
and poverty in the only way open to them. One wonders how
Methvin would have described the Boston Tea Party of the
American Revolution! The nearest Methvin comes to under-
standing the struggles of hungry people is his reference to
“food marches in India”! What a cute description of a horrible
state of affairs, where people die of hunger in the streets of this
vast country! A story by Rudy Abramson from Washington in
the Los Angeles Times, February 1, 1966, quotes testimony
before the House Agriculture Committee by Dr. W. H. Sebrell,
Jr. of Columbia University school of public health, regarding
conditions in India:

It is estimated 70% of the children in developing areas suffer from
malnutrition and upwards of 3 million children die annually from
malnutrition. This fact is hidden because these deaths often are re-
corded as being from diarrhea, parasites and infectious diseases. If
these children were well nourished, they would not die of these
diseases.

Abramson summarized the testimony by reporting that:

Estimates have been made that 10 to 15 million Indians will die
of starvation this year.

1 What shall we say about a man’s four years of “research”
that can only see protests against such horrors as “food marches”
and as riots created by Communist leaders using “proper
slogans'?
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Throughout his essay Methvin makes statements without
furnishing proof, excepting to quote anonymous and faceless
characters, such as: 1. “Experts, reconstructing the Panama
explosion, unearthed these facts.” 2. “An amazed American
witness stood beside a radio commentator...” 3. “A Panamanian
carrying a camera . . .” 4. “Reliable authorities identified . .

All this leads us to the Methvin discovery of the century.
With perfect safety from a libel suit, Methvin explains that the
riots of 1964 and 1965 really began in Longjumeau, France.
Yes indeed, Methvin traces our trouble to a “clandestine com-
munist school” where Lenin allegedly taught in 19111 Referring
to Lenin, Methvin says:

His bold boast: “When we have companies of especially trained
worker-revolutionaries who have passed through a long course of
schooling, no police in the world will be able to cope with them.”
Today, from a worldwide collection of data, including captured
documents and interrogations of defectors from training schools,
the s;ceé)-by-step stages of Red-manipulated violence can be fully
revealed.

On February 10,1965, my research assistant addressed a letter
to Eugene Methvin, asking for the source of this alleged Lenin
qguotation. On February 15, 1965, Mr. Eugene Methvin replied,
with a very cordial letter, stating:

The Lenin quote which you inquired about is from his pamphlet
What Is To Be Done? which he wrote in 1901. One version of the
quote can be found in Lenin: Collected Works (Moscow: Foreign
Languages Publishing House, 1961, Volume Five, page 473). In this
book the translation is slightly different from the one | used, which
| took from the article by J. Edgar Hoover in the American Bar
Association Journal, February 1962. This translation of the quote,
according to the FBI, was taken from a translation of What Is To
Be Done? published in New York by a communist publishing house
around 1926.

So far, the following conclusions emerge: a. Methvin reveals
that he had FBI collaboration in the preparation of his essay,
b. Methvin admits that he took his alleged Lenin guotation
from a second-hand source, in spite of his awareness of the
original source, c. His reference to different versions of the
quotation lays the groundwork for some subsequent squirming
out of a tight situation, d. Methvin seems to see nothing wrong
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In trying to explain social phenomena of 1964 by quoting some-
thing written by Lenin 63 years earlier, under conditions of
Czarist oppression!

A comparison of the Lenin quotations as given by Eugene
Methvin and John E. Hoover should prove enlightening:

Methvin version in Reader's John E. Hoover version in
Digest, January 1965 American Bar Association
Journal, February 1962

When we have companies of When we have companies of

especially-trained worker-revo- special trained worker-revo-
lutionaries who have passed lutionaries who have passed
through a long course of through a long course of
schooling, no police will be schooling ... no police in
able to cope with them. the world will be able to

cope with them. . . .

At first glance it appears that both versions are identical,
but a closer examination reveals an essential, and even a
crucial, difference. Mr. M ethvin omitted the multiple dots in
the two places where Mr. Hoover had used them to indicate
omissions. And a responsible writer is duty-bound to check
out the original sources, when confronted with multiple dots.
Otherwise, he risks a repetition of another person’s error or
deliberate misrepresentation. In four years of research, Mr.
Methvin apparently did not check the original source, but was
satisfied to rely upon the authority of the head of a secret police
organization. We shall soon see how valid is this criticism.

From What Is To Be Done7 From Lenin: Collected Works,
page 221 Foreign Language Publishing
House, 1963, Vol. V, page 473

As the spontaneous rise of the As the spontaneous rise of

working-class masses becomes their movement becomes
wider and deeper, they pro- broader and deeper, the work-
mote from their ranks not Ing-class masses promote from

only an increasing number of  their ranks not only an in-
talented agitators, but also tal- creasing number of talented
ented organizers, propagandists agitators, but also talented
and “practical workers” in the organizers, propagandists, and
best sense of the term (of “practical workers” in the best
whom there are so few among sense of the term (of whom
our intelligentsia who, for the  there are so few among our
most part, in the Russian intellectuals who, for the most
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manner, are somewhat careless
and sluggish in their habits).
When we have detachments
of specially trained worker-
revolutionaries who have gone
through extensive preparation
(and, of course, revolutionaries
“of all arms”), no political
police in the world will then
be able to contend against
them, for these detachments
of men absolutely devoted to
the revolution will themselves
enjoy the absolute confidence
of the widest masses of the
workers.

part, in the Russian manner,
are somewhat careless and slug-
gish in their habits). When
we have forces of specially
trained worker-revolutionaries
who have gone through exten-
sive preparation (and, of course,
revolutionaries “of all arms of
the service”), no political
police in the world will then
be able to contend with them,
for these forces, boundlessly
devoted to the revolution, will
enjoy the boundless confidence
of the widest mass of the
workers.

(This pamphlet, What Is To Be Done?, is a series of essays
taken from Volume V, Lenin: Collected Works, Fourth Russian
Edition; translated from the Russian by the Institute of Marx-
iIsm-Leninism, and distributed by Foreign Languages Publishing
House. These essays were written in February of 1902).

A close examination reveals some slight differences in trans-
lation, but nothing of an essential nature. The two translations
convey almost precise meanings. A comparison with John E.
Hoover’s version shows a definite and shocking exercise in
deception by the author of Masters of Deceit, the man who
called Dr. Martin Luther King “this country’s most notorious
liar.”

Hoover’s deceptions are many-folded. First of all, Hoover’s
version is not a quotation from Lenin, but rather it is Hoover’s
paraphrasing of Lenin’s remarks. Therefore, it was literary de-
ception to place his paraphrase in quotation marks, when he
planted it in his article in the American Bar Association Journal
of February, 1962. Secondly, Hoover deliberately changed
“political police” to “police,” dropping the word “political.”
This is most shocking, because Hoover knows, or should know,
that Lenin was not discussing police in general, as Herr Eugene
Methvin tries to make the Reader's Digest’s followers believe.
Lenin was writing in 1902 to inspire Russian workers and
peasants to revolt against one of the world’s most brutal and
tyrannical despotisms and its political police, the dreaded
Ochrana, which was the precursor of Hitler's Gestapo. The
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third Hoover deception is the omission of the words that
follow his second series of multiple dots, to wit:

... for these forces, boundlessly devoted to the revolution, will
enjoy the boundless confidence of the widest masses of the workers.”

In other words, Lenin was advocating the training of revolu-
tionary cadres that would be so integrated with the broad
masses of the people that the Ochrana would not be able to
destroy them. But Hoover deceitfully twists and garbles Lenin’s
words to serve his need of hysteria, behind which he is able
to get increased appropriations each year and maintain his
position of Mr. Untouchable!

On March 5, 1965, my research assistant wrote Eugene
Methvin again, calling to his attention the discrepancies of
both Hoover and Methvin. All the above documentation was
given in the letter. On March 12, 1965, Methvin replied in a
lengthy and petulant letter. Methvin advanced some new and
novel justifications for the practice of journalists’ misrepresenta-
tion:

1. “Itisacommon and perfectly ethical journalistic practice
to pare away the verbal underbrush in popular magazines such
as ours so long as the original meaning of the quote is not
changed or distorted. (Writing for the American Scholar or
Foreign Affairs or even the American Bar Journal is another
matter.)”

Comment: It is indeed a common journalistic practice of Right-
Wing partisans of the Cold War to twist and distort and fabri-
cate. Methvin calls this: paring away “verbal underbrush.” And
he ignores the point that the Methvin-Hoover quotation was a
flagrant and shocking misrepresentation! It did change and
distort Lenin’s clear meaning.

2. Methvin opines further in his letter that “people often
argue about the fairness of some quote taken out of context;
but don’t you realize the utter absurdity usually involved in this
kind of logic? It would mean, ultimately, that nobody could
ever quote anything since the ‘original context’ would not be
perfectly preserved, too.”

Comment: The sophistry employed here by Methvin hardly
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needs comment, excepting to point out that an honest and
reasonable person can determine how to quote another person
without doing violence to the self-evident meaning of the
quoted passage. Methvin is here trying to obscure truth by
making a simple matter sound hopelessly complex.

3. Methvin argues next that Lenin’s remark about “no
political police in the world” proves that in 1902 Lenin was
planning to build a “world-wide organization” in order *“to
subvert every nation, democratic, monarchial, or what-have-
you.”

Comment: For the purpose of his letter, Methvin speaks of
Lenin’s reference to “political police,” but conveniently over-
looks the crucial point that Methvin and Hoover had previously
changed “political police” to “police” per se, when they were
qguoting Lenin! And how inconsiderate Lenin was in misleading
poor Mr. Methvin by referring metaphorically to “no political
police in the world”l By the Methvinian system of logic, when-
ever a woman remarks that she has the “best husband in the
world,” she must come under suspicion. For the rest, it is
clear that Methvin’s attempts to extrapolate from Lenin’s
remarks have a close resemblance to Robert Welch’s conspiracy
theory of history.

4. Methvin’s next point is that you cannot trust the Moscow
government translations of Lenin’s works from Russian into
English; that Lenin and his followers use “Aesopian jargon” to
disguise their real meaning and intent; and “l have read
enough of Lenin’s works and studied his operations sufficiently
to say quite emphatically that the quotation as we published
it was a fair and accurate reflection of his meaning.”

Comment: No, | did not invent the above quotation. That is
exactly what Methvin wrote and it is not quoted out of context.
Nor is this a novel approach in Right-Wing circles. It is custom-
ary for Right-Wing propagandists to give their own definitions
of words and their own explanations of other people’s philos-
ophies. By Methvin’s logic you can prove anything you want
to prove about anyone. All you need do is set yourself up as
the infallible interpreter of another person’s writings and,
after setting up a straw man, you proceed to demolish it with
specious arguments and fallacious reasoning.
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5. Methvin's final point, after advising that my research
assistant should “study Lenin a little more closely and broadly,”
Was:

Let me add, too, that you are simply flat wrong in accusing J. Ed-
gar Hoover of misquoting Lenin, since he took his quote directly
and verbatim (except for those dots you get so dithered about) from
a different English translation of What Is To Be Done? published
by a communist publishing house in New York. There is nothing
so mysterious, insidious or invidious about this difference in trans-
lations. You’ll find such differences in every translation of the same
original work, be it Marx, Lenin, Jesus Christ or Chaucer.

Comment: On May 11, 1965, my research assistant sent Mr.
Methvin a long letter, embodying all of the comments | have
made so far and pointing out that Methvin was arguing against
Methvin. Methvin had said that you couldn’t easily understand
Lenin's true meanings; then he had urged a further study of
Lenin's writings. In order to meet his challenge of alleged
Inaccuracy of the Moscow translators of Lenin's works, we
offered to obtain a Library of Congress photocopy of the
pertinent page from the original Russian edition of Lenin's
writings and then obtain an independent translation by a
competent scholar of repute in this country.

On May 17, 1965, Methvin sent my research assistant an
angry letter of reply, again harping on the differences in trans-
lations. What is most interesting, however, is a rather novel
ploy. Methvin now referred to a pamphlet published in Chicago
in 1926, entitled Lenin on Organization, in which he claims
they quote Lenin as saying merely “police” instead of “political
police.” Not having access to this pamphlet | can only say that
it is not an official translation of Lenin's works, but most
likely a compendium. In any case, | cannot check the accuracy
of Methvin's claim; nor am | inclined to accept his statement
at face value. But even if he is telling the truth this time, it
Is completely irrelevant to our discussion. Methvin stated very
distinctly in his letter of February 15, 1965, that the Lenin
guotation that he used was taken from John E. Hoover's article
in the American Bar Association Journal of February, 1962;
that “This translation of the quote, according to the FBI, was
taken from a translation of What Is to Be Done? published in
New York by a communist publishing house around 1926.”
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During the 1920's the only authorized English translations
available in the U.S.A. of Lenin’s writings were an 8-volume
set entitled Collected Works of V. I. Lenin, issued by Inter-
national Publishers, New York, in 1929, and a 12-volume set
entitled Selected Works of Lenin, printed in the U.S.S.R. and
distributed by International Publishers. In Volume IV of the
Collected Works the quotation in question is on page 206; in
the Selected Works} it is on pages 147-148. These translations
are almost 100% identical with the one we quoted previously
from page 221 of the pamphlet, What Is to Be Done? The same
essay, under the identical title, is contained in both volumes.
With exception of such insignificant variations as saying
“labouring masses” instead of “working-class masses,” all four
versions of What Is to Be Done? use the term “political police”
and contain the other qualifying sentences, which John E
Hoover chose to omit.

Therefore, in recapitulation, | charge John E. Hoover with
perpetrating a gross deception and Mr. Eugene Methvin with
using Hoover’s deception without any attempt at verification.
Furthermore, Methvin has stubbornly refused to publish a
retraction or even to admit any guilt in the matter.

Returning to Methvin’s Digest article. After quoting the
truncated version of Lenin’s writings in juxtaposition to a story
about “a clandestine school at Longjumeau, France,” where
Lenin was a teacher, he tells about Communist techniques for
agitating a crowd. His “proof” is “based largely on documents
captured from the lIraqui Communist Party.” Who captured
the documents and how Methvin obtained them and how
authentic they are—these questions are left unanswered. We
simply have to believe Methvin and the Digest. One wonders
how Methvin would feel if I told some stories about him, based
on alleged documents obtained mysteriously thousands of miles
away.

Further along in his article, Methvin admits that an “FBI
investigation of the riots that swept Harlem and five eastern
cities uncovered no systematic national organization or plan-
ning behind them,” but this does not satisfy our expert. With
the same specious arguments that he used to justify out-of-
context quotations and distorted versions of another’s writing,
Methvin goes on to argue that it is not important whether or
not Communists incited Negro revolts against inhuman con-
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ditions. “The lesson of Harlem/' Methvin says, “is that Red
swreckers can move in on any controversy, and every thinking
person must be aware of their methods and objectives/’ Of
course, it can just as easily be argued that Methvin can also
move in on any controversy. There are many things that can
transpire, but this is not the stuff of which one constructs a
report “based on four years of research/’

The most harmful aspect of the Methvin-Hoover-Dige$£
school of sociology is that it diverts so many good citizens from
a sensible and honest approach to the solution of social evils.
As long as the “solution” to all problems is to blame it onto
the Communists, it is obvious that this kind of propaganda
iIs not in the best interests of our country. It partakes of the
nature of the cancer quack whose greatest harm is the causing
of delay in obtaining proper diagnosis. A case in point is an
incident that occurred on Saturday night, June 19, 1965, in
Laconia, New Hampshire. Several thousand motorcyclists con-
verged on the city, after attending the races that were held on
the shore of nearby Lake Winnipesaukee. A riot began when
a group of leather-jacketed motorcyclists tipped over an auto
and set it afire. They also set fire to a couple of buildings and
a boardwalk. The police arrested and brought to court 32
youths. Public Safety Commissioner Rhodes stated that the
riot was started by members of a group from California calling
themselves Hell’'s Angels. This group has a record of causing
trouble in many communities and has been linked in some
places with the American Nazi Party. The Mayor of Laconia,
Peter Lessard, 28 years of age, had apparently read the Digest
article which appeared five months earlier. Giving evidence
of having learned well the Methvin-Hoover-lhge$£ formula,
Lessard said that the rioting “was Communist-inspired.” While
Methvin traced rioting in 1965 to Lenin’s alleged teachings
at Longjumeau, France, in 1911, Mayor Lessard charged that
Hell’'s Angels had been in Mexico “for special training on how
to start riots.” While Methvin based part of his story on doc-
uments “captured” in lraqui, Mayor Lessard had “reliable
reports” that instigators of the Saturday night riot were Com-
munist-trained “riot mongers.” The Mayor went on to say
that he would ask the FBI to investigate. Nothing was said by
the Mayor about turning over his “reliable reports” to the
FBI. The U.P.I. dispatch in the Los Angeles Times of June 22,

63



1965, punctured Mayor Lessard's balloon by reporting that
the Governor of New Hampshire “had no evidence to support
Lessard’s charge.” Anyway, Mayor Lessard obtained some easy
and cheap publicity by slandering people who, in the present
climate of opinion, cannot retaliate.

Lest the reader think that my judgment of the Methvin-
Hoover-Digest alliance is too harsh, a summary of the conclud-
ing section of Methvin's article should dispel such a notion.
Just as Lenin wrote What Is to Be Done? Methvin concludes
with What Can Be Done? Among other things, Methvin ad-
vises readers to get in touch with three Right-Wing Cold-War
propaganda outfits. Another bit of advice is that citizens should
“emulate the inspiring” example of the Brazilians who helped
usher in the present Fascist dictatorship. Of course, Methvin
does this under the guise of a call to defeat the Communists.
Strange, isn't it, that the ultimate remedy of the anti-Com-
munist crusaders is a Fascist dictatorship? Another Methvin
recommendation is that Congress pass legislation establishing
a so-called Freedom Academy. This is a thinly disguised plan
for a stepping-up of the Cold War. Finally, Methvin shows his
true colors by this piece of sage advice:

Wherever Red agents of violence set up party units or front groups,
citizens must organize specific attack forces to wreck the wreckers
before their organizations are deployed for action.

I can hear Methvin scream that | have taken his words out of
context, that | should have quoted some sentences that followed
the above quotation. | would have to reject such a protest on
the ground that in any context Methvin's use of such terms as
“citizens must organize attack forces to wreck the wreckers”
Is the same violent language used by Der Fuehrer of the Birch
Society in the Blue Book of that Society. We have a right to
consider such language “Aesopian jargon” to incite violence,
especially when Methvin has urged his readers to emulate the
dupes who helped establish Fascism in Brazil.

It is axiomatic that all Fascist drives begin with an anti-
Communist crusade. They all use fake stories and phoney
quotations. The Methvin-Hoover-D/g™" alliance owes the
American people some better explanations than have been
forthcoming from Mr. Methvin so far.
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Lenin Fabrication, No. 7

The Rev. Billy James Hargis operates the Christian Crusade,
with headquarters in Tulsa, Oklahoma. Hargis tells the world
that he is for “God and our children” and for “Christ-Centered
Americanism.” Under the cloak of religion, the Hargis propa-
ganda mill grinds out a never-ending stream of Ultra-Rightist
messages.

Seventy-four hours after the tragic death of President John
F. Kennedy, Hargis wrote a long essay about the assassination;
it appeared in the December, 1963, issue of Christian Crusade
magazine.7 It would seem from this essay that President Lyndon
Johnson could have saved the taxpayers the expense of the
Warren Commission investigation, because the Rev. Hargis
had all the answers in this twelve-page essay. After stating that
any man who would assassinate the President is an anarchist
and that he holds anarchists in as much contempt as he holds
the Communists, Hargis tells his readers at least sixteen times
that the assassin was a Communist. And in the midst of all this
he reiterates that a man “who would take the law into his own
hands and become judge and jury is not a conservative—he is
an anarchist.” Billy has made it clear that he knows there is
an essential difference between anarchists and Communists.
Nevertheless, he calls Lee Harvey Oswald both a Communist
and, inferentially, an anarchist. Nor is Hargis in any way dis-
turbed by the fact that Lee Harvey Oswald was not convicted
in a court of law by the “due process” which Hargis claims to
uphold. In his frenzy of hate for the Communists, Hargis sets
out to prove that President Kennedy was assassinated by an
agent or a dupe of the Communists. How does he do it? By
the simple device of reaching up to a shelf in his headquarters'
library for Volume Il of Selected Works of Lenin to get a
guotation from page 17. In this essay, which he entitled “Re-
flections on the Death of the President,” Hargis quotes the
following:

We have never rejected terror on principle, nor can we do so. Terror
Is a form of military operation that may be usefully applied, or may
even be essential in certain moments of the battle, under certain
conditions, and when the troops are in a certain condition. The

7 Hargis himself boasted about writing the essay within the seventy-four
hours after the assassination.
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point is, however, that terror is now advocated, not as one of the
operations the army in the field must carry out in close connection
and in complete harmony with the whole system in fighting, but as
an individual attack, completely separated from any army what-
ever. ...

Then he proceeded to gleefully cite this as proof that a Com-
munist assassinated President Kennedy, blithely ignoring the
fact that no proof had been presented that Lee Harvey Oswald
actually was a Communist and the further fact that Lee Harvey
Oswald was never tried and convicted in a court of law, but
rather by propaganda issued by law enforcement officers. He
followed the use of the Lenin quotation with these remarks:

From the days of Lenin up to this day, the communist conspirators
have lived up to Lenin's instructions to use terror as a “form of
military operation” in harmony with “the whole system of fighting”
and also as “an individual attack completely separated from any
army whatever.”

These comments are a complete distortion of the truth. Had
Hargis placed the Lenin quotation in proper context, he
could not possibly get away with this, even with the most
stupid and most ignorant of his followers. But even the quota-
tion standing by itself is not susceptible of any such interpreta-
tion. Lenin is simply saying here that terror is sometimes used
and is sometimes necessary as part of a military operation. He
Is trying to dissuade some hotheads from engaging in individual
deeds of terrorism, deeds which would not be connected with
a planned military operation. Lenin is not instructing anyone
at this point to engage in acts of terrorism. He is simply stating
some self-evident truths about the nature of most military
operations.

Lenin is definitely not instructing anyone, in the quotation
that Hargis used, to consider terror as “an individual attack
completely separated from any army whatever.” He is reproach-
ing others for advocating such procedures. This is very clear,
but Hargis brazenly put the words in Lenin's mouth and ac-
cused him of advocating something that he is categorically and
explicitly condemning!

This essential departure from the truth is further com-
pounded by a sin of omission. He did not tell his readers that
the quotation he used was from something Lenin wrote in
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May, 1901, under conditions of preparing a revolution against
one of the worst tyrannies in human history. Furthermore, he
left out the following sentence which comes right after the
quotation that he used, and is in the same paragraph from
which he quoted:

That is why we declare that under present circumstances such a
method of fighting is inopportune and inexpedient; it will distract
the most active fighters from their present tasks, which are more
important from the standpoint of the interests of the whole move-
ment, and will disrupt, not the government forces, but the revolu-
tionary forces.

In addition, on the next page, Lenin wrote:

We would not for one moment assert that individual strokes of
heroism are of no importance at all. But it is our duty to utter a
strong warning against devoting all attention to terror, against re-
garding it as the principal method of struggle, as so many at the
present time are inclined to do. Terror can never become the reg-
ular means of warfare; at best, it can only be of use as one of the
methods of a final onslaught.

Now, in the context of a struggle against a brutal and
tyrannical regime and under conditions where, in desperation,
thousands of people are goaded into preparing to use terroris-
tic tactics, here is Lenin wisely inveighing against such actions.
But it did not serve Hargis’ propaganda needs to tell the truth.

Finally, on page 19 of the Lenin volume from which Hargis
qguoted, Lenin points out that the most important task of the
hour is not terrory not violence, not assassination—but educa-
tion! Here are his exact words, which Hargis so conveniently
left out:

In our opinion, the starting point of all our activities, the first prac-
tical step towards creating the organization we desire, the thread
that will guide us in unswervingly developing, deepening and ex-
panding that organization, is the establishment of an all-Russian
political newspaper. A paper is what we need above all; without
It we cannot systematically carry on that extensive and theoretically
sound propaganda and agitation which is the principal and con-
stant duty of the Social-Democrats in general, and the essential task
of the present moment in particular. . . .

It is quite clear that the Rev. Billy James Hargis deliberately
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misrepresented Lenin’s writings, which were right in front
of him as he wrote his article. On June 23, 1964, a research
assistant sent the Rev. Hargis a letter, pointing out the errors,
distortions, and omissions; and it was suggested that an ex-
planation should be forthcoming, as well as a full retraction
and confession of sin.

The “God-fearing” staff at Hargis’ propaganda mill tore
our letter in half, stapled the halves together, and typed across
the outside:

Send your letter on to Russia. They
could not agree with you more.

On the envelope, they addressed my research assistant by name,
but prefaced it with:

Mr.?

Lenin Fabrication, No. 8

The Cold War propagandists who wish to oppose the idea
of peaceful coexistence frequently quote Lenin, as follows:

As long as capitalism and socialism exist, we cannot live in peace;
in the end, one or the other will triumph—a funeral dirge will be
sung over the Soviet Republic or over world capitalism.

With some slight variations this quotation from Lenin is
trotted out to “prove” that Lenin taught the inevitability of
war and that this proves that the Soviet Union intends to
attack militarily the U.S.A. The quotation, as given here, is
exactly as quoted on page 96 of the State Department’s doc-
ument, Soviet World Outlook: A Handbook of Communist
Statements. It correctly attributes it to page 297, Volume
V11, Selected Works of Lenin (International Publishers, New
York, 1943).

The Cold Warriors of the Bureau of Intelligence and Re-
search of the Department of State, as well as others who use
this quotation, quote it out of literary context. Just by adding
two short succeeding sentences, the correct meaning becomes
clear. Here it is in proper context:

As long as capitalism and socialism exist, we cannot live in peace;
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in the end, one or the other will triumph—a funeral dirge will be

sung either over the Soviet Republic or over world capitalism. This

Is a respite in war. The capitalists will seek pretexts for fighting.
(Italics are mine—M.K.)

It is clear that Lenin was not advocating aggression. He was
predicting aggression against the Soviets by their enemiesl
Furthermore, it was part of a speech delivered on November
26, 1920, under conditions which have little relevance to
present-day realities. The speech was delivered after the Soviet
Union had signed a peace treaty, which brought about a sus-
pension of armed attacks by other countries. Consequently, its
use by the Cold Warriors is deceitful, because it is taken out
of historical context, in addition to being quoted out of literary
context.

The Rev. Dr. Kazmayer had his own special version of Lenin
Fabrication, No. 8. His article in the This Week supplement
to the February 7, 1965 issue of the Washington Sunday Star,
which we have previously discussed, solemnly declares:

Lenin said: “This is a fight to the end, to their extinction™—and
yours and mine and all who will not bow to the hammer and
sickle.

Of course, Lenin never wrote this, and the Rev. Dr. Kaz-
mayer should know it.

Lenin Fabrication, No. 9

Lenin is often quoted as advocating the use of ruses, subter-
fuges, and stratagems as a matter of Communist policy. Again
the device of quoting out of context is used. An interesting
sidelight is presented by Father James Keller, Director of The
Christophers, which carries on a special kind of Cold War
campaign. In Christopher News Notes, No. 134, March 1964,
Father Keller exhorts his readers to lead an honorable life by
“a constant awareness of God’s presence and the avoidance of
self-deception by an occasional checkup like this: . . The
good Father lists 14 points of self-criticism, among which is;

Do | take words or facts out of context, or indulge in half-truths,
thus giving a slanted, distorted or biased interpretation?
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Did Father Keller forget that a few weeks earlier, in Chris-
topher News Notes, No. 119, he quoted Lenin out of historical
and literary contexts? As part of a number of false or unproved
statements and garbled quotations, Father Keller quotes Lenin
as saying:

... It is necessary to be able to withstand all this, to agree to any
and every sacrifice, and even—if need be—to resort to all sorts of
stratagems, maneuvres and illegal methods, to evasion and subter-
fuges in order to penetrate the trade unions, to remain in them,
and to carry on Communist work in them at all costs.

Father Keller correctly notes that the quotation is in Selected
Works of Lenin, Vol. 1. Turning to this volume, we find,
among others, a lengthy essay written on July 4, 1920, entitled
“Left-Wing’ Communism, An Infantile Disorder. (This essay
has also been published as a separate pamphlet.) Lenin is here
sharply criticizing a segment of the German Communists who
were refusing to belong to trade unions that were corrupt and
reactionary. Lenin proceeds to advise them how to work in
unions that are led by and/or infiltrated by gangsters, crooks,
hoodlums, agents-provocateur, opportunists, and spies. In this
historical context, and considering Lenin's remarks in the re-
lationship of time, place, and circumstances, we can better
understand this quotation from page 95 of volume X:

Undoubtedly, Messieurs the “leaders” of opportunism will resort to
every trick of bourgeois diplomacy, to the aid of bourgeois govern-
ments, the priests, the police and the courts, in order to prevent
Communists from getting into the trade unions, to force them out
b?/ every means, to make their work in the trade unions as un-
pleasant as possible, to insult, to bait and to persecute them. It is
necessary to be able to withstand all this, to agree to any and every
sacrifice, and even—if need be—to resort to all sorts of stratagems,
manoeuvres and illegal methods, to evasion and subterfuges in order
to penetrate the trade unions, to remain in them, and to carry on
Communist work in them at all costs. (I have italicized the portion
which I):ather Keller omitted, because it did not serve his purpose.
—M.K.

Lenin goes on to point out how his strategy had successfully

combatted the dirty work of the Russian counterpart of the

Ku Klux Klan, the infamous Tsarist “Black Hundreds."
There is a poetic justice in a little error that Father Keller
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makes. Inadvertently, to be sure, he stated that the Lenin
quotation is on pages 93-94. (It is actually on page 95.) When
you turn to pages 93-94, you find something which completely
discredits Father Keller’s insinuations:

In order to be able to help “the masses” and to win the sympathy,
confidence, and support of “the masses,” it is necessary to brave all
difficulties and to be unafraid of the pin-pricks, obstacles, insults
and persecution of the “leaders” (who, being opportunists and so-
cial-chauvinists, are, in most cases, directly and indirectly connected
with the bourgeoisie and the police); and it is imperatively neces-
sary to work wherever the masses are to be found.

In the State Department document, Soviet World Outlook:
A Handbook of Communist Statements, page 118, there is
another type of tampering with the same quotation that Father
Keller used. They quoted more than Father Keller did, but
omitted some crucial lines, which they indicated by multiple
dots. Thus, they presented another garbled version of what
Lenin actually said.

It should also be noted that Father Keller knew that he was
omitting the crucial explanatory remarks, because his version
of the quotation begins with multiple dots to indicate omis-
sion.

Lenin Fabrication, No. 10

One of the widely-used scarecrows is a slogan attributed to
Lenin:
The Road to Paris leads through Peking.
This is supposed to prove that there is a Communist plot for
world conquest. Thus the Ultra-Rightist columnist, George
Todt of the Los Angeles Herald Examiner, pontificated on
July 28, 1966:

It was the infamous—but correct—Nicolai Lenin who once told his
Bolsheviks: “The Road to Paris Lies Through Peking.”

The U.S. Government, as part of its Cold War propaganda
campaign, issues a bi-monthly journal called Problems of Com-
munism, edited by Abraham Brumberg. In an article that he
wrote for the New Republic, August 29, 1960, Brumberg states
that Lenin never made that statement. Brumberg argues: (1)
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That world conquest “is hardly a stated Communist aim” and
(2) that liberty and justice “are stated Communist goals.”
Brumberg takes the position that, even if “world conquest”
were a Communist aim, Lenin would not say so openly.

The State Department’s Soviet World Outlook: A Handbook
of Communist Statements, in its foreword, points out that the
business of paraphrasing Lenin’s writings has “frequently as-
sumed an unwarranted degree of authenticity.” Continuing,
it tells us:

Lenin is often quoted as saying:
“We will come to Paris by way of Peking.”

or
“The road to Paris lies through Hong Kong and Calcutta.”
or
“The way to Europe is through Asia.”
or

“Asia is the key to Europe.”

The State Department document then offers this astounding
comment:

While none of these “quotations” can be documented, Lenin did
say: “In the last analysis, the outcome of the struggle will be deter-
mined by the fact that Russia, India, China, etc. constitute the
overwhelming majority of the population of the globe. It is pre-
cisely this majority of the population that during the past few years,
has been drawn into the struggle for its emancipation with extraor-
dinary rapidity, so that in this respect there cannot be the slightest
shadow of doubt what the final outcome of the world struggle will
be. In this sense, the final victory of socialism is fully and absolutely
assured.”—Lenin—"Better Few, But Better” (1923), Selected Works
(International Publishers, New York, 1943), Vol. IX, p. 400.

There is, of course, not the slightest justification in the above
guotation for any of the variations of the Road-to-Paris-via-
Peking fabrication.

Lenin Fabrication, No. 11

In a speech to the New York Republican Club on July 12,
1960, Governor Nelson Rockefeller quoted Lenin as having
said the following:
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Our immutable aim, is, after all, world conquest. Soviet domination
recognizes neither liberty nor justice. It is erected knowingly upon
the annihilation of the individual will, upon unconditional sub-
mission to the work relationship as in other human relationships.
We are, after all, the masters. Repression is our right. It is our duty
to employ absolute severity and in accomplishment of such a task
great cruelty can signify supreme merit. By employment of terror
and its auxiliaries, treason, perjury, and the negation of all truth,
we shall reduce humanity to a state of docile submission to our
domination.

It will be noticed by the discerning reader that this phoney
guotation bears a resemblance to some of the others. It em-
bodies the concepts of world conquest, deceitfulness, brutality,
and repression—it makes good propaganda for justifying a war
“to save freedom,,l There is one thing wrong: it is a complete
fabrication. The proof is: 1. The style of writing cannot be
found in any of Lenin's voluminous writings. 2. It clashes with
everything Lenin ever spoke or wrote. 3. The State Depart-
ment document, which has been alluded to several times, does
not quote it. 4. U.S. Government expert, Abraham Brumberg,
in his New Republic article of August 29, 1960, labeled it
spurious and tells us how it originated.

Governor Rockefeller obtained the quotation from Adolph
A. Berle, Jr. Berle, in turn, obtained it from *“a Swiss scholar,”
Claude Meyer. And this latter worthy picked it up in some
now-defunct Swiss newspaper. It is also worthy of note that
Governor Rockefeller finally admitted that the quotation could
not be documented, and he dropped it from his list of quota-
tions. 5. David Shub, who wrote a biography of Lenin in 1948,
was quoted by the New York Times as labeling this Lenin quo-
tation “a fraud.” 6. Victor Lasky, a well-known free-lance
writer told the New York Times that this quotation is “a hoax”
and that “there are factories in Europe that manufacture
guotes of this sort.” To which we can add, that there are some
lie factories in this country tool

On December 28, 1966, we sent a letter to Governor Rocke-
feller's press secretary, Mr. Leslie Slote, in which we asked the
following questions with respect to Lenin Fabrication, No.
U:

Where and under what circumstances was this quotation obtained?
Has the Governor retracted this statement publicly? If so, where
does the retraction appear?
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We prefaced these questions by stating that we knew the quo-
tation is phoney. No reply was received.

After sending two more letters, to which we did receive re-
plies, Mr. Leslie Slote finally wrote, in a letter dated April 4,
1967, that “in regard to a quotation used by Governor Rocke-
feller in 1960, the quotation used by the Governor was used
In good faith and to the best knowledge of our researchers and
was believed to be accurate.” This reply, is, of course, not re-
sponsive to the questions we asked. Furthermore, we obtained
this reply only after we sent the Governor’s secretary some of
our proof of the phoney nature of that Lenin quotation.

Lenin Fabrication, No. 12

According to the operators of the anti-Communist lie facto-
ries, Lenin is supposed to have written the following in 1919:

We shall force the United States to spend itself to destruction.

This scarecrow is frequently trotted out by opponents of wel-
fare programs and foreign aid programs. Right-Wing scribes
and orators wax eloquent when “disclosing” this “secret” strat-
egy of Lenin and his disciples.

In an excellent essay that appeared in Harper's magazine
of March, 1961, Professor David Spitz of Ohio State University
tells an hilarious story of trying to establish the truth about
this alleged quotation. What follows is a summary of the pro-
fessor’s story.

On February 22, 1960, the Columbus Dispatch, which mod-
estly calls itself “Ohio’s Greatest Newspaper,” carried a half-
page advertisement of the Timken Roller Bearing Co., one of
America’s giant corporations. It featured a picture of Lenin
with a hammer-and-sickle on either side of his head. Super-
imposed on his chest was:

“WE SHALL FORCE THE
UNITED STATES
TO SPEND ITSELF
TO DESTRUCTION™

Nikolai Lenin
(Red Boss 1917-1924)
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In addition to stating that Timken had first used this propa-
ganda item some ten years earlier (in an advertisement on Sep-
tember 3, 1950) Timken asked this question:

Is Lenin's Prophecy Coming True?

Professor Spitz wrote a letter to the Timken Company, re-
questing the volume and page number in Lenin’s writings
where the alleged quotation could be found. Almost immedi-
ately he received this reply from the Superintendent of Labor
Relations of the Timken Company:

I am told by our Public Relations Department in Canton that this
Is a literal translation of a speech by Lenin, made before the Soviet
Presidium in 1919. It can be found in Volume 21, of Lenin's Col-
lected Works.

Professor Spitz teaches political science, and he thought that
he was familiar with Lenin’s writings. Moreover, he found it
somewhat incongruous that Lenin would be plotting a devious
conspiracy against the world’s most powerful nation at a time
when he was faced with the superhuman task of prosecuting a
revolutionary struggle and simultaneously rebuilding a country
that was largely in ruins. Nevertheless, the professor searched
Volume 21 in both the English and Russian editions. All to
no avail! So, the tenacious professor wrote Timken again, press-
ing for more specific information. Receiving no reply within
the next two weeks, Professor Spitz wrote Timken a third let-
ter, this time in a more stern tone. In reply, the Manager of
Public Relations for Timken wrote:

Our investigations into the subject show that while Lenin may not
have said verbatim “We shall force the United States to spend itself
to destruction," the substance of what Lenin writes in Volumes 21
and 22 of his Collected Works amounts to substantially the same
thing. Thank you very much for your interest and concern in the
Timken Company's institutional advertising.

Professor Spitz writes that he “sat for a time in numbed
amazement staring at this unapologetic statement.” The pro-
fessor is, of course, somewhat naive. He would not have been
so startled had he been aware of the fact that, this particular
gambit of inventing quotations and then retreating to a pre-
viously prepared position of interpreting the writings of an-
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other person, is the line laid down by the Cold Warriors of
the Bureau of Intelligence and Research of the Department of
State and is followed by many of the propagandists in the
Ultra-Rightist camp.

There is a sequel to the saga of this search for truth. Pro-
fessor Spitz sent copies of the entire correspondence, together
with a letter, to the Managing Editor of the Columbus Dis-
patch. He requested the editor's assurance that the Dispatch
would not accept this misleading Timken advertising in the
future. He received a perfunctory reply that the matter was
being turned over to the Director of Advertising for consider-
ation. Twice more did the doughty professor write to the Dis-
patch in an attempt to elicit a definite reply to his request.
But his efforts were in vain with “Ohio’s Greatest Home News-
paper,” which Professor Spitz describes as a paper that “wages
daily war against political sin and intellectual heresy.” The
professor adds wryly that by these the Dispatch means any
views or practices not favored by hard-shell Republicans.

There is an interesting postscript to this story which illus-
trates the ruthless disregard for truth by the Ultra-Rightists.
The July, 1966, newsletter of the Network of Patriotic Letter
Writers advises the faithful:

Write to President Johnson demanding deep cuts in government
spending. Remind him that Karl Marx predicted that Communism
would spend Capitalism to death.

This, of course, is a switch from Lenin to Marx. Needless to
point out, Marx also never wrote such nonsense. The cuts in
government spending, which the diligent ladies of the Net-
work prefer, are any and all welfare programs that affect the
lives of the poor people.

Additional research has disclosed that Lenin Fabrication No.
12 first appeared in Professor John Maynard Keynes' book,
The Economic Consequences of the Peace, published in 1920.
Later it was picked up by Senator William A. Jenner of In-
diana, a member of the Republican Party’s Right Wing. In
voting against the Marshall Plan, in March 1948, Jenner argued
that it would “please Stalin to have the United States spend
itself into bankruptcy.” Subsequently, President Eisenhower
and his Secretary of the Treasury, George M. Humphrey, used
this scarecrow fabrication repeatedly. The irony of this story
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Is that Keynes himself, fifteen years later, advocated huge pro-
grams of government spending to shore up the economy, and
as a result the Ultra-Rightists have written books and tracts
accusing him of being a stooge of the Communists or a crypto-
Communist!

In the John Birch Society magazine, American Opinion,
November 1967, Garey Allen quotes from an item in the Chi-
cago Tribune of September 3, 1967, which discusses the del-
egates to the National Conference on New Politics:

They recall Lenin's dictum that the United States someday would
be forced to spend itself into a financial crisis which would make it
vulnerable to a Communist-led revolution.

Neither the Chicago Tribune nor the American Opinion ex-
plain how the delegates can recall a non-existent dictum! Like
“Ole Man River,” the Big Lie Keeps Rolling Along!

Lenin Fabrication, No. 13

One of the propaganda lies of the wealthy physicians who
control the American Medical Association was neatly exposed
by Congressman Andrew Biemiller of Wisconsin on July 13,
1950 (Congressional Record, page 10117):

There i1s the slander campaign against national-health insurance
which calls it socialized medicine despite the fact that the AMA
well knows it is not socialized medicine at all. Part of this cam-
paign is the attempt to use the completely discredited alleged quo-
tation from Lenin that “socialized medicine is the keystone of the
arch of the Socialist state.” The AMA has been called upon to either
document or stop using that quotation, many, many times. Its offi-
cials have admitted that the quotation cannot be documented. Ex-
perts at both the Library of Congress and the University of Chicago
have declared there is no such statement in the known works of
Lenin. Yet the quotation continues to be used in published material,
in public speeches, and in political assaults. The use of such false-
hoods is typical of the AMA approach to issues of public health,
and they can no longer be defended on the lame grounds of igno-

rance of the truth. They are willful perversions of the truth. (ltalics
are mine.—M.K.)

Isn't there something monstrous about the idea that men of
power and wealth will try to block much-needed health in-
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surance for the poor by dangling the scarecrow of a phoney
Lenin quotation? And even if Lenin had said this, what would
be its relevance forty or forty-five years later? Must millions
of Americans be barred forever from adequate medical care
because of something Lenin wrote? How crazy can we become?

Lenin Fabrication, No. 14

A phoney quotation, used in many variations, is calculated
to scare religious people especially. It is to the effect that Com-
munists have no morality. Thus Dr. Robert H. Kazmayer, as
we pointed out before, wrote in his This Week article, which
appeared as a supplement to the Washington Sunday Star of
February 7, 1965:

Lenin said: “There’s nothing right or wrong in the world, there’s
nothing false or true, except as it furthers the revolution.” That’s
dialectical materialism for you.

This is neither a quotation from Lenin nor a part of the phi-
losophy of dialectical materialism. It is a distorted and garbled
version of something Lenin wrote. It is the concoction of a
man who is less than honest. The sheer lunacy of such a doc-
trine should be very obvious. The truths, that water is H2G,
that peroxide is H202, that sulphuric acid is H2S 04, are inde-
pendent of any relationship to revolution. The famous Einstein
equation that ushered in the nuclear age, E= MC2, is truth
independent of social revolutionary theory. Heart surgery em-
bodies techniques whose truth does not affect philosophies of
revolution. Thousands of such examples could be cited, but
these should suffice.

Pursuant to the advice contained in Kazmayer’s letter, from
which we quoted previously, we checked the writings of Lenin
and discovered the source of the Rev. Dr.'s fabrication. In
Selected Works of Lenin, Volume IX, pp. 467-483, we find
that Lenin delivered a speech to the Young Communist League
on October 2, 1920. On page 474 Lenin is quoted as saying:

But is there such a thing as Communist morality? Of course there
Is. Often it is made to appear that we have no ethics of our own;
and very often the bourgeoisie accuse us Communists of repudiat-
ing all ethics. This is a method of shuffling concepts, of throwing
dust in the eyes of the workers and peasants.
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Sounds like Lenin anticipated the Rev. Dr. Kazmayer, doesn’t
it?

On page 475 Lenin elucidates further the changes of moral
concepts that take place when an old social order is overthrown
and a new one struggles to supplant it. On page 475 Lenin
summarizes all this as follows:

That is why we say that for us there is no such thing as morality
taken outside of human society; such a morality is a fraud. For us,
morality is subordinated to the interests of the class struggle of the
proletariat. What is this class struggle? It is—overthrowing the tsar,
overthrowing the capitalist class.

There follows additional discussion in which this quotation
Is clearly and distinctly spelled out to mean that Communists
must work tirelessly to wipe out illiteracy, ignorance, unsan-
itary conditions, and poverty; that the goal is a better life in
this world. Central to the entire polemic is the concept that
those who seek to advance the struggle against injustice cannot
be bound by the ground rules or morality taught to them by
their oppressors. More specifically, Lenin was exhorting his
listeners not to follow the slave ethics taught to them by the
Tsarist society and its subsidized church. A simple analogy
will make this clear. During the American Revolution, Thomas
Paine, Thomas Jefferson, Patrick Henry, George Washington,
James Madison and others of similar caliber called upon the
people to disregard the old ground rules and the philosophy
of the divine right of kings, and they set forth instead the
world-shaking revolutionary principles embodied in the Dec-
laration of Independence.

There is a bi-weekly Red-Baiting sheet called Tocsin,8 edited
by George H. Keith, professor on the Davis campus of the
University of California and published by Charles Fox, former
instructor on the Berkeley campus. The issue of August 10,
1966 contains two phoney quotations attributed to Lenin. One
Is Tocsin% special version of Lenin Fabrication, No. 9, regard-
ing the use of ruses and stratagems to outwit and outmaneuver
crooks, gangsters, hoodlums, and agents-provocateur who get
control of labor unions. The other phoney quotation, as given
by Tocsin is:

8 Since this was written, Tocsin has suspended publication.
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(The) solid Communist principle as laid down by Lenin, who wrote:
“We say that our (Communist) morality is entirely subordinated to
the interests of the class struggle.”

Aside from the fact that this quotation is torn out of both lit-
erary and historical context, Dr. Keith has deliberately altered
the wording, shifting words from one sentence to another and
adding the word “entirely,” so that it reads “entirely subor-
dinated.” We sent a letter via certified mail, requesting that
Keith tell us where we could find in Lenin’s writings the ver-
sion of Lenin Fabrication, No. 9 he had quoted. Our postal
receipt bears the signature of George H. Keith by Charles Fox.
No reply was receivedl

Lenin Fabrication, No. 15

The Information Council of the Americas, a New Orleans-
based Ultra-Rightist propaganda organization, vigorously par-
ticipates in the Great Crusade. Its newsletter, Victoryof March
3, 1965 quotes Eugene Methvin of the Reader's Digest staff as
saying that Lenin once commented:

Give me an organization of professional revolutionaries and |
will turn the world upside down.

Following this, this “expert” on Communism observes: “and
he has turned our century upside down.”

Mr. Methvin is a specialist of sorts in the use of Communist
“quotations,” as we have shown in the discussion of Lenin
Fabrication No. 6. Mr. Methvin made just a little change when
he quoted Lenin. Lenin actually said: “Give us an organization
of professional revolutionaries—and we will overturn Russia.”
This may be found in Lenin’s Collected Works, volume 5,
Foreign Languages Publishing House, 1961, p. 467.

The change from “we will overturn Russia” to “I will turn
the world upside down” is not the only deception in this in-
nocent-appearing item by Mr. Methvin. The greater deception
lies in quoting out of historical context. Mr. Methvin is no
fool. In fact, he is a pretty shrewd hombre. He is fully aware
of the fact that Lenin was talking about overthrowing the bru-
tal Czarist regime, and no matter what he said in this context
some forty-five or fifty years ago, it has little or no relevance to
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the problems in the age of the thermonuclear bomb. At a time
when humanity teeters on the brink of the precipice of total
annihilation, we have a right to expect our journalists to re-
frain from flippancy and/or downright irresponsibility. And
so, we can now add Lenin Fabrication, No. 15 to our “collec-
tion.”

Lenin Fabrication, No. 16

The August, 1967, edition of National Program Letter, is-
sued by Harding College, the “West Point” of Ultra-Rightist
propaganda, carries a front-page article, entitled “The Great
Deception.” The main thrust of the essay is an attempt to
prove “the duplicity of World Communism.” It begins with
an alleged quotation from Lenin. The reader can judge who
is guilty of duplicity by comparing the “quotation” given in
the essay with the actual words that Lenin wrote in 1913:

National Program Letter Lenin, Collected Works, vol-
ume 19, page 28.9

People always have been and People always have been the

they always will be stupid foolish victims of deception
victims of deceit and self- and self-deception
deception in politics. . . . in politics, and they always

will be until they have learnt
to seek out the interests of
some class or other behind all
moral, religious, political and
social phrases, declarations
and promises.

The reader will note that Lenin does not use the word “stu-
pid,” and that he qualifies his prediction. This qualification
was deleted by National Program Letter, which shows the de-
letion by the use of multiple dots after the word “politics.”
The garbled version presented by the sages of Harding College
Is a little less than honest! The justification for this statement
Is that the secretary of the author of the NPL article wrote us
a letter, in which she told us exactly where we would find Le-
nin’s words. And the Library of Congress furnished a photo-
copy of the page in which those words appeared.

8 Foreign Languages Publishing House, Moscow, 1963.
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Lenin Fabrication, No. 17

Freedom's Facts is the monthly bulletin of the All-American
Conference to Combat Communism. In its issue of November,
1967, an “Intelligence Brief” says, in part:

War between the U.S. and Communist China is now a major goal
of the Kremlin. This is unconfirmed, but from a usually reliable
source from inside the Communist bloc.

The tactic is not new for Moscow. Lenin boasted in 1920 that he
had “set Japan and America at loggerheads” and that Russia had

ained an advantage from this. He added: “By all means, defeat
merica.”

Nowhere in the State Department publication, Soviet World
Outlook, can one find anything resembling these alleged quo-
tations from Lenin or anything suggesting a boast by Lenin.
A search by the Library of Congress determined that in a Mos-
cow regional conference of the Russian Communist Party, Le-
nin did say, in the course of a speech on November 21, 1920:

.. . today I read a communication which said that Japan is accus-
Ing Soviet Russia of wanting to set Japan against America. We have
correctly appraised the intensity of the imperialist rivalry and have
told ourselves that we must make systematic use of the dissension
between them so as to hamper their struggle against us.10

It is clear that the words “set Japan and America at logger-
heads” and “By all means, defeat America” were not used by
Lenin. The language that he did use is understandable when
one recalls that in 1920, memories of invasion of Soviet terri-
tory by some nineteen Capitalist countries were still fresh in
the minds of Soviet leaders.

Another fact that should have been considered by the editor
of Freedom's Facts is that the Soviet Union fought on the side
of the United States against Japan, since Lenin made that
speech! Which is a case of actions speaking louder than words.
Finally, if the gentleman were to consider facts rather than un-
confirmed reports from his mysterious “usually reliable source
from inside the Communist bloc,” he would tell his readers
that war between the U.S.A. and China would involve the

10  Lenin, Collected Works (Moscow, Progress Publishers, 1966) volume 31,
pages 442-443. Emphasis has been added.
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tJ.S.S.R. and that the Soviet Union wants peace above all other
things.

Lenin Fabrication, No. 18

In the September, 1967 issue of Freedom's Facts, the editor
guotes “an old dictum of Lenin”:

Why should freedom of speech and freedom of the press be al-
lowed? Why should a government which is doing what it believes
to be right allow itself to be criticized? It would not allow opposi-
tion by lethal weapons. Ideas are much more fatal things than guns.

In response to our query of October 11, 1967, Donald L.
Miller, the editor, replied that he had obtained the quotation
from “Lenin, quoted in Nieman Reports>Jan. 1956.” After
considerable difficulty, we obtained a copy of that issue of Nie-
man Reports, and found that it is not Nieman Reports which
guotes Lenin, but rather that Nieman Reports carries a speech
delivered by United States Solicitor General Simon E. Soboleff.
The alleged Lenin quotation is in SobolefFs speech. This is a
crucial difference which Donald L. Miller and other anti-Com-
munist crusaders continually ignore.

We addressed an inquiry to the Hon. Simon E. Soboleff,
who is now Chief Judge of the United States Court of Appeals
at Baltimore, Maryland. We pointed out to Judge Soboleff that
the alleged Lenin quotation does not appear in Soviet World
Outlook, A Handbook of Communist Statements, issued by
the Bureau of Intelligence and Research of the State Depart-
ment, and that an inquiry sent to the Library of Congress
brought a reply, which said: “A number of guides to Lenin’s
life and views were consulted without finding this quotation.”

Judge Soboleff wrote to us on February 27, 1968:

I do not have the notes from which | prepared the speech which
was published in the Nieman Reports, and 1 am unable to cite the
source of the quotation you mentioned. Of one thing | can assure
you, | did not invent it. | read it somewhere, and not anticipating
the necessity of documentation, | did not retain the notation.

I\/IEII am very sorry that I cannot be more helpful in clarifying the
tter.

On the basis of the known public record of Judge Soboleff,
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we are certain that he speaks the truth, but it is a sorry state
of affairs that even honorable people will pick up Lenin
“guotations” from dubious sources and, by using them, give
them the stamp of authenticity. This furnishes ammunition
to the Ultra-Rightists in their campaigns of fear and smear.

Following the receipt of Judge SobolefPs letter, we wrote
Donald L. Miller on March 6, 1968, giving him a full and de-
tailed report of our research. We challenged him to publish a
retraction. His reply, dated March 8, 1968, was cordial, con-
ciliatory, and somewhat facetious. He said, in part:

We are grateful to you for your scholarship in respect to the
quote, or, should I now say, alleged quote from Lenin on the sub-
ject of free speech. . . .

Ours is not a scholarly journal, and not everyone can work from
original material on every item. As a popular publication we must
depend in some cases upon the scholarship of others.

We assumed that the Nieman Reports would be a dependable
source for this quote. Your painstaking research proves that while
there is now at hand no proof that Lenin did not say or write the
alleged quote, there is no proof that he did.

I will be happy to inform our readers that due to your research
we have learned that the said quote may not be authentic. While
this specific quote may not be authentic, and cannot be authenti-
cated, in letter, it is in spirit.

On March 14, 1968, we wrote Mr. Miller a letter, which
said, in part:

You do not seem to be responsive to the essential thrust of my
criticism, viz: that you quoted the phoney Lenin statement in ex
cathedra fashion, without giving the source upon which you are
relying. Consequently, you must bear the responsibility and cannot
mitigate your error by pleading the necessity of reliance upon
scholarship of others. Nor can you plead for justification by citing
the reliability of Nieman Reports, which | cheerfully concede is a
reputable publication. Nieman Reports did not use the alleged
Lenin quotation. It simply reported a speech by Solicitor General
Soboleff, in which the alleged Lenin quotation was used. This is not
tantamount to accepting responsibility for the accuracy of the
speech, unless it contained clearly obvious fraud.

| cannot accept your argument that a phoney quotation (or a
dubious quotation) becomes transformed into an authentic quota-
tion, when you quote something that, in your opinion, conveys the
“spirit” of the questioned quotation. | consider this kind of argu-
ment pure and unadulterated sophistry. A quotation must be a
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guotation, and it must be exactly as it was spoken or written by
the person to whom it is attributed.

To his credit, Mr. Miller replied, agreeing substantially with
our position, and said, in part:

Nor do I argue that a phoney quote can be made true by the dis-
covery of similar quotes. Even considering the loose ends that come
up in various translations, and | expect you read Russian as | do,
a quote either is there or it isn't.

This is certainly a more forthright acceptance of our criticism
than was displayed by Eugene Methvin of Reader's Digest. In
the April, 1968, issue of Freedom's Facts, Mr. Miller did pub-
lish a retraction of the phoney Lenin quotation, but vitiated
its value by a tendentious series of statements, which, in effect,
carry out the idea of presenting the “spirit” of the phoney quo-
tation. We find this procedure quite akin to the charge of
“spectral murder” that was used against some of the victims
of the Salem witchcraft delusion. It is difficult to answer such
irrationalities, even when one uses truth as a weapon.

Lenin Fabrication, No. 19

Of all the dragon-slayers on the House Committee on Un-
American Activities, none is more prolific in discovering “se-
cret” documents with which to expose the “witches” than
Congressman John M. Ashbrook of Ohio. The Congressman,
who has links with Fascist groups in other countries, placed a
document in the Congressional Record, November 21, 1966,
which he obtained from a propaganda mill in Munich, Ger-
many, that calls itself the Institute for the Study of the U.S.S.R.
It consists of excerpts from an article that appeared in a 1961
issue of an obscure Russian magazine, Novy Zhurnal, which
Is published in New York City. The author, one Yury P. An-
nenkov, relates a tale which consists, in summary, of: L That
three weeks after Lenin’s death on January 21, 1924, he had
access to “a mass of photographs, printed articles and manu-
scripts,” which included “some brief, fragmentary notes hur-
riedly jotted down by Lenin in his own hand with many of the
Words unfinished. . .” 2. That these notes were dated 1921. 3.
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That he copied them surreptitiously into his notebook just
In the nick of time, because soon afterwards “these pages of
Lenin's jottings disappeared from the Institute and were hid-
den away in Party archives. . 4. That he carried this note-
book in his pocket when he came to France. 5. That thirty years
later he decided that these notes should be published, and he
therefore translated them in French. 6. That Parisian news-
papers, to whom he proffered his copied notes, all declined to
accept them for publication in the absence of any documenta-
tion to prove their authenticity.

Mr. Annenkov relates that he told the editors of these news-
papers that “it was up to the Soviets to prove that Lenin had
not written the notes.” As we have previously noted, this is
just like challenging a person to prove that he is not guilty of
“spectral murder.” Mr. Annenkov can chalk up at least one
victory: His tale made the Congressional Record both on No-
vember 21, 1966, and March 1, 1967. For the second insertion,
Mr. Ashbrook found a neat little alibi. He explained that one
paragraph had been omitted from the first insertion.

What was it that warmed the cockles of Mr. Ashbrook’s
heart so much that he was eager to place in the Congressional
Record a dubious item from an obscure publication in New
York by way of Munich, Germany? The alleged notes say that
Lenin referred to Western intellectuals, who could not com-
prehend the situation in Russia during 1920, as “deaf-mutes”;
that Lenin advocated the use of a number of ruses and strat-
agems “to placate the deaf-mutes”; that Lenin said: “Speaking
the truth is a petty-bourgeois prejudice”; and Lenin said that,
if Capitalist countries grant the Soviets commercial credits,
the coffers of the respective Communist parties would receive
ample funds.

The reader can easily appreciate that these alleged notes
from Lenin’s writings are simply a rehash of several of the Le-
nin Fabrications that we have already exposed. Is it any wonder
that no reputable Parisian newspaper would touch Mr. An-
nenkov’s discoveries? But anything, even from the gutters, is
grist for the mill of the House Committee on Un-American
Activities. As usually happens, Mr. Ashbrook’s items in the
Congressional Record furnished ammunition for Ultra-Right-
ists. One of these, the hate sheet, Common Sense, in its issue
of January 15, 1968, gave its readers a garbled and doctored
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version of the Annenkov-Ashbrook “quotations” from Lenin,
under the heading of:

LENIN EXPRESSED IT AS FOLLOWS

Jt was all put neatly between quotations marks, and with no
attribution to its source.

Lenin Hoax No. 1

In Parade magazine, a Sunday supplement to many news-
papers, there appeared on its Intelligence page on June 7,
1964, the following:

Q. Was Lenin financed by the Germans in World War I—George
McCready, New Haven, Conn.

A. The Germans gave him $10,000,000 to incite rebellion in Rus-
sia.

On September 26, 1964, we sent a letter to Parade's editor, ask-
ing in the most courteous fashion for proof of this statement.
Parade’s office is at 285 Madison Avenue, New York City. In
an envelope postmarked October 18, 1964, at Beverly Hills,
California, we received in return a photocopy of our letter.
Scribbled diagonally across the top, there was written in red
crayon:

All the biographies on Lenin and also releases of German Foreign
COffice, Bonn.

Above this the writer had written his name, and then appar-
ently tore off part of the sheet, so that all we could read was:
L. Shen or L. Shin. Of course this is a most evasive and dis-
ingenuous reply. The German Foreign Office can hardly be a
trustworthy source of information about Lenin. At best it
would be as biased as the American Legion or the Central In-
telligence Agency. And when the gentleman suggests that all
the Lenin biographies tell that yarn, he is compounding the
original falsehood. It just isn’t true!

The historical facts behind this hoax are interesting. The
yarn about Lenin being a paid German agent is a hoary and
moth-eaten canard. It originally started with a much smaller
sum of money, and by constant repetition the amount was
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finally upped to $10,000,000. You see, the lying business has
its inflationary pressures too. As a matter of fact, the Imperial
German government had its back to the wall and was desperate
for finances. It just did not have the $10,000,000 to give Lenin.
The only element of truth in the hoax story is that the German
government did permit Lenin, who was an exile, to travel
back to Czarist Russia. At the time it was German policy to
let every political exile go back to Russia, hoping they would
make trouble for its Czarist enemy. Lenin and his comrades
arrived in Russia, by way of Finland, desperately broke. A
wag has suggested that he donated the $10,000,000 to the Finnsl
At any rate, the imaginary $10,000,000 did not show up in
Russia. But Parade and others can still peddle this hoax, be-
cause they know that no one will sue them for libel and, in
the present climate of opinion, it is considered *“subversive”
to challenge the veracity of any anti-Communist fabrication!

Lenin Biographies

A lucrative business has been developed since the Commu-
nists took power in Russia. It consists of “exposing” Commu-
nism and Communists. Any lie, any falsehood, any concoction,
any hoax—there is a profitable market for all these and there
Is no shortage of gentry of elastic morals, who are looking for
a fast buck.

In addition to the business of fabricating statements that
Lenin never made, there is the profitable enterprise of grind-
ing out biographies of Lenin. There appeared on the American
scene during 1964: The Life and Death of Lenin by Robert
Payne, selling for $8.50; Lenin: The Compulsive Revolution-
ary by Stefan T. Possony, selling at $7.95; and The Life of Le-
nin by Louis Fischer, with a price tag of $10.00. The best
evaluation of these books, in this writer’s opinion, comes from
the pen of Dr. Frederick L. Schuman, one of this country’s
most distinguished political scientists. Dr. Schuman held the
Woodrow Wilson Professorship of Government at Williams
College, and has taught at the Universities of Chicago, Har-
vard, Cornell, Columbia, and California. He is the author of
many books and magazine articles. The following are excerpts
from an article in The Minority of One, February 1965, one
of the most courageous magazines in the country:
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| deem it deplorable that all three of these lengthy and laborious
“biographies' of Lenin should begin by trying to discredit him on
“racialist” grounds. This is a sad commentary on contemporary
America, not on Lenin or on Russia. | take it for granted that after
almost two decades (actually almost five decades) of Cold War no
writer could find a publisher for a “favorable” biography of Lenin.
Nor would I hail such a work, since | have never been a “Leninist.”
Yet devotion to truth is a value worth cherishing. All three of these
works, dedicated to defaming Lenin, depart from truth at many
points. And all three go through elaborate rituals of setting up
straw men and knocking them down, with the straw all too ob-
Vvious.

The worst offender is Robert Payne. His objective is not veracity
but sensationalism—to make the best-seller list, if possible. He
“proves” that Lenin had several mistresses, ordered the killing of
German Ambassador von Hirbach and of the Romanov family in
the summer of 1918, and was finally murdered by Stalin. In my
judgment, all of this is fiction presented as fact with pretended
“documentation” in “Chapter Notes” at the end of the book. The
method is simple: any materials including Tsarist police records,
French scandal sheets, German archives, etc., which denigrate Lenin
are cited as valid authorities; any materials of opposite import are
ignored or denied.

* . . His ignorance of the import of Lenin’s books and articles is
profound and comprehensive. His non-knowledge of Party history
Is colossal—e.g., he calls Congress V of the Party (1907) the “London
Conference.” The disturbing fact is that his book is a Book-of-the-
Month Club selection and has been “reviewed” by reputable jour-
nals as if it were in fact a biography of Lenin.

Stefan Possony’s contribution to Leninist mythology requires less
attention. He is part of the Cold War “Establishment”™—Princeton,
Georgetown, National War College, Naval War College, Air Uni-
versity, University of Pennsylvania, erstwhile colleague of Robert
Strauz-Hupe, Goldwater enthusiast, and “political studies director”
of the Hoover Institution of War, Revolution, and Peace at Stan-
ford. His book on Lenin is the kind of book you would expect
him to write. He is better informed and more sophisticated than
Payne. . . .

ossony's conclusion: “Lenin's monstrous policies could not but
beget worse monstrosities. In retrospect, the best that can be said
about V. I. Lenin is that, had he recovered, he would have been
purged by J. V. Stalin.” No evidence, apart from prejudice, is offered
to support this speculation. Indeed all the evidence points to exactly
the opposite conclusion.

Regarding Louis Fischer's book, Professor Schuman says,
in part:

The bulk of his book is devoted, quite rightly, to Lenin as polit-
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ical leader of the Soviet Union from 1917 until his death. In an
gprl)_endix he demolishes Payne's myth that Lenin was poisoned by
talin.

For the rest, Fischer's book is an impressive contribution to what
we would like to know about Lenin. He does not “buy the scandal
stories. Yet | wonder why he writes: “He loved one woman—Inessa
Armand." There is ample evidence that Lenin dearly loved his
mother and his wife, Krupskaya. | also wonder why Fischer seeks
to catch Lenin in contradictions in his voluminous writings and
speeches. Contradictions are inevitable and necessary in all political
leadership. Fischer's book is once more an anti-Lenin book, but an
honest one.

All of these volumes assert or imply that the Stalinist totalitarian
police state was implicit in Lenin’s conception of the Party. This is
a falsehood. The Soviet regime of 1917-18 was a coalition function-
iIng democratically and with a minimum of repression. As the price
of survival, it became a totalitarian police state, the first of our era,
in the summer of 1918 only after it had been attacked with guns
by its internal enemies and by American and allied interventionist
armies bent upon its destruction. No reader of Payne or Possony or
Fischer would ever guess this unless he already knew the facts.

It is important to emphasize once more that the purpose of
setting the record straight regarding the entire field of anti-
Communist crusading is two-fold: 1. As Professor Schuman
has pointed out, decent people must indeed cherish truth. It
has been said: “And ye shall know the truth, and the truth
shall make you free.” 2. We cannot achieve a peaceful world
in an atmosphere of saints and devils, with the devils (Com-
munists) being painted as sub-human creatures worthy of an-
nihilation. This can only pave the way for annihilation of the
human race in this era of the thermonuclear bomb. As the
late President John F. Kennedy put it: “Mankind must put
an end to war, or war will put an end to mankind." It is ur-
gently necessary to understand unequivocally that the choice
today is peaceful co-existence with the Communist countries
or no existence for the entire human race. Accordingly, the
record must be set straight and the truth must be told about
the Communist countries and indeed about the Communist
movement. It is going to take much intellectual courage and
moral stamina for the American people to face the truth.

In view of the many lying stories and phoney biographies
about Lenin, perhaps the following will serve as an antidote:

Perhaps the greatest man of modem times was Vladimir llyich
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Ulianov. He took the name of Lenin, spent most of his fifty-four
years in exile from his country, and gave the world the biggest new
political fact of our era, the federal Union of Soviet Socialist Re-
publics under a form of Communism.

The impression of integrated force he gave in life may be sensed
in the portrait above, taken not long before his great step to power.
Lenin was that rarest of men, an absolutely unselfconscious and
unselfish man who had passionate respect for ideas, but even more
respect for deeds. He had mastered the trick of complete concen-
tration. He had a fantastic capacity for work and was scrupulous
and thorough about the smallest, as well as the biggest, duties of
his life. He spoke English, German and French, as well as Russian,
and could read Italian, Swedish and Polish. He was a normal well-
balanced man who was dedicated to rescuing 140,000,000 people
from a brutal and incompetent tyranny. He did what he set out

to do.

Lenin did not make the Revolution in Russia, nor did any one
group of men. But he made the Revolution make sense and saved
It from much of the folly of the French Revolution. It is impossible
to imagine what the history of Russia and the world would have
been had he not lived.

No, the above guotation is not from Pravda, is not from the
Daily Worker, and is not from the People's World. You will
find it on page 29 of Life magazine, March 29, 1943. That was
the period when the Communists were our allies in the war
against the Fascist countries, and Life devoted an entire issue
to telling the truth about the U.S.S.R.!! How times have
changed!

The Israel Cohen Hoax

Just as it was customary during the era of the Salem witch-
craft delusion to label opponents as witches (or wizards), so in
the period of the Cold War it has become standard procedure
to label opponents “Communist,” without defining the term.
The free-wheeling style of attributing all the evils of the world
to the Communists, makes it unnecessary to do any thinking
about how to solve real problems. It has the same devastating
effect as that of consulting a quack practitioner—it postpones
the day of accurate diagnosis, often with disastrous results. All
that is necessary in order to discredit anything is to label it
“Communist.” A case in point is the attempt of Congressman
Thomas G. Abernathy of Mississippi to explain the Negro
struggle for human dignity as a Communist plot,
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On June 7, 1957, Mr. Abernathy delivered a speech on the
floor of Congress in order to block the pending Civil Rights
Legislation. After working himself up to the usual emotional
pitch of the segregationists, the honorable gentleman delivered
the following solar-plexus blow:

This civil-rights business is all according to a studied and well-
defined plan. It may be news to some of you, but the course of the
advocates of this legislation was carefully planned and outlined
more than 45 years ago. Israel Cohen, a leading Communist in
England, in his A Racial Program for the 20th Century, wrote in
19i2, the following:

We must realize that our party’s most powerful weapon is racial
tension. By propounding into the consciousness of the dark races
that for centuries they have been oppressed by the whites, we can
mould them to the program of the Communist Party. In America
we will aim for subtle victory. While inflaming the Negro minor-
ity against the whites, we will endeavor to instill in the whites a
guilt complex for their exploitation of the Negroes. We will aid
the Negroes to rise in prominence in every walk of life, in the
professions and in the world of sports and entertainment. With
this prestige, the Negro will be able to intermarry with the whites
and begin a process which will deliver America to our cause.

What truer prophecy could there have been 40 years ago of what
we now see taking place in America, than that made by Israel
Cohen? The plan was outlined to perfection and is being carried
out by politicians who have fallen into the trap. Many thousands
In America today who are in no sense Communists are helping to
carry out the Communist plan laid down by their faithful thinker,
Israel Cohen. Truly, vigilance is the price of liberty.

Congressman Abernathy’s presentation was the inspiration
for a rash of statements, speeches, and editorials “proving”
from “official documents” that the Negroes would not think of
fighting injustice, oppression, and humiliation, were it not for
the diabolical plotting of the Communists.

The only things wrong with Congressman Abernathy’s story
are:

1. There was no Communist Party in England, the United
States of America, or anywhere else in 1912!

2. At the request of the Washington Star, the Library of
Congress conducted a search in 1958, and could find no record
of the alleged book entitled A Racial Program for the Twen-
tieth Century; nor could the Library find the quotation at-
tributed to Israel Cohen by Mr. Abernathy. It is perhaps super-
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fluous to point out that the research facilities of the Library
of Congress are unexcelled, and if such a book were ever pub-
lished, the Library of Congress would know about it.

3. The British Museum Catalog of Printed Books and all the
other catalogs published in England from 1911 to 1915 con-
tain no reference to the Israel Cohen book.

4. The National Union Catalogue, which summarizes the
listings of 800 principal libraries in the United States, has never
listed this alleged book.

5. The British Who’s Who did list an Israel Cohen who
was bom in England in 1879. In response to an inquiry, he
wrote a letter to the Washington Star, from which the follow-
ing is excerpted:

I have never written a book, pamphlet or article under the title
“A Racial Program for the Twentieth Century,” or under any title
resembling this or any subject relating to it ... | have never been
a Communist or had any sympathy with the movement ... | am
credited with a long list of books, pamphlets, etc., but none of them
has anything to do with Communism or the Negro question.

To the above, it should be added that Israel Cohen openly
campaigned for the election of Winston Churchill. And even
John E. Hoover never called Churchill a Red.

6. The internal evidence of the quotation proves its fraudu-
lent nature. The words “Communist Party” were not used in
the English language in 1912, and only came into usage after
1916. The term “guilt complex” is a psychiatric term that did
not come into usage until many years after 1912.

All the above evidence of refutation will be found in a pre-
sentation by Congressman Abraham Multer in the Congres-
sional Record, August 30, 1957, page 16777, and a three-col-
umn full-length article on the editorial page of the Washington
Star of February 18, 1958. It is strange that Ultra-Rightists and
anti-Semites quote Abernathy's presentation in the Congres-
sional Record of June 7, 1957, and ignore the incontrovertible
refutation in the Congressional Record of August 30, 1957,
some eleven weeks later. And the excellently researched article
in the Washington Star some eight months later has meant
nothing to the professional liars.

On September 3, 1963, | sent Congressman Abernathy a
letter, asking him the following three questions:

93



1. Where did you get this story about that leading Communist
in England, Israel Cohen?

2. Did you ever see any documentary proof of the existence of
his “A Racial Program for the 20th Century’?

3. Did you ever retract your story after Congressman Abraham
Multer’s refutation in the Congressional Record of August 30,
1957, page 167777

On September 6, 1963, Mr. Abernathy wrote:

Replying your letter of September 3, the quotation included in
my speech delivered in the House of Representatives on June 7,
1957, to which you referred, was taken from the Letters to the Editor
column of the Washington Evening Star newspaper. This is the
only source we had for the quotation.

On September 11, 1963, another letter was sent to Mr. Aber-
nathy, reminding him that he had answered only one of the
three questions | had addressed to him. On September 14, 1963,
his secretary, Clair Stevens, wrote me that Mr. Abernathy
was away and that the letter of September 11th would be
brought to his attention upon his return. On December 19,
1963, | sent Mr. Abernathy another letter, calling to his atten-
tion the previous letters, recapitulating their contents, and
especially reminding him of Congressman Multer’s refutation
of the Israel Cohen Hoax. My final sentence asked: “In the
event that you did not retract, don’t you think that it is the
decent and honorable thing to do, even at this late date?”
There was no reply received, as the reader can well imagine.
Consider the utter irresponsibility of a Congressman who
solemnly places something in the Congressional Record that he
picks up in the letters-to-the-editor column and presents it as
though he has a documented discovery. Consider his further
irresponsibility in not asking the Library of Congress to check
its authenticity. Like most of the noisy segregationists, Con-
gressman Abernathy doesn’t care what weapons he uses to keep
the Negro “in his place,” even if the weapon is falsehood from
the underworld of bigotry. Surely Mr. Abernathy knew that,
within a few weeks after he had placed that hoax item in the
Record, Congressman Multer had placed an effective refutation
in the Record. And surely he knew that the Washington Star,
from which he picked up the hoax story, carried a devastating
expos£ eight months after he had placed the hoax in the Con-
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gressional Record. When challenged almost six years later to
retract the hoax, the Honorable Congressman Abernathy met
the challenge with a deafening silence.

Mr. Abernathy speaks on the floor of Congress on many sub-
jects, usually expressing the reactionary philosophy of the
Southern big business interests. The Ultra-Rightist Americans
for Constitutional Action gave him a correct voting rating, by
their reactionary standards, of 87 for 1963 and 100 for 1965.
On December 19, 1963, he placed in the Congressional Record
his Newsletter, in which he had all the answers about the Ken-
nedy assassination. He was absolutely sure that Lee Harvey
Oswald was the assassin; absolutely sure that: “There is not
the slightest shred of evidence that it was associated with or
sprang from an alleged wave of racial hatred or racial bigotry.”
He “explained” the Civil Rights struggle on the floor of Con-
gress, February 4, 1964 in this fashion:

Mr. Speaker, there are thousands, perhaps millions, of Negroes
in America who live in good homes, have good jobs, and who edu-
cate their children. There are many Negro millionaires in this
country. They did not achieve success by being cry-babies. They
got there by the same means that some white people achieve suc-
cess, that is by personal initiative and hard work.

The Negro leaders who are causing so much unrest in America
are misleading their people. They are trying to substitute political
pressure for personal achievement. It will not work.

Wi ith this exquisite logic, a physician would treat a patient's
complaints about symptoms in one part of the body by enumer-
ating the list of healthy organs the patient possesses. It should
come as no surprise that Abernathy is a staunch supporter of
the House Un-American Activities Committee, which has an
unbroken record of racist tendencies. Abernathy concluded a
speech full of rationalizations, on the floor of Congress, Janu-
ary 14,1965, with: “I urge the House to stand strong in support
of this great committee.”

The Washington Star article of February 18, 1958 reflects
such a huge amount of painstaking research that it seems worth-
while to relate some of its findings. In March of 1957 the Star
published a letter-to-the-editor from R. A. Hester, chairman of
the Montgomery County Chapter of the Maryland Petition
Committee, which contained the Israel Cohen quotation. In
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June the Star received a letter from the director of the Wash-
ington Anti-Defamation League, which branded the Israel
Cohen quotation as spurious and pointed out that there is no
record of an Israel Cohen, British Communist leader. In July
the Star received a letter from a reader, not for publication,
disputing the Anti-Defamation League's letter. The writer gave
information which resulted in the Star doing some real detec-
tive work. The phoney quotation was finally traced to a noto-
rious peddler of fake stories about Jews, Negroes, Communists,
and Liberals, one Eustace Mullins. Among his distinctions are
that he wrote an article in one of the hate sheets, Women's
Voice, June 1955, warning his dupes that “Jonas Salk, Yiddish
inventor of a so-called polio vaccine™ is a part of a plot of the
Jews to “Mass Poison American Children." His other distinc-
tion is that he was on the staff of the late Fascist Senator, Joe
McCarthy.1l

The Israel Cohen hoax has been carried in many Right-Wing
publications. The Richmond News Leader of June 26, 1957,
published a letter, with Congressman Abernathy's picture,
guoting his Israel Cohen speech from the Congressional Record.
The magazine, South, quoted the statement in an editorial,
October 21, 1957. The racist Citizens' Council of America
quoted Abernathy's statement from the Congressional Record
In its newsletter of September 5, 1957, and it was quoted again
in a radio broadcast on January 19, 1958.

The ex-FBI Agent, Dan Smoot, in his Report of July 22,
1963, wrote:

Have you seen this? In 1912, Israel Cohen, a leading communist
in England, outlined what he called “A Racial Program for the 20th
Century.” Cohen said:

Then follows the same quotation used by Abernathy, and
Smoot credits Abernathy's presentation in the Congressional
Record of June 7, 1957, page 7633. (Smoot made an error. It
Is actually on page 8559.)

On December 19, 1963, I wrote Dan Smoot a four-page
single-space, typewritten letter, calling to his attention four

11 Eustace Mullins is also the author of an article entitled "Adolph Hitler:
An Appreciation/’ which appeared in the October 1952 Bulletin of a Fascist
Group, the National Renaissance Party. He has also participated in outdoor
rallies of this Fascist outfit.
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phoney stories that | had discovered in recent issues of Dan
Smoot Report, including the Israel Cohen hoax. No reply was
received from Smoot. However, in his Report of February 3,
1964, Smoot told his readers that he had quoted the Israel
Cohen hoax from Abernathy’s insertion in the Congressional
Record, and said Smoot:

I was subsequently advised that Mr. Abernathy got the quotation
from a letter-to-the-editor in a Washington newspaper, and that a
more authentic source could not be found. | have tried in vain
(through libraries in the United States and in Europe) to identify
the “Israel Cohen” in question.

| therefore apologize to readers of this Report for having pub-
lished an item that | cannot authenticate.

Aside from the fact that Smoot was not gracious enough to
credit.me with having called to his attention both the Washing-
ton Star and Congressman Multer research items, he brags
about his allegedly checking “libraries in the United States
and in Europe.,, | suggest that Smoot is here taking credit for
exactly what the Anti-Defamation League had done, and which
had been reported in the Washington Star article.

On February 15, 1964,1 sent Dan Smoot the following letter
via certified mail:

On Dec. 19, 1963, | sent you a 4-page typewritten letter, docu-
menting some of the erroneous stories, distortions of fact, and out-
right fabrications that you have used in your Reports.

With the exception of your equivocal retraction of the Israel
Cohen canard, you have not replied to my letter and its challenge.

Inasmuch as my typist made two carbon copies of my letter of
Dec. 19, 1963, I am herewith sending you a carbon copy of my
letter, and | again ask you to reply to it point by point, and what
IS more important, publish corrections, and retractions. I am send-
ing this via certified mail, return receipt requested, so that you will
be unable to say that you did not receive it.

A receipt for the letter was received, but Smoot did not reply
and did not retract the other phoney stories, for which docu-
mented refutation was sent to him.

Jack Moffitt, who writes the syndicated “Cracker Barrel”
column, is the film critic of the John Birch Society's monthly,
American Opinion. Moffitt quotes part of the Israel Cohen hoax
in the October 1963 issue, assuring his readers that it was
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written by Israel Cohen in 1912. For reasons best known to
Moffitt, he does not refer to Cohen as a British Communist. A
letter from one Robert M. Beren, in the January 1964 issue of
American Opinion challenged the authenticity of the Israel
Cohen canard and referred the editor to the research article
Iin the Washington Star of February 18, 1958. American Opin-
ion’s editor appended this comment: “Mr. Beren is perfectly
correct” Two months later, Mr. Tom Anderson, member of
the National Council of the John Birch Society quoted the
Israel Cohen hoax in his syndicated column, “Straight Talk.”
Anderson referred to Israel Cohen as “a leading English Com-
munist.” The question is: Does Tom Anderson neglect to
read American Opinion or does he deliberately spread false-
hood?

The American Coalition of Patriotic Societies, in its “Report
to America,” June, 1961, quoted the Israel Cohen hoax in its
entirety, with the notation that it is from the Congressional
Record, June 7, 1957. This is a common device of the Ultra-
Rightist propagandists—to quote from the Congressional Rec-
ord, without stating who inserted it in the Record. This serves
to place a sort of imprimatur on the quoted item, thusdmis-
leading the dupes into believing that it has the backing of the
U.S. government. Is it possible that Mr. Milton M. Lory, Presi-
dent of the American Coalition of Patriotic Societies, did not
know that his quotation had been completely discredited four
years earlier?

In Burney, California, there is a character by the name of
Hal W. Hunt, who edits and publishes a hate sheet which
duplicates the ravings of Julius Streicher in the former Nazi
sheet, Der Stiirmer. Hunt’s National Chronicle, March 11,
1965, quotes the Israel Cohen hoax, changing the name of the
alleged book to Social Problems For the Twentieth Century
(instead of A Racial Program for the 20th Century).

A leaflet was circulated throughout the South in the Spring
of 1965 under the title of Views of a Southern Negro. It was
issued by something called Mississippi Publishers, P.O. Box
668, Meridian, Mississippi and 41 Kentucky Street, Delhi,
Louisiana. The depths of depravity reached in this message
from the gutter can be judged from this excerpt:

Patrick Henry saw the evils of Communism when he spoke these
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words, “Is life so dear or peace so sweet as to be purchased with
the price of chains and slavery?” Communism is the road back to
slavery and the way is crowded with people who are looking for
something for nothing.

That there was no Communist movement in 1776 makes no
difference to the hate-peddling liars. In fact, Karl Marx, the
founder of the modern Communist movement, had not yet
been born when Patrick Henry made that speech.

Immediately following the above quotation there is served
another delectable morsel:

Leo Kahn, the head of the Communist Party in Great Britain,
said these words 52 years ago: “The Racial Question is the most
potent weapon that the Communists have. If we can convince the
Black People of the world that they are the oppressed and the white
people are the oppressors, there is the great possibility of getting
the Negro on our side.”

Not only has the name of the phantom Communist leader been
changed from Israel Cohen to Leo Kahn, but the alleged quo-
tation is a garbled version of a fake quotation from a non-
existent book!

The March 22, 1965 issue of The Councilor reprinted the
leaflet completely, giving the name and address of the publisher.
The Councilor is the official organ of the rabidly segregationist
Citizens Council of Shreveport, Louisiana.

On April 2, 1965 my research assistant sent a letter to Mr.
Robert Beals of Mississippi Enterprises, asking him where he
obtained the Leo Kahn quotation. On April 20, 1965, Robert
Beals replied:

We appreciate your letter and we are very happy to send you the
book of Leo Kahn, but due to the circumstances | haven't been able
to look up the book. But I found that statement in a book on Com-
munistic by the Grate Britain press.

I hope that these answers are satisfactory. In addition, you will
find one of my pamphlet.

Yours truly,
Robert Beals

It is apparent that not only is Robert Beals a liar, but he is
abysmally ignorant, as can be seen from his atrocious spelling
and infantile sentence structure.
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On April 28, 1965 we sent Robert Beals another letter,
asking him to give us the name of the book, pamphlet, or
publication from which he obtained the Leo Kahn quotation.
There was no reply, because Beals fabricated the story from a
previous fabrication.

The White American, issued by American States Rights
Party, an offshoot from the Fascistic National States Rights
Party, carried a front-page story in its issue of April-May 1965,
entitled “National Council of Churches and Jews United to
Destroy White Race.” Turning to page three we find the Israel
Cohen hoax, and we are informed that it is “taken from the
Congressional Record.” Again it is made to appear that a
fraudulent statement is the truth, by authority of the U.S.
Government!

Myron C. Fagan, a former henchman of the Rev. Gerald L.
K. Smith, operates an Ultra-Rightist outfit called Cinema Edu-
cational League. In his News-Bulletin No. 116, issued January
1966, we are told that the United Nations is a conspiracy and
that the Civil Rights Movement is a Communist conspiracy.
He claims that the Supreme Court's desegregation decision of
1954 and lke's “Civil Rights Bill” were designed to carry out
the plans of the “Communist Conspiracy.” Then he adds:

To further remove all lingering doubts in anybody's mind that
Ike's “Civil Rights Bill” and Warren’s “Desegregation Decision”
were designed to implement that feature of the Communist Con-
spiracy, | will quote verbatim from yet another official Communist
Party document of directives, written by one Israel Cohen, A Com-
munist Party top functionary in England. The following excerpt is
from his book, A Racial Program for the 20th Century, setting forth
the Communist policy:

Then, after quoting the Israel Cohen hoax, Fagan says:

Note: To remove all doubts about the authenticity of the above
guotation, it was entered into the Congressional Record of June 7,
1957, by Rep. Thomas G. Abernathy.

That directive was written in 1913, simultaneously with the birth
of NAACP.

There you have it. A professional liar quotes a fraudulent
statement from a non-existent book, “proves” it by quoting the
Congressional Record, and then slyly changes the 1912 date of
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Israel Cohen’s alleged statement to 1913, so that he can tie
Israel Cohen to the NAACP. This is no isolated phenomenon.
It is typical of the so-called educational work of the Ultra-
Rightists and the professional anti-Communists.

In his News-Bulletin No. 122, issued in November, 1966,
Myron C. Fagan claims to have met Israel Cohen and that
Cohen told him he was writing a book which was to be titled:
A Racial Program for the 20th Century. This, of course, is a
story made up out of the whole cloth. Then Fagan explains
that he did not get a copy of the book, but that it was brought
to his attention by an article in the Washington Star. Here
again Fagan has invented a story, because the Washington Star
did not carry a story initially about the alleged Israel Cohen
book. It did carry a letter from a reader, which quoted from
the alleged book. This was followed by an article in which the
Star exposed the fraudulent nature of the story about the Israel
Cohen book! Fagan’s prolific imagination produced a third lie
in this News Bulletin. Following his yam about how he had
learned that Israel Cohen had written A Racial Program for
the Twentieth Century, Fagan says:

Following the publication of that story, Congressman Abernathy,
after checking with the “Star,” and himself reading the book, pub-
lished the same quote in the Congressional Record.

That book was published in 1913 . . . the NAACP and the ADL
were created almost simultaneously to carry out those directives.
That was more than a half century ago. Can there be any doubt
that that was intended to launch our present Negro upheaval for
a Black Revolution?

Quite apart from the ridiculousness of Fagan’s smears against
the National Association for the Advancement of Colored
People and against the Anti-Defamation League, there are two
things wrong with his story: 1. Congressman Abernathy could
not have read a non-existent book. 2. In a letter to a research
assistant, Abernathy admitted to us that his sole source of
information about the alleged Israel Cohen book was a letter-
to-the-editor in the Washington Star.

Fagan has a “cover story” to cope with the exposure of the
Israel Cohen hoax. He makes the lying allegation that two
years elapsed before anyone challenged the authenticity of the
Israel Cohen hoax. Then he adds that “the ADL and similar
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groups had ferreted out ALL copies of the book and destroyed
them. . v’ From all this it is clear that Fagan is an inventive
“genius.”

One of the more violent of the indigenous Fascist groups is
a Cleveland, Ohio outfit called the Right Brigade, operated by
a fanatical hate-peddler, Allan Dawson. In a Bulletin issued
January 5, 1966, Dawson quotes part of the Israel Cohen hoax
and says: “See Congressional Record for June 7, 1957,” and
then adds:

Patriots! Arm yourselves with information and keep defensive
weapons close to hand. Treason, is abroad in the land! Don't let the
consglrators take your guns away! Know your enemy—and be pre-
pared!

The Cincinnati Enquirer, July 26, 1961 ran a long editorial
entitled “The Peril to Racial Progress.” It revolved around the
fake “A Racial Programme for the Twentieth Century,” alleg-
edly written by Israel Cohen, which it quoted from the Con-
gressional Record of June 7, 1957. It is interesting that, four
years after this canard appeared in the Congressional Record,
a large metropolitan daily newspaper could resurrect it and
be completely oblivious of the fact that it had been refuted
over and over again in the intervening period. On August 3,
1961 the Enquirer ran a large editorial entitled “No Book, No
Author,” in which it sheepishly admitted that the Israel Cohen
book is a hoax, but then went on to “prove” the same doctrines
by quoting Louis Budenz and John E. Hoover.

This seems to be a pattern in Right-Wing circles. When their
sources of information are proven to be false, they come up
with substitutes that are used to minimize the immorality of
using fabrications.

We have by no means heard the end of the Israel Cohen
hoax. It will be revived and used again and again. There are
thousands of Right-Wingers who have this in their scrap books,
and when the opportunity arises they will quote it in letters
to the editor and in leaflets and speeches. Typical of this is a
letter in the now-defunct Los Angeles Mirror-News of October
1, 1958, which starts off with:

It would seem that the plan for integration is going exactly ac-
cording to schedule—the Communists' schedule, that is. The fol-

102



lowing paragraph comes from a book entitled, “A Racial Program
For the 20th Century,” written in 1912 by Israel Cohen, an English
Communist:

After the famous quotation, which needs no further repeti-
tion here, the writer confidently concludes:

This is a very familiar picture of exactly what is going on in the
United States today.

On September 20, 1966, Hubert Eaton, a member of the
Sons of the American Revolution, died in his Beverly Hills,
California home, after a lingering illness. Mr. Eaton had the
distinction of glamorizing death and making millions of dol-
lars doing it. Founder and Board Chairman of Forest Lawn
Memorial-Park, Eaton applied the principles of modem ad-
vertising and salesmanship to the undertaker business, and de-
veloped in Southern California a chain of glorified cemeteries,
euphemistically called memorial parks. As an intensely class-
conscious capitalist, Eaton joined the ranks of those whose
feelings of insecurity drive them to conduct frenzied propa-
ganda campaigns. Mr. Eaton delivered a speech on May 7, 1964
at the Beverly Hilton Hotel in Beverly Hills, entitled, *“Have
We Reached the Point of No Return?”

Mr. Eaton stated that former FBI agent Dan Smoot had
recommended that a study should be made of “the communist
blueprint for the South, written in 1955 by Victor Perlo. Victor
Perlo was a communist spy who worked for the NRA in 1933
and later became an economic analyst for the Treasury Depart-
ment.” He followed this up by quoting the Israel Cohen hoax,
prefacing the quotation by saying: “Israel Cohen, another com-
munist leader, foreshadowed Perlo’s words when he wrote A
Racial Program for the 20th Century.” Further on, Eaton
ventures into the realm of anthropology by stating: “Segrega-
tion is a natural instinct of all animals (including man).”

On April 26, 1965, | sent a three-page single-space, typewrit-
ten letter to Mr. Eaton, and | have a receipt showing it was
delivered to his office. | asked Mr. Eaton:

Please tell me where and in what court of law Victor Perlo was
tried and convicted of violation of the espionage laws of the United
States of America.

103



Then | gave him all the essential proof that the Israel Cohen
guotation he had used is a palpable fraud. My letter concludes
with the following:

Apparently you have not done your homework, because you used
the phoney Israel Cohen story three months after Dan Smoot dis-
avowed it. | suggest that you now show evidence of good faith by
placing a paid advertisement in the Los Angeles Times retracting
the spg/ charge against Victor Perlo and disavowing the Israel Cohen
canard.

In the opening remarks of his speech, Eaton told his audi-
ence: “Every statement | shall make tonight is well documented,
well authenticated and supervised by Forest Lawn’s Legal De-
partment composed of four able attorneys.,, Indeed!

Mr. Eaton did not accept the moral challenge of my letter.
He did not even show me the elementary courtesy of a reply.
This is most interesting, because near the end of his speech
Eaton waxed eloquent, telling his audience: “Without religion
we cannot have morality; without morality we cannot have
social safety; and without social safety we cannot have civili-
zation.”

Such is the morality of the pillars of our society that they
see nothing wrong in telling lies and assassinating character, as
long as it is against Communism.

One additional bit of information should be added to our
expose of the Israel Cohen Hoax. In its February 15, 1958
story, entitled “Story of a Phony Quotation,” the Washington,
D.C. Evening Star expressed its exasperation with Eustace
Mullins. The Star had attempted to pin down Mullins for some
proof of the authenticity of that fraudulent “A Racial Program
for the Twentieth Century.” It finally concluded that Mullins’
letter of reply was “a revealing evasion to the question of
where he got the quotation.” In a companion editorial entitled
“Running Down a Hoax,” the Star said: “Certainly one inno-
cent victim of this fraud has been Israel Cohen of London, a
journalist and writer of excellent reputation, whose name seems
to have been gratuitously exploited as part of the fabrication.”
There is some sort of irony in the fact that Mullins’ letter to
the Star was on stationery of the American Humane Church of
Huntley, Illinois, and Mullins was listed on the stationery as
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“Rev. Eustace Mullins, director, Society for the Propagation
of the Human Faith/"

Appropriately enough, the Israel Cohen hoax was repeated in
the Summer of 1967 edition of Stormtrooper magazine, issued
by the American Nazi Party.

Hedda Hopper Tells the Truth

The late Hollywood gossip columnist cut quite a swath for
many years with her peephole journalism. In 1963 she brought
out a book entitled The Whole Truth and Nothing but the
Truth. British-born actor, Michael Wilding, didn't believe the
implications of the title, and alleged that Hedda had told a
few things about him that were not the truth. Wilding figured
that he should get $3 million for the damage done by Hedda’s
venture into the realm of The Truth. He sued, and according
to his attorney, he received more than $100,000 in an out-of-
court settlement. The Truth and Nothing but the Truth!

The Oscar Wilde Hoax

In his little hate sheet, National Chronicle, May 14, 1964,
Hal Hunt delivered a “haymaker' to the Soviet Union. He
quoted the British author and poet, Oscar Wilde, as saying:

A Russian who lives happily under the present system of govern-
ment in Russia must either believe that man has no soul, or that,
iIf he has, it is not worth developing.

That is quite an indictment against the Soviet system, and it
sounds as if it is spoken from a high moral plane. Mr. Hunt
neglected to tell his readers that Oscar Wilde was born in Dub-
lin in 1854; and that he died in 1900, seventeen years before
the Soviet Union was founded!

The Rabbi Wise Fabrication

The propaganda sheets of anti-Semitism have circulated for
a long time a statement which they have attributed to the late,
distinguished Rabbi Stephen Wise:

Some call it communism;
I call it Judaism.
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After they heard this phoney story in an interview with the
American Nazi, George Lincoln Rockwell, the editors of
Playboy Magazine checked it out and reported in the issue of
April 1966, that research into Rabbi Wise's speeches and writ-
ings disclosed no evidence of that statement. Said Playboy;
“Confronted with this evidence, Rockwell later retracted the
allegation.”

Pious Fakery of "'Free Enterprisef*

Free Enterprise is the monthly tabloid paper issued by the
Ultra-Rightist We, The People. It was formerly published in
Chicago, and is now based in Phoenix, Arizona. Its editor,
Harry Everingham, is president of We, The People and editor
of another Ultra-Rightist sheet called Fact Finder.

Free Enterprise is written in that shrill, frenetic style which
characterizes most of the Ultra-Right propaganda. It promotes
confusion and obscurantism, which are essential ingredients of
all pro-Fascist propaganda. On the last page of each issue there
Is a list of about 100 names of something called Wake Up
America Committee, which presumably is the steering com-
mittee of We, The People. Among the names are such well-
known Right-Wing activists as attorney Robert B. Dresser;
manufacturer Robert Dilley; Walter Knott; J. Bracken Lee, the
Mayor of Salt Lake City; Birch Society member and former
Congressman, Edgar W. Hiestand; and the Rev. Charles S.
Poling.

In its issue of December, 1965, Free Enterprise said:

Students who call themselves Christian Liberals were allowed to
give out a publication at Arizona State University on Nov. 4, 1965
(“l. F. Stone’s Weekly” of 10/25/65) which bore the following front
page headline;

IF WE COULD ONLY GET RID OF CHRIST
AND CONSTITUTION

Directly underneath this headline, Free Enterprise placed the
last paragraph of another article from page 3. This had no rela-
tionship to the quoted headline. Alongside this paragraph from
page 3, Free Enterprise placed the last paragraph of page 1,
omitting all of the preceding two paragraphs of page 1. In
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addition, there were two sentences omitted from the end of
each of the quoted paragraphs.

Thus, by garbled quotations, truncated quotations, and
sleight-of-hand juxtaposition, the Wake Up America crowd
gave its readers an impression that was diametrically opposed
to the clear intent of Mr. I. F. Stone, one of the country’s most
honest and courageous journalists. In order that the reader may
judge the enormity of the pious fakery of Free Enterprise, the
entire front page of I. F. Stone's Weekly is reproduced on p. 108.
It is very apparent that Mr. Stone’s headline and story con-
stitute a most reverent approach to both Christ and the Con-
stitution.

The Housing Bill Fabrication

NSylvester Petro is a law professor at the University of New
York, and is considered one of the *“respectable” theoreticians
of the Right-Wing. He is active in New York’s Conservative
Party, is on the advisory board of the Right-Wing “Freedom
School” (Ramparts College, Larkspur, Colorado), and is a mem-
ber of the Advisory Assembly of the American Conservative
Union. A thinly-disguised employers’ propaganda outfit, the
Labor Policy Association, distributes two of his books. He has
also served as a member of the Citizens Committee to Preserve
Taft-Hartley.12

With the credentials possessed by the good professor, it
should come as no surprise that he appeared as an opposition
witness before a Senate Subcommittee hearing on the proposed
Civil Rights Act of 1966. The main thrust of Professor Petro’s
argumentation was that freedom is destroyed by passing legis-
lation which restricts racial discrimination in housing. After
some oratorical flights of fancy, the professor attacked the pre-
vious testimony of Attorney General Nicholas Katzenbach,
saying in part:

When one removes the tortured indirectness from the Attorney
General's language, what remains is this assertion: “The policy of
this administration is to favor a compelled amalgamation of all
races, colors and creeds in residential areas; individual preferences,

12 His book, The Kohler Strike, is a featured item of the John Birch Society
in its “One Dozen Candles™ group.
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Morse Callsfor More Peace Marches, P. 3

Despite Heavier Bombings and Bigger Boloney

“Saigon—The number of Vietcong fighting in South Viet**
ram increased sharply in September despite near-record
battle losses and defections, according to American High
Command estimates. Neither bombing of infiltration start-
ing points nor sea-patroling apparently has interfered seri-
ously with the continuing Vietcong buildup, although some
of its increased strength may be due to forced recruiting*
of young men in areas where guerrillas hold sway. The
number of main force insurgents—those who are full-time
fighters in organized units—is estimated by American in-
telligence sources at 80,000 an increase of 15,000 over, a
month ago

“Thenumber of part-time guerrillas—farmers by day and
raiders in black pajamas by night—has increased from an
estimate of 80,000 to 100,000 in August to from 100,000 to
120,000 in September. Growth of the Vietcong aa learned
today was in sharp contrast to the flurry of favorable nu*
merical indicators that the enemy is losing peraonnel faster
than ever before.”

— Jack Foitie, Wathinglon Pott, Oct. 17 (abridged)
* Isn’t it just barely possible that one or tw.o might have

joined up in protest against our indiscriminate slaughter?
—1Fs

L F. Stones Weekly

VOL. XIIl. NO. 35 OCTOBER 25, 1965

WASHINGTON, D. C.15CENTS

If We Could Only Get Rid of Christ and Constitution

Those who remember how the Romans felt about the Chris-
tians will not be surprised that one of them should have
burned his draft card. Christians have always claimed to
render unto Caesar what is Caesar’s, but this may be Aesopian
language. Under apparent submission to authority lic» en-
couragement to civil disobedience since the saying leaves un-
answered who is to determine what is Caesar's. If each man
insists that his consciencc be his guide, the end result is
anarchy. Thoughtful men have long recognized the peril in
the Christian doctrine of the primacy oF conscience. Defense
counsel tried to make the West see what openings this gave
Moscow but their warnings were brushed aside at the Nurem-
berg trial. Dcr Fuehrer saw the danger and wanted to replace
this pacifistic religion with a more virile Germanic creed, but
his efforts were frustrated by the need to placate the Papacy,
which is again showing its true colors. When the Pope vir-
tually advocates admission of Red China to the United Nations,
little wonder that a devout young Catholic refuses to fight in
Asia.

Most Catholics Loyal

We do not wish to suggest that Roman Catholics are not
to be trusted. Most of them are loyal citizens. Their priests
often preach the-most invigorating sermons in wartime. But
judge and jury at the trial of Da J. Miller for burning his
draft card must be made to see, in extenuation, {hat the re-
ligious doctrines to which this young man was exposed left
him unfit to understand practical realities. The Church itself
in the Middle Ages, by keeping the laity from reading the
Gospels, acknowledged that they might have an unsettling ef-
fect on immature minds. We would be the first to protest if
this led the government to take hasty action against church-
going. But it is not without proper means for dealing with
those who abuse freedom of religion. The Internal Security
Act was framed to cope with the Communist menace but its
provisions arc general enough to cover any international move-
ment'which takes positions paralleling those of the Ctimmu-

Perhaps the Next Step Will Be to Seize
Papers Which Print Lippmann at Home

“SAIGON, Oct. 17—The
Daily News was ordered to halt publication for five
days for infringing the country’s censorship laws. The
newspaper was told it infringed the laws by publishing
articles without first submitting them to the censor. It
was understood that an article by the syndicated Amer-
ican columnist W alter Lippmann displeased the govern-
ment. The article published Oct. 12, described the South
Vietnamese army as war-weary and said it had too
little morale to occupy territory that American forces
seized from the Vietcong.”

Saigon English-language

—Reuters, Washington Pott, Oct. 18.

nists. Their members, their financial contributors, their print-
ing presses and publications, must be disclosed to the Subver-
sive Activities Control Board bj- registration. This is clearly
usable against Roman Catholic pacifist groups, opposing the
war in Vietnam, in copcert with the Vatican.

Next to the problem of Christians who take their Gospel
too seriously is that of Americans who take the Constitution
too literally. McCarthy taught us to look with suspicion on
"Constitution-lovers." We must be on our guard against con-
stitutionalist infiltration. The day before Attorney General
Katzenbach spoke in Chicago of prosecutions against the stu-
dent peace movement, the Associated Press asked Justice De-
partment for comment on Senator Stennis's' demand for action.
"One top level lawyer” said (W ashington Star, Oct. 16),
"You just can't make a snap judgment on what you would do
if someone should put out a.pamphlet or make a speech ex-
horting others to be draft dodgers. Sure we're keeping an
eye on this thing, and we know what the law is, but we also
keep an eye on the First amendment.** Katzenbach had better
begin his investigation right in his own Department. How
are we going to make Asia safe for democracy if we allow all
this subversive talk about free speech?

the right of private property, and personal freedom must all be
sacrificed to this overriding policy.”

Verbal by-play must not be allowed to conceal the real meaning
of the Attorney General’s statement.13

In reporting on the subsequent use of Petro’s testimony by

13 Congressional Record, June 21, 1966, page 13135.
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some Right-Wing groups, the Washington columnists, Evans
& Nowak, said:

Word for word, this is the statement now attributed directly to
Katzenbach. What Petro claimed to see in the mind of the attorney
general now has been put in his mouth by direct quotation.14

Evans & Nowak then go on to report the following sequence of
events: In the early part of July, 1966, Kent and Phoebe Court-
ney brought out a pamphlet, which was mailed out across the
country. They quoted Petro’s statement which we have given
above, and preceded it by this remark: “. .. Professor Petro said
that, in essence what the attorney general meant was. ...” A
few days later Phoebe Courtney threw all cautions to the wind,
and in a fund-raising letter of appeal she asked:

How many Americans know that the attorney general of the
United States of America made the following statement before a
congressional committee in urging passage of the “forced housing”
section of L. B. J.’s civil rights bill?

Then followed the statement of Professor Petro, after which
our Phoebe asked, “Does that shock you?” Phoebe answered:
“It does me. This is the kind of news that the left-wing-con-
trolled press carefully hides from the American people. | found
it only after laboriously researching the Congressional Record.”

Kent and Phoebe Courtney edit and publish a monthly Ultra-
Rightist newspaper called Independent American. In 1962
Kent Courtney was reported to be president of something
called Free Men Speak, Inc. and national chairman of Con-
servative Society of America. Both Courtneys were reported
to be members of the John Birch Society.

Willis E. Stone is the national chairman of the Liberty
Amendment Committee. Mr. Stone followed Phoebe Court-
ney’s lead, and, in a fund-raising letter for his operation, scared
the daylights out of his followers by telling them:

Attorney General Katzenbach, in pleading for the “civil rights”
bill, said: “. . . individual preference, the right of private property
and personal freedom must all be sacrificed. . . .”

14 Los Angeles Times, Sept. 8, 1966.
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Followers of the Courtneys and Willis Stone started a barrage
of letters-to-the-editor, and as a result the Ultra-Rightist net-
work generated enough hysteria to bury the pending legisla-
tion. Evans & Nowak summarized it very well:

Ironically, in its present form, the open housing provision does
not even apply to individual homeowners. But by now it is prob-
ably impossible to convince many of them that Katzenbach did not
tell Congress that “personal freedom” must be sacrificed. Through
the technique of the big lie, the spurious Katzenbach quote has
Eeco_me inseparably entwined with hysterical opposition to open

ousing.

While Evans & Nowak seem to absolve Professor Petro of any
wrongdoing, we feel that the cardinal sin was committed by
the professor. In our opinion, no one has a right to paraphrase
another person’s words and then put quotation marks around
them. Quotation marks should be reserved for exact quotations.
It is hard to believe that a sophisticated person like Professor
Sylvester Petro was not aware of the possibility that his para-
phrase of Attorney General Katzenbach's thinking would result
in Ultra-Rightist exploitation. His use of quotation marks
around the paraphrase made it almost a foregone conclusion
that it would be used for dishonest purposes.

The Thomas Jefferson Hoax

The propagandists of the race-hatred groups frequently quote
Thomas Jefferson to bolster their Hitlerian philosophy of
White Supremacy. What they fail to tell their dupes is that
Thomas Jefferson repudiated his previously-held views about
Negro inferiority. On February 25, 1809, Jefferson wrote the
following letter to a French author, Monsieur Gregoire:

Sir,—I have received the favor of your letter of August 17th, and
with it the volume you were so kind as to send me on the “Litera-
ture of Negroes.” Be assured that no person living wishes more sin-
cerely than | do, to see a complete refutation of the doubts I have
myself entertained and expressed on the grade of understanding
allotted to them by nature, and to find that in this respect they are
on a par with ourselves. My doubts were the result of personal ob-
servation on the limited sphere of my own State, where the oppor-
tunities for the development of their genius were not favorable and
those of exercising it still less so. | expressed them therefore with
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great hesitation; but whatever be their degree of talent it is no
measure of their rights. Because Sir Isaac Newton was superior to
others in understanding, he was not therefore lord of the person
or property of others. On this subject they are gaining daily in the
opinions of nations, and hopeful advances are making toward their
re-establishment on an equal footing with the other colors of the
human family. | pray you therefore to accept my thanks for the
many instances you have enabled me to observe of respectable in-
telligence in that race of men, which cannot fail to have effect in
hastening the day of their relief; and to be assured of the senti-
ments of high and just esteem and consideration which | tender to
yourself with all sincerity.

It is a measure of the greatness of the immortal Thomas Jef-
ferson that, not only was he willing to openly admit his pre-
vious error, but he clearly discerned the basic truths which
were later established by the research of the world's most re-
nowned anthropologists. Thomas Jefferson clearly belongs in
the ranks of the Civil Rights movement. The Ku Kluxers, the
Nazis, the Birchers, the James Eastlands, and the Strom Thur-
monds cannot, in truth, call him one of their own. Jefferson’s
letter can be found on page 429 of Volume V, The Writings of
Thomas Jefferson, edited by H. A. Washington.

The Alaska Mental Health Hoax

A sizeable segment of the Ultra-Right conducts a relentless
campaign against the professions and sciences of psychology and
psychiatry, and as a corollary, it sees a Communist plot in every
mental health program. Three distinguished psychiatrists, Drs.
Marmor, Bernard, and Ottenberg, have observed: “The reac-
tions of some of these individuals seem to reflect a fear that any
psychiatric insights may expose their own underlying mental
instability, much as a patient who fears that he has cancer of
the lung may be terrified of a chest X-ray.”15 There is abun-
dant evidence to show that leaders and promoters of Ultra-
Rightist groups exploit the fears of such people and prepare
them to act as the storm-troopers of the Fascist movement in
the U.S.A.

The Territory of Alaska (before it was admitted to State-
hood) was for many years without facilities for the care of

15 The American Journal of Orthopsychiatry, April, 1960.



mentally ill patients. The procedures that were followed are
shocking. Anyone could sign a declaration that another person
Is insane. The nearest U.S. Marshal was then obliged to incar-
cerate such a person until a jury of six men could pass upon
the sanity complaint. If the “jury” pronounced the hapless
person “guilty,” the Marshal would transport him to a private
mental hospital in Portland, Oregon, which was under contract
to the Department of Interior of the U.S. Government. At no
point in this procedure was a medical and/or psychiatric ex-
amination required. And quite often the “guilty” one was kept
in an Alaskan jail until the Marshal found it convenient to
make a trip to Portland.

In 1955 Congresswoman Edith Green and Senator Richard
Neuberger, both of Oregon, sponsored a bill, known as the
Alaska Mental Health Act (H.R. 6376). It provided that the
Federal Government would give the Territory of Alaska 12i/£
million dollars during the ensuing ten years, in order to finance
a mental health program and build the necessary hospitals.
There were, however, two provisions of this bill which sent the
Ultra-Rightists into orbit, even before the advent of Sputnik I.
The bill provided that the Governor of Alaska could enter into
reciprocal arrangements with the Governors of other states, so
that Alaskans who became mentally ill when traveling outside
the territory, would be properly treated until they could be
returned to Alaska; and likewise, when residents of the states
became mentally ill while traveling in Alaska, they could be
returned to their respective states. The second provision which
excited the Ultra-Rightists was made to order for the operators
of the Right-Wing propaganda mills. It so happened that the
Federal Government owned about 99 percent of the 375 mil-
lion acres in the Territory of Alaska. The bill provided that the
Federal Government would turn over one million acres to
the Territory of Alaska, to provide revenue for the support
of the mental hospitals and the mental health program. Thus,
if the Territory sold, leased, or developed any portion of or
all of the million acres of land, the income would go to the
mental health fund. There was nothing new in this proposal,
as it had been common American procedure for the Federal
Government to provide land grants for the support of mental
hospitals, schools, colleges, and other public facilities when
other territories achieved statehood.
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On January 18, 1956, the House of Representatives unani-
mously passed HR 6376, The Alaska Mental Health Bill, and
it was on its way to passage by the Senate. Then all Hell broke
loose when the Senate Subcommittee started its hearings on
February 20, 1956, under the chairmanship of Senator Henry
Jackson. The anti-Semitic and pro-Fascist National Economic
Council issued its Letter No. 377, dated February 15, 1956,
which gave the signal to the other Ultra-Rightists who feed at
its ideological trough. The Letter asked “why is it necessary
to give a million acres to this proposed hospital?”’, conveniently
omitting the known reason for the land grant. The following
are representative excerpts from succeeding paragraphs of the
Letter, and are fairly quoted without destroying the contextual
integrity:

1. H.R. 6376 would build the counterpart in Alaska of
what Soviet Russia has in Siberia.”

2. “Are they, consciously or unconsciously, following an invisible
blueprint of a pattern that would be useful when the moment comes,
to take the ‘nonsense* out of any persons who disagree in the slight-
est manner with the plans for the taking the United States into a
world government?”’

3. The Letter winds up with: “These provisions in H.R. 6376
could take care nicely of many persons who have been warning the
country about the socialistic and communistic phases of our own
Government which they don't like. Troublesome dissenters can be
silenced by a determined Palace Guard. What better scheme than
an American Siberia?”

Here you have the classic conspiratorial theory of Robert
Welch and his John Birch Society: the solemn allegation that
the Communist masters of the United States Government are
preparing to railroad all anti-Communists to a mental hospital
type of concentration camp in Alaska. It is no secret that Robert
Welch was an avid reader of the National Economic Council
Letters.

In Burbank, California, there was a group of women, esti-
mated to be about 100, who called themselves the American
Public Relations Forum, Inc. It was incorporated under the
laws of California on May 13, 1952, and was formed, accord-
Ing to its Articles of Incorporation, “To do any and all proper
things to maintain and preserve the Republic of the United
States and its form of representative government. . . .” We



shall see what “proper things” these lady vigilantes were ca-
pable of doing. Its president, Mrs. Stephanie Williams, had gone
through a dress rehearsal for her role as hatchet woman in the
attack against H.R. 6376. In 1955, a year earlier, she had been
Iin the leadership of a fight that defeated a bill in the California
legislature to establish mental health clinics in local communi-
ties. Allied with Stephanie Williams in the fight to “save” Cali-
fornia was the notorious anti-Semite, former State Senator
Jack Tenney, who made a career out of Red-Baiting for many
years. Additional help came from a group of super patriots,
Pro America, and from a professional Red-Baiter and purveyor
of anti-Semitism, retired Air Force Major, Robert H. Williams
of Santa Ana.

Shortly after H.R. 6376 passed in the House of Representa-
tives on January 18, 1956, someone sent a copy of the bill to
the lady vigilantes of the American Public Relations Forum,
Inc. Their “research” committee “analyzed” the bill and
qguickly discovered a Communist plot to establish a concentra-
tion camp in Alaska, where “patriots” would be confined. In
their January, 1966, bulletin, the lady vigilantes issued a Paul
Revere style call to arms! They said that the bill “could apply
to all Americans who have been active against the New Dealers
and their schemes to make this country into a member of world
government and reduce us to slavery.” That old standby of the
Ultra-Rightists, the Santa Ana Register, screamed in an editorial
headed “Now—Siberia, U.S.A.”:

Is it the purpose of H.R. 6376 to establish a concentration camp
for political prisoners under the guise of treatment of mental cases?
The answer, based on a study of the bill, indicates that it is entirely
within the realm of possibility that we may be establishing in Alaska
our own version of the Siberia slave camps run by the Russian gov-
ernment.

Within days of the appearance of the January bulletin of the
American Public Relations Forum, Inc., the Ultra-Rightists
mounted a formidable campaign. Ex-FBI Agent Dan Smoot
pitched into the fight, warning in his solemn, “scholarly”
fashion that H.R. 6376 “would permit seizure, incarceration
and treatment of ‘mentally ill’ people without trial by jury and
without due process of law prescribed by our Constitution.”

Others who jumped into the fray were the Rev. Gerald L. K.
Smith; Women for God and Country; For America League;
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the Women’s Patriotic Conference on National Defense; the
Right-Wing Catholic weekly, the Brooklyn Tablet; and retired
Army General Herbert C. Holdridge, who constantly finds the
Vatican behind plots and this time said that behind H.R. 6376
were “the black forces of the Jesuits who dominate the Vatican
and, through its affiliates in our government, dominate our
policies.”

Mrs. Stephanie Williams testified at the Senate hearings that
H.R* 6376 was an Internationalist thought-control scheme that
had the backing of Ford Foundation financing. Moreover,
opined the embattled Stephanie: “There is nothing to prevent
Russia from buying a whole million acres or renting it or leas-
ing it. You remember she has always maintained that Alaska be-
longed to her and that it is very near ” Stephanie’s chum, Mrs.
Leigh F. Burkeland, who has been credited with inventing
the slogan “Siberia, U.S.A.,” wrote in an article, which became
part of the report of the Senate Hearings: “This legislation . . .
will place every resident of the United States at the mercy of
the whims and fancies of any person with whom they might
have a disagreement, causing a charge of ‘mental illness’ to be
placed against them with immediate deportation to Siberia,
US.A.l”

That violent peddler of hate against Negroes and Jews, John
Kasper of Merchantville, New Jersey, testified that H.R. 6376
Is a Jewish plot, because “about 80 per cent of the psychiatrists
are Jewish.” Most remarkable of all was the support given to
the fight against H.R. 6376 by the Right-Wing-oriented Asso-
ciation of American Physicians and Surgeons, which issued a
number of bulletins denouncing the bill in the most general
terms. Even when their political adviser, Dr. Marjorie Shearon,
patiently explained to this group that they had been hoaxed
into joining a most atrocious campaign, they refused to retract,
apparently because of their loyalty to other Right-Wing groups.
As the psychiatrists Marmor, Bernard and Ottenberg have
pointed out: “Sometimes the general public is misled when
opponents to health legislation carry the insignia of esteemed
authorities. Thus, an M.D. or a Ph.D. degree is not always a
reliable indicator of scientific objectivity when borne by in-
dividuals whose personal bias outweighs their rationality.”
(Emphasis has been added.—M. K.)16 As a matter of keeping

16 The American Journal of Orthopsychiatry, April, 1960.
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the record straight, it should be noted that the American Medi-
cal Association, which is the main body of organized medicine,
did support H.R. 6376. This was also true of the American
Psychiatric Association and the National Association for Mental
Health.

As far as the record shows, not a single Senator had expressed
any objections to H.R. 6376. Contrary to the lies assiduously
spread by ex-FBI agent Dan Smoot and the rest of the Ultra-
Rightist cabal, the bill very explicitly provided that any person
who believed himself unjustly committed to a mental hospital
would have the right to be represented by an attorney, the right
of habeas corpus, and the right to trial by jury. How these prin-
ciples, which we like to include in definitions of Americanism,
could be equated with “Siberia, U.S.A.” is something that the
“scholar/* Mr. Dan Smoot, may perhaps explain.

The violent campaign of this organized minority was not
adequately combatted by the democratic and progressive forces
of our society, with the result that the Senate passed H.R. 6376,
only after it had accepted a cowardly amendment, which deleted
the very safeguards against a “Siberia, U.S.A.” and placed the
matter of legislation about such safeguards in the hands of the
Alaskan Territorial Legislature. It was Senator Barry Gold-
water who introduced the amendment that finally insured pas-
sage of the bill, giving Alaska the Federal grant of money to
build mental hospitals and clinics and giving it the grant of a
million acres of land as a source of income to pay for the mental
health program. Some of the more virulent of the Fascist
scribes have never forgiven Barry Goldwater for this bit of
“treason” to the cause, and every once in a while one of the
sheets of the Ultra-Rightists taunts Barry for his “double-cross”
of the faithful.

This episode is not an isolated phenomenon. It is typical of
the Ultra-Right campaign against scientific programs designed
to cope with the ever-mounting problem of mental illness.

Up to this point we have presented a sampling of the dif-
ferent kinds of fabrications and hoaxes being used by the Ultra-
Rightists and other reactionary groups to poison the minds of
the people and to mislead them into acting contrary to their
own best interests. In the pages that follow, the subject matter
IS being presented in a systematic manner, according to a classi-
fied arrangement.

116



CHAPTER 11
The Anti-Semitic Liars

For centuries anti-Semitism has been the weapon used by
tyrants and ruling classes to stay in power: by diverting the
attention of the people from the real enemy, and by keeping
the people fighting among themselves. Whatever motivation
may be ascribed to any particular anti-Semitic agitator, the
fact remains that our society does not cleanse itself of these
elements. It will be shown that a certain portion of the present-
day Ultra-Right does overtly spread anti-Semitism; that another
portion spreads anti-Semitism covertly; and that rich and power-
ful members of our society do encourage and subsidize anti-
Semitic activities. Contrary to the philosophy held in certain
guarters, we believe that anti-Semitic falsehoods should be
met head-on and thoroughly discredited, that people of goodwill
should be equipped with the answers to the anti-Semitic hate-
peddlers, and that a massive campaign of pitiless exposure of
the anti-Semites should be instituted. Some of the most common
poison pellets will now be examined.

The Ben Hecht Hoax

One of the most active of the anti-Semitic pamphleteers is
Elizabeth Shepherd, who operates something in New York
City called the National Citizens Union. In March of 1964 she
circulated a leaflet entitled Who Are The Haters?, which em-
ployed a device used by the Nazi propaganda wizard, Dr. Paul
Joseph Goebbels. This consists essentially of “proving™ that the
originators of hate doctrines are Jews and Communists. As
part of her proof, Elizabeth stated that Ben Hecht, Zionist
writer of A Jew in Love, said:

One of the finest things ever done by the mob was the crucifixion
of Christ. Intellectually it was a splendid gesture. But trust the
mob to bungle. If | had charge of executing Christ, I would have
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handled it differently. You see what | would have done was had him
shipped to Rome and fed to the lions. They never could have made
a saviour out of mince meat.

Councilor, the semi-monthly hate sheet of the Louisiana
White Citizens Councils, never misses an opportunity to say
something in derogation of Negroes; it is also not averse to
spreading some anti-Semitism, along with its anti-Communist
crusade. Thus, on the front page of its October 22, 1965 issue,
Councilor says:

g Ndew York—Some of his fans cried when TV celebrity Ben Hecht
ied. .

What they may not have known: Hecht's attitude toward the
death of others.

Hecht, a dedicated Red, said in a book, “One of the finest things
ever done by the mob was the crucifixion of Christ.” He added that
the mob should have fed Christ to the lions, however, because “They
(Christians) never could have made a Savior out of mince meat.”

Tom Anderson, member of the National Council of the John
Birch Society and associate editor of its monthly American
Opinion, included the following in his syndicated newspaper
column (Santa Ana Register, Nov. 28, 1966):

The late Ben Hecht, television celebrity and darling of the
“liberals,” wrote in his book, A Jew in Love, page 120: “One of the
finest things ever done by the mob was the Crucifixion of Christ.
Intellectually it was a splendid gesture. But trust the mob to bungle.
If I had been in charge of executing Christ, 1I'd have handled it
differently. You see, what I'd have done was had him shipped to
Rome and fed to the lions. They never could have made a Savior out
of mince meat.”

Then Anderson referred to the author as “hater Hecht” and
complained that no one had called Hecht “an extremist or a
hater.” All this was part of an essay, in which Anderson tried
to clean up the image of the Ultra-Rightists, by imputing to
others the actions of the Ultra-Rightists. His final sentence
was:

Is it all right to hate Christ but a mortal misdemeanor to hate
Bobby Kennedy?
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In response to a letter challenging his remarks about Hecht,
Anderson wrote to us on February 12, 1967, that he read A
Jew in Love after receiving our letter, thus admitting that he
was using a second-hand quotation when he wrote his column.
His main comment about our criticism was: “Since when can
an author say anything he wants to, then blame the character
he created?"

The truth of the matter is that Ben Hecht never said what
the hate peddlers attributed to him. In his novel, A Jew in Love,
one of the characters he portrays is a very offensive, reactionary,
anti-Communist degenerate by the name of Boshere, who at one
point in his dialogue with a writer, says:

One of the finest things every done by the mob was the crucifixion
of Christ. Intellectually it was a splendid gesture. But trust the mob
to bungle. If 1'd have been there, if I'd have charge of executing
Christ, 1'd have handled it differently. You see, what | would have
done was had him shipped to Rome and fed to the lions. They could
never have made a savior out of mince meat. | would do the same
thing to the radicals today.”

The first thing to be noticed is that the hate peddlers have
omitted a portion of one sentence and completely deleted the
last sentence. A careful reading of the entire quotation reveals
that one of the characters in Hecht's book is pointing out in
somewhat irreverent fashion, to be sure, that the method of
executing Christ made him a martyr and that the character
(Boshere) is in favor of Draconion measures against present-
day radicals. Just imagine what confusion and dishonesty there
would be in attributing to Shakespeare himself all the utter-
ances of characters in any of his plays. Or consider if the same
line of reasoning would be applied to the novels or plays of
Tolstoy, Upton Sinclair, Balzac, Arthur Miller, George Bernard
Shaw, and other giants of literary history. As we shall see later,
this is a common form of deception by the Ultra-Rightists.

The Fascist Ghouls

If there can be anything to equal or surpass the bestialities
of Hitler’s Nazis, it is the macabre spreading of stories by some
sections of the Ultra-Right, denying or minimizing the atrocities
perpetrated against the Jews by the Nazis.
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The National Economic Council, whose offices are at 156
Fifth Avenue, New York City, asked these two questions in its
Letter of April 15, 1961: 1. “If there were six million Jews
within reach of Hitler, which number is widely questioned, and
if they have all disappeared, where are they?” 2. “Is it not
likely that many of these six million, claimed to have been
killed by Hitler and Eichmann, are right here in the United
States and are now joining in the agitation for more and more
support for the State of Israel . . . even if the American Re-
public goes down?”

It is, of course, no surprise that George Lincoln Rockwell,1
der Fuehrer of the American Nazi Party, spreads doctrines
emanating from the neo-Nazis of West Germany, as well as the
doctrines of the old Nazi leaders, Hitler, Goebbels, and
Streicher. When he was interviewed by a reporter for Playboy
magazine,2 the Nazi said: “l don't believe for one minute that
any 6,000,000 Jews were exterminated by Hitler. It never
happened. You want me to prove it to you?”

Rockwell's “proof” is not only interesting, but is typical of
Fascist intellectual dishonesty. It so happens that Hanson W.
Baldwin, the military affairs editor of the New York Times,
referred to “the 15 to 18 million Jews of the world” in an
article which appeared in the Times on February 22, 1948.
Rockwell decided that 18 million is the correct figure for 1948.
To this he adds the 6 million Jews exterminated by Hitler, and
comes up with a total of 24 million. Then he compares 24
million with the 1939 World Almanac figure for world Jewish
population: 15,688,259. Rockwell argues that this difference
of some siv42 million for a span of nine years is a biological
impossibility. The only thing that it wrong with Rockwell’s
logic is that it proceeds from a false premise, the figures given
by Baldwin. Had Rockwell used Baldwin's low figure, his
argument would not have so much force; but it so happens that
Baldwin was in error about the figures. Playboy obtained the
following figures from the Population Reference Bureau in
Washington, D.C., which is obviously a better authority on
demography than Mr. Baldwin:

1ttMr. Rockwell was assassinated by one of his own followers since this was
written.

2 Playboy, April, 1966.
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WORLD JEWISH EUROPE'S JEWISH

YEAR POPULATION POPULATION
1939 16,600,000 9.700.000
1945 11,400,000 3.700.000

As further evidence to support the accuracy of the figures given
by Population Reference Bureau, it may be of some significance
that the 1965 Britannica Book of the Year gives a world Jewish
population figure of 13,016,000, and in January of 1966 the
World Jewish Congress concluded from the survey that the
1965 world Jewish population had risen to 13,887,000. The
latter two figures are consistent with a 1945 figure of 11,400,000.
(The 1965 Britannica Book of the Year figure is probably the
figure of 1963). (Hanson W. Baldwin’s admission, that he was
in error about the world Jewish population, is given in our
discussion of the Khazar Canard.)

The hate sheets, such as The Cross and The Flag, Common
Sense, Women's Voice, National Chronicle, Thunderbolt,
National Christian News, and others of similar character use
another method of statistical juggling to “prove” to their dupes
and suckers that the 6,000,000 Jews were not exterminated.
They quote the figure of the total German Jewish population
at the time of Hitler's accession to power, and then ask how
Hitler could exterminate 6 million Jews out of a population
of half a million or so. Some of the dupes are so ignorant of
history that they accept the “logic” of this argument; others
accept it with tongue-in-cheek, as a justifiable form of deception
in fighting Jews and Communists. Of course, any person with
a knowledge of history knows that the Nazis exterminated
Jews in Germany, Poland, Czechoslovakia, Austria, Hungary,
Soviet Union, France, Belgium, and wherever they could
apprehend them. Millions were shipped to extermination
centers, and there is ample documentary evidence, assembled
from the Nazis’ own records by U.S. army specialists. The
Nuremberg Trials and the many trials that have been held
even in West Germany have uncovered overwhelming evidence
beyond any possibility of refutation. A case in point is a story
in the Catholic Universe Bulletin of May 29, 1964, which, in
turn, quotes from an article in La Parrochia, a Catholic monthly
published in Rome. The article in La Parrochia is written by
Father Pirro Scavizzi, the chaplain who was stationed with
Italian troops on the Russian front during World War II.
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Father Scavizzi reports that he told Pope Pius XII: a high Nazi
official had cynically informed Father Scavizzi that about six
million Jews had been eliminated, and that “we hope to finish
with eight million—the others will die of hunger by them-
selves.,3

The John Birch Society, and especially its public relations
director, John H. Rousselot, would vehemently deny that it is
a Fascist organization. It should then explain why its official
organ, American Opinion, in the issue of January 1965 carried
an article entitled “Atrocities Which The ‘Liberals’ Hide” by
Michael F. Connors. The author’s qualifications are that he
teaches history at a Roman Catholic academy for women,
Gwynedd-Mercy College, and that he has written articles for
such Ultra-Rightist publications as Wanderer, University Book-
man, and American Mercury.4 An examination of his footnotes
reveals that he relies for the raw material of his article almost
exclusively on Right-Wing and pro-Fascist sources, including
Human Events, the House Un-American Activities Committee,
the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee, the Bonn regime
of West Germany, and two books by Professor Austin J. App
of Philadelphia. App is a contributing editor of the Ultra-
Rightist American Mercury and is national president of the
Federation of American Citizens of German Descent. App also
writes for the notorious neo-Nazi publication, National-Zeitung
und Soldaten-Zeitung, which circulates in West Germany. Its
issue of October 14, 1966, carried an article by App, telling of
a meeting in Philadelphia to celebrate the “Week of Oppressed
People.” App also spoke at a meeting of expellees at Kiel, West
Germany in mid-August 1966.

Connors follows the line of the more “respectable” apologists
for the Nazis. This line consists of minimizing the extent and
scope of the Nazi bestialities and creating a diversionary move-
ment to focus attention on real (and imaginary) Communist
atrocities. In fact, the pile-it-on technique is used to make Nazi
atrocities look relatively insignificant. Thus Connors begins
his article:

For the past thirty-odd years, spokesmen for American “Liberalism”

3 The Catholic Universe Bulletin is published in Cleveland, Ohio.
4 Mr. Connors is also a member of the National Council of the John Birch
Society and the head of the Wanderer Forum Foundation.
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have had a field day recounting the misdeeds of the Nazis and
Fascists.

Note the clever use of “misdeeds.”

f After complaining that there is too much discussion about
Auschwitz and the Gestapo rather than the alleged Soviet
massacre at Katyn forest and the crimes of Lavrenti Beria,
Connors discovers the reason for the attacks against “Germany.”
Not the Nazis, you understand, but “Germany.” Connors dis-
covers that there is a plot to divide the West and deter the re-
armament of Germany. Thus he proves himself a good student
of Professor App and Robert Welch. And to bolster his argu-
ment that the Russians are the real perpetrators of atrocities,
he quotes a 1945 statement of that great champion of human
rights and Christian womanhood, Senator James O. Eastland.
It was consistent with the Birch Society whitewash of Nazi atroc-
ities that in the same issue with Connors’ masterpiece, Martin
Dies, the veteran witch-hunter became a contributing editor of
American Opinion.

In the February 1965 issue of American Opinion, Martin Dies
pursues the sly technique of minimizing Nazi atrocities, re-
peating the Hitlerian lies that the Communists killed 25 million
people in Russia and that the Soviets were the “sworn ally” of
Japan up to their entry in the war against Japan. Then he adds
the biggest of the Hitler-Goebbels swindles: “Remember, Hitler
and the Fascists were Socialists.”

In the April 1965 American Opinion the Texas dragon slayer
returns to the arena with more lies from the Nazi propaganda
arsenal. Emboldened by the accolades from the Birchers for
his previous performance, Dies now tells us that the Com-
munists killed 25 million people in Russia and 35 million m
China. Then he refers to the Hitler atrocities as “the crimes
of a Nazi regime deposed twenty years ago.” This sleight-of-hand
performance is, of course, designed to sell a “let bygones be
bygones” attitude with respect to the Nazis and to whip up
hysteria against Communists, but more especially against
liberals.

This line, of covertly or overtly defending Nazism and
absolving it of its crimes against humanity, has become part
and parcel of the ideology of the Ultra-Right.
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Meet Mr. Hal Hunt

Hal Hunt’s weekly hate sheet, The National Chronicle, has
a circulation of less than 1000, but it is a force to be reckoned
with, because it is one of the pacemakers of the incipient U.S.A.
Fascism. It furnishes the ideological ammunition for a host of
other Fascist sheets and individuals, including some gentlemen
in high positions, who for reasons of political and financial
expediency conceal their pro-Fascist sympathies. Typical of
Hunt’s fulminations is his issue of March 11, 1965. It consists
of four pages, of which /s pages are devoted to a vile concoc-
tion entitled A History of “Uncle Sam” and the Zionist'Jews.
Itis redolent of the ravings of Hitler’s hate-peddler, the late and
unlamented Julius Streicher. The final i/ of page 4 contains
three advertisements of the Fascist National States Rights
Party, one advertisement of the Fascist Minutemen, and the
advertisement of a book, We will Survive, written by Art and
Kay Westerman. The book, incidentally, is an Ultra-Rightist
treatise on how to prepare for the “coming Negro Revolution
or attack from enemy forces.”

According to Hunt, the Federal Reserve System is run
solely by “privately owned Jewish banks,” and “Talmud Jews
thus acquired control over the means of livelihood of the
American people.” That American banking is about 95%
Gentile-controlled and that there is flagrant discrimination
against Jews throughout the banking industry—these easily
documented facts do not in any way inhibit professional anti-
Semites from spreading the lie of Jewish control.

As a “historian,” Hunt introduces some novel theories. He
claims that “President Truman never issued any official order
for dropping the bomb,” but rather that it was the fault of the
late J. Robert Oppenheimer, the physicist who was head of the
Los Alamos laboratory, which developed the first atomic bomb.
Why does Hunt shift the responsibility to Oppenheimer?5 The
reason, of course, is that Oppenheimer is Jewish, and in the
lexicon of the Fascists, a lie is not a lie, if it is told about Jews,
Communists, and Negroes. In addition, Hunt claims that the
atomic bomb was developed by Jewish physicists working with
unlimited funds provided by Jewish government officials, who
saw this as a means of intimidating the world.

5 Dr. Oppenheimer has passed away since this was written.
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It is to be expected that a Fascist “historian” would accord
special treatment to President Franklin D. Roosevelt. Hunt
seems to have mastered well the writings of that eminent
“historian” and Fuehrer of the Birch Society, Robert Welch.
For Hunt uses the one devastating word that Welch used
against Eisenhower: Hunt accuses Roosevelt of Treasonl And
not to be out-done by Welch, Hunt also accuses F.D.R. of
being a Communist conspirator: “There is no denying the
truth—the United States was brought under a Communistic
regime in 1932 and has ever since been administered as such,
growing worse day by day, rapidly approaching totality.” Of
course sane people understand that far from being a Com-
munist, Franklin D. Roosevelt introduced his New Deal
measures to rescue Capitalism from its most disastrous crisis,

precipitated by the stock market crash of 1929 and its ensuing
depression.

The “Jewish World” Fabrication, No. 1

Hal Hunt, like all rabid anti-Semites, knows no bounds to
his sadistic frenzy. He “proves” that the Jews were responsible
for World War | by quoting the following alleged statement
from the Jewish World of January 16, 1919:

International Jewry forced Europe into this war not only in order

to get possession of a great quantity of gold, but also to prepare, by
means of this war, a new Jewish war.

It requires no research to prove that this is a fabrication, a
forgery. For only an insane Jew or an agent-provocateur would
write such tripe. In the first place, there is no such entity as
International Jewry, politically or otherwise. Jews fought and
died on both sides in World War I, as in all wars. Some Jews
on both sides opposed the war and were jailed for their efforts.
How do the anti-Semites like Hal Hunt get away with such
lies? In the first place, they aim at an audience that wants to
believe anti-Semitic lies. In the second place, no one system-
atically refutes their lies, because of the paralyzing “hush-hush”
policies in certain quarters. Thirdly, the anti-Semites fre-
quently “quote” stuff that is very difficult to check out. Hal
Hunt can safely “quote” the Jewish World of January 16,1919,
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in his issue of March 11,1965, because the Jewish World is out
of business. There were two publications with this name. The
first one, a daily in Cleveland, Ohio, was established in 1908 and
suspended in 1952. The second Jewish World was published
daily in Philadelphia from 1913 until 1941, when it became a
weekly. It finally suspended in 1945.

The “Jewish World” Fabrication, No. 2

Common Sense of January 15, 1962, quotes the Jewish World
of March 15, 1923, as saying:

Fundamentally, Judaism is Anti-Christian.

Lyrl Van Hyning uses the same quotation in her collection
of anti-Semitic lies and forgeries, Key to the Mystery, page 13.
Victor Marsden, translator of that masterpiece of forgery, The
Protocols of the Learned Elders of Zion, uses the same quota-
tion on page 7 of the March, 1958 edition of World Conquest
Through World Government, under which name the notorious
Protocols were published in London by the Britons Publishing
Society.

In checking out this obviously phoney quotation, we carried
on considerable correspondence until we finally determined
that a file of the Philadelphia Jewish World was in the archives
of the New York Public Library and that a file of the Cleveland
Jewish World was in the archives of the Midwest Inter-Library
Center in Chicago. In reply to our inquiry regarding “Funda-
mentally, Judaism is Anti-Christian,, we received a negative
report from the New York Public Library, one of the world’s
finest research libraries (see page 127).

On June 21, 1962, we visited the Midwest Inter-Library
Center in Chicago, a most unigue research institution, whose
facilities are available only to faculty members of the thirteen
supporting universities and to research scholars. To our surprise
we found that they had files of both the Cleveland and the
Philadelphia Jewish World. A most painstaking search failed
to reveal any trace of the quotations allegedly appearing in the
January 16, 1919 issue and in the March 15, 1923 issue.

One week later we again checked the Philadelphia Jewish
World in the archives of the New York Public Library, and
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Fifth Avenue & 42nd Street

N Y 18, N.Y.
eu tork March 21, 1962

Mr. Morris Koralrisky
14.00 East Franklin St.
Elsinore, Calif.

Dear Mr. Kominsky:

I have examined the "Jewish World" of
Philadelphia from March 15# 1923, but could
find no reference to the statement you

quotee

Sincerely yours,

Abraham Berger
Chief, Jewish Division

personally verified the report we had received from Mr. Berger.
In the four days that we spent in the New York Public Library,
we explored every possibility of finding any evidence of authen-
ticity of these quotations. But both phoney quotations are still
receiving widespread circulation—internationally—while oc-
casionally there are weak and insipid refutations on a very
limited and inadequate scale.

The Rabbi Emanuel Rabinovich Hoax

In the same issue of his hate sheet, “historian” Hal Hunt
serves his dupes an exotic morsel of more recent vintage. He
guotes from “the address of Rabbi Emanuel Rabinovich before
a special meeting of the Emergency Council of European Rabbis
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in Budapest Hungary, on January 12, 1952.” Nowhere does
our historian tell us how or where he obtained this report of
a speech at a secret conference. As he does quite often, Mr.
Hunt leads his dupes to believe that he has secret pipelines to
special intelligence sources. Needless to point out, this secret
meeting never took place. Neither the New York Times Index
nor any other source that we researched had any of this special
information, miraculously acquired by this small-town hate
peddler.

Any person of average intelligence can readily see from the
internal evidence of the item itself that it is a fraud; providing,
of course, that the intelligent person is free of paralyzing and
blinding prejudices. For instance, in Hunt’s report of the
rabbi’s speech, the rabbi begins with: *“Greetings, My Chil-
dren!” This form of salutation is used only by clergymen who
are addressing laymen, but never at a gathering of fellow clergy-
men. Then the rabbi is quoted as saying: “Within five years this
program will achieve its objective, the Third World War, which
will surpass in destructiveness all previous contests.” According
to this prognostication, the Third World War was scheduled
to break out in 1957. Strangely enough, neither Hunt nor
any of his readers questioned the validity of this purported
report of the Rabinovich speech. No one stopped to consider
that it is eight years later and the plot of the International
Jews has not materialized. It is quite a lengthy speech, and it
IS quite apparent that it follows the pattern of the ugly and
notorious “Protocols of the Elders of Zion,” which we will
consider presently.

The inventor of the Rabbi Emanuel Rabinovich Hoax is
that damned liar, Eustace Mullins, who invented the Israel
Cohen Hoax. Mullins launched the Rabbi Rabinovich Hoax
in the May 1952 issue of Women's Voice. It was picked up by
the September 1952 issue of the Canadian Intelligence Service,
a Fascist propaganda outfit with a misleading name that causes
some people to consider it an official agency of the Canadian
Government. From there it was reproduced in a pamphlet
entitled The Seed of the Serpent vs. The Seed of the Woman,
iIssued by an anti-Semitic propaganda outfit in Vancouver, The
British-Israel Association. As usual, this Fascist-minded group
operates behind the facade of an innocent-sounding name. The
alacrity with which the merchants of hate will utilize any
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fraudulent material and palm it off as religious doctrine is
illustrated by the heading given to the Rabbi Rabinovich
“speech” in this pamphlet:

Plans of The “Synagogue of Satan”

Mullins’ own account of how he allegedly obtained the Rabbi
Rabinovich speech was given, as a footnote to the speech, by
Women's Voice:

This transcription of Rabinovich's speech was given to me by a
former Bulgarian diplomat who broke with the Communist regime
and reached Budapest, Hungary, where he hid out with anti-
Communist friends until March. While there, be obtained a copy
of this speech, and was then smuggled to Hamburg, Germany, finally
making his way to this country. A gentleman in Hamburg gave him
my name, and he met me and urged me to distribute this speech
at once. | sincerely hope that it will give the American people a
better picture of the force arrayed against them.—Eustace Mullins.

Yes, there are people ready to believe Mullins’ nursery tale,
but for sensible people this story is not believable, especially
from the inventor of the Israel Cohen Hoax and the slanderer
of the great Jewish benefactors of children throughout the
world, Dr. Jonas Salk and Dr. Albert Sabin. The Rabbi
Rabinovich Hoax is still making the rounds of the underworld
of hate peddlers. It cropped up in a leaflet issued in October,
1966 by Helen Courtois’ propaganda mill, Keep America
Committee. And it will continue to fan the flames of prejudice
until the climate of public opinion makes these people the
outcasts of society, to be shunned by all decent people.

The Polio Vaccine Hoax

Mrs. Lyrl Van Hyning has made a career of peddling anti-
Semitism, and it is therefore fitting that one of the stars of her
hate sheet, Women's Voice, is the irrepressible story teller,
Eustace Mullins. In the June, 1955, issue is an article by Mullins
entitled “Jews Mass Poison American Children.” Some excerpts
are quoted here at length, in order to preserve contextual
integrity:

One of the most shocking and sadistic episodes in the history of
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the world is now being carried out in the United States by Jewish
mass poisoners of children. Jonas Salk, Yiddish inventor of a
so-called polio vaccine, is directing the inoculation of millions of
American children with this sinister concoction of live polio germs.
All that is known is that it CAUSES polio in an alarming percentage
of children injected with it, while its effectiveness in preventing
polio is a myth of Jewish propaganda.

Meanwhile, commentator Paul Harvey warns his radio audience
of millions of listeners that he is NOT going to have his little boy
injected with this poison.

The press prints testimonial after testimonial in FAVOR of the
Jew vaccine from the filthy immoral rats in the U.S. Public Health
Service in Washington, which is nothing but a publicity bureau for
Jewish poisons such as fluorine in water. How can they be so
heartless as to go on day after day urging American citizens to poison
their children with the Jewish vaccine?

The answer lies in the multi-million dollar charity racket known
as the March of Dimes, which kept the late demented cripple F. D.
Roosevelt in clover most of his life.

If these atrocious statements sound shocking, how much
more shocking is it that the author of these poison darts was on
the staff of a U.S. Senator, the late Joseph McCarthy, the hero
of the John Birch Society and William F. Buckley, Jr. and his
National Review staff? It seems almost gratuitous to refute the
ravings of the inventor of the Israel Cohen hoax and the Rabbi
Rabinovich Hoax, but for the sake of any readers who are vic-
tims of the Fascist propaganda mill a few facts would be in
order.

On March 25, 1965, almost ten years after Mullins’ master-
piece appeared, U.S. Senator Lester Hill (of Alabama) intro-
duced a concurrent resolution in the Senate, which pointed out:

1. That in the ten years since the Salk vaccine had been
introduced there has been a 99% reduction in the number of
cases of poliomyelitis.

2. That this dread disease once attacked as many as 57,000
Americans in a single year and made the summer months a
time of fear and apprehension for parents.

3. That this victory against polio had been won by a part-
nership of Dr. Jonas Salk, the National Foundation of March
of Dimes, and the U.S. Public Health Service.

Subsequent to Dr. Salk’s crowning discovery, another type
of polio vaccine was developed by Dr. Albert Sabin, who also
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happens to be Jewish. But what sends the Fascist propagandists
into paroxysms of hysteria is the fact that Dr. Sabin came here
from the U.S.S.R. in 1921. What further proof is needed by
Eustace Mullins and Lyrl Van Hyning that the polio vaccine
Is a Jewish-Communist plot? To a large extent the Sabin vac-
cine has superseded the Salk vaccine, but humanity will be
everlastingly grateful to both of these great medical scientists
who continue their researches in microbiology and immu-
nology. In September, 1962, Professor Nikolai Blokhin, presi-
dent of the Soviet Academy of Medical Sciences reported that
since 1956 the Sabin polio vaccine had been taken orally by
more than 100,000,000 Soviet children and young adults, vir-
tually wiping out poliomyelitis in that vast country. This pre-
sents a strange problem for the anti-Semitic propagandists who
argue that the Jews run the Soviet Union. Now, if the polio
vaccine is a poison, are the Jews poisoning themselves and the
people they supposedly rule and exploit?

The Marcus Eli Ravage Fabrication

Marcus Eli Ravage, a well-known Jewish-American writer,
author of several books and formerly on the staff of the New
York Times, wrote a couple of satirical articles which appeared
in Century Magazine, January and February 1928. The dis-
honesty of the anti-Semitic mind does not permit the idea of a
Jew saying something ironically or jocularly. So, the profes-
sional anti-Semites have had a field day quoting Marcus Ravage
out of context and even misquoting him. A few years ago Lyrl
Van Hyning compiled a 16-page tabloid of anti-Semitic hate
items under the title of The Key to the Mystery. It is a com-
pendium of imaginary quotations from real people, imaginary
quotations from imaginary people, out-of-context quotations
from real authors and publications, and outright fabrications.
Van Hyning has dredged the sewers of anti-Semitism through-
out the world and prepared this handbook for hate peddlers.
Some of the “quotations” go back to 1489!

Van Hyning’s technique is very deceptive, and cannot be
detected unless one is willing to go to the trouble of digging
for the truth. Her method consists of a selective presentation of
excerpts from both articles, placed in such juxtaposition as to
distort and destroy what Mr. Ravage is saying, but above all,
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it twists the author's satire into Jewish self-incrimination. The
reader is urged to look up the two articles of Mr. Ravage and
enjoy his satirical thrusts at the Van Hynings, the Eustace
Mullins, and others of the hate-peddling fraternity. Mr. Ravage
has produced the reductio ad absurdam par excellence, and
the reader will understand the angry reaction of the anti-
Semites. One little sample of the Van Hyning technique should
suffice. In the left-hand column, we give a quotation as Van
Hyning presented it, and in the right-hand column is the quo-
tation as it appears on page 477 of Century Magazine, Janu-
ary, 1928.

VAN HYNING’S VERSION MARCUS RAVAGE'S WORDS

You go on prattling of Jewish
conspiracies and cite as instances
the Great War and the Russian
Revolution! Can you wonder
that we Jews have always taken
your antisemites rather lightly,

And then you go on prattling of
Jewish conspiracies and cite as
instances the Great War and the
Russian Revolution! Can you
wonder that we Jews have always
taken your anti-Semites rather

as long as they did resort to

lightly, as long as they did not
violence?

resort to violence?

We have italicized the three words that Madam Van Hy-
ning so conveniently omitted. The “And then"™ would fur-
nish the clue to the fact that the quoted paragraph is taken
out of context! And the omission of the word “not" is, of
course, downright falsification. Van Hyning solemnly assures
her dupes that she is carrying on a fight for Christianity!

In the March 11, 1965, issue of The National Chronicle,
Hal Hunt has also quoted a satirical paragraph from the
Marcus Ravage articles, in a manner calculated to make it
sound like Jewish self-incrimination! Another professional anti-
Semite, Major Robert H. Williams, has written a booklet en-
titled Know Your Enemy. Williams has made a profound dis-
covery: all of the world's troubles are caused by the Jews. No
lie is too big and no story too silly for Williams to use against
the Jews and the Communists. On the front cover of this opus,
we are shown four pictures. From left to right: Stalin; U.S.
Senator Herbert Lehman; U.S. Supreme Court Justice Felix
Frankfurter; and Secretary of the Treasury Henry Morgenthau,
Jr. Underneath these pictures, it says:
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Stalin and “secret government of the United States”

And, of course, the three Jews are the “secret government/*
Major General Edward F. Witsel, Adjutant General of the
U.S. Army, stated in a letter on January 8, 1951, that after an
investigation “it has been determined that the termination of
Major Williams®' commission would be in the best interest of the
service. He has, accordingly, been discharged from his commis-
sion.” The letter was sent to the Washington, D.C. Director of
the Anti-Defamation League. Williams quotes from Marcus
Ravage as follows:

We (Jews) have been at the bottom . . . not only of the Russian
but of every other major revolution in your history.

In quoting this, the question arises if Williams seriously believes
this boast, and if he does, he must believe that the Jews were
the organizers of the American Revolution circa 1776. And
does Williams regret that the American Revolution was engi-
neered by the *“Jews”?

Actually Williams has not only taken something out of con-
text, but he has made some alterations. This is the exact
quotation from page 476 of Century Magazine, January, 1928:

You call us subverters, agitators, revolution-mongers. It is the
truth, and I cower at your discovery. It could be shown with only the
slightest straining and juggling of the facts that we have been at the
bottom of all the major revolutions in your history.

Now, Williams is either a damned liar or he is too stupid to
understand irony and satire. For immediately, following the
above quotation, Mr. Ravage lists some more of the charges
usually made against Jews, and then points out that all this
Is petty stuff and that if the anti-Semitic propagandists had any
brains, they would charge the Jews with the biggest crime of
all—foisting a new religion on a bunch of heathen. Ravage puts
it this way:

But even these plots and revolutions are as nothing compared with
the great conspiracy which we engineered at the beginning of this
era and which was destined to make the creed of a Jewish sect the
religion of the Western world.
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All throughout his two articles Ravage uses devastating satire
to demolish the myths and the lies of the anti-Semites; but
Williams, Van Hyning, Hunt and Company choose to twist
Ravage's writings into Jewish self-incrimination. Needless to
point out, the Marcus Ravage Fabrication has been used
hundreds of times and will continue to be used as long as
there is a market for bigots’ tonicl

There are those who believe that the best way of coping
with the professional hate-peddlers is to ignore them, because,
forsooth, they appeal only to the crackpots, the malcontents,
the lunatic fringe. Unfortunately, there are two things wrong
with this theory. In the first place, it ignores the fact that the
followers of the hate-peddlers spread the poisonous doctrines
and prepare the minds of the stormtroopers of incipient Fascism.
Secondly, it ignores the fact that “respectable” segments of our
society covertly and overtly encourage and support the hate-
peddlers. If you think that Major Robert H. Williams’ anti-
Semitic lie about the “secret Government of the United States”
can be ignored, what will you say to the fact that the powerful
Chicago Tribune carried a front-page story on May 29, 1950,
with the same canard? It was written by Walter Trohan, one of
the darlings of the Ultra-Rightists. Trohan, who is chief of
the Tribune's Washington Bureau, attacked and slandered
Senator Herbert Lehman, Supreme Court Justice Felix Frank-
furter, and former Secretary of the Treasury, Henry Morgen-
thau, Jr.—all Jews—as the *“secret Government of the United
States.” Trohan covered himself from a libel suit by “quoting”
anonymously a high official in the State Department.

Trohan’s columns are carried by a number of Ultra-Rightist
publications, and he is quoted from time to time by others. The
hate sheet of the Louisiana (White) Citizens Councils, The
Councilor of March 6, 1967, carried the following item:

The Secret Government of the United States

Chicago—The Chicago Tribune on May 29, 1950, published the
pictures of three men, Felix Frankfurter, Henry Morgenthau, Jr.
and Herbert Lehman, along with this caption: “A person with
highest state department connections identified these three figures
as the secret government of the United States.” Morgenthau was
related to Lenman by at least one mariage on this side of the
Atlantic, and probably through many other connections in Bavaria.
Of the three, Lehman apparently had final authority.
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This illustrates one of the techniques of the Ultra-Rightists.
A story that is seventeen years old is repeated in the form of a
dispatch from Chicago, as if it is a current news item.

The Benjamin Franklin Hoax

In its December, 1966, issue, Thunderbolt, the hate sheet
of the Fascistic National States Rights Party, resurrected a stale
and discredited canard. It quoted the following remarks, alleg-
edly made by Benjamin Franklin at the Constitutional Con-
vention of 1787 in Philadelphia:

In whatever country Jews have settled in any great numbers, they
have lowered its moral tone, depreciated its commercial integrity,
have segregated themselves and have not been assimilated, have
sneered at and tried to undermine the Christian religion, and have,
when opposed, tried to strangle that country to death financially.

If you do not exclude them from the United States in the Con-
stitution, in less than 200 years they will have swarmed in such
great numbers that they will dominate and devour the land and
change our form of government.

If you do not exclude them, in less than 200 years our descendants
will be working in the fields to furnish the substance while they will
be in the counting house rubbing their hands. | warn you, gentle-
men, if you do not exclude the Jews for all time, your children will
curse you in your graves. Jews, gentlemen, are Asiatics; they will
never be otherwise.

The professional hate-peddlers have, from time immemorial,
produced forged documents to “prove” the very simple thesis
that the Jews are responsible for all the ills and crimes of
humanity. The Benjamin Franklin speech has been assiduously
spread through the use of such “documents,” and even though
these “documents” have been pronounced forgeries by the
Benjamin Franklin Institute and a host of reputable historians,
the hoax keeps marching on! It is not uncommon to find hate
sheets resurrecting this hoax at least once a year, on a continuing
basis.

It is interesting to examine the internal evidence that proves
the fraudulent nature of this Benjamin Franklin speech:

1. Franklin was a very learned man, an inventor, a scholar,
and a philosopher. This alleged speech clashes will all the
known writings and speeches of Franklin.
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2. Such a speech on the floor of the Constitutional Conven-
tion would certainly have brought forth comments by other
delegates. Our document forgers overlooked this little item,
and they failed to forge speeches by other delegates in response
to Franklin's “speech."

3. The very last sentence of the speech gives away the entire
game: “Jews, gentlemen, are Asiatics; they will never be other-
wise/’ It desecrates the memory of the immortal Franklin when
anyone attributes such nonsense to him. The Jews, of course,
are not Asiatics. This line—about Asiatics—was invented more
than a hundred years later by professional anti-Semites. So,
aside from the fact that the learned Franklin would not utter
such a falsehood, the notion itself was not extant in 1787. It
should be noted, of course, that there is nothing shameful
about being an Asiatic, excepting to the promoters of national
hatreds.

4. There is an obvious contradiction between the charge that
Jews do not assimilate and the prognostication that in 200
years the Jews would dominate the country. Of course, with
respect to the latter item, professional anti-Semites always
claim falsely that Jews control the country.

5. In the face of the prophecy in the alleged Franklin
speech that, unless Jews were excluded from the country, the
others would be working in the fields to support the Jews who
would be rubbing their hands in the counting houses—one
can only wonder how the anti-Semitic hate merchants peddle
such nonsense! Obviously, the American people are not living
as slaves of Jewish masters, except in the hallucinatory essays
of Eustace Mullins, Gerald L. K. Smith, George Lincoln Rock-
well, Charles Coughlin, Paul Joseph Goebbels, Lyrl Van
Hyning, Marilyn Allen, Robert Williams, and the other
traffickers in hate.

The Benjamin Franklin hoax was first circulated in the
United States during 1934 by professional anti-Semite, William
Dudley Pelley, who was the leader of the Fascist Silver Shirts.
He attributed it to the private diary of Charles Pinckney of
South Carolina, who was a delegate to the Constitutional Con-
vention of 1787. When challenged, Pelley claimed to have taken
it from a copy of the diary which was the property of an un-
identified descendant of Pinckney. The eminent historian, Dr.
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Charles Beard, researched very thoroughly and could find no
trace of the Pinckney diary, and finally he stated that the so-
called prophecy of Benjamin Franklin is “a barefaced forgery/’

Other anti-Semites have claimed that the original copy of
the Pinckney diary, with the Benjamin Franklin prophecy in
it, can be found in the Franklin Institute at Philadelphia, Penn.
In August, 1938, the librarian, Mr. Henry Butler Allen, issued
a statement, from which the following are excerpts:

Reports have been widely circulated, for several years, off and on,
saying that Dr. Franklin made a speech during the Constitutional
Convention against the Jewish race. The purported speech is
printed, and said to be quoted in full, from a “private diary” kept
by Charles Pinckney of South Carolina, who was a fellow delegate
with Franklin at the Convention in 1787.

But this “private diary” has not been produced. Historians and
librarians have not been able to find it or any record of it having
existed. The historians have said further that some of the words and
phraseology used in the quoted speech cast doubt on its colonial
origin. In plain English, they have claimed it a fake. The Charles
Pinckney “private diary” containing Franklin's vitriolic speech is
now reported to be in possession of the Franklin Institute.

The truth is, we do not possess the notorious diary. In fact we
know no more about its whereabouts than we did before, and that
was nothing.

Further on Mr. Allen points out that when the Hebrew
Society of Philadelphia sought to raise money for a synagogue
building, Franklin signed an appeal to “citizens of every reli-
gious denomination” asking for contributions, and Franklin
himself gave five pounds to the fund. And Mr. Allen points out
that this story is historically authenticated. Hardly the type of
man who would deliver an anti-Semitic speech!

The Xmas Hoax

The spewing of hatred—at a handsome profit—has become
the way of life with Gerald L. K. Smith to such an extent that
he virtually celebrated the Christmas season of 1966 by a
special newsletter of hate, which reached many of his dupes and
“suckers” on December 23. In the middle of this long anti-
Semitic diatribe, Smith has cunningly placed a special item in
such juxtaposition as to leave the impression that this also is a
Jewish “crime”:
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Years ago the campaign to take the word “CHRIST” out of the
word Christmas was lubricated by introducing the figure “X” so that
people would be tempted to abbreviate Christmas by the blas-
phemous omission of the name of Christ from the word Christmas,
leaving it Xmas. Furthermore, in the mathematical vocabularly of
modern life, the figure “X”" is referred to as being symbolical of the
unknown quantity.

This, of course, sends his fanatical and delirious followers into
a high state of emotional intoxication. And his rich supporters,
who understand the sociological role of anti-Semitism as a
device for propping up the status quo, applaud Gerald's cun-
ning and imaginative use of every opportunity to cause discord.
The truth of the matter can easily be ascertained.

Webster’s New International Dictionary, Second Edition,
1949, tells us that the “X,” as used in Xmas, does not represent
the “X” of the mathematical vocabulary; but rather it rep-
resents the Greek letter “chi,” which is like “X" in form. “Chi”
Is the initial letter of “Christos.” Thus, the “X” is used, alone or
in combination, to denote the word “Christ,” and therefore
Xmas means Christmas, with no irreverent connotation.

The American College Dictionary, 1963 edition, gives the
following definitions:

X. 1. Christ. 2. Christian
Xt. Christ

Xn. Christian

Xtian. Christian

Xnty. Christianity

Xty. Christianity

Xmas. Christmas

In the same hate message, Smith accuses the Jews of intro-
ducing the concept of Santa Claus in order to drown out the
Biblical story of Christ; he claims further that the United
Nations was designed and blueprinted by “world Jewry" and
that the United Nations “has outlawed the name of Christ.”
Strange as it may seem, there are people who believe this kind
of rubbish to be God's truth, because Smith says it is the word
of God!

The original source of this Xmas Hoax seems to be an
article, entitled “X = The Unknown Quantity," which appeared
in the December 1957 issue of News and Views, the monthly
newsletter of the Ultra-Rightist Church League of America.
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The Bilderbergers

The story of the Bilderbergers has relevance to our study
of anti-Semitism as a weapon of the forces of reaction and
Fascism, only because of the sly innuendoes in the publications
of the hate mongers, which hint that The Bilderbergers are
part of a Jewish plot. The very name lends itself, because to the
Ignoramuses, who are the “privates” in the “armies” of anti-
Semitism, Bilderberger sounds Jewish. To the followers of
anti-Semitic racketeers that is usually sufficient proof of some-
thing sinister.

On April 11, 1964, Senator Jacob Javits placed a statement
in the Congressional Record, which fairly well explains the
true nature of The Bilderbergers. As is well known by all
informed people, the advent of Communist-controlled govern-
ments has presented a challenge to the stability of Capitalist
society throughout the world, and despite the rivalries between
respective Capitalist groups and nations, there are constant
attempts made to establish unified efforts in the struggle against
the spread of Communist ideas and influence. There is a school
of thought among the supporters of Capitalism which believes
that Fascism is the only solution to the Communist challenge.
And much as the Fascists and crypto-Fascists try to deny it, the
overwhelming evidence proves that they are traveling in the
direction of a dictatorship of militarists and monopolists, as
well as a third world war to “crush” Communism. There is
another school of thought among the supporters of Capitalism
which has not yet succumbed to this insanity, and which has
confidence that somehow Capitalism will “muddle through.”
This, of course, is a somewhat oversimplified analysis, but is
sufficiently adequate for present purposes.

Although it is cloaked in the usual high-sounding phraseology
of the public relations fraternity, the first two paragraphs and
paragraphs 6, 7, and 4 of the official statement in the Congres-
sional Record are worth quoting:

The idea of the Bilderberg meetings originated in the early
fifties. Changes had taken place on the international political and
economic scene after World War Il. The countries of the Western
World felt the need for closer collaboration to protect their moral
and ethical values, their democratic institutions, and their indepen-
dence against the growing Communist threat. (Emphasis added.—

139



M. K.) The Marshall plan and NATO were examples of collective
efforts of Western countries to join hands in economic and military
matters after World War I1.

In the early 1950's a number of people on both sides of the
Atlantic sought a means of bringing together leading citizens, not
necessarily connected with government, for informal discussions of
problems facing the Atlantic community. Such meetings, they felt,
would create a better understanding of the forces and trends
affecting Western nations; in particular, they believed that direct
exchanges could help to clear up differences and misunderstandings
that might weaken the West. (Emphasis added.—M. K.)

Bilderberg is in no sense a policy-making body. No conclusions are
reached. There is no voting and no resolutions are passed.

The meetings are off the record. Only the participants themselves
may attend the meetings.

The first meeting that brought Americans and Europeans together
took place under the chairmanship of Prince Bernhard at the
Bilderberg Hotel in Oosterbeek, Holland, from May 29 to May 31,
1954. Ever since, the meetings have been called Bilderberg meetings.

The propaganda sheets of anti-Semitism, of course, have
never brought this information to their followers, who dote on
esoteric tales of Jewish intrigue. Nor are they ever told that
Bilderberg is a Dutch name, and not necessarily Jewish. Con-
sequently, they get quite a bit of “mileage” out of “profound”
and “learned” discussions of The Bilderbergers, in the context
of anti-Semitic innuendo.

One of the leading ideologists of the Ultra-Right is Phyllis
Schlafly, Research Director of the Cardinal Mindszenty Founda-
tion and President of the lllinois Federation of Republican
Women. Her husband is a Director of Eversharp, Inc., parent
company of Schick Safety Razor Co., Inc., whose President,
Patrick Frawley, Jr., is a leading supporter of Fred Schwartz'
Christian Anti-Communism Crusade, Moral Re-Armament, and
the American Security Council. She is the author of A Choice
Not an Echo. Professor Revilo P. Oliver said in the November
1964 issue of the Bircher’s magazine, American Opinion, that
this book “was undoubtedly the one publication that con-
tributed most to the nomination of Senator Goldwater in San
Francisco.”

In this book, Mrs. Schlafly “reveals” something that every
knowledgeable person knows: that most of the essential political
decisions are made behind the scenes of our various legislative
bodies and that the effective control of the country is in the
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hands of a plutocracy. Long before Phyllis Schlafly became an
expert, a leading historian wrote:

We know that something intervenes between the people of the
United States and the control of their affairs at Washington. It is
not the people who have been ruling there of late.

An invisible empire has been set up above the forms of democracy.

The masters of the government of the United States are the com-
bined capitalists and manufacturers of the United States.

Those words were written in 1913, probably before Phyllis
Schlafly was born, by Professor Thomas Woodrow Wilson,
President of Princeton University and subsequently President
of the United States. There are hundreds of sociological studies
that expound the same thesis, but in true Sherlock Holmes
style, Phyllis makes two world-shaking discoveries:

Several years ago, the author of this book stumbled on clear
evidence that very powerful men actually do meet to make plans
which are kept secret from American citizens.

As previously noted, this is not a Schlafly discovery, and her
manner of presentation is only sensationalizing some known
facts and giving them an aura of mystery. Continuing, she tells
us:

While visiting at Sea Island, Georgia, this writer discovered the
details of a secret meeting on nearby St. Simons Island, Georgia,
held at the King and Prince Hotel, February 14-18, 1957.

Then she describes this Bilderberger conference, giving some of
the names of the bankers, industrialists, journalists, and Govern-
ment officials who participated. She tells the story in a manner
which shows her displeasure with the fact that the participants
are not sufficiently Ultra-Rightist to suit her. In fact, she
slyly Red-Baits some of them by linking one to Alger Hiss and
by complaining that “these secret meetings are heavily weighted
in favor of the liberal foreign viewpoint and loaded with
Americans who have important financial and business contacts
and investments abroad—to the exclusion of persons with a pro-
American viewpoint.” A couple of pages later Phyllis tells us
that President Johnson is using Henry Cabot Lodge “to cover
for the Administration’s sellout to the Communists in South
Viet Nam.”
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What emerges from all this is that Mrs. Schlafly demagogically
raises the question of plutocratic control of our Government,
as a means of pushing for the Ultra-Rightist position, which
means moving closer to Fascism and a “preventive” war against
the countries of the Sino-Soviet bloc. Why did Mrs. Schlafly
wait until 1964 to announce her 1957 discovery? Did it take
seven years to work up the patriotic spirit necessary to “expose”
The Bilderbergers? Is it not because she needed this story as
another political weapon to build an image for General Barry
Goldwater as the knight in shining armor who would defeat
the plutocrats?

The Ultra-Rightist position vis-a-vis The Bilderbergers is
more clearly revealed in an article by Jim Lucier in the Novem-
ber, 1964 issue of American Opinion. He begins with a wise-
acre’s title:

BILDERBERGERS
Served With Mustard

Lucier's essay makes the following points, which may be
considered the official Birch Line:

1. “The Bilderbergers are men without integrity”, using
that word “in the deepest sense of philosophical analysis.”

2. “They are ready to study, discuss, and adjust differences
rather than settle them.”

3. They believe that “every problem can be adjusted,” and
horror of horrors, they would even sit down to discuss matters
with Khrushchev.

Like Schlafly, Lucier advocates a “tough guy” policy in
foreign relations, a policy of “settling” differences rather than
adjusting them. Lucier doesn’t quite come out and say that a
few nuclear bombs would “settle” matters faster and more
effectively than talking, but one can only wonder what else
he is driving at with his sneers and jeers.

The 1964 Bilderberger conference was held at Williamsburg,
Virginia, in March. It included such “Leftists” as David Rocke-
feller, president of one of the world’s largest banks, Chase
Manhattan of New York; Gabriel Hauge, president of Manu-
facturers Hanover Trust Co.; Lawrence Litchfield, Jr., chairman
of the board of the Aluminum Co. of America; Robert D.
Murphy, president, Coming Glass International; Emilio G.
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Collado, vice-president, Standard Oil of New Jersey; Congress-
man Gerald Ford; Senator Henry M. Jackson; Senator Jacob
Javits; Senator J. William Fulbright; Henry J. Heinz II, chair-
man of the board of Heinz Co.; Hans Speidel, Nazi war
criminal, who was one of the leaders of Hitler's invasions; and
other representatives of Government, industry, finance, and
militarists from this and other countries. All this information
was available to Jim Lucier months before he wrote the article
for American Opinion, but the Birch line requires pushing
farther and farther to the Right. And The Bilderbergers re-
mains a good scarecrow story for the Ultra-Rightist agitators to
use on their followers.

The Khazar Canard

If all the lies and libelous stories being circulated by the
anti-Semitic underworld were listed and presented in a classi-
fied arrangement, it would amaze any rational person with
the striking fact that they cancel each other out. Such is the
contradictory nature of the stories which are presented with
a show of profundity and alleged documentation. Not the
least among these is the cunningly devised Khazar canard.

Stated briefly, the Khazar canard is a theory that present-day
Jews are not the descendants of the Jews mentioned in the'
Bible, but rather they are descendants of an Asiatic people,
who occupied Southern Russia during the seventh century and
became converted to Judiasm. One would expect that, having
proved the present-day Jews are not Jews after all, the anti-
Semites would cease and desist from hurling the ugly lie: Christ-
killer. Strangely enough, the dupes and followers of the anti-
Semitic racketeers can simultaneously believe both the Khazar
and the Christ-killer canards. Even stranger than fiction is the
additional fact that the Khazar canard was originated by an
apostate Jew, one Benjamin Harrison Freedman.

>Freedman was born in New York City on October 5, 1890
of Jewish parents who came to the U.S.A. from Hungary.6 His
father was a successful manufacturer of clothing. Reports from
a number of sources indicate that Freedman has from early
childhood been at war with society and himself, and above all

« Biographical data taken from The Trouble Makers by Forster and Epstein of
the Anti-Defamation League.
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he seems to have hated himself for being born a Jew. There are,
of course, other examples of this in the history of Jews, Catho-
lics, Buddhists, Germans, Italians, and other religious and
national groups. At age 43, Freedman married a Catholic
divorcee.

He openly revealed himself to be a Fascist and an “honorary
Aryan/' when World War Il broke out, by categorically de-
claring himself a supporter of Hitler's campaign to expand
Fascist control, and by predicting that Hitler would win the
war. He expressed himself as desirous of doing business with
Hitler, that “it would be a splendid business opportunity.™
When proposals were made to resettle in Palestine 100,000
tragic survivors of Nazism, Freedman held conferences in his
New York apartment with Arab leaders to plot a campaign of
opposition, using pro-Arab and anti-Zionist propaganda. For
more than two years, beginning May 2, 1946, Freedman ran
full-page newspaper advertisements in New York and Chicago
to thwart this humanitarian rescue operation. Such was the
hatred for himself and his people! Although he pretended to
have organizational backing, actually his vendetta was a one-man
operation behind the facade of a paper organization, the League
for Peace with Justice in Palestine.

Freedman had retired from business in 1944, and found
himself with plenty of money to spend and plenty of time in
which to do mischief. Embracing the doctrines of a small, but
wealthy group of anti-Zionist Jews, who operate as the American
Council of Judaism, Freedman found the ideological and phil-
osophical outlet for his all-consuming hatred. He wrote and
paid for a series of truculent advertisements, proclaiming to
the world that through original research he had discovered that
the Jews of the present day are only *“so-called Jews" and they
are really descendants of a Mongol tribe called the Khazars.

By the time he was ready to embark on the campaign against
a rescue operation for the pitifully few of Hitler's victims, his
publicizing of the Khazar canard had so endeared him with
the Arab propagandists that he was soon a part of the pro-Arab
propaganda apparatus in the U.S.A. In 1947, when the leader
of the Egyptian Fascist “Green Shirts' arrived, Freedman wined
him and dined him, despite the fact that the Fascist Egyptian
was appearing on the same platform with some known Nazis
at anti-Jewish rallies. Freedman was the principal speaker at the
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farewell party for the Egyptian Fascist and paid half the cost of
the farewell banquet. The discussions that Freedman had with
the Egyptian Fascist on ways and means of defeating the Jews
caused a number of Egyptian publications to hail Freedman as
an “alright Jew” and a “Brother.”

Freedman was one of the principal actors in areal life drama,
which partially lifted the curtain which sometimes obscures the
machinations of the Fascist elements of our society. On No-
vember 9, 1950, Secretary of Defense George C. Marshall,
announced the appointment of a distinguished Jewess, Mrs.
Anna M. Rosenberg, as Assistant Secretary of Defense, in charge
of manpower. The next day, Fulton Lewis, Jr. did a Red-Scare
smear against Mrs. Rosenberg on a nation-wide radio network,
basing his alleged facts on a dossier supplied him by Dr. Joseph B.
Matthews, a professional anti-Communist and formerly chief
counsel for the Dies Committee, the precursor of the House
Un-American Activities Committee. At the same time, the net-
work of hate-peddlers mounted a massive anti-Semitic and
Red-Scare campaign against the nomination of Anna M. Rosen-
berg to this Government post. Such professional hate-mongers
as Rev. Gerald L. K. Smith, Rev. Wesley Swift, Rev. Gerald
Winrod, Edward James Smythe, Major Robert H. Williams,
and Conde McGinley got into the act. The latter’s hate sheet,
Common Sense, in its September 1950 issue, screamed in big
headlines:

YIDDISH MARXISTS PLOT USA DEFEAT BY USSR

When Mrs. Rosenberg appeared before the Senate Armed
Services Committee on November 29, 1950, she effectively
rebutted all the phoney charges. The Committee voted unani-
mously to recommend to the full Senate that her nomination be
approved. The Senate, however, could not act at once on this
recommendation, because it was in recess. This gave the hate-
peddlers additional time to re-deploy their forces. Mr. Benjamin
Harrison Freedman came to Washington on December 1,1950,
where he conferred with Rev. Gerald L. K. Smith, Rev. Wesley
Swift, and Congressman John Rankin of Mississippi. Rankin's
credentials were that he was a blatant hater of Jews and Negroes,
and had the dubious distinction of having introduced the
motion in Congress on January 3, 1945, which transformed
the temporary Dies Committee into the permanent House
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Committee on Un-American Activities. This quartet hatched
a plot to block Mrs. Rosenberg’s appointment.

Freedman went back to New York, conferred with an attor-
ney, and came up with a witness against Mrs. Rosenberg, one
Ralph De Sola. On December 4, 1950, Freedman came back
to Washington and conferred with Congressman Ed Gossett
of Texas, who also had dabbled in anti-Semitism. Gossett
helped Freedman bring pressure to have the Senate Armed
Services Committee re-open the hearings. Additional pressure
was engineered through the offices of Senator William B.
Knowland and the late Senator Joseph McCarthy. After con-
siderable behind-the-scenes maneuvering, Freedman and Gerald
Smith met in Congressman Rankin’s office, where two affidavits
of charges against Mrs. Rosenberg were prepared, and Freed-
man signed them.

The next day, December 5, 1950, the Rev. Wesley Swift
presented the Freedman documents to the Senate Armed
Services Committee. The first document charged that Dr. J.
B. Matthews had told Freedman that the FBI files contained
information “to prove that Anna M. Rosenberg is the least
desirable person in the entire United States to be appointed to
that position.” Furthermore, that the FBI files would support
the allegations of Mrs. Rosenberg’s ties to Communist and
Communist-front organizations. The second document quoted
information from Ralph De Sola, who, with his wife, had been
a member of the Communist Party; that the De Solas had met
Mrs. Rosenberg at the John Reed Club in New York; and that
Mrs. Rosenberg had given Mrs. De Sola an assignment to plant
Communist agents in the New York educational system.

As a result of all this pressure, the Senate Armed Services
Committee subpoenaed a number of witnesses and re-opened
its hearing on December 8, 1950. De Sola proved to be a very
erratic and contradictory witness. His ex-wife, who testified a
few days later, blew up his entire story, and asked to testify
additionally about her ex-husband, in executive session. The
story that emerged was that De Sola was a pathological liar.
Dr. J. B. Matthews testified that the statements attributed to
him by Freedman were not his statements and that Freedman
had already sent him an abject letter of apology. When placed
on the stand, Freedman proved to be a slippery and evasive
witness, as well as an unmitigated liar. Under the withering
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cross-examination of Senator Estes Kefauver, Freedman ad-
mitted all his charges were phoney and withdrew them.

In the course of the hearings it developed that among those
involved in this gigantic smear of a great American woman of
the Jewish faith, in addition to those already mentioned, were
ex-FBI Agent Don Surine, who was an employee of Senator
Joseph McCarthy, and Edward K. Nellor, who was a reporter
for Fulton Lewis, Jr. It is also significant to note that Lewis
devoted broadcast after broadcast to “prove’ his case against Mrs.
Rosenberg. Lewis led with gusto the wolf-pack which was en-
gaged in the public pillorying of a person who had committed
no crime, but who was suspected of holding certain beliefs.
Verily, the modern witch hunters have learned nothing from
the lessons of history. After a subcommittee read the FBI files
on Anna M. Rosenberg and after the full Committee listened to
many additional witnesses, the Senate Armed Services Com-
mittee voted again unanimously to approve her nomination.
Finally, the United States Senate confirmed Mrs. Rosenberg's
appointment as Assistant Secretary of Defense.

Freedman followed this up by sending the Committee several
lengthy statements correcting his previous testimony, probably
as a move to obviate prosecution for perjury, which he richly
deserved. Thus did a vicious frameup blow up in the faces of
the conspirators, but other victims of the Fascist and anti-
Semitic forces are not always as fortunate as Mrs. Rosenberg.

Over the years, Freedman has been a prolific producer of
anti-Semitic statements, tracts, and pamphlets. His material has
been used by most of the well-known anti-Semitic racketeers,
and he has seemingly gloried in the fact that he has been able
to torment the Jewish people, who have endured an ordeal
unprecedented in all history. Freedman imagines himself as
a martyr who is being persecuted for his sacrifices in fighting
the “forces of evil.” On one occasion, Freedman told a friend:
“Since the death of Hitler I am the most hated man in the
world.”

A “monument” to Freedman's efforts is his support of the
late Conde McGinley, publisher of the violently anti-Semitic
and anti-Communist sheet, Common Sense. This bigot would
probably have remained relatively harmless had it not been for
Freedman's massive financial suuport, sometimes consisting
of the purchase and gratis mailing of 400,000 copies of a single
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issue. At the hearings of the Senate Armed Services Committee
Freedman admitted that he had purchased 50,000 copies of the
November 1950 issue of Common Sense, which was devoted
to the Red-Baiting smear of Anna M. Rosenberg. Largely as a
result of Freedman’s contributions of money and phoney re-
search items, Common Sense became the most widely circulated
hate sheet in the country, furnishing the ideological ammuni-
tion for bigots, racketeers, and Fascists all over the country.

Freedman’s crowning “achievement” is the launching of the
Khazar canard. This delusion has been for years the grand
passion of Freedman’s life. Whenever he starts on this subject.,
he can keep going for hours without time out for a breath of
fresh air. On one occasion, Freedman expatiated on his Khazar
delusion to a group of seven or eight Congressmen for five
hours without surcease. Freedman claims that he announced his
great discovery to a waiting world in 1945. He claims that his
revelations were sensational.

The May 1, 1959, issue of Common Sense has all of its four
tabloid-size pages filled with an article by Benjamin Freedman
that explains his discovery of the Khazar story. The upper
portion of the front page, which always contains its masthead,
is photographically reproduced on page. 149.

The lying nature of the paper itself can be seen from the
juxtaposition of two items: “The Truth, The whole Truth,
and nothing but the Truth” and the Big Lie that “Communism
is treason.” This latter statement cannot be supported either by
any dictionary definition of treason or by the data in any
encyclopedia or reputable textbook on political science; nor
is it compatible with the definition of treason in the Constitu-
tion of the United States. The next lie is that it is “The
Nation’s Anti-Communist Newspaper.” A careful scrutiny of
the contents, year after year, shows that it consists mainly of
anti-Jewish and anti-Negro diatribes and lies, as well as propa-
ganda against almost any kind of welfare legislation. It is there-
fore not surprising that the body of Freedman's article does not
support his headline and sub-headline.

Freedman begins by quoting the Apostle Paul and quickly
strikes a charismatic pose, telling his readers: “Prompted by
Paul’s inspired faith in the Divine power of truth, the facts here
assembled are submitted to U.S.A. Christians hoping this
knowledge added to their present wisdom will insure victory
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for the U.S.A. in the nameless war now silently raging against
an unseen enemy, the prologue of World War Ill, in which the
U.S.A. will again sacrifice the most, as in the last three wars.”

This mixture of religiosity, mysticism, prophecy, obscurant-
ism, and patriotism comes from a man who has been proven,
over and over again, to be a liar, especially at the hearings of
the Senate Armed Services Committee, where he had tried to
frame Mrs. Anna M. Rosenberg. But Freedman is a clever
propagandist, and in the above quotation he establishes his
“holiness,” his mission as God's representative, and therefore
supposedly believable.

The next step in his article is to make a perfectly sane and
valid plea for the urgency of preventing World War Ill. Thus,
he immediately establishes a degree of rapport with the reader,
and prepares the reader for this exotic morsel:

The “big lie" technique of the unholiest hoax in all the recorded
history of mankind brainwashed U.S.A. Christians that so-called
“Jews™ throughout the world today are the historic descendants of
the so-called “chosen people™ of the Holy Land in Old Testament
history. The consensus of leading authorities on the subject stresses
the fact to their best knowledge so-called “Jews™ throughout the
world today are not historic descendants of the so-called “Jews” of
the Holy Land in OIld Testament history. They furthermore feel
that the threat of World War 11l hanging over the U.S.A. is the
result of the “big lie” technique of the unholiest hoax in all the
recorded history of mankind, a deception responsible for agitation
far and wide the world little suspects.

The additional quotations that follow are not in organic
sequence, but are presented without impairing contextual
integrity:

The U.S.A. Christians continue being brainwashed by the U.S.A.
media of mass-communications that so-called “Jews” of throughout
the world today are the actual historic descendants of the so-called
“Jews” of the Holy Land in Old Testament history. The U.S.A.
Christians have been brainwashed by so-called “Jews” of historic
Khazar ancestry, and by their servile Christian stooges, as they have
been brainwashed by them for many years with the unholiest hoax
in all the recorded history of mankind, betraying the confidence of
Christians.

Incontestible facts supply the unchallengable proof of the historic
accuracy that so-called “Jews” throughout the world today of eastern
European origin are unquestionably the historic descendants of the
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Khazars, a pagan Turco-Finn ancient Mongoloid nation deep in the
heart of Asia according to history, who battled their way in bloody
wars about the 1st B.C. century into eastern Europe where they set
up their Khazar kingdom. For some mysterious reason the history
ol the Khazar kingdom is conspicuous by its absence from U.S.A.
te>|<|t—books on history, and from history courses in the schools and
colleges.

The “big lie” technique of the unholiest hoax in all the recorded
history of mankind brainwashed U.S.A. Christians into believing
that Jesus Christ was actually a Jew in the sense that so-called Jews
call themselves Jews now to bamboozle Christians.

Freedman also has a simple explanation for the anti-Semitism
and the systematic massacres of Jews (pogroms) in Czarist
Russia:

The root of all troubles between so-called “Jews” and Christians
in Russia since the conversion of Vladimir 11l in 986 A.D. is not
difficult to understand. So-called “Jews” of historic Khazar ancestry
inside and outside Russia have never forgiven nor forgotten, firstly,
the liquidation of the Khazar kingdom as a great independent,
autonomous and sovereign body politic in Europe, and secondly,
Vladimir 1lI's rejection in 986 A.D. of the overtures to become a
so-called “Jew” ...

Freedman makes this preposterous claim:

The so-called “Jews” of historic Khazar ancestry make up 92%
of the total population of so-called “Jews” throughout the world
today.

His final point is the one we have considered under the head-
ing of “The Fascist Ghouls,” wherein we showed how our
native Fascists are trying to “disprove” that the Nazis murdered
six million Jews. We quoted the April 15, 1961, newsletter of
the Fascist National Economic Council, which had a cunning
argument to “prove” that the six million Jewish victims of
Hitler are really alive and that many of them are right here
in the U.S.A. Freedman seems to be the source of this macabre
joke, for not only does he present all the arguments used by
the other Fascists, but he quotes Mr. Hanson W. Baldwin,
the military editor of the New York Times, just as George
Lincoln Rockwell did in the interview published in Playboy,
April, 1966. And Freedman did this not only in this essay of
May 1, 1959, but also in publicity issued as early as 1948.
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Freedman makes his essay very plausible, especially to people
who lack scientific training, by brazenly quoting or referring
to a whole galaxy of authorities and scientists. Before we
examine the proofs of Freedman's meretriciousness, it is im-
portant that the reader understand why so much attention is
being devoted to such a character. It may be comforting for
some people to say that Benjamin Freedman should be ignored,
but Freedman's poison keeps spreading, for the same reason
that cancer spreads when it is not checked early.

Although hundreds of examples of the use of Freedman's
Khazar canard could be cited, a few examples should suffice:

1. Hal Hunt, in National Chronicle, March 11, 1965, tells
his dupes:

Like Poland and Germany, Russia harbored many Khazar Jews.
Some of these Jews came to America but stayed only long enough to
obtain citizen papers, then returned to Russia and engaged in
political intrigue.

2. Councilor, official organ of the racist Citizens Councils of
Louisiana, in its issue of July 15, 1965, has an article entitled:
“Old Documents Show Early U.S. Khazars Were Active As
Slave-Traders In All Parts of America.” It starts off by saying
that Jews, as well as Gentiles, were involved in the African
slave trade, but manages to shift most of the onus onto the
Jews:

But the big money from slavery went to Khazar merchants and
Boston shipowners. In many instances, the Boston ships were
fianced by Khazars at usurious rates of interest and the big profits
ended in the same pockets.

Councilor then gives an impressive list of documentary refer-
ences, but its own synopsis of the contents of each item reveals
the usual anti-Semitic sleight-of-hand, the selective presentation
of data, by which it is possible to prove anything. All you need
do is present the evidence to support a thesis and ignore all
evidence to the contrary, and you can prove anything. But the
dim-witted characters who believe Councilor are not concerned
with the rules of evidence or the criteria of scientific proof. The
hoodlum mentality which gravitates to the Fascist movements
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cannot tolerate any proof which upsets its paranoidal assump-
tions.

3. In October of 1966, Helen Courtois’ hate-peddling Keep
America Committee issued a four-page brochure. The first page
consists entirely of excerpts from the articles in Common Sense
of February 1, 1953 and May 1, 1959 by the “Historian—Re-
searcher—Scholar, Benj. H. Freedman.” The heading is:

JESUS WAS NOT A JEW

Christians Duped By The Unholiest Hoax in All History, By So-
Called Jews. This is Considered Their Most Effective Weapon.

Pages two and three contain a number of the stock slanders
and libels of the anti-Semitic underworld, and on page four we
read:

THOSE SIX MILLION JEWS—ANOTHER HOAX

The author of this last item, taken from Common Sense of
January 1, 1961, is Holten Whitney, “author and investigator,”
who may very well be a fictitious character; he seems to plagiar-
ize Benjamin Harrison Freedman.

Perhaps the most pernicious use of the Khazar canard was
perpetrated by an Ultra-Rightist, Professor John O. Beaty,
who served as a Military Intelligence officer in World War IlI.
We shall deal later with Beaty’s book, The Iron Curtain Over
America, but the Khazar Jew canard, which Beaty espouses,
requires immediate scrutiny.

Basing ourselves on the fact that Freedman was promoting
his Khazar hallucination as early as 1948 and that Beaty’s book
was first published in 1951, it would appear that Beaty derived
his inspiration for the Khazar canard from Freedman. It is
also significant that Beaty reports, with approval, some state-
ments made by Freedman in a full-page advertisement on
January 14, 1947, in the New York Herald-Tribune. Beaty’s
responsibility and reliability as a researcher can be judged by
the following comment of his regarding the Freedman advertise-
ment:

The long documented article is signed by R. M. Schoendorf, “Rep-
resentative of Cooperating Americans of the Christian Faiths”; by
Habib 1. Katibah, “Representative of Cooperating Americans of
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Arab Ancestry”; and by Benjamin H. Freedman, “Representative of
Cooperating Americans of the Jewish Faith,” and is convincing.

It may be convincing to Beaty, but it should be noted that
the R. M. Schoendorf was the maiden name of Benjamin
Freedman's wife, and she represented no one but herself; that
Habib I. Katibah was an Arab propagandist who represented
an Arab lobbying outfit; and that Benjamin Freedman repre-
sented no organization of Jewish people. It was a fraudulent
and misleading advertisement; which fact should have been
easy to ascertain if this former Intelligence Officer and professor
were really researching for the truth.

One of the best exposes of Beaty's opus comes from the pen
of a Right-Wing scholar, who just cannot swallow Beaty's style
of scholarship. Dr. V. Orvall Watts has been on the staff of
Freedom School at Colorado Springs, Colorado, a Right-Wing
school with several prominent Birchers on the board; and he
has also been on the advisory committee of the National
Economic Council, which was prominent in spreading the false-
hood that six million Jews had not been exterminated by the
Nazis. With these credentials, he can hardly be considered
prejudiced against Professor Beaty on ideological or philo-
sophical grounds. In an article which appeared in the Ultra-
Rightist Santa Ana Register, November 6, 1963, Dr. Orval
Watts criticizes Beaty's slipshod research methods, and then he
adds:

But far more serious than his hit-or-miss listing of references is his
flagrant abuse of such references as he does give for the basic points
of his theory. For example, anyone who troubles to check his
references will find that Beaty's whole Khazar story has little more
historical foundation than the legend of King Arthur and his
Knights of the Round Table.

Furthermore, Beaty does not do justice even to the legends, for he
omits the various details that suggest the ancient Khazar Jews were
a comparatively enlightened people, although a minority among the
Khazars as a whole.

No better founded than his story of the origin and character of the
ancient Khazars is Beaty’s notion that nearly all Russian Jews are
direct descendants of these “Judaized Khazars.” The authors to
whom he refers indicate that the Khazars were scattered to the four
winds many hundreds of years ago. They state also that the Jews of
Russia seem to have come from every sort of race and region. In fact
quite contrary to Beaty's theory, these authors point out that the
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Khazar Jews themselves probably included Palestinian Jews. (Em-
phasis throughout added.—M. K.)

In short, as far as Beaty’s listed sources show, there is no more
reason for assuming that a Russian Jew is a Khazar than to assume
that an American Episcopalian is a Celtic descendant of King
Arthur's knights.

Inasmuch as both Beaty and Freedman have quoted mostly
from the same sources, Dr. Orval Watts’ criticism applies equally
to Freedman. Both Freedman and Beaty have presented garbled
and distorted versions of the writings of reputable scholars.
Freedman’s charlatanism is easily recognized by any well-in-
formed person. The internal evidence is the excessive use of
deletions in almost every quotation given by him, as shown by
the number of multiple dots used in each quotation to rep-
resent deletions. As Professor Watts said in the quoted article:
“But quotations and references mean nothing unless the author
selects them with care and uses them with integrity.” While all
reputable writers make use of multiple dots to represent dele-
tions which do not destroy contextual integrity, it certainly
cannot be considered honest reporting when a writer does what
Freedman has done in his four-page diatribe in Common
Sense of May 1, 1959. In the 53 lines of quotations from other
authors, he made 33 deletions, which are represented by
multiple dots!

With extraordinary brazenness, Freedman quotes The His-
tory of the Jewish Khazars by Professor D. M. Dunlop, to bolster
his Khazar canard. Freedman is lavish in his praise of Professor
Dunlop’s scholarly attainments, and that is about the extent
of truth in Freedman’s article. However, Freedman relies on the
fact that not one person in a thousand will check his references.
So he feels safe in misrepresenting Professor Dunlop, quoting
him as saying the exact opposite of what the professor says in
his book. A few points made by Professor Dunlop will illustrate
the difference between an honest scholar and a propagandist
with an axe to grind.

1. W ith respect to Freedman’s insinuation that dupes of the
Khazar Jews have censored history textbooks, resulting in our
having little or no knowledge about the Khazar Jews, Professor
Dunlop points out in Chapter VIII that, the lack of familiarity
Is caused by the difficulty of dealing with the existing sources

155



of information, which are written in a variety of languages, with
much obscurity and with many contradictions. Some of the
languages are Greek, Arabic, Hebrew, Syriac, Armenian,
Georgian, Russian, Persian, Turkish, and even Chinese.

2. Contrary to the Freedman-Beaty thesis, Professor Dunlop
points out that the Khazar people were not converted com-
pletely to Judaism. While the ruling class of Khazaria did con-
vert to Judaism, other religions were practiced extensively.
Turks, Jews, and Arabs, as well as people of Slavic and Finnish
origin, were represented in Khazaria. This conglomeration of
people and creeds was presided over by an aristocracy consisting
of a relatively small number of Judaized Turks.

3. With respect to the Freedman-Beaty story that the modem
Jews of eastern Europe, and more particularly those in Poland,
are the descendants of the medieval Khazars, Professor Dunlop
concludes that there is little evidence which bears directly upon
it and it unavoidably retains the character of a mere assumption.

Benjamin Harrison Freedman, George Lincoln Rockwell,
and the rest of the Fascistic peddlers of hate have based their
argument, in their cunning attempt to absolve the Nazis of the
crime of exterminating six million Jews, on an inadvertent
error, in giving the world Jewish population, by Hanson W.
Baldwin in the New York Times of February 22, 1948. Accord-
Ing to these erroneous figures, no six million Jews were missing,
and if they were not missing, so the argument goes, they could
not have been murdered by the Nazis.

By the simple expedient of writing a letter to the Times,
the truth was ascertained, and the whole anti-Semitic syllogism
collapses, as witness the letter on the opposite page.

An examination of the files of the New York Times reveals
two things in this connection:

L Mr. Baldwin did in fact make the correction on February
26, 1948, exactly as noted in his letter to this writer.

2. In his article on a preceding Sunday, February 22, 1948,
the erroneous figures of world Jewish population were men-
tioned incidentally, while writing on the subject of a possible
Arab-Israeli conflict.

Is it possible that Freedman did not see or hear about Bald-
win’s correction? Before jumping to the conclusion that Freed-
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gfte Jfcw i[*rk Stone*

November 25# 1966

pear Mr# Kominsky:

The correction appeared In The Times

on February 26, 191+8 as follows:

"Last Sunday"s article
incorrectly estimated the Jewish population of the world

at 15 million to 18 million. No census has been con-
ducted since the war, and estimates are only approximate,
but most authorities agree that Hitler"s wholesale
massacres of Jews during the war reduced the Jewish
population to nerhaps 12 million todayw#

Hanson W. Bidwin
(Military Editor)

man made an honest error, it is well to consider another of his
yarns. In his May 1, 1959 article in Common Sense, Freedman
strikes a pose of the meticulous researcher:

On February 22, 1948, the New York Times published figures
taken from their 1947 secret census indicating a minimum of
16,150,000 and a maximum of 19,200,000 so-called “Jews” in the
world in 1947. Through the courtesy of Mr. Arthur Hays Sulzberger,
publisher of the New York Times this author conferred on February
23, 1948 with Commander Baldwin in his office where this author
examined documents fully supporting the figures published by the
New York Times on February 22, 1948. This author was allowed
to examine the file containing the results of the searching investiga-
tions conducted by the New York Times through its own offices
throughout the world and with the collaboration of governments
and religious bodies in these foreign countries.

In answer to a further query, Mr. Hanson W. Baldwin sent



us another letter on January 10, 1967, which is here photo-
graphically reproduced:

Sif* Jjtarli Suet®

limts jRogart

January 10,1967

Dtiar Mr* Kominaky:

Thank you for your letter of Inquiry
ol* Januaxy 6*

) ) The world Jewish pﬂpulatioq figures
printed in ths story came frca the ISIj.8 edition of the
World Almanac. Later we checked with the American
Jewish Committee and other souroes and said In the
correction, as | noted to you in mj previous letter,
that the authorities agree that Hitler"s wholesale
massacres of Jews durlng the war reduced the Jewish
population to perhaps 12 million today. (2/26/148.)

i IT Mr. Freedman net with me | do not
remember it* The problem of course is that you are
talking about eyents that took plaoce 19 years ago. |
see hundreds of people per year, manx of them only for
a few minutes so | could not swear that 1 did not see
Mr* Freedman but if 1 did it made no Impression either
upon me or%pon my assistant.

o I do not know what Mr. Freedman means
by examination of doouments but to mx knowledge we had
no particular documents bearing on the issue iIn question*

i _I hope this answers your questions;
if there Is anythlng else you wish to know please do
not hesitate to write again*

flanson W. Baldwin
(Military Editor)

Commander Baldwin’s letter is an obviously honest one, and

the following facts emerge from reading it:

1. There was no “searching investigation conducted by the
New York Times throughout the world and with the collabora-
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tion of governments and religious bodies in these foreign
countries/’

2. There were no “documents fully supporting the figures
published by the New York Times on February 22, 1948/*

It is questionable that Freedman ever talked to Mr. Bald-
win, because by his own statement he went to the Times office
the very next day after the February 22, 1948 article and was
introduced to Baldwin through the courtesy of Mr. Arthur
Hays Sulzberger, and was immediately given access to secret
documents which did not exist. This was pretty fast footwork,
and in real life is quite unlikely.

4. If Freedman did go to the Times office, the only document
he was probably shown was the 1948 edition of the World
Almanac, which apparently was the source of Baldwin’s errone-
ous population figures.

5. Freedman does have the ability to make up a story out of
the whole cloth!

In his article that we have under review, Freedman adds to
his cunning posture of the careful researcher by making it sound
as if he went to great lengths to uncover the allegedly sup-
pressed data regarding the Khazar Jews:

In an original 1903 edition of the Jewish Encyclopedia in New
York's Public Library, and in the Library of Congress, Volume 1V,
pages 1 to 5 inclusive, appears a most comprehensive history of the
Khazars, and the interesting map of the Khazar Kingdom in the 10th
century reproduced here.

The facts are that the “original” 1903 edition of the Jewish
Encyclopedia is available in many of the older public libraries
and it is not necessary to go to the Library of Congress in order
to consult it. We found a perfectly good set in the Los Angeles
Public Library, where it is catalogued as R

296.03
f J 59,

A careful perusal of pages 1 to 5 fully substantiates Dr.
V. Orvall Watts’ critique of Professor John Beaty’s The Iron
Curtain Over America and corroborates Professor D. M. Dun-
lop’s The History of the Jewish Khazars.

Before leaving the Khazar canard it is pertinent to our theory,
that Freedman inspired at least the Khazar canard portion of
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The Iron Curtain Over America, that Professor Beaty’s widow,
Josephine Powell Beaty, stated in a letter January 8, 1967, to a
research assistant:

Mr. Freedman made available to my husband certain books in his
library. Some of these may be ones from which he quoted.

Mrs. Beaty, incidentally, is the vice-president of the Ultra-
Rightist Defenders of the American Constitution.

It taxes one’s credulity that there should be people in the
world, so hate-ridden and so blinded by prejudice, that they
would be willing to disregard the mountain of evidence which
proves the Nazis’ guilt in the extermination of six million
Jews. There are the records of the world-famous Nuremburg
Trials. There are the records of the numerous postwar trials
of Nazi war criminals in West German courts. There is the
record of the Eichmann trial. Finally, the Messieurs Anti-Semites
should bear in mind that, in acordance with German tradition
of long standing, the Nazis kept methodical statistics, which
corroborate the story of extermination of six million Jews.
These records were captured by the U.S. Army and its allied
forces.

So, we must conclude that the Khazar Jews theory is a
palpable fraud, that Professor John Beaty was an irresponsible
and unreliable writer, and that Benjamin Harrison Freedman
Is a proven liar!

In Common Sense of April 15, 1967, Freedman has an article
in which he justifies Nazi anti-Semitism and, in general, offers
an apologia for Hitlerism. At one point Freedman brags:

The author of this article had the honor of being a protege of the
Hon. Mr. Henry Morgenthau, Sr., between 1912 and the time of
his death on November 25, 1946, only on matters of international
significance.

... The author of this article was privy with Mr. Morgenthau, Sr.
to the meeting in New York City of leading Zionists and other Jews
on December 25, 1916 to give effect to the 1916 London agreement
between the British War Cabinet and the World Zionists Organiza-
tion shortly implemented by them.

... The author of this article had the privilege of serving in a
confidential capacity under Mr. Morgenthau, Sr. as Chairman of
the Finance Committee of the National Democratic Committee in
the 1912 election which installed President Woodrow Wilson in the
White House.
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On June 28, 1967, we sent a letter to Henry Morgenthau,
Jr., the former Secretary of the Treasury in 1934, under the
Roosevelt Administration. At the time, we had forgotten that
Henry Morgenthau, Jr. had passed away. We gave the entire
guotation, as above, and asked: “Would you be good enough to
tell me how much of the above is truth and how much is
figment of Freedman’s imagination?”

The following reply, dated July 24, 1967, was received from
Robert M. Morgenthau, son of Henry Morgenthau, Jr. and
grandson of the man Freedman claimed as his close associate:

RUPERT MD*GEN1IM* -«
4728 ES.'t SCt AVr.N.«:
NEW y «wee®* P NEW * Wife

July 24f 1967

Hr. Morris Kominsky
400 E. Franklin
Elsinore, California 92330

Dear Mr. Kaminsky:

1 have your letter of June 28, 1967,
addressed to my father, who died in February.

I have no information that Mr. Benjamin
H. Freedman ever had any relationship vith my
grandfather, Henry*M* Morgenthau, Sr. I have
discussed your letter with other members of the
family, and they do not recall any relationship
between Freedman and my grandfather.

ROBERT M. MORGENTHAU
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The “Kol Nidre” Hoax

The apprehension, trial and execution by the State of Israel
of the Nazi beast, Adolph Eichmann, brought the Fascists and
Fascist sympathizers into a mood of orgiastic frenzy. This writer
talked with many of these people during this period, and was
amazed at the extent of their identification with and sympathy
for Eichmann. Typical was the attitude of a Birchite dentist,
who tried to conceal his Birchite connections and his anti-
Semitic prejudices, but who pleaded almost frenetically with
this writer for an expression of at least the hope that Eichmann
would not be executed. Needless to point out, one cannot
argue effectively with the fellow who is at the moment drilling
your tooth!

The hate sheet, Common Sense, in its issue of May 15, 1961,
""made” the following points:

1. That no proof had been adduced to prove Eichmann had
killed even one personl

2. That Nazi Germany was compelled to put the Jews in
concentration camps, because they were sabotaging the govern-
ment.

3. That the Nazis did not exterminate six million Jews!

4. "Not one Jew was burned alive in Germany.”

5. That the Jews have fabricated the stories of Nazi atrocites,
and that Jews cannot be trusted, because it is a part of their
religion to be able to break promises.

On page 1, Common Sense, screams:

Read the Kol Nidre prayer which absolves them from all oaths!

On page 4, next to a column which attempts to *"prove” that the
extermination camp at Dachau was staged by the Jews, Common
Sense tries to bolster its lies by printing a garbled version of the
Kol Nidre prayer.

The sly trick of presenting the Kol Nidre prayer, as a means
of discrediting Jews, is used by many of the professional anti-
Semites. National Cronicle, in the issue of March 11, 1965,
guotes the Kol Nidre prayer, as given in the Jewish Encyclo-
pedia. It is presented here exactly as National Chronicle pub-
lished it, and alongside we give the garbled version published
in Common Sense, May 15, 1961.
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COMMON SENSE

KOL NIDRE
A Jewish Prayer to
absolve All Vows

All vows, obligations, oaths
or anathemas, pledges of all
names, which we have vowed,
sworn, devoted, or bound our-
selves to, from this day of atone-
ment until the next day of atone-
ment, (whose arrival we hope for
In happiness) we repent, afore-
hand, of them all, they shall all
be deemed absolved, forgiven,
annulled, void and made of no
effect; they shall not be binding,
nor have any power; the vows
shall not be reckoned vows, the
obligations shall not be obliga-
tory, nor the oaths considered as
oaths.

NATIONAL CHRONICLE

KOL NIDRE
(All vows)

All vows, obligations, oaths,
anathemas, whether called ‘ko-
nan’, ‘konas’, or by any other
name, which we may vow, or
swear, or pledge, or whereby we
may be bound, from this Day of
Atonement unto the next, (whose
happy coming we await), we do
repent. May they be deemed ab-
solved, annulled, and void and
made of no effect. They shall not
bind us or have power over us.
The vows shall not be reckoned
vows, and the obligations shall
not be obligatory, nor the oaths
be oaths.

After this, editor Hal Hunt comments:

Let it be impressed upon the minds of all good men that this

vow removes the keeping of obligations from the realm of honor,
Integrity, justice and equity, and places it squarely on the basis of
expedience, whereby a Talmudist may either keep or break a con-
tract, as best serves his interests, without a queasy feeling.

Kol Nidre totally disqualifies a Talmud Jew from holding any
position of trust or authority anywhere in the world, or to act
as advisor or consultant to any public or private official or citizen,
and should be rigidly excluded from such positions, his sworn oath
to tell the truth, the whole truth and nothing but the truth, being
good for nothing.

There is a certain plausibility to the charges of the anti-
Semites, but as we shall soon see, the appearances are deceiving.
The professional hate peddlers thrive because very few people
can take the time to research their clever fabrications and
hoaxes. And as the French mathematician and religious philos-
opher of the seventeenth century, Blaise Pascal, observed: “Men
never do evil so completely and cheerfully as when they do it
from religious conviction.”
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In The High Holiday Prayer Book,7 compiled and arranged
by Rabbi Morris Silverman, we find on page 206:

NOTE ON KOL NIDRE PRAYER

Though the author and the date of the Kol Nidre are unknown,
the prayer was in use as early as the Gaonic period in the eighth
century. In ancient times, as in our day, vows unto the Lord were
often rashly made. In the precarious eras in which our forefathers
lived, circumstances beyond their control frequently denied them
the opportunity of fulfilling their vows. Because of the unusual
stress and exigencies of their lives, these vows at times were forgotten
and thus violated. Recognizing that the broken word profaned the
soul, they developed the earnest desire to have such vows nullified on
the Day of Atonement, when men yearned to be at peace with God
and their fellowmen. The following legal formula, known as the
Kol Nidre, was the result. In those lands where Jews, under duress,
made vows to accept another faith, the recital of the Kol Nidre
often brought relief to their tormented consciences.

Judaism always recognized and taught that the Kol Nidre cannot
release anyone from a juridical oath or from any promise, contract
or obligation between man and man. It applies only to those vows
which an individual makes to his God and in which no other
persons are involved. Sins between man and man are not forgiven
until amends have been made for the wrong.

The underlying motives of the Kol Nidre prayer, the sincere
longing for a clear conscience, the release from the feeling of guilt,
the recognition of the sacredness of the plighted word, and the
desire to be absolved from vows which could not be carried out or
which would make for enmity and rancor, still possess significance
for us today.

As famous as the legal formula, is the appealing melody which
grew up around the words. Through the words and the melody of
Kol Nidre, the Jew expressed his deepest feelings and emotions.
Altogether apart from the meaning of the words and their sig-
nificance, the plaintive chant has captivated and charmed the heart
of the Jew to this day.

On page 207 Rabbi Silverman presents the authoritative
translation of Kol Nidre from the original Hebrew, with the
addition of two parenthetical qualifications. Rabbi Silverman
points out that, in this translation, “The legal formula of Kol
Nidre has been retained in its archaic form.”

All vows, bonds, promises, obligations, and oaths [to God] where-
with we have vowed, sworn and bound ourselves from this Day of

7 The High Holiday Prayer Book is published by Prayer Book Press, Inc.,
410 Asylum St., Hartford, Conn., 06103.
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Atonement unto the next Day of Atonement, may it come unto us
for good; lo, of all these, we repent us in them. They shall be
absolved, released, annulled, made void, and of none effect; they
shall not be binding nor shall they have any power. Our vows [to
God] shall not be vows; our bonds shall not be bonds; and our
oaths shall not be oaths.

Rabbi Silverman comments further:

Whereas the Hebrew text does not specify what vows are meant,
it was clearly understood by Jews at all times that the recital of the
Kol Nidre could not release one from vows and obligations made
to his fellowmen. This is evident from the following selection of the
Mishna, the authoritative code of law which antedates the Kol Nidre
by at least five hundred years. Only willful enemies of the truth
persist in distorting the meaning of the Kol Nidre:

“For transgressions between man and God, repentance on Yom
Kippur brings atonement. For transgressions between man and man,
Yom K(i]'opur brings no atonement, until the injured party is
appeased.” (Mishna Yoma, Chapter 8.)

The professional anti-Semites are well aware of the existence
of the passage in the Mishna that Rabbi Silverman has quoted,
but it does not serve their purpose, which is the selective and
one-sided presentation of data, so as to mislead. The truth of
the matter is that only persons of ill will can find in the Kol
Nidre prayer anything for which to be critical of the Jewish
people.

Finally, it comes with poor grace for Roman Catholics like
Conde McGinley to use the Kol Nidre prayer as a bludgeon
over the Jews, because the Catholic doctrine embodies some-
thing which is quite akin to the Kol Nidre motif. In a little
leaflet bearing the imprimatur of Archbishop Albert G. Meyer
(later elevated to Cardinal) at Milwaukee, January 13, 1958, we
read:

Because holy water is one of the Church's sacramentals, it remits
venial sin. Keep your soul beautifully pure in God's sight by
making the Sign ot the Cross carefully while saying,

“By this holy water and by Thy Precious Blood wash away all
my sins, O Lord.”

Would Jews be justified in condemning Catholics as being
deceitful, untrustworthy and habitual liars? Of course, only
bigots and hate-peddlers would put such an interpretation
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upon the Catholic ritual. It is high time that the Kol Nidre
hoax be completely buried.

Falsifiers of the Talmud

The Talmud has always served as a sort of happy hunting
ground for professional anti-Semites. The dishonest and mis-
leading use of quotations and the manufacture of phoney
quotations are the standard procedures used to inflame reli-
gious prejudices and to exploit the fears of the ignorant—
usually forming the basis for a lucrative business operation in
the guise of a religious crusade. An intelligent approach to
understanding the problem must begin with a description of
what the Talmud is and is not.

The Universal Jewish Encyclopedia, 1943 edition says:

The Talmud consists of two parts: the Mishnah, and its com-
mentary, the Gemara. The Mishnah, complied and edited by Judah
Hanasi about 200 C.E.,8 was the first Jewish code of laws since the
Torah.9 There are two Gemaras, known as the Babylonian and the
Palestinian. The former, completed about 500 C.E., is the record
of the discussions of the Palestinian scholars. The Mishnah plus the
Babylonian Gemara is known as the Babylonian Talmud; the
Mishnah plus the Palestinian Gemara is known as the Palestinian
Talmud. The two Talmuds have always been printed separately,
and never together.

One of the best and most honest evaluations of the Talmud
will be found in The Encyclopedia of Religion and Ethics,
1955 edition. Turning to Volume 12:

Page 185. *“. . . Talmudic references to ancient paganism were
misinterpreted as being attacks on the [Christian] Church.”
Page 186. “. . . Modern anti-Semitism has displayed much energy in

seeking in the pages of the Talmud grounds for attacks on the Jews.
Those pages contain enough and to spare of superstition, narrowness,
folly, and intolerance. But the faults are superficial, the merits
fundamental; and it is because of the latter that the Talmud retains
its permanent worth. (Emphasis has been added.—M. K))

Page 187. ™. .. the Talmud is a work of most manifold interest. It
concerns itself with every phase of human activity. To read it
intelligently—and it was assuredly so read—was a liberal education

8 Common Era.
9 The Pentateuch (the first five books of the Old Testament).
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In the arts and sciences and philosophies. So wide is its range that a
student of the Talmud is perforce acquainted with very many
subjects which nowadays are regarded as distinct disciplines.... The
Talmud breathes with vital freshness.”

Page 187. “Ridicule was cast on its trivialities; fault was found with
its trivialities; fault was found with its religious conceptions; objec-
tion was taken to its attitude to Gentiles. These unfavourable
criticisms were not at all unfounded, for the Talmud contains much
of inferior value, and bears the marks of the different ages and strata
of thought in which it grew up. (Emphasis has been added.—M. K))
Nevertheless, some of the attacks on the Talmud were absolutely
false; in others the assailants confused the attitude towards the Rome
which destroyed the Temple with the attitude to the Rome which
became the seat of the papacy. Often, too, overmuch importance was
attached to the obiter dicta of isolated Rabbis.”

Before leaving the experts, it is important to note that most
of the editorial staff and research scholars of The Encyclopedia
of Religion and Ethics are not of the Jewish faith and that,
contrary to another slander of the hate-peddlers, the Talmud
IS not a secret collection of documents, but is available in
theological seminaries, colleges, and universities everywhere.
The Talmud has been carefully studied by non-Jewish scholars
who would quickly refute any inaccuracies in the statements
quoted here from The Encyclopedia of Religion and Ethics.

The professional anti-Semites have all kinds of books, pam-
phlets, and tracts which “expose” and “unmask” the Talmud.
Typical is the work of Mrs. Lyrl Van Hyning, editor and
publisher of Women's Voice, which featured Eustace Mullins’
vile attack against the polio vaccine. Several years ago Van
Hyning issued a long leaflet entitled:

WHO ARE THE REAL “HATE-MONGERS™?
THE TALMUD UNMASKED

In our research of Van Hyning’s claims, we consulted a
Hebrew scholar, Mr. Shimeon Brisman, formerly librarian of
the Los Angeles Jewish Community Library and presently
bibliographer of Hebraica and Judaica at the Research Library
of the University of California at Los Angeles. Together we
worked almost a whole day checking the statements of Van
Hyning. We are devoting much time and space to her leaflet,
because it is so typical of the Falsifiers of the Talmud.
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Van Hyning Leaflet

The Babylonian Talmud is the Jewish holy book, used in the
training of rabbis, taught in the synagogues by the rabbis and
studied by the Jews from an early age until death. Without any
question, the Talmud stands as the SUPREME AUTHORITY of
Jewish law, philosophy and ethics, containing the unchanging moral
code by which the religious and social life of the Jews has been
regulated to this day. The Jews believe in the teachings of the
Talmud and act in accordance with its commands.

The teachings of the Christian Bible are available to all, for it
Is to be found everywhere. On the other hand, only a very few
non-Jews even so much as heard of the Talmud, and still fewer know
of its teachings, for it is scores of volumes in length and shrouded
in secrecy by the Jews.

Research Findings

The Jewish Encyclopedia, 1925 edition, says: “Modern cul-
ture, however, has gradually alienated from the study of the
Talmud a number of the Jews in the countries of progressive
civilization and it is now regarded by most of them merely as
one of the branches of Jewish theology, to which only a limited
amount of time can be devoted, although it occupies a promi-
nent place in the curricula of the rabbinical seminaries. . . .
The study of the Talmud has even attracted the attention of
non-Jewish scholars; and it has been included in the curricula
of universities/*

The Hebrew Bible, which is called the Old Testament, is
available in all religious book stores and in most libraries; and
probably in many Christian Churches. Van Hyning has here
performed some intellectual sleight-of-hand by posing the New
Testament against the Talmud. The Talmud is not a Bible.
Any individual or institution can purchase the Talmud, and
it is available for study by anyone. The Talmud has been ex-
pertly translated into good English, and is obtainable in most
good public libraries. It has also been translated into German,
French, and other languages. When Chief Justice Earl Warren
took a course of study in the Talmud several years ago, the
professional anti-Semites screamed to the high heavens. Perhaps
one of the reasons is that it upsets the “shrouded in secrecy"
nonsense.

Van H yning Leaflet

“The Talmud refers to Jesus Christ as the bastard son of a harlot
(Kallah, Ib, 18b)/’
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R esearch Findings

Kallah, Ib, 18b. The quotation does not exist in this vol-
ume. This is a complete fabrication, and even the reference
numbers are fabricated.

Van Hyning Leaflet

f“ Jesus *s blasphemed as a fool (Schabbath, 104b), a conjurer
Toldoth Jeschu), and idolater. (Sanhedrin 103a) and a seducer
Sanhedrin 107b).”

Research Findings

Schabbath, 104b. The correct spelling for the name of this
volume is Shabbath. It does not make an evaluation of anyone,
but rather reports a dialogue: “It was taught, Rabbi Eliezer
said to the Sages: But did not Ben Stada bring forth witch-
craft from Egypt by means of scratches (in the form of charms)
upon his flesh? He was a fool, answered they, and proof can-
not be adduced from fools.”

The professional anti-Semites are relying here on the theory
that the Talmudic scholars meant Jesus when they referred to
Ben Stada. A British scholar, R. Travers Herford, gives it as
his opinion in “Christianity in Talmud and Midrash” (p. 37)
that Ben Stada means Jesus of Nazareth. Further on, however,
he says: “. . . The Talmud has preserved only a very vague
and confused recollection of Jesus” (p. 83). And he points out
that some people argue “that there are in the Talmud two
persons called Jesus, neither of whom is the historical Jesus
of Nazareth” (p. 347).

Toldoth Jeschu is a book from the Middle Ages. It is not a
part of the Talmud.

Sanhedrin, 103a. Van Hyning’s claim that it calls Jesus an
idolater is a complete fabrication.

Sanhedrin, 107b. This distortion of the truth by Van Hy-
ning is based upon a legendary story in this portion of the
Talmud. As it is actually related, Jesus and his teacher met a
woman at a wayside inn; Jesus admired her extreme beauty.
For this the teacher severely admonished him and dismissed
him as a pupil. The rabbis in the Talmud sharply criticized
the teacher for his harshness and severity towards Jesus.

Van H yning Leaflet

“The Talmud teaches that Jesus died like a beast and was buried
in that ‘dirt heap* .. . where they throw the dead bodies of dogs and

169



asses, and where the sons of Ssau (the Christians) and of Ismael (the
Turks), also Jesus and Mohammed, uncircumsized and unclean like
dead dogs, are buried (Zobar, 111, 282)/*

Research Findings

Zobar, 111, 282. This is a cabalistic work that came into
being during the Middle Ages. It is not a part of the Talmud.
The entire “quotation' is a complete fabrication.

Van Hyning Leaflet

“One of the basic doctrines of the Talmud is that all non-
Talmudists rank as non-humans, that they are not like men, but
beasts (Kerithuth, 6b, p. 78)”.

Research Findings

Kerithuth, 6b, p. 78. Even the numbering system is a fab-
rication. 6b means page 6, side 2. Consequently, page 78 can
have no relation to 6b. This claim is based upon a particular
dialogue in which reference is made specifically to heathens
in a fashion comparable to that of the many Christian preachers
who today still thunder away with the doctrine that only those
who accept Jesus Christ will be *“saved.” Obviously no sane
person with a semblance of decency would condemn present-
day Jews for the dialogue of some individual religious philoso-
phers 1700 years ago. Rabbi Morris Joseph summarizes very
well the present-day religious posture of the Jews in his Juda-
ism as Creed and Life: “Judaism teaches not only that the
Divine Love is freely offered to all men, whatever their religion
may be, but that their religion is itself the instrument by which
they may win it. They are sure of the Divine fellowship if only
they will follow the good way that their conscience points out
to them.” The professional anti-Semites, who assiduously scru-
tinize Jewish writings for something they can twist to their
special needs, somehow manage to overlook the writings of
scholars like Rabbi Morris Joseph.

Van Hyning Leaflet

“A JEW WHO KILLS A CHRISTIAN COMMITS NO SIN,
BUT OFFERS AN ACCEPTABLE SACRIFICE TO GOD. ‘Even
the best of the non-Jews should be killed/ (Abhodah Zarah, 26b
Tosepoth).”

170



R esearch Findings

Abhodah Zarah, 26b, Tosepoth. Tosepoth is not a part of
the Talmud. It is a collection of commentaries on the Talmud.
In the passage alluded to by Van Hyning, Tosepoth quotes a
Talmudic source as stating that the command of killing all
Canaanites was applicable only during the war against them.

Van Hyning Leaflet

“The following quotations from and about the Talmud should be
of interest to all Christians. Note: ‘COY’ means non-Jews; ‘GOYIM’
is plural for Goy.”

“Jehovah Himself studies the Talmud standing, he has such
respect for that book (Tract Medulla).”

Research Findings

Tract Mechilla. No such book exists in the Talmud. Fur-
thermore, the internal evidence in the alleged quotation sug-
gests crude fabrication. The Talmud is not “that book”; it is
a collection of volumes.

Van Hyning Leaflet

“Every goy who studies the Talmud and every Jew who helps
him in it, ought to die. (Sanhedrin, 59a Abhodah Zarah 8-6).”

Research Findings

Abhodah Zarah 8-6. Insofar as this volume is concerned the
guotation is a complete fabrication. Even the reference num-
ber is incorrect. It should read “Abhodah Zarah, 8a or 8b.” A
number such 8-6 can never exist in the Talmud.

Sanhedrin, 59a. Here there is reported a dialogue between
two Rabbis, the first of whom does indeed fanatically advocate
death for a heathen who studies the Torah (the Pentateuch,
not the Talmud). The second Rabbi effectively demolishes his
colleague’s argument by pointing out that the heathen who
studies the Torah succeeds in elevating himself to the status
of a High Priest.

Van Hyning Leaflet

“To communicate anything to a goy about our religious relations
would be equal to the killing of all Jews, for if the goyim knew
what we teach about them they would Kill us openly. (Libbre
David 37).”
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R esearch Findings

Libbre David 37. This is a complete fabrication. No such
book exists in the Talmud or in the entire Jewish literature.
Here again there is some internal evidence of the work of the
fabricator. Libbre is probably a corruption of Liber, which
is part of “Liber David”, the Latin for Book of David (the
psalms of the Bible).

Van Hyning Leaflet

“A Jew should and must make a false oath when the goyim asks
If our books contain anything against them. (Szaaloth-Utszabot, The
Book of Jore Dia 17).”

Research Findings

The Book of Jore Dia 17. No such statement appears. This
Is a complete fabrication.

Szaaloth-Utszabot. There is no such book in the Talmud.
These two words are part of the title of some 1500 books, but
by themselves they mean only “responses.”

Van Hyning Leaflet

“The Jews are human beings, but the nations of the world are not
human beings but beasts. (Baba Mecia 114-6).”

Research Findings

Baba Mecia 114-6. This quotation is a complete fabrication.
Even the numbering is incorrect. There can be no 114-6; it
has to be 114a or 114b.

Van Hyning Leaflet

“When the Messiah comes every Jew will have 2800 slaves. (Sim-
eon Haddarsen, fol. 56D).”

Research Findings

Simeon Haddarsen, fol. 56D. There is no such book in the
Talmud. It is actually the name of a 10th century Bible com-
mentator. The “fol. 56D” is an invention.

Van Hyning Leaflet

“Jehovah created the non-Jew in human form so that the Jew
would not have to be served by beasts. The non-Jew is consequently
an animal in human form, and condemned to serve the Jew day
and night. (Midrash Talpioth, 225-L).”
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R esearch Findings

Midrash Talpioth, 225-L. This is not a volume of the Tal-
mud. It is something composed by a Turkish Jew in the 18th
century. His name was Elijah ben Solomon Abraham, ha-
Kohen.

Van Hyning Leaflet

“As soon as the King Messiah will declare himself, He will de-
stroy Rome and make a wilderness of it. Thorns and weeds will
grow in the Pope's palace. Then he will start a merciless war on
non-Jews and will overpower them. He will slay them in masses,
kill their kings and lay waste the whole Roman land. He will say
to the Jews: ‘I am the King Messiah for whom you have been wait-
Ing. Take the silver and the gold from the goyim." (Josiah 60, Rabbi
Abarbanel to Daniel 7, 13).”

Research Findings

Josiah 60. This is not a volume from the Talmud. There
Is no book of that title in existence. The last sentence of the
alleged quotation, “Take the silver and gold from the goyim”,
clashes head-on with the basic teachings and philosophy of
Judaism. The rest of the alleged quotation differs very little
from hundreds of similar reverse statements that are being
made daily by fundamentalist Christian preachers. In these
statements, the second coming of Christ is predicted as being
iImminent, and many precise details are predicted, including a
thermonuclear war that will wipe out all except those who
accept Jesus.

Van Hyning Leaflet

“A Jew may do to a non-Jewess what he can do. He may treat
her as he treats a piece of meat. (Nadarine, 20, B; Schulchan Aruch,
Choszen Hamiszpat 348).”

Research Findings

Nadarine 20. This is a falsified version, designed to inflame
passions in the same manner as the Southern Racists try to
promote the idea that every Negro man will rape white women.
The actual quotation is: “The Rabbis say: That whatever a
man wants to do with his wife he may do; just as he can pre-
pare meat to suit his fancy.” This concept of male superiority
of 1700 years ago bears no relationship to the philosophy and



conduct of present-day Jewry. To represent this as the teach-
ings of Judaism in the twentieth century is to perpetrate a palp-
able fraud. Van Hyning perpetrated the additional fraud of
twisting it into a Jew vs. Gentile problem.

Van Hyning Leaflet

“A Jew may rob a goy—that is, he may cheat him in a bill, if
unlikely to be perceived by him. (Schulchan Aruch, Choszen Ham-
Iszpat 348)."

Research Findings

Schulchan Aruch, Choszen Hamiszpat 348. This is not a
part of the Talmud. It is actually part of a collection of Bib-
lical commentaries composed in the sixteenth century. The
actual text in this volume says that it is forbidden to steal even
a small item from Jew or non-Jew, from children or from
adults. One of the commentators remarks that in dealing with
an idolater it would be permissible to use artifice or stratagem
to effect repayment of a loan. He then adds that others say that
to do it intentionally is forbidden, but if the idolater makes a
mistake in one’s favor, it is proper to accept the advantage that
accrues. However, it is pointed out that the famous Rabbi
Maimonedes is vigorously opposed to such procedures.

Van Hyning Leaflet

“All property of other nations belongs to the Jewish nation,
which consequently is entitled to seize upon it without any scruples.
An orthodox Jew is not bound to observe principles of morality
towards people of other tribes. He may act contrary to morality,
if profitable to himself or to Jews in general. (Schulchan Aruch,
Choszen Hamiszpat 348).”

Research Findings

Schulchan Aruch, Choszen Hamiszpat 348. This is a com-
plete fabrication.

Van H yning Leaflet

“On the house of the goy one looks as on the fold of cattle.
(Tosefta, Erubin VIII, 1).”

Research Findings

Tosefta, Erubin VIII, 1. This is a complete fabrication.
Tosefta is not a part of the Talmud.
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Van Hyning Leaflet

“H ow to Interpret the word ‘robbery'. A goy is forbidden to steal,
rob or take women slaves, etc., from a goy or Jew. But the Jew is
NOT forbidden to do all this to a goy. (Tosefta, Abhodah Zarah
VI, 5).”

Research Findings

Tosefta, Abhodah Zarah, VIII, 5. This is a complete fabri-
cation. Tosefta is not a part of the Talmud.

Van Hyning Leaflet

“All vows, oaths, promises, engagements, and swearing, which,
beginning this very day of reconciliation, we intend to vow, promise,
swear, and bind ourselves to fulfill, we repent of beforehand; let
them be illegalized, acquitted, annihilated, abolished, valueless, un-
important. Our vows shall be no vows, and our oaths no oaths at
all. (Schulchan Aruch, Edit. 1, 136).”

Research Findings

Schulchan Aruch, Edit. 1, 136. This is not from the Tal-
mud. This is actually a garbled version of the Kol Nidre prayer.
The reference to “Edit. 1, 136” it completely meaningless.

Van Hyning Leaflet

“At the time of the Cholhamoed the transaction of any kind of
business is forbidden. But it is permitted to cheat a goy, because
cheating of goyim at any time pleases the Lord. (Schulchan Aruch,
Orach Chaim 539).”

Research Findings

Schulchan Aruch, Orach Chaim 539. This is a complete
fabrication.

Van Hyning Leaflet

“If a Jew be called upon to explain any part of the rabbinic
books, he ought to give only a false explanation. Who ever will
violate this order shall be put to death. (Libbre David 37).”

Research Findings

Libbre David 37. There is no such book, as previously noted.

If the reader’s sense of decency and propriety has been out-
raged by this collection of lies and fabrications, what is to be
said about the rest of Van Hyning’s leaflet which follows imme-
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diately after her list of charges against the Jews? It may tax
the reader’s credulity, but Van Hyning did have the brazen
effrontery to say the following right after telling such shock-
ing lies:

Is it necessary to give any more of these quotations, to show the
average intelligent American citizen that these Jewish people are
not to be trusted? THERE ARE THOUSANDS OF SIMILAR
PASSAGES IN ALL OF THE JEWISH WRITINGS, but after
reading these few, they ought to be enough to bring these questions
to the mind of patriots:

How can a Jew take the oath of naturalization and become an
American citizen? And, is it unjust to observe he may be valueless
if not dangerous to American society?

How can a Jew legally and morally take the oath of Public Office?
How can a Jew be expected to act as a worthy and ethical leaven
in the capacity of publisher, editor, correspondent; theatrical pro-
ducer or director; banker, statesman, congressman, or educator of
American Youth?

“HATE-MONGERING”

Much has been said about so-called anti-Jewish “hate-mongering”.
While a great many self-sacrificing Christians have been smeared,
persecuted and falsely branded as “hate-mongers,” the masters of
“hate-mongering,” the TALMUDIC JEWS, have gone unchallenged.

Talk about “hate-literature”! Could there possibly be any more
vicious “hate-literature’™ than that Jewish cesspool of filth and
hatred, the Talmud? And when it comes to inciting to violence, the
Talmud, with its commands to Kkill Christians is unsurpassed.

We will leave it up to any impartial jury to decide. Who are the
real “hate-mongers”—the Talmudic Jews, or the Christian patriots
who seek to expose them?

Will you help in the distribution of this important leaflet? Order
as many copies as you can and distribute them to ministers and
public officials and to all your friends and relatives.

Far from unmasking the Talmud, the leaflet unmasks Van
Hyning and the techniques commonly used by the hate-ped-
dling fraternity.

The Rev. Gerald L. K. Smith distributes free, a tract in
which is quoted most of the Van Hyning fabrications. The
tract states that it is a reprint from The Cross and The Flag.
Smith has added some additional chamber-of-horrors items,
which are obvious frauds. It is hard to tell whether Smith has
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cribbed from Van Hyning or vice versa. One thing is certain:
once a fabrication or forgery gets started, it travels with light-
ning speed from one hate sheet to another across state and
national boundaries.

Common Sense of June 15, 1964, carried a falsification of the
Talmud, which had some elements of humor, in a perverse
sort of way:

A single sentence near the end of a long, rambling column in the
Los Angeles B'nai B'rith Messenger of October 25, 1957, is more
thought-provoking than many a book. The columnist, Rabbi Charles
W. Steckel, PhD., Temple Beth Israel, Sierra Madre, California,
writes:

“According to Jewish tradition the universe, our world, survives

because of the 36 righteous men (Lamed-Vovenic) who are hidden

so that no one knows about them.”

Rabbi Steckel added that he was “deeply convinced” that a cer-
tain Swedish Jew, Raoul Wallenberg, now dead, was one of them.
As he was taken to the Soviet Union after the war and never was
heard of again, till, ten years later, the Soviet said he had died in
1947.

Conde McGinley, the editor of Common Sense, found some-
thing incriminating in the sentence he quoted from Rabbi
Steckel’s article, although it should be clear, without further
research, that Rabbi Steckel was relating a legendary story at
the conclusion of his article, in order to pay tribute in alle-
gorical form to the memory of Raoul Wallenberg. But McGin-
ley saw an opportunity almost seven years later to strike another
blow at the Jews. Apart from his gratuitous speculation that
Raoul Wallenberg “May have been a Communist”, McGinley
placed this headline over his story:

RABBI SAYS 36 JEWS RULE JEWISH WORLD

There you have it, the old canard about secret Jewish power!
On page 512 of The Universal Jewish Encyclopedia we find:

LAMED VAV ZADDIKIM, “the thirty-six righteous men,” who,
according to Jewish legend, live unrecognized and unsuspecting in
the world, and to whose piety the world owes its continued existence
(Suk. 45b). The popular term for them is Lamed-Vovnik or Nistar,
“hidden saint.” They are generally humble people unostentatiously
plying their trade as artisans, usually tailors or shoemakers, until
some untoward calamity threatening the Jewish community arouses
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them to their appointed duty. They then emerge from their ob-
scurity, perform some act by which the calamity is averted, and
retlrg into obscurity in some town where they would not be recog.
nized.

There is, of course, nothing in this legendary story of folk
heroes to justify the headline about 36 Jews ruling the Jewish
world. Every people, every nation has its legends and its leg-
endary heroes. Imagine some rabid anti-American agitator, who
would take the story of George Washington (chopping down a
cherry tree in his youth) and build that legend into a gro-
tesque theory that all Americans are vandals!

It so happens that Rabbi Steckel’s article in the B’nai B’rith
Messenger of October 25, 1957 is a beautiful tribute to the
heroism of Raoul Wallenberg, the special emissary of King
Gustav V of Sweden. It was largely through his perseverance
and dedication that over 100,000 Hungarian Jews were rescued
from extermination by the Nazis. Rabbi Steckel entitled his
article: “Wallenberg—A Saint.” There are 22 column-inches of
narrative before you arrive at the sentence McGinley pounced
upon, and distorted. At the end, Rabbi Steckel did say:

According to Jewish tradition the universe, our world, survives
because of the 36 righteous men (Lamed-Vovenic) who are hidden
so that no ones knows about them. I am deeply convinced that
Raoul Wallenberg is one of them.

When you read the entire story with its headline, “Wallen-
berg—A Saint/1 it is clear that Rabbi Steckel’s final sentence
about Wallenberg is a metaphorical tribute in the context of a
legendary and allegorical story about thirty-six pious men who
perform deeds of heroism without fanfare. Surely, such a beau-
tiful legend should not be sullied.

Another American used the legend of Lamad-Vovenic for
honest purposes. At the Democratic National Convention in
August of 1964, the late Ambassador Adlai Stevenson paid a
beautiful tribute to the memory of Eleanor Roosevelt. The
following are the opening three paragraphs of his speech:

~ She was a lady—a lady for all seasons. And like her husband, our
immortal leader, she left “a name to shine on the entablatures of
truth—forever."
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There is, | believe, a legend in the Talmud which tells us that
in any period of man's history the heavens themselves are held in
place by the virtue, love, and shining integrity of 12 just men.
/Stevenson was in error. It is 36 men.—M.K.) They are completely
unaware of this function. They go about their daily work, their
humble chores—doctors, teachers, workers, farmers (never, alas,
lawyers, so | understand), just ordinary devoted citizens—and mean-
while the rooftree of creation is supported by them alone.

And | think perhaps there are times when nations or movements
or great political parties are similarly sustained in their purposes
and being by the pervasive, unconscious influence of a few great
men and women. Can we here, in the Democratic Party, doubt that
Eleanor Roosevelt, throughout her selfless life, had in some measure
the keeping of the party's conscience in her special care? That her
standards and integrity steadied our own? That her judgment per-
suaded the doubters and“too-soon despairers”? That her will stiff-
ened the waverers and encouraged the strong?

Too bad that Conde McGinley died before Adlai Stevenson
made that speech. Imagine with what gusto McGinley could
have written a story about that speech, using the following
headline:

ADLAI STEVENSON REVEALS
Eleanor's Secret Ties to the 36 Jewish Rulers!

Some twenty-five years ago a very brilliant Roman Catholic
scholar, Dr. Joseph N. Moody, wrote an essay entitled “What
Is The Talmud?'" which appeared in a publication called Wis-
dom. It was reprinted in pamphlet form by the Trinity League
of the Paulist Fathers* educational division in New York City.
The following excerpts from Dr. Moody's pamphlet summarize
our discussion very well:

Page 7. Since the emancipation and the entrance of the Jew into
the cultural activities of the West, the importance of the Talmud
has diminished, and today it is regarded as a branch of theological
learning, and its study is relegated to the rabbinical seminaries.
Page 8. Although later Christian scholars have come to appreciate
it and to study it objectively, modern anti-Semites of the pagan
variety have made it one of their chief objectives in their campaign
of slander.

Page 9. It was the fruit of more than twenty-five hundred separate
authors and its production took a thousand years. Hence it con-
tains the most diverse, and often contradictory, opinions on a great
variety of subjects and includes “the most varied shades of piety
and ethical-thinking, casual dialogues of a general nature, private
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utterances of teachers totally devoid of any binding implication/*
Selected quotations from this huge storehouse of fact and thought,
law and fancy, must be made cautiously. It is obviously unfair to
take a few passages and say: “Behold this is the book,” or “These
are thy Gods, O Israel.”

Page 13. When we examine the Talmud for references to Christ or
Christianity, we are struck by the remarkably few references to sub-
jects which must have been of profound interest to the authors of
the work. There are no contemporary references to Christ, and the
few found are all late and legendary. There is no mention of either
Christ or the Christian religion in the Mishna, and only casual ones
in the Gemara.

The misuse of real and imaginary quotations from the Tal-
mud is only effective with people who believe the nonsense
about an international Jewish conspiracy. It is incredible, but
true, that there are many people who believe in the monolithic
nature of Jews. According to this theory, Jews work in unison
and follow a central leadership from some mysterious, hidden
world headquarters. The anti-Semites, who spread this canard,
will quite often spread another falsehood, which contradicts
the concept of a monolithic Jewish people. As the anti-Semites
tell it, there is not and cannot be unity among Jews, because
when six Jews get together they want to start seven synagogues,
so that everyone can be the president of a synagogue.

The facts of life, of course, disprove the monolithic nature
of the Jews. Under comparable economic and social conditions,
Jews function the same as other members of the human race.
In the normal course of living, only an infinitesimal portion of
the Jews come in contact with the Talmud, and most assuredly
none of them would be guided by anything written hundreds
of years ago that would clash with their present-day code of
ethics and morality. One can frankly admit that there are some
things in the Talmud which modern people would reject, and
one can also concede that some of the ancient Talmudists
expressed some ideas that are repugnant to people in the
present era. To argue that present-day Jews are responsible for
and are guided by everything written hundreds of years ago,
Is to display either ignorance or malevolence. Modern Jews,
who study the Talmud, are just as selective as any other people
who study ancient documents. They accept that which makes
sense to them and reject that which is unwise, untenable, and
outmoded.
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The Hluminati Hoax

One of the most effective weapons in the arsenal of anti-
Semitic and Fascistic rabble-rousers is the Illuminati hoax.
Aside from the fact that certain types of people enjoy being
regaled with stories about secret societies, secret oaths, secret
rituals, secret plans, and secret agents—the very name Illumi-
nati, seems to be cloaked with an aura of mystery. Conse-
quently, it lends itself to a variety of interpretations and
phoney conspiracy stories.

The Rev. Gerald L. K. Smith, in the January, 1965, issue
of The Cross and The Flag, advises his readers that they have
thirteen enemies, and he lists them in the order of importance.
First on the list is the International Bankers, promoted by the
Rothschilds, Warburgs, Kuhn, Loeb and Co. (In the world of
Gerald L. K. Smith there are no powerful Gentile bankers.)
Second on his list are the Illuminati. Third is Zionism. Fourth
Is Bilderberger Conferences. And the Soviet Union is listed as
the thirteenth!

The Rev. Oren Fenton Potito, in his hate sheet, National
Christian News} of January, 1965, has a rip-roaring expos”™ of
“Satan’s organization, The Illuminati.” Potito avers that the
IHluminati was founded on May 1, 1776 by “the renegade Jew
Weishaupt.” To a world breathlessly awaiting his great dis-
coveries, Potito announces:

Indeed, the Jews, Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels, in their ne-
farious works on Socialism and the instigation of the first Inter-
national, incorporated the Illuminati program bodily. The fact that
communism is nothing but the Jew Weishaupt's satanism has not
been generally revealed. The point that we are getting at is, that
the Jews had in Illuminism exactly the weapon they needed to effect
their world takeover.

Potito emerges as an original discoverer of “hidden” items
of history, when he declares:

George 11l did not have the English Soldiers requisite to fight
a successful war with the Colonies, yet was egged on by predatory
and scheming Jews in the New World, of whom American his-
torians are careful to make no mention.

The reader will perhaps appreciate the thrust of Potito’s dia-
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tribe by learning that on the next page Potito reprints in its
entirety the long and infamous letter of the Nazi leader, Her-
mann Goering, to Winston Churchill. The reason, of course, is
that Georing's ranting bolsters Potito’s anti-Semitic IHluminati
story.

The hate sheet of the Louisiana (White) Citizens Councils,
The Councilor, in its issue of February 1, 1965, quoted data
from an editorial in the Christian Science Monitor of June 19,
1920. According to The Councilor, the editorial stated that
Adam Weishaupt is really the father of Communism, not Karl
Marx; that there is an international conspiracy which aims to
erect a world despotism ruled by anti-Christians. Councilor
states that the editor of Christian Science Monitor was replaced
for indulging in this venture into IHluminism.10

In its issue of April 9, 1965, The Councilor amused its
readers with a thrilling mystery story, which says in part:

A confession written 78 years ago may shed new light on the role
of a secret society in the assassination of American presidents—in-
cluding Abraham Lincoln.

Even before the death of Kennedy, the Councilor had clues which
pointed to the existence in New Orleans of a secret society orga-
nized nearly 200 years ago in Bavaria. This society uses political
assassination as a method of controlling world money markets.

Other historians have linked this group to Jacobism, Bolshevism
anld Communism. Councilor investigations seek to determine its
role in:

a. Starting the U.S. Civil War,

b. The death of American presidents from Lincoln forward, and

c. Its part, if any, in U.S. money policy and favoritism in such
matters as military procurement and federal contracts.

The organization was the Bavarian Illuminati.

The Reverend Kenneth Goff told his followers in The Pil-
grim Torch, July 1965:

Many have requested from our office the information as to whom
has taken the place of Bernard Baruch who died during the past
month. The new head of the World's llluminati is Sidney Weinberg.

10  In a letter to the author, Mr. Erwin D. Canham, the distinguished editor of
the Monitor, points out that in 1920: “Our Board of Directors had lost actual
operating control and the then Editor was writing editorials reflecting his own
Itd%aiS(' This particular editorial crops up in anti-Semitic literature from time to
1
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Colonel Walter L. Furbershaw, chairman of the committee
on un-American and subversive activities of the swanky Union
League Club of Chicago and former U.S. Army intelligence
officer, wrote an essay entitled “International Communism: Its
Origin and Growth,” which is based on the Illluminati hoax.
Congressman Ralph E. Church dignified this nonsense by plac-
ing it in the Congressional Record on February 24, 1949. Frank
Capell, in turn, quoted it from the Congressional Record in
his Herald of Freedom of December 2, 1966, Religious News
Edition.

Rev. Gerald L. K. Smith got into the act again, in The Cross
and The Flag of February, 1967. He published an article
by Frank Capell, entitled “The Temple of Understanding.”
It seems that a group representing the six major world religions
are planning to build a Temple of Understanding in an area
just south of Washington, D.C. Capell begins his smear attack
by quoting the Ultra-Rightist columnist, Edith Kermit Roose-
velt, who referred to the leaders of this project as “the Illumi-
nati, Masters of Wisdom.” Then Capell takes us through a
Red-Baiting attack on many of the clergymen who are involved
in this undertaking, and finally advises:

The plan of the llluminati, doing Satan's work, is to destroy
religion by combining the religions of the world into a “Brother-
hood of Man."*

The Temple of Understanding, an occult Illuminati enterprise,
IS a major step in the direction of establishing this single religion
of the Brotherhood of Man.

Apparently Capell considers the Brotherhood of Man to be
a dangerous doctrine; in fact he considers it an attack upon
religion. He reports that at the Annual Presidential Prayer
Breakfast on February 5, 1964, President Johnson said that “a
fitting memorial to the God that made us all” should be estab-
lished in Washington. All of which impels Capell to inquire:

Is the Temple of Understanding what he had in mind? Does it
signify the death of God and the rise of illuminized man?

Myron C. Fagan, impresario of the Ultra-Rightist propa-
ganda outfit, Cinema Educational Guild, states in his Novem-
ber 1966 News-Bulletin that the “United Nations is [the] spawn
of the llluminati” and that:
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The UN is today’s culmination of a plot that was launched back
in the 1760's when it first came into existence under the name of
The IHlluminati. This Hluminati was organized by one Adam Weis-
haupt, a Catholic priest, who defected at the behest (and financed)
of the Rothschilds.

There you have the great historical discovery of the century.
Fagan lets you in on information not available elsewhere. His
followers delight in getting the “inside dope.” And while the
Rev. Oren Potito stated that Adam Weishaupt was a Jew, My-
ron Fagan says he was a Catholic Priest. Weishaupt was actually
a Catholic, so Fagan uses him against the Jews by claiming he
was a tool of Jewish bankers. Fagan has the resourcefulness to
turn anything and everything into a Jewish and/or a Commu-
nist conspiracy. Fagan announces further that the Council on
Foreign Relations, which consists largely of people prominent
in business, banking, industry, government, journalism, and
education, is actually the Illuminati of the United States.

The following month Fagan became emboldened, and he
devoted his entire December, 1966, issue to the theme that the
Council on Foreign Relations is being “Completely unmasked
as ‘llluminati* in U.S.” Briefly summarized, his mental gyra-
tions produced the following points:

1. That the original plans for the Council on Foreign Re-
lations were created by Col. E. M. House, chief advisor to
President Woodrow Wilson. According to Fagan, Col. House
was the chief errand boy for the Jewish banker, Jacob H. Schiff.

2. That the idea of One-World Government was outlined
in “Philip Dru: Administrator,” a novel writtten by Col. House.

3. That the “CFR is the heartbeat and provides the inspira-
tion and motive power necessary to maintain the Illuminati
in the United States.”

4. That the graduated income tax was originated by Karl
Marx for the purpose of impoverishing the American people
and forcing Communism upon them; that all of Karl Marx’
writings were derived from original llluminati texts.

5. That for a number of years J. Edgar Hoover has been
trying to alert the American people to the subversion of youth
by Communists and the Council on Foreign Relations.

6. That forty years ago, Lenin, “oracle of the Russian Com-
munists and protege of the Rothschilds and Jacob H. Schiff,”
stated:
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First we will take Eastern Europe, next the masses of Asia, then
we shall encircle the last bastion of Capitalism, the United States
of America. We shall not have to attack—it will fall like overripe
fruit into our hands.”

(This is, of course, the Lenin Fabrication No. 2, that we have
previously discussed.)

Fagan concludes his “unmasking” of the Council on Foreign
Relations by giving a list of the alleged Illuminati conspirators
in the U.S.A. In addition to naming more than a dozen prom-
inent Jewish bankers, Fagan names Winthrop Aldrich, Henry
Luce, John Rockefeller, David Rockefeller, Leland Stowe, Hu-
bert Humphrey, and Brooks Hays.

The Rev. Billy James Hargis has written a book attacking
America's Liberal Press, by which he means the newspapers,
magazines, and broadcasting stations that have not completely
adopted an outright Ultra-Rightist position. In his “Distortion
by Design,” he slyly insinuates that newspaper columnist Walter
Lippmann may be allied with the Illuminati order. Then he
manages to insinuate that Lippmann derived some inspiration
for some of his ideas from “Philip Dru: Administrator,” which
was written by Col. House, whom Hargis calls “that master
conspirator of all time.”

Robert Welch and his public relations expert, John J. Rous-
selot,11 have loudly proclaimed that they and the John Birch
Society are not anti-Semitic. If their claims are to be accepted
as valid, it would seem to be essential that they explain why
Welch wrote a long essay in the Birchite magazine, American
Opinion, November 1966, entitled “The Truth in Time.”

Welch begins by quoting John E. Hoover, who is the most
widely-quoted person by almost all of the Ultra-Right groups.
Then Welch makes the following major points:

1. That the Hluminati had much to do in the planning and
Iinitiating of the French Revolution, which Welch calls “the
holocaust.”

2. That the Communist movement is only the tool of some-
thing that Welch calls “the total conspiracy.” According to
Welch, this *“total conspiracy” has given birth to “an inner
core of conspiratorial power,” which is able to direct and con-
trol world-wide subversive activities. Welch says he is not quite

li Since this was written, Mr. Rousselot publicly announced his resignation.
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sure that all this is caused by the machinations of the Hlumi-
nati, so he has decided to play it safe and just call this “inner
core”: the INSIDERS.

3. That by 1914 the INSIDERS brought about the adoption
of the Federal Reserve System, the graduated income tax, and
the direct election of U.S. Senators—all of which Welch views
with suspicion.

4. That ever since Adam Weishaupt founded the HHlumi-
nati, the INSIDERS have conspired to effectuate his stated
policy.

5. That in the Nineteenth Century the most important
split among mankind was between Jew and Gentile; that in
the present era the most important split is along the color line.

6. That the Communists have planted agents-provocateurs
to persuade John Birch Society members that Communism is
simply a Jewish conspiracy, and that therefore John Birch So-
ciety members are wasting their time in an organization which
refuses to name the real enemy, the Jews.

7. That the INSIDERS instigated World War I; and si-
multaneously the INSIDERS were plotting to convert our con-
stitutional republic into a democracy. Prominent in this plot,
according to Welch, was President Wilson’s assistant, Col. E.
M. House.

8. That in 1917 the INSIDERS of Europe and the United
States financed the seizure of power in Russia by *“Lenin,
Trotsky, and a relative handful of ruthless criminals.”

9. That, as matters stand now, we need to fight the enemy
by concentrating our efforts against “the Communist conspir-
acy.” At this point Welch has executed a neat bit of intellectual
sleight-of-hand, in a leap from his original premise about the
Communist movement being only the tool of something he
calls “the total conspiracy.”

10. That in 1933 President Franklin D. Roosevelt saved the
Soviet regime from financial collapse by extending diplomatic
recognition, thus signaling the start of “the alliance between
Washington and Moscow which has steadily grown stronger
ever since. . .”

11. That, with “plenty of help” from the INSIDERS within
a number of governments, Stalin brought on World War IlI.

12. That Stalin was able to forge an alliance with other
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countries to combat Hitler through the work of Stalin's agents
and the influence of the INSIDERS.

13. That the Communist principle of reversal came fully
into play at this point in history, and that “everything about
Communism is part of one Big Lie/’

14. That Communism is not a movement of the masses
against the ruling classes. Welch at this point propounds a
doctrine similar to that of the Australian medicine man, Dr.
Fred Schwarz of the Christian Anti-Communism Crusade. Ac-
cording to Welch:

Communism is, in every country, a drive for absolute power on the
part of a closely-knit gang of megalomaniacs. In most countries
these treasonous criminals come largely from the top social, educa-
tional, economic, and political circles.

(Apparently, Welch is too dull to realize what a left-handed
compliment he has handed the Communists in this last sen-
tence.)

15. That the U.S.A. foreign aid program was instigated by
the Communists as a means of building up world Communism,
but was sold to the American people as a means of blocking
Communist adviance—all this Welch explains, was done in ac-
cordance with the Communist principle of reversal, a political
concept invented by Welch. It is not known if he owns a copy-
right.

16. That another example of the Communist principle of
reversal is the establishment of the United Nations, which
Welch claims was originated by Communists, is controlled by
Communists, and increasingly carries out Communist pro-
grams.

17. That since 1945 *“the most powerful single force in pro-
moting Communism everywhere” has been the United States
Government.

18. That in 1945 “Stalin's longtime agent, Charles de
Gaulle," established himself as dictator of France.

19. That in the U.S.A. the Communists are using an ancient
Chinese strategy in full force against the anti-Communists:
breaking down the will to resist.

20. That the INSIDERS have the advantage of “almost two
hundred years of cumulative experience,” and that the Com-
munists have established formal rule over almost half the pop-
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ulation of the globe; and that the Communists have established
informal but preponderant influence over the rest of the gov-
ernments, except Spain, Portugal, West Germany, South Africa,
Nicaragua, Paraguay, Nationalist China, New Zealand, and
Australia. As for the U.S.A., Welch informs us that the Com-
munists and the INSIDERS “now have full working control
over our government.”

21. That the INSIDERS, with the help of “our government,
which the Communists already own,” have devised a strategy
which includes the deliberate breaking down of all morality,
the distortion and destruction of religious influences, the grad-
ual change of our republic into a democracy (which Welch
claims will lead to “a mobocratic dictatorship’), the carrying
on of a phoney war in Vietnam (which Welch claims is being
run on both sides by the Communists), and the surrender of
American sovereignty to the United Nations (which Welch
claims will “police” our country with foreign troops).

22. That *“today Moscow and Washington are, and for
many years have been, but two hands of one body controlled
by one brain.”

We hasten to caution the reader against jumping to the con-
clusion that Robert Welch is a psychotic. There is, in our opin-
ion, a better explanation for his dissemination of so much
confusion, misinformation, and obscurantism. This will be
dealt with in Volume II, under the heading of the role of the
John Birch Society. For the present, three observations are in
order:

a. The bibliography that Welch gives at the conclusion of his
essay shows that he follows the pattern of most zealots—he
reads mostly that which bolsters and reinforces his own prej-
udices (many of his reference books are written by unreliable
authors), b. The INSIDERS thesis can easily give support to
the anti-Semitic propagandists, c. Welch’s INSIDERS thesis
sounds suspiciously like a parody on the ILLUMINATI hoax.

The truth about the Illluminati, like other matters, is not
difficult to acquire. It needs only a little time and a modicum
of integrity. It appears that the first use of the name, Hluminati,
was by the anti-Nicene Church Fathers, who applied it to those
who agreed to be baptized. The idea was that a person who
received the instruction for baptism in the Apostolic faith had
become an enlightened or “illuminated” person. It is from.
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this metaphorical use of language that demagogues, rabble
rousers, and opportunists have concocted a weird, conspiratorial
theory of history.

Another IHluminati group was called the Alumbrados. It
originated in Spain about 1492, and was sometimes called Alu-
minados. For almost a hundred years, members of this group
were victims of the Spanish Inquisition, which considered its
philosophical tenets heretical. Around 1623 the principles of
this group seem to have been adopted by a Frenchman, Pierre
Guerin, whose followers were called Guerinets. An interna-
tional philosophical order, known as the Rosicrucians, has also
been called the Illuminati. It is believed to have been founded
In 1422, and was first established in the U.S.A. in 1693. Benja-
min Franklin and Thomas Jefferson were among its early offi-
cers.

The Illluminati group which seems to furnish the most am-
munition to the rabble rousers is the one founded by Adam
Weishaupt in Germany, on May 1, 1776. Weishaupt was a
former Jesuit priest, who was professor of canon law at Ingol-
stadt. His philosophical principles had attraction for many
prominent people, including the poet, Goethe. Branches of
the order of llluminati were established in most of the Euro-
pean countries. Internal problems and dissensions, as well as
an edict by the Bavarian government in 1785 to outlaw the
order, finally caused the Illluminati to virtually disappear, ex-
cept as a scarecrow to frighten the gullible.

The Baruch Levy Hoax

Professional anti-Semites are continually discovering secret
Jewish *“conspiracies” with which to inflame the passions of
their ignorant followers. Simple-minded people avidly accept
the simple-minded explanation that all of the world’s troubles
are caused by the Jews. There is a regular business of producing
forged Jewish documents, and it is very plain to any serious
student that hate peddlers have scoured the earth in search of
“documents,” which are then placed in files, for use at ap-
propriate times. Thus we find that a reactionary magazine, Re-
vue De Paris, in its issue of June 1, 1928, carried a long and
boring article in French, whose translated title is “The Secret
Origins of Bolshevism: Henry Heine and Karl Marx.” It is a
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vicious, anti-Semitic article, which tells of a Jewish “conspiracy”
to conquer the world and then ties this imaginary conspiracy
to Communism. As part of its “proof,” it quotes from an al-
leged letter from one, Baruch Levy, to Karl Marx, the co-founder
of the modern Communist movement. Nowhere in the article is
there any inkling of who Baruch Levy could possibly be, except-
ing that he is referred to as a Neo-Messianist (whatever that is
supposed to denote). The Baruch Levy “letter” outlines a Jew-
ish plan to take over the world. Nowhere in the writings of
Karl Marx is there any mention of Baruch Levy and/or his
alleged letter. In fact, one can be reasonably certain Marx
would have consigned it to the incinerator, if such a letter had
reached him. Revue De Paris does not state where it obtained
the alleged letter. The obvious reason—that it is a fraud—can
easily be deduced from the internal evidence. Its leitmotif is
almost identical with the central theme of the Rabbi Rabinovich
fabrication (which we have already discussed) and the fraud-
ulent Protocols of the Elders of Zion (which we will soon ex-
amine). In other words, any sane person, who has a knowledge
of history, can readily recognize the Baruch Levy letter as a
palpable fraud.

Thirty-seven years later, Hal Hunt quoted the Baruch Levy
letter on the front page of his hate sheet, National Chronicle
of March 11, 1965, along with the Kol Nidre hoax and other
fraudulent items. How did the editor of a small-circulation
sheet obtain an article from a Parisian magazine and how did
he obtain an English translation of this essay? The answers are
obvious to anyone who does research into the propaganda tech-
niques of the hate publications: it is a stock item, which travels
from one hate publication to another, because the members
of this fraternity read and dote on each other’s fulminations.
The Baruch Levy hoax has appeared periodically, and will
probably continue to be used until there is no longer a market
for this kind of merchandise.

We asked Dr. Herbert Aptheker, Director of the American
Institute for Marxist Studies, to do some additional research
about the alleged letter from Baruch Levy to Karl Marx. In
a letter, dated September 5, 1967, Dr. Aptheker stated:

I have examined five of the biographies of Marx . . . including
those by Mehring, Ruhle, Postgate, Eastman, Lewis . . . and find

190



no mention of anything in any way resembling the material you
guote from Baruch Levy. In all my reading in Marxism . . . con-
siderable for about 33 years ... | have never seen anything re-
motely like that. Let me add that | have examined the indexes of
all 6 volumes . . . Volumes 27 through 32 . . . of the Marx-Engels
Werke (Dietz Verlag, Berlin, 1963-1965) and find no mention of a
Baruch Levy or any indication of any letter in any way similar to
that you mention. These are the volumes which contain the letters
... Briefe ... of Marx and Engels, commencing in 1842 and going
through 1870 (all so far published). I think one may therefore say
with great confidence that the letter is a hoax, as one would believe
In any case from its contents.

The Blood Libel

For upwards of a thousand years the Jews have been plagued,
tortured, and murdered as a result of the circulation of the
myth that they indulge in ritual murders of two kinds. The
first is supposed to be a blood sacrifice, in observance of alleged
Jewish religious teachings. This is supposed to require the se-
cret murder of a Christian, usually an adult, and the draining
of his blood onto the ground. An examination of the literature
of the professsional anti-Semites would seem to indicate that
the inspiration for this canard comes from the Old Testament
story of Abraham agreeing to kill with a knife his first-born
son, Isaac, as an offering to God, who had commanded him to
do so. It never occurs to the dim-wits who believe the blood
libel myth that, if God commanded Abraham to slay his son,
they can hardly blame Abraham, and certainly not his descen-
dants of thousands of years later. The dim-wits hardly realize
that they come pretty close to accusing God of advocating rit-
ual murder, when they use the Biblical story to prove the
“original sin” of the Jews. Competent Biblical scholars con-
sider this story in a symbolic, rather than a literal sense. The
writer keenly remembers that, when he studied the Old Testa-
ment in his boyhood days, the rabbi explained it as God's way
of testing Abraham's loyalty and that God would not have
permitted Abraham to consummate the sacrifice and that he
did have an angel order Abraham to call off the slaying of
Isaac.

The gentlemen who circulate the ritual murder canard in
this country—yes; it is being circulated openly right now—
never explain how the Jews could be so clever that they have
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not been convicted of one single ritual murder these past 191
years, since the founding of the Republicl Can it be possible
that all the police and detectives in this country are inferior to
Czarist police and others, who have in past eras framed Jews
on such charges? The anti-Semitic gentlemen have an expla-
nation: the Jews buy up all the police, all the detectives, all
the prosecutors, all the judges, all the juries, and all the media
of communications! Yes, there are people who believe this non-
sense.

Perhaps the reader thinks that frame-ups on ritual murder
charges can happen only in backward countries, but that it
can’t happen here. Not only can it happen here, it did happen
here! In Atlanta, Georgia, during 1913, Leo Frank, a young
Jewish manager of a pencil factory, was arrested and charged
with the rape murder of a fourteen-year old employee of the fac-
tory. Incited by a flood of inflammatory anti-Semitic tracts and
pamphlets, a lynch mob surrounded the court house where the
hapless Leo Frank was being tried. With guns pointed directly
at the judge and jury, the mobsters shouted repeatedly: “Hang
the Jew!” The mob’s leaders threatened to kill the judge and

the jury unless Leo Frank was sentenced to hang. He was sen-
tenced to hang!

Newspapers all over the country protested that the trial was
a farce, a mockery of justice. Even the Atlanta Journal editori-
ally protested that Leo Frank had not had a fair trial. Distin-
guished lawyers throughout the country, who reviewed the
trial record and the evidence, protested that the sentencing of
Leo Frank was contrary to the weight of evidence, that it was
a gross miscarriage of justice. In spite of ugly threats and the
mounting pressures generated by professional anti-Semites,
Governor John M. Slaton courageously commuted the death
sentence to life imprisonment. As a protection against the lynch
mobs, Governor Slaton ordered Frank moved to the maximum
security prison at Millidgeville.12 But prison walls are no bar-
riers to the poison of prejudice, and Leo Frank was repeatedly
assulted by white and Negro prisoners, who believed the blood
libel canard: that Leo Frank, the Jew, had performed a ritual
murder of a Christian girl. Finally, one of the convicts slashed

12 When his term of office expired, Governor Slaton had to leave the state in
order to save his own life from the mob.
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Frank’s throat, and he had to be transferred to the prison hos-
pital.

On August 15, 1915, while Frank was still confined to a hos-
pital bed, about thirty vigilantes marched onto the prison
grounds, without encountering any resistance from the prison
warden or the prison guards. Apparently, they were able to
march through an open gate. They abducted Frank, chained
him to the back of a car, dragged his body some fifty miles and
then strung up the broken body to a tree. Leading newspapers
denounced the lynching, but no official attempt was made to
investigate the lynching or to apprehend the lynchers. The no-
torious bigot, Tom Watson, waxed eloquent in his personal
hate sheet about the glory of teaching a lesson to those who
attack Christian women. One of his articles, approving the act
of the lynch mob, was headed:

A VIGILANCE COMMITTEE REDEEMS GEORGIA

The second part of the blood libel hoax pretends that Jews
murder Christian children and drain the blood from their
victims for use in the ritual baking of matzos (unleavened
bread) for the Passover holidays. The charge is so preposterous,
that it would seem to be an insult to the reader’s intelligence to
adduce arguments and evidence in refutation. However, inas-
much as this hoax is presently being circulated by Fascist
groups in this country, it would seem to be appropriate to
present facts, which persons of goodwill can use to combat the
liars. But first, let us examine a few of the classic cases that
have become part of the historical record.

In the year 1475 a three-year old Christian boy named Simon
was found murdered, in the city of Trent, Italy. Twelve Jews
were arrested on a charge of ritual murder and immediately
put to death. It was a frame-up, engineered by some leaders of
the Roman Catholic Church in collaboration with city officials.
For almost 400 years anti-Semites have cited the “confession”
of the Jews that the boy had been ritually murdered, in order
to obtain Christian blood for use in the baking of Passover
matzos. That the “confessions” were obtained by torture seems
to make no difference to the anti-Semitic scribes. Sometimes
the wheels of justice grind at an excruciatingly slow speed, but
finally the truth has come out. Several years ago, a priest of the
diocese of Trent undertook a painstaking study of the murder
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of Simon, the Christian lad, and as a result, both he and his
Archbishop have labeled the trial of the twelve Jews *“Judicial
Assassination.” As a further result of this study, the Vatican
has officially admitted that the twelve Jews were innocent, and
has banned the further veneration of Simon of Trent, who had
previously been considered a martyr of Christendom and an
object of veneration. The story is told in a front-page story in
the New York Times of November 1, 1965.

In 1911, the entire civilized world was rocked by the story
of the trial in Kiev, Russia, of an obscure Jewish worker, Men-
del Beiliss, on a charge of killing a Christian boy in order to
obtain blood for the baking of matzos. Despite a carefully
planned conspiracy by Ultra-Rightists, anti-Semites, a dishonest
professor, a cynical religious figure, a bribed physician, Czarist
police, and a crooked prosecutor, Beiliss was acquitted. The
acquittal came about, because the frame-up was so palpable that
it backfired. Even the brother of one of the anti-Beiliss officials
served as a member of Beiliss’ legal staff. The pressure of world-
wide protests and demonstrations also helped to insure the re-
lease of Beiliss, who finally came to this country, where he
lived the rest of his life. After the revolution of 1917, it was
proven by examination of the pertinent documents that Beiliss
was framed in order to inflame public opinion with a show-
case trial, so that two purposes could be served: a. To instigate
massacres of the Jews (pogroms), b. To create a diversionary
move in hopes of thwarting pressures for social and political
reforms. When the Communists took over state power in the
latter part of 1917, many of the conspirators were apprehended
and executed.

Let us come back from Czarist Russia to the good old U.S.A.,
where such things just can’t happen. On September 23, 1928—
the eve of Yom Kippur, the Jewish Day of Atonement—a four-
year-old Christian girl disappeared in Massena, New York. The
local mayor promptly told a state trooper to inquire of the
local rabbi if the little girl had been ritually murdered for
Yom Kippur. This ignorant bigot apparently forgot his lines,
because the usual cock-and-bull story is the ritual murder to
obtain blood for the matzos of Passover. Fortunately, the girl
showed up and a possible pogrom was averted.

That the blood libel myth is more widely disseminated in
this country than many people are willing to believe, was
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proven more recently, when a professor in a New Jersey uni-
versity was asked by a sophomore student if it is really true that
Jews use blood in baking matzos for Passover.

On September 21, 1936, an Englishman, Arnold S. Leese,
was sentenced to six months in a British prison for circulating
an essay he had written, containing allegations against the Jews
about the practice of ritual murder. In 1938 Leese published
his views and his “proofs” in a booklet entitled Jewish Ritual
Murder. In 1962, the Hitler-oriented National States Rights
Party, which now has its headquarters in Savannah, Georgia,
brought out a second edition of the Leese booklet, after obtain-
ing permission from his widow. So now, we can say to those
apathetic people who think that it can’t happen here: “Wake
up! It is happening here. The Jewish Ritual Murder booklet
and copies of Julius Streicher’s Der Steurmer are being circu-
lated widely by the National States Rights Party and other
Fascistic groups across the length and breadth of this country.”

In ordinary times one would hesitate about spending the
time to refute such atrocious nonsense, but these are not ordi-
nary times. Evil men are sedulously spreading these poisonous
doctrines, and the way to prevent a recrudescence of Hitler’s
racist ideology is to put it on the dissecting table nowl
Item. Historically, the Jews have been, on the whole, a peace-
ful people. In fact, the universal and traditional greeting of
the Jew is: Shalom! or Shalom Aleichim! Translated from the
Hebrew, it means Peace or Peace be with You. Criminologists
are all aware of the fact that there is a very low incidence of
homicides and other crimes of violence among Jews. Such a
people would hardly be prone to the murder of people in order
to drain blood for ritual purposes. Furthermore, as we have
already mentioned, no such crime has ever been officially
charged, prosecuted, or proved in the entire history of this
republic. To the Jewish people the Commandment, Thou Shalt
Not Kill, has always been a meaningful precept of its religious
philosophy.

Item. The Jewish religion expressly prohibits the ingestion of
blood. Thus we find in the Old Testament:

If the sanctuary which the Lord your God chooses as the seat of
his presence is far away from you, as | have instructed you, you
may slaughter for food purposes in your own communities when-
ever you wish any of your herd or flock which the Lord has given
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you. You are to eat it just as you would a gazelle or a deer, the
unclean and the clean eating it together; only be sure never to par-
take of the blood; for the blood is the life, and you must not eat
the life along with the flesh; you must not eat it; you must pour it
out on the ground like water. (Emphasis added—M.K.)
—Deuteronomy, 12: 21, 22, 23, 24

It may come as a surprise to many readers, but it is a fact that
the orthodox Jewish religion requires that any meat to be con-
sumed by a person of the Jewish faith must be prepared as fol-
lows:

1. It must be soaked in water for one-half hour.

2. Then the water is poured off, and a heavy coating of coarse
salt is applied all over the meat, in order to absorb the blood.

3. After the salt has been on the meat for an hour, the meat
I8 washed with cold water three times.

This is hardly consistent with the notion that Jews use blood
in the baking of matzos.18

It is a matter of historical record that it was customary for
Jews in Czarist Russia to hire a Gentile and have him present
when they were baking matzos, so that he could testify that no
blood was used. Such were the defensive measures that Jews had
to adopt against the blood libel story that was spread by Ultra-
Rightists of that era. One wonders why the professional anti-
Semites have not been successful in finding blood in the hun-
dreds of thousands of pounds of matzos sold on the open
market each year in this country, as well as other countries.
It is very probable that, when confronted with this argument,
the hate merchants will reply that only The Insiders can buy
the matzos in which Christian blood is an ingredient.

The extent to which Jews avoid the ingestion of blood was
shown in an advertisement of the orthodox rabbis of greater
Los Angeles, which appeared in the California Jewish Voice,
March 6, 1964. The following are some excerpts from that
advertisement:

BEWARE OF POULTRY
CONTAMINATED WITH BLOOD

Dressing poultry in heated
water causes blood to be
absorbed into the flesh.

13 The Hebrew Bible, in Levicitus, 19:26, admonishes: “You must not eat
anything with the blood.”
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THE HOLY TORAH PROHIBITS
THE CONSUMPTION OF BLOOD

BE SURE TO BUY ONLY KOSHER POULTRY

Arnold Leese begins on page 1 of his booklet with the
Biblical story of Abraham offering to slay his first-born son,
Isaac, and states that this is a typical Semitic idea, without
offering any proof of this statement. On page 2, Leese ex-
pounds the quintessence of Hitler’s racist ideology: “All is
Race; there is no other truth.” This statement in itself dis-
credits the man in the eyes of anyone with the slightest knowl-
edge of science in general and anthropology in particular. Be-
fore uttering that gem of wisdom, Leese remarks:

According to the Jewish Encyclopedia, 1903, Vol. 1V, p. 99, when
performing the operation of circumcision on children, the mohel
(operator) “takes some wine in his mouth and applies his lips to
the part involved in the operation, and exerts suction, after which
he expels the mixture of wine and blood into a receptacle provided.”

It is this custom, which arose in antiquity, that Leese uses as
one of the pillars of the structure of falsehood that he erects
in his book. A brief examination of this argument is in order.

First, it must be pointed out that some credit must be given
to the people of antiquity for having perceived, in rudimentary
form, the importance of suction and mild alcohol application
(in the wine) as a means of preventing infection. Secondly, the
operator fills his mouth with wine first in order to prevent
ingestion of blood. Thirdly, he quickly expels the mixture of
blood and wine. Considering these elements of procedure, one
can only marvel at the impudence of Arnold Leese when he
Insinuates that this, in any way, proves that Jews have a pre-
dilection for ritual murders.

The essential dishonesty displayed by Leese, in his quoting
from page 99, Volume IV of the 1903 edition, Jewish Encyclo-
pedia, can be seen by the fact of his omission of something on
page 100 of the very same volume. Here it tells of the fact that
many modern Jews have strenuously objected to the oral suction
procedure, and that much discussion has taken place. The up-
shot of the controversy is reported by the Jewish Encyclopedia,
as follows:
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As a compromise, which has received satisfactory ecclesiastical
authority, a method has been adopted which consists in the applica-
tion of a glass cylinder that has a compressed mouthpiece, by means
of which suction is accomplished.

It does not serve the purpose of an anti-Semitic liar to admit
that Jews, like other peoples, have moved away from some of
the customs of antiquity. The anti-Semite cannot tolerate any
evidence that clashes with his attempt to depict the Jew as
some sort of sub-human creature.

The Arnold Leese method of documentation is best illus-
trated by what he does on page 5 of his booklet. Says Leese:

Bernard Lazare, a Jew who was stated (Jewish Encyclopedia, 1904,
Vol. VII, p. 650) to be “without any religious convictions,” wrote
what he himself described as “an impartial study of the history and
sociology of the Jews,” calling his book L*Antisemitisme; in the
1934 edition of this, Vol. 11, page 215, he writes, after mentioning
the accusations against the Jews of Ritual Murder:

“To this general belief are added the suspicions, often justified,
against the Jews addicted to magical practices. Actually, in the
Middle Ages, the Jew was considered by the people as the magi-
cian par excellence; one finds many formulae of exorcism in the
Talmud, and the Talmudic and Cabbalistic demonology is very
complicated. Now one knows the position that blood always oc-
cupies in the operations of sorcery. In Chaldean magic it had a
very great importance. . . Now, it is very probable, even certain,
that Jewish magicians must have sacrificed children; hence the
origin of the legend of ritual sacrifices.”

Quite apart from the fact that Leese has performed a feat
of selective presentation of sentences torn out of context, he
Is obviously relying upon the fact that the reader is likely to
overlook the internal evidence, in the above quotation, which
disproves the ritual murder thesis. Note that Bernard Lazare
does not speak of Jews in general, but only of “the Jews ad-
dicted to magical practices.” (Emphasis added.—M. K.) This
sharply limits the scope. Notice also that Bernard Lazare
speaks not of the fact of ritual murder, but of the legend of
ritual sacrifice. A legend is quite different from a fact.

Even in introducing Lazare, Leese departs from the truth.
He quotes the Jewish Encyclopedia's characterization of Lazare
as a Jew “without any religious convictions.” The Jewish En-
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cyclopedia, 1904, Vol. VII, page 650, which Leese says he is
quoting, says of Lazare:

Although without any religious convictions he avowed himself a
Jew, and was always ready to defend his brethren.

It should be noted that in quoting from UAntisemitisme,
Leese gives his readers what purports to be a translation from
the French, but does not state who did the translating or where
he obtained the translation. In order that a fair comparison may
be made between what Lazare actually said and what Leese at-
tributes to Lazare, we shall quote extensively from the official
translation of Lazare's book. It was published in 1903 by the
International Library Publishing Company, under the title of
Anti-Semitism, Its History and Causes.

Discussing the anti-Semites’ charge “that human sacrifice is
a Semitic institution/’ Lazare points out that human sacrifice
“is found among all peoples at a certain stage of civilization.”
Then Lazare continues:

In this manner we would prove, as has in fact been proven, that
the Jewish religion does not demand blood. Can we, however, prove,
in addition, that no Jew ever shed blood? Of course not, and
throughout the Middle Ages there must have been Jewish mur-
derers, Jews whom oppression and persecution drove to avenge them-
selves by assassinating their persecutors or even perhaps their chil-
dren. Nevertheless, this does not afford a sufficient explanation for
the popular belief which has its real origin in the widespread con-
viction that the Jew was irresistibly impelled every year and at the
same time to reproduce exactly the murder of Christ. It is for this
reason that in the legendary acts of the Infant martyrs the victims
are always shown as crucified and undergoing the agony of Jesus:
sometimes even they are represented as wearing a crown of thorns
and with their sides pierced. To this general belief there were added
the accusations, often justified, which were brought against the Jews
as being addicted to the practice of magic. Throughout the Middle
Ages the Jew was considered by the common people as the magician
par excellence. As a matter of fact, a number of Jews did devote
themselves to magic. We find many formulas of exorcism in the
Talmud, and the demonology both of Talmud and the Kabbala is
very complicated. Now it is well known the blood played always a
very important part in the arts of sorcery. In Chaldean magic, it
was of the utmost consequence; in Persia it was considered as a
means of redemption, and it delivered all those who submitted them-
selves to the practices of Taurobolus and Kriobolus. The Middle
Ages were haunted by the idea of blood as they were haunted by
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the idea of gold; for the alchemist, for the enchanter blood was the
medium through which the astral light could work. The elemental
spirits, according to the magicians, utilized outpoured blood in
fashioning a body for themselves, and it is in this sense that Para-
celsus speaks when he says that “the blood lost by them brought into
being phantoms and larvae.” To blood, and especially to the blood
of a virgin, unheard of powers were assigned. Blood was the curer,
the redeemer, the preserver; it was useful in the search for the Phi-
losopher’s Stone, in the composition of potions, and in the practice
of enchantments. Now it is quite probable, certain, in fact, that
Jewish magicians may have sacrificed children, and thence the gen-
esis of ritual murder. The isolated acts of certain magicians were
attributed to them in their character as Jews. It was maintained
that the Jewish religion which approved of the Crucifixion of Christ,
prescribed in addition the shedding of Christian blood; and the
Talmud and the Kabbala were zealously searched for text that might
be made to justify such a thesis. Such Investigations have succeeded
only through deliberate misinterpretation, as in the Middle Ages,
or through actual falsifications like those recently committed by Dr.
Rohling, and proven spurious by Delitzch. The result, therefore, is
this, that whatever the facts brought forward, they cannot prove
that the murder of children constituted, or still constitutes, a part
of the Jewish ritual any more than the acts of the mar*chal de Retz
and of the sacriligious priests who practised the “black mass” would
prove that the Church recommends in the books assassination and
human sacrifice.

Are there still in existence in the East sects maintaining such
practices? It is possible.14 Do Jews constitute a part of such societies?
There is nothing to support such a contention. The general accusa-
tion of ritual murder, therefore, is shown to be utterly baseless. The
murder of children, | speak of cases where murder was actually
proved, and these are very rare,15 can be attributed only to ven-
geance or to the practice of magicians, practices which were no more
pelti/tIJIi&r) to Jews than to Christians. (Emphasis throughout, added.

At the risk of boring the reader, we have given this lengthy
guotation from Bernard Lazare, because it shows how Arnold

14 in 1814 a Christian sect arose in Bavaria, known as the Brothers and
Sisters of Prayer, the members of which brought human sacrifices to God. The
founder of this sect was called Poeschl. In Switzerland, in 1815, a certain Joseph
Ganz, founded a similar association, to which he gave the same name, and
which practiced the same rites.

15 Consult the report of Ganganelli, afterwards Pope Clement XIV, which,
after an investigation into the charges of ritual murder brought against the
Jews, arrives at the conclusion of their absolute falsity. (Revue des Etudes Juices,
April-June 1889). It may be observed here that the bodies of children murdered
for the purpose of magical practices were never found, the magician having
prudently burnt them.
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Leese quoted from Lazare in a manner to make him appear as
a supporter of the ritual murder hoax. This procedure is typical
of the rest of Leese’s booklet and of all the anti-Semitic
slanderers.

Arnold Leese concedes on page 5 of his booklet that “the
Mosaic Laws and the Talmud do not demand Ritual Murder,
and even forbid the use of blood” (Emphasis added.—M. K.)
But then he argues that people steal in spite of the Eighth
Commandment and that Jews commit ritual murder surrepti-
tiously, and successfully conceal it. No proof is offered, except-
ing the stories where Jews have been victims of frame-ups. One
of the cases that he cites to prove his point is the case of Simon
of Trent, Italy. Too bad Arnold Leese died before the Cath-
olic Church itself finally admitted that the Jewish *““confessions"’
were phoney and that the twelve Jews were victims of “Judicial
Assassination.""

It would be a waste of time to refute the entire booklet
point by point, although it can easily be done. It is enough to
point out that Leese relies for some of his proof on one of the
worst degenerates in all human history, Julius Streicher, editor
of the pornographic hate sheet, Der Sturmer. Leese refers to
Streicher as “a gallant and faithful German officer' and com-
plains that Streicher was a much-maligned person. Faithful he
was indeed to Hitler’'s murder machine, which Leese finds
acceptable, despite the murders and bestialities on a scale un-
precedented in all history. Thus, Leese comes into the court
of public opinion with his hands dripping with blood and is
In no position to point the finger of accusation against Jews
or anyone else. His booklet can be summarized as a compen-
dium of lies, slanders, distortions, and innuendoes. Neverthe-
less, the Leeses and others of this ilk must be vigorously exposed
and refuted, lest the poison spread to dangerous proportions.

The subject of ritual murder is very well summarized in the
1937 edition of the Encyclopaedia Britannica, page 325:

. . . the revival of the myth by the anti-Semite in modern times
is a deplorable instance of degeneration. That there is no founda-
tion whatsoever for the belief is proved in the classical treatise on
the subject by Hermann L. Strack, regius professor of theology at
the University of Berlin. Several of the popes have issued bulls
exonerating them, and temporal princes have often taken a similar
step. Many Christian scholars and ecclesiastics have felt it their
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duty to utter protests against the libel, including the most eminent
Gentile students of Rabbinism of modern times. Indeed, the vast
majority of the literature refuting the charge comes from non-Jewish
pens. That on the other side is entirely anti-Semitic, and in no case
has it survived the ordeal of criticism. (Emphasis added.—M. K.)

The “Protocols” Hoax

With the possible exception of Hitler’'s Mein Kampf, no
single book has caused the spilling of more Jewish blood than
the “Protocols of the Learned Elders of Zion.” In fact, it
furnished some of the inspiration for the writing of Mein
Kampf, and it was required reading in Hitler Germany. In
this country, it was given massive circulation by the late Henry
Ford, Sr., together with a specially prepared pamphlet, entitled
The International Jew. Ford ran the latter item serially in his
paper, The Dearborn Independent.is6 Faced with a huge libel
suit, that had been filed in a Detroit court in 1927, Ford pub-
licly apologized and admitted that the *“Protocols” is a fake
and that “The International Jew” is based upon falsehoods
and distortions of truth. His apology, however, did not com-
pletely undo the damage that he had done. He was responsible
for the spread of anti-Semitic propaganda throughout this
country, Germany, and Latin America. In a very real sense,
it can be said that Ford and other Americans helped to pre-
pare the ideological soil for Hitler and his Fascist regime.
Ford is dead, but the evil that he committed lives on to plague
mankind. In the 1930’s, the Roman Catholic radio preacher,
Father Charles Coughlin, resurrected both the “Protocols” and
The International Jew. He spread the Fascist doctrines by way
of a national radio hookup, by pamphlets, and by serialization
In his magazine, Social Justice. During the national election
contest of 1936, the “Protocols” was used in a whispering cam-
paign against both Alf Landon and Franklin Delano Roosevelt.
In May of 1948, the Rev. Gerald L. K. Smith sent a copy of
the “Protocols” to every member of Congress. Smith’s outfit,
the Christian Nationalist Crusade, pushes vigorously the sale
of both the “Protocols” and The International Jew. This is
also true of the American Nazi Party, the National States Rights
Party, Rev. Oren F. Potito’s National Christian News, and

16 At one time, it had a weekly circulation of 700,000.
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other groups of similar nature. In addition, the National States
Rights Party, the Christian Nationalist Crusade, the National
Christian News, and others have run “The International Jew”
serially in their periodicals.

The “Protocols” is quoted continually by hate sheets and
leaflets throughout the country. Thus, in its issue of March 1,
1962, Common Sense stated:

Rabbi Epstein living in Africa wrote a letter to the Brooklyn
Tablet back in the late thirties stating that he attended the Lec-
tures of which the “Protocols of the Elders of Zion” are but a syn-
opsis and that their contents are True.

In reply to a letter of inquiry from the writer, The Tablet
editor, Patrick F. Scanlan wrote on April 13, 1962:

Unless you can give us the approximate date of the alleged pub-
lication of the Epstein letter we could not track it down. The “late
thirties” covers so many issues, and since our volumes for that pe-
riod are in a vault outside the building, it would be a time-con-
suming and expensive task to endeavor to locate the communication.

On April 17, 1962 we sent a letter to Mr. Conde McGinley,
editor of Common Sense9 in which we asked the following
questions:

1. What is the full name of Rabbi Epstein?
2. What city and country did he live in?
3. In what month of what year did the Rabbi send the letter?

We are still waiting for a reply! And it is more than of little
significance that editor Patrick Scanlan referred to “the al-
leged publication of the Epstein letter.” The whole story is a
fraud, as will soon be obvious to the reader.

According to the “Protocols,” there are three hundred Wise
Men of Zion, who gather in secret conferences at intervals of
100 years. At these conferences they plot to overthrow all gov-
ernments and impose a Jewish super-government. The “Proto-
cols” is supposed to be the minutes of the secret conferences.
A rational, well-informed person can easily detect the internal
evidence of the fraudulent nature of this story. For instance,
who are these three hundred Wise Men of Zion? Where do
they live? Who appoints them? How are successors chosen
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when some die? How do they earn a living? How is it possible
that the identity of one single member of this group has
never been disclosed?

According to the “Protocols,” the Jews are in control of most
of the world's gold, real estate, commerce, and industry. At the
same time, they are supposed to be planning to create economic
panic in order to achieve power. What is not made clear is
how the Jews could avoid hurting themselves by creating an
economic panic. And of course, the Jews have never controlled
most of the world's wealth, in the past or the present.

In the “Protocols” the Jews claim to have achieved great
power through their control of most of the world's gold, and
at the same time they are supposed to be advocating the de-
struction of their power by calling for the abandonment of
the gold standard.

The “Protocols” quotes the Jews as boasting that the French
Revolution “was wholly the work of our hands.” It is a matter
of historical record that there were very few Jews in France
at the time of the revolution; that the Jews did not enjoy
political rights in France at the time; that there was not a single
Jew among the top leaders of the revolution; and that Jews
had little or no part in the revolution.

The “Protocols” falsely claims that in ancient times the
Jews coined the slogan, “Liberty, Equality, Fraternity.” It is
a matter of historical record that the slogan was coined by a
Frenchman, a Gentile by the name of Antoine Francois Mo-
moro.

One could go on and on with citations of the mutually in-
compatible statements contained in this document, and it could
be hilarious entertainment, if it were not so tragic. For this
masterpiece of fraud has been used to inflame the passions of
ignorant and fanatical mobs for well over sixty years and is
still being circulated by evil men under the protection of free-
dom of the press. In its simplest terms, the “Protocols” was
designed to divert the attention of exploited and frustrated
people, away from their real oppressors, and turn the wrath of
the people against the Jews. Thus, the Jews would become the
easy scapegoat.

Whenever the “Protocols” have had to meet the test of
civilized judicial process, it has been discredited and denounced.
As previously mentioned, Henry Ford, Sr., backed down rather
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than face a libel suit in 1927. At the Rathenau murder trial
in 1924 (before the advent of the Nazi regime), the German
Supreme Court at Leipzig termed the “Protocols” the “Bible
of the Rathenau Murderers.” In pronouncing judgment, the
Court said: “Behind the Rathenau murder was fanatical anti-
Semitism, which found expression in the libelous legend about
the Elders of Zion. This has engendered murderous instincts
in the hearts of men.” (Emphasis added—M. K.)

In August of 1934, during the course of a trial which resulted
In the conviction of some local Nazi leaders, the Supreme Court
of South Africa said: “The ‘Protocols’ are an impudent forgery,
obviously published for the purpose of anti-Jewish propaganda.”

In 1934, the Jewish Community of Berne, Switzerland
brought a suit against certain editors for circulating the “Proto-
cols.” In announcing its verdict of guilty against the defendants,
the court declared on May 14, 1935, that the “Protocols” are
forgeries. On appeal, the Swiss Court of Criminal Appeal
overruled the judgment and dismissed the fines levied against
two of the defendants. The anti-Semites have argued that this
was a victory for the “Protocols,” but actually the judgment of
the Appeals Court was on a technicality which in no way con-
travened the findings of forgery. The legal loophole, through
which the defendants slipped out, was that under Swiss law,
as of that date, the “Protocols,” even though they be forgeries,
could not be classified as salacious literature. It is interesting
that at the close of the trial in the lower court, the judge de-
clared the “Protocols” to be “nothing but ridiculous nonsense.”

In 1864, a Parisian lawyer, Maurice Joly, published in Brus-
sels a satirical novel entitled: Dialogue in Hell Between Machia-
velli and Montesquieu; or the Politics of Machiavelli in the
Nineteenth Century. The book was such an obvious at-
tempt to condemn and ridicule the government of Na-
poleon 11l that Joly was prosecuted and sentenced to fifteen
months in prison; a fine of 300 francs was imposed; and his
book was confiscated. Through the painstaking work of the
Constantinople correspondent of the London Times, Mr. Philip
Graves, it was proven that whoever forged the “Protocols” had
plagiarized Joly's novel. Sitting in his office in Constantinople
during the summer of 1920, Graves was handed a tattered
French book by a former officer of the Czar of Russia's army.
Graves, who happened to be a student of French literature,
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immediately discovered a similarity between large portions of
this French book and the “Protocols” (which were issued some
fifty years after the French book had been published). A search
of the British Museum in London produced another copy of
this French book. During the famous trial at Bern, Switzerland
in 1934-1935, Dr. Arthur Baumgarten, professor of criminal
law at the University of Basel, testified that 176 passages of
the “Protocols,” taken from some fifty pages, were plagiarized
from Maurice Joly's novel. Thus, the forger of the “Protocols”
transferred to the mouths of Jewish Leaders the aims of world
conquest, which Joly had attributed to Napoleon Il in his
novel l

In 1868, a blackmailing German journalist, Hermann
Goedsche, published a novel entitled Biarritz. A careful
examination of Goedsche's novel by scholars revealed that he
had plagiarized some portions of Maurice Joly's novel. In a
lurid chapter entitled, “On the Jewish Cemetery in Prague,”
Goedsche describes an imaginary meeting of the princes of the
twelve tribes of Israel, who have assembled from all the capitals
of Europe to plot for subduing the Gentile world. The scheme
later outlined in the “Protocols” bears a striking resemblance
to the plot that is hatched at this imaginary meeting. Goedsche
later converted some of the material from this imaginary
episode and palmed it off as a speech supposedly delivered by
a rabbi at Lemberg. These imaginary speeches by non-existent
rabbis are a common device employed by professional anti-
Semites, as we have previously shown.

In 1869, a Frenchman, Gougenot des Mousseaux, published
an anti-Semitic book which outlined an alleged Jewish plot to
conquer the world and destroy Christianity.

In 1897, the dreaded Czarist secret police, the Ochrana,
claimed that it had obtained a copy of the report of a secret
meeting of Jewish leaders allegedly held in Basel, Switzerland.
This alleged secret report, the “Protocols,” was published as
an appendix to a book published in Moscow by Professor Sergei
Nilus in 1905. Other editions of the book appeared in 1911,
1912, and 1917. Prior to the appearance of the “Protocols” in
Nilus' book, it had been published in a condensed version by
the Russian newspaper, Znamia, whose editor, Krushevan,
stated that he was not sure of its authenticity.

Professor Sergei Nilus was a lawyer without clients, who lived
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off the largesse of his mistress. When her resources were ex-
hausted, although he had been an atheist, he turned religionist
and lived on the bounty of the Church, which in those days
was an adjunct of the corrupt Czarist regime. In 1901, Nilus
wrote his autobiography, and in 1905 a second edition was pub-
lished. It was in this second edition that Nilus included the
“Protocols” as an appendix.

The year 1905 was a year of uprisings against Czarist op-
pression and a year of revolution. The Ultra-Rightist officials
and leaders sent paid agitators across the country, using the
“Protocols” and other hate literature as tools for stirring mob
violence against the “alien Jews.” There were 690 pogroms,
carefully synchronized, immediately after the distribution of
Nilus' book containing the “Protocols.” When the Communists
came into power in 1917, it was proven by documents found
in the archives of the Czarist police that the *“Protocols” were
actually issued in 1905 in order to enable Chief of Police
Trepow to instigate pogroms, making the Jews the scapegoats
for all the ills of Czarism.

The 1912 edition of Nilus' book triggered a series of pogroms
in 1913 and served as a springboard for the Mendel Beiliss
frame-up, about which we have already taken notice. During
World War I, Czarist secret police agents brought the “Proto-
cols” to the secret service agencies of the Allied Powers, who
refused to treat the document seriously. In 1917 the “Protocols”
were openly circulated by the Czarist police in what came to
be known as the Pogrom Edition. The results can be sum-
marized in one sentence: Oceans of Jewish blood flowed. Mean-
while, like a vulture feasting on carrion, Nilus derived a huge
income from the distribution of his book. In 1917, shortly
after the Pogrom Edition had done its damage, the Communists
(Bolsheviks) came into power in Russia and a decree was
issued, making mere possession of the “Protocols” punishable
with a sentence of death.

In 1907, two years after Nilus launched the distribution of
the “Protocols,” a political associate of his, Mr. C. Butmi, pub-
lished a book entitled The Enemies of Mankind. The thesis
of his book revolved around the “Protocols.” In the introduc-
tion, Butmi says:

These “Protocols” were procured with great difficulty in Decem-
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ber 1901, and were translated into Russian. It is impossible to re-
turn to the secret vaults where they are concealed, and therefore
they cannot be confirmed by definite assertions about place and
time, where and when they were written. (Emphasis added.—M. K))

In 1919, Captain Mueller von Hausen, writing under the
pen name of Gottfried zur Beek, published a book entitled:
The Secrets of the Elders of Zion. It was based upon the “Proto-
cols,” which were in the appendix of Professor Nikis’ book.
Gottfried zur Beek added more “proof” and expanded upon
the “Protocols.” Some of his additional proof consists of the
speeches of the princes of Israel. Not so strangely, these are
almost identical with the speeches, “On the Jewish Cemetery
in Prague,” which appeared fifty-one years earlier in Hermann
Goedsche’s novel, Biarritz. Another “proof” zur Beek adduced
was the imaginary speech of a non-existent rabbi in Lemberg,
which Hermann Goedsche had concocted after he published his
novel. Zur Beek’s book was researched exhaustively by Otto
Friedrich, a scholarly German Senator, who summarized his
findings as follows:

What, according to Gottfried zur Beek, the Elders of Zion had
decided in 1897, was already part of a trashy German novel in
1868 and part of a French satire in 1864.

Perhaps the most significant aspect of the “Protocols” story
is that neither Nilus nor Butmi has been able to name one
single member of the alleged Elders of Zion who were supposed
to have composed the manuscript. Furthermore, both Nilus
and Butmi admitted that they have never seen the original
manuscript, but only a copy which had passed through many
hands. Both Nilus and Butmi were violently anti-Jewish in
their public pronouncements, and consequently must be con-
sidered psychologically prone to the acceptance of a hoax
planted on them or overt participants in a conspiracy to
circulate genocidal doctrines.

In the 1905 edition of his book, Professor Nilus claims that
the meetings of the Elders of Zion referred to in the “Protocols"
took place in 1902-1903. Nevertheless, through a quirk of
memory, which often causes the downfall of criminals, he
claims to have acquired the “Protocols” in 1901! This is quite
a feat, and to rational people it should be sufficient to prove
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the spurious nature of the “Protocols.” But there is more, and
overwhelming, proof of its fraudulent nature.

In the introduction to the 1911 edition of his book, Professor
Nilus says:

In 1901, | succeeded through an acquaintance of mine (the late
Court Marshal Alexei Nicolayevitch Sukhotin of Tchernigov) in
getting a manuscript that exposed with unusual perfection and
clarity the course and development of the secret Jewish Freemasonic
conspiracy, which would bring this wicked world to its inevitable
end. The person who gave me this manuscript guaranteed it to be
a faithful translation of the original documents that were stolen
by a woman from one of the highest and most influential leaders
of the Freemasons at a secret meeting somewhere in France—the
beloved nest of Freemasonic conspiracy.

In the introduction to the 1917 edition, Nilus repeats the
explanation of how he acquired the manuscript and adds that
the late Alexander Nicolayevitch Sukhotin gave him the name
of the woman from whom the manuscript had been obtained,
but he has forgotten her name. (This is indeed strange, con-
sidering Nilus' otherwise vivid memory of minutiae.) Whereas
in the 1911 edition he claimed that the manuscript was stolen
by a woman who gave it to his friend Sukhotin, in 1917 Nilus
says that “this lady had gained possession of the manuscript in
a somewhat mysterious way—I believe by theft.” Thus, his
explanation has changed from a categorical position to an
equivocal one.

In the 1917 edition, Nilus also claims that he has secret in-
formation, proving that the “Protocols” were presented to the
Council of the Elders of Zion, at the first Zionist Congress at
Basel, Switzerland in 1897, by Theodore Herzl. Nilus refers
to a statement by Herzl that he found in *“circular 18.” As far
as can be ascertained, no one else has ever heard of or seen
“circular 18.” Aside from the fact that the first Zionist Con-
gress at Basel was not supported by large segments of world
Jewry, the sessions were open to the public and were attended
by representative Christian clergymen and political figures.
Inasmuch as no one has produced any evidence of any secret
sessions during the Basel Congress, one wonders how it was
possible to read the 69 pages of the “Protocols” without having
it leaked to the press in particular and to the Gentile world in
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general. Only Nilus seems to have out-foxed the Jews, accord-
ing to his nursery talel

While there are over 175 passages in the “Protocols” that
are taken bodily from Maurice Joly’s novel, a few examples
should be sufficient to prove with finality the fraudulent nature

of the “Protocols.”

MAURICE JOLTS
DIALOGUE IN HELL
(From Brussels Edition, 1864)

“The evil instinct in man
Is more powerful than the
good; man leans more toward
the evil than the good; fear
and power have more control
over him than reason.... All
men seek power, and there is
none who would not be an
oppressor if he could; all, or
nearly all are ready to sacri-
fice the rights of others to
their own interests. . . .
Political liberty is only a
relative idea.” (page 8)

“The political has nothing
in common with the moral.”

(page 19)

“lI would institute . . .
huge financial monopolies,
reservoirs of the public
wealth, on which depends so
closely the fate of all the
private fortunes that they
would be swallowed up with
the credit of the state the
day after any political
catastrophe.” (page 75)

“It is useless to add that
the perpetual upkeep of a
large army continually exer-
cised by foreign wars must
be the indispensable comple-
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NILUS* PROTOCOLS OF THE
LEARNED ELDERS OF ZION
(From the English translation)

“Men with bad instincts
are more in number than the
good, and therefore the best
results in governing them are
attained by violence and
terror, and not by academic
discussions. Every man aims
at power, every one would
like to become a dictator, if
only he could, and rare
indeed are the men who
would not be willing to
sacrifice the welfare of all for
the sake of securing their
own welfare. . . .

Political freedom is an idea,
but not a fact.” (page 1)

“Has politics anything to
do with morals?” (page 19)

“We shall begin to estab-
lish huge monopolies,
reservoirs of colossal riches
upon which even large for-
tunes of the Goyim will de-
pend to such an extent that
they will go to the bottom
together with the credit of
the states on the day after
the political smash.” (page 22)

“The intensification of
armaments, the increase of
police forces—are all essen-
tial for the completion of the
afore-mentioned plans. . . .



ment of this system; it is
necessary to arrive at the
existence Iin the state only of
proletarians, several million-
aires and soldiers.”

(pages 76, 77)

“Like the God Wishnu,
my press will have one hun-
dred arms, each hand of
which will feel all shades of
public opinion.” (page 141)

There should be . . . besides
ourselves, only the masses of

the proletariat, a few million-
aires devoted to our interest,

police and soldiers.”

(page 24)

“Like the Hindu God
Wishnu, they will have one
hundred hands, each one of
which will feel the pulsation
of some intellectual tendency.”

(page 43)

We could go on and on, but it is very obvious that the
“Protocols**is nothing more or less than a forgery, perpetrated
by a religious fanatic who became a stool-pigeon for the Czar*s

secret police, the Ochrana.

It is interesting to compare Gottfried zur Beek*s The Secrets
of the Elders of Zion with Hermann Goedsche’s novel, Biarritz,
which, in turn, had plagiarized Maurice Joly’s Dialogue in

Hell.

GOEDSCHE'S “BIARRITZ” (1868)

“The insecurity of mon-
archical governments increases
our power and influence.
Therefore, we always stir up
disturbances. Every revolution
yields interest to our capital
and brings us nearer to our
goal.” (page 178)

“All commerce that is con-
nected with speculation and
profit must be in our hands.
Above all, we must have the
commerce in alcohol, oll,
wool, and corn. Then we
shall have agriculture and the
country under our control.”
(page 180)

ZUR BEEK'S “THE SECRETS OF
THE ELDERS OF ZION” (1919)

“Every war, every revolution,
every political and religious
change brings us nearer to
that moment, when we shall
attain the high goal for which
we are striving.” (page 32)

“Commerce and speculation,
two productive sources of profit
must never be snatched from
the hands of the Jews. Above
all, the commerce in alcohol,
butter, bread, and wine, must
be protected, for by doing so,
we shall become the absolute
masters of agriculture.”

(pages 32, 33)
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“By controlling the stock
exchange, we are masters of
the wealth of the states.
Therefore, we must make it
easy for the governments to
contract debts, in order to
gradually gain more control
over the states. If possible,
capital must get a mortgage
on the institutions of the
state, such as trains, revenues, our capital, their trains, mines,
mines, franchises, domains.”
(page 173)

When confronted with the overwhelming evidence of the
fraudulent nature of the *“Protocols,” its exponents invariably
reply that its “prophesies” have come to pass, or as Henry Ford,
Sr. put it, “they fit in with what is going on.”17 This argument
IS SO preposterous that many intelligent people become either
infuriated or stultified in their efforts to cope with it. This,
however, is not the way to handle this argument. In the first
place, the argument is a classic example of what is known in
the realm of logic as the non sequitur. That is to say, the con-
clusion does not necessarily follow from a given set of facts. For
instance, if John Jones is found dead from a bullet wound and
William Brown’s revolver with a spent cartridge is found
alongside Jones’ body, it does not necessarily prove that Brown
murdered Jones, unless other evidence can be adduced. Sim-
ilarly, if one finds some resemblance between happenings in
the world and “prophesies” or statements in the “Protocols,”
it is not proof that the Jews caused them or planned them. In
fact, if we are to use the anti-Semites’ line of reasoning, the
blame for the conditions, against which they complain, should
be lodged against a Gentile by the name of Maurice Joly, the

17 The Wiener Library Bulletin, published in London, England, in its Summer
of 1967 issue, tells of a recent English edition of the Protocols of the Learned
Elders of Zion, which was edited by a Muslim writer and published in Karachi,
Pakistan. In addition to the editor’s essay, there are contributions by two other
Muslim writers who are natives of Pakistan. It is issued under the title of
“Jewish Conspiracy and the Muslim World: With the complete text of the
Protocols of the Learned Elders of Zion of the 33rd Degree.”

In addition to the usual lies and slanders, this concoction accuses the Jews
of being part of a conspiracy with the Masonic order. Simultaneously, the Jews
are accused of having formed a conspiratorial alliance with the Catholic Church
to combat the Muslims.
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author of Dialogues in Hell. It was Joly who furnished the
raw material for the “Protocols”” and the other fraudulent con-
coctions. Of course, it can be conceded that Joly could not
foresee the use made by corrupt people of his satirical novel.

The attempt to link statements in the “Protocols” with cur-
rent social phenomena makes use of another fallacious pro-
cedure: the selective presentation of data and the suppression
of any contrary evidence. Thus the followers of crystal ball
gazer, Mrs. Jeanne Dixon, will cite her “hits” and neglect her
“misses.” There are fundamentalist preachers who spend long
hours finding “prophecies” in the Bible about the atomic and
thermonuclear bombs and just about anything else that suits
their fancy. Some of these gentlemen have even cited some weird
combination of numbers taken from the Bible to “prove” that
Pope Paul VI is the anti-Christ of Bible prophecy! This illus-
trates the fallacy of trying to find any links between the “Proto-
cols” and current world conditions. It is bad enough if people
do this with the Bible, but when they do it with a forged doc-
ument, they are traveling towards a psychotic dream world.

The Ultra-Rightist National Review pointed out editorially
on November 20, 1962: “The Protocols are a fraud, from be-
ginning to end.” It pointed out further that in one state of
the Union copies of this fraud are being widely distributed. The
truth is that it is being circulated widely throughout the
country and it is preparing the minds of potential storm
troopers. The question that should be asked is why these groups
and individuals are not vigorously exposed and condemned by
John E. Hoover, the House Un-American Activities Commit-
tee, the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee, the American
Legion, and the California Un-American Activities Commit-
tee. The usual alibi, that publicity helps these people, is just a
cover up, as we shall see when we explore this matter further
in Volume I1. It should be clear that individuals and/or groups
who circulate The Protocols of the Learned Elders of Zion,
The International Jew, Arnold Leese’s Jewish Ritual Murder,
and anti-Semitic and anti-Negro literature of any kind must be
classified as enemies of humanity, and should be mercilessly
subjected to the spotlight of public exposure. Nothing less
will effectively cope with this growing menace.

(Note: In addition to our own research into the “Protocols” fraud, we gratefully
acknowledge the help derived from Benjamin Segel’s book, The Protocols of the
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Elders of Zion—The Greatest Lie in History; two excellent articles in Liberty
Magazine, Feb. 10 and 17, 1940; and a study done by the Library of Congress,
which was placed in the Congressional Record on June 1, 1948 by Senator
Harley M. Kilgore.)

The Fraud of Deicide

The doctrine of deicide expresses itself in its simplest terms
when the charge of Christ-Killer is hurled at a person of Jew-
ish heritage. The devastating effect of this charge in terms of
human suffering almost defies description. The psychic trauma
inflicted upon Jewish people, especially children, is something
that has been described in many books, including such excel-
lent novels as Gentleman's Agreement. There is a direct polit-
ical, sociological, and psychological path from the original
launching of this charge to the extermination of six million
Jews by Hitler and his minions. What is not so generally known
Is a fact that was pointed out by Rabbi Jay Kaufman: “Through
the centuries, some seven million Jews were killed by religious
anti-Semitism—as many as were killed by the ethnic, racist
anti-Semitism of the Nazis/*18

The persistence of this story up to this age of enlightment,
in the “Land of the Free and the Home of the Brave/’ is at-
tested by some recent happenings. In the Mormon pavilion of
the New York World’s Fair, in September of 1964, there was
a mural depicting the crucifixion of Christ. Beneath the picture
of Christ was the inscription: “They crucified the Son of God.”
When asked who the “they” means, an elder of the church said
that it referred to the Jews. A study made several years ago by
the Survey Research Center of the University of California
showed that 53% of the large, liberal church congregations
blamed Jews for the crucifixion; and that 72% of the funda-
mentalist congregations believed the same story.

The responsibility of the Church for the propagation of this
fraud is something that is proven by incontrovertible evidence.
In 1442, Pope Eugenius 1V issued this statement:

We decree and order that from now on, and for all time, Chris-
tians shall not eat with Jews, nor admit them to feasts, nor cohabit
with them, nor bathe with them. Christians shall not allow Jews
to hold civil honors over Christians, or to exercise public offices in
the state.19

18 ADL Bulletin, November 1965.
19 Quoted in Christian Beliefs and Anti-Semitism by Glock and Stark.
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As a concomitant of this policy, the Vatican maintained a
Ghetto in Rome until 1870.

The Spanish Inquisition, established in 1478, wrote another
ugly chapter in the history of anti-Semitism. As so frequently
happens, the persecution of a small minority evolved into a
form of thought control that soon engulfed the entire nation,
and from which no citizen was safe. Nor has Spain yet fully
recovered from its effects.

The story of Simon of Trent, which we discussed under the
heading of “The Blood Libel? (the Jewish ritual murder ca-
nard), has some additional aspects which deserve examination.
When three-year-old Simon Unberdorben disappeared in 1475,
Bishop Hinderbach of Trent instigated a series of atrocities.
At least one-half of the Jewish population was subjected to un-
speakable tortures. Some were sent to the gallows or beheaded.
Others were burnt alive. A “confession” of ritual murder, ob-
tained from an eighty-year-old Jew after prolonged torture,
was the signal for atrocities against the Jews of Trent and other
cities. Although a bishop of the Church, who made a thorough
investigation on behalf of the Vatican, reported that the Jews
were innocent, Pope Gregory X111 chose to listen to an anti-
Semitic investigator, and on June 20, 1478, he issued a “bull”
declaring the Jews guilty and declaring Simon a martyr. Later
Simon was made a saint, as was Bernardius de Feltre, the Fran-
ciscan monk who had told the Pope that the Jews were guilty.

It was only after a courageous and distinguished Catholic
historian, Father W. R. Eckert, proved that the Jews of Trent
were victims of a monstrous frame-up and after he reported
strong indications that the real murderer blamed the Jews in
order to distract attention from himself—it was only then that
Archbishop Allessandro Maria Gottard of Trent issued a pas-
toral letter on October 28, 1965, which acknowledged the in-
nocence of the Jews. At the same time, he abolished the “cult
of Simon.” This is all very fine, but Christians in general and
Roman Catholics in particular have some tall explaining to
do. During some 390 years, the embalmed body of Simon of
Trent was on display in a special “chapel,” the object of rever-
ence along with pictures and sculpture showing Simon’s al-
leged murder by the Jews. Meanwhile, for 390 years this poison
was allowed to spread, forming the justification for hatred and
suffering and bloodshed. How do Christians explain the fact
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that it took 390 years to ascertain the truth? And why are there
no public exposure and open denunciation of the distribution
in this country at this very moment of The Jewish Ritual Mur-
der book by the National States Rights Party? Why is similar
action not taken against Rev. Gerald L. K. Smith, the American
Nazi Party, Rev. Oren F. Potito, National States Rights Party,
and others who are at this very moment distributing the Pro-
tocols of the Learned Elders of Zion and Henry Ford's The
International Jew? Would it not be in order for Mr. John Ed-
gar Hoover to expose these “Masters of Deceit,”2 these “most
notorious liars in the United States?”2l Would it be amiss
for the House Un-American Activities Committee to investi-
gate these activities and to expose them thoroughly, and to
name names? And how about the American Legion, the Daugh-
ters of the American Revolution, and the others who uphold
“our way of life” and wave the flag vigorously?

Progress along these lines is being made slowly and painfully.
In 1959, the late Pope John XXIII ordered the removal from
the Good Friday liturgy of allusions to “the perfidious Jews”
and the removal of the prayer that “They may be rescued from
their darkness.” In 1960 he ordered removed from the ritual-
of-baptism-for-converts the formula: “You should abhor He-
brew perfidy and reject Hebrew superstition.” Even so, Pope
John was forced to halt the prayers during Good Friday ser-
vices in St. Peter's Basilica, in 1963, because of an erroneous
mention of the “perfidious Jews.” The Pope ordered the pray-
ers recited a second time, purged of the poison which he had
previously forbidden.

The Protestants have little right to point the finger of accu-
sation against the Roman Catholics in the matter of anti-Sem-
itism. While it is possible to quote many passages from his
writings, that condemn anti-Semitism, it is nevertheless true
that on other occasions, Dr. Martin Luther, the leader of the
Protestant Reformation, did utter anti-Semitic remarks that
are shocking. In fact, several anti-Semitic groups are currently
circulating a book, supposedly consisting of quotations from
Dr. Martin Luther, under the title of The Jews and Their

20 Title of a book by John E. Hoover, which is widely circulated by Ultra-
Rightist groups.

21 Mr. Hoover once referred to Dr. Martin Luther Ring as "the most
notorious liar in the country."
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Lies. Among the verifiable quotations from Dr. Martin Luther,
these two stand out as particularly inflammatory:

Jews and papists are ungodly wretches; they are two stockings
made of one piece of cloth.

Heretics are not to be disputed with, but to be condemned un-
heard, and whilst they perish by fire, the faithful ought to pursue
the evil to its source, and bathe their hands in the blood of the
Catholic bishops, and of the Pope, who is the devil in disguise.22

Protestants who taunt Roman Catholics with the fact that
Adolph Hitler was brought up in the Roman Catholic Church,
should take a good look at the justification for the burning
alive and slaughtering of human beings that is contained in
the remarks of Dr. Martin Luther.

The Greek Catholic Church bears a heavy responsibility for
the massacres (pogroms) in Czarist Russia, for the forging and
distribution of the Protocols of the Learned Elders of Zion,
and for a major role in keeping the Russian people steeped in
ignorance, superstition, and vodka. An incident that epitomizes
the posture of the Church is worth recalling. During the in-
famous Kishinev massacre of 1903, the pogrom procession was
led by Greek Catholic Sisters, who had about fifty of their pu-
pils with them. They carried ikons or pictures of Jesus and
sang “God Save the Czar!”

Among the courageous and principled clergymen who have
taken steps to openly debunk the deicide doctrine, and to show
its harmful effects, was the Right Rev. James A. Pike, who, at
the time, was Bishop of the Episcopal Diocese of California.
In an excellent article that he wrote for Look magazine, March
14, 1961, Bishop Pike said:

Actually, the responsibility for Jesus' death is a complex matter.
While He had vivid disagreements with the Pharisees, those pri-
marily responsible for His undoing were the Jewish ecclesiastical
leaders, who belonged to a tiny minority group known as the Sad-
ducees. (There were perhaps not more than 2,000 at the time.) Jesus
threatened their income and status because He opposed the Temple
abuses and because His teaching presented a direct pathway to God,
bypassing the system they ran. Also, the Sadducees were collaborating
with Israel’s Roman oppressors. Both the Sadducees and the Romans
feared Jesus as a threat to the status quo. (Emphasis added.—M. K.)

22 See The Great Quotations by George Seldes, pages 446, 447.
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The National Council of Churches, at the opening of its
triennial assembly in Philadelphia on December 1, 1963, an-
nounced a project which would seek to remove the deicide
charge against the Jews. Father Edward Flannery, editor of
the Catholic Visitor of Providence, Rhode Island, delivered a
most remarkable speech in Boston, Massachusetts, on December
1963, at a conference held at Boston College. Father Flannery
emphasized the following points:

L That Jews and Gentiles must learn to understand one
another much better.

2. That it is necessary to establish recognition of the his-
torical basis of anti-Semitism, its nature, and its causes.

3. That Popes, Saints, and Church fathers have contributed
their share to anti-Semitism, and that consequently the task of
arriving at an understanding of the history and harmful effects
of anti-Semitism is one primarily for Christians.

Even more outspoken in his denunciation of Christians who
regard Jews as responsible for the crucifixion of Christ was
Cardinal James McGuigon, Archbishop of Toronto, Canada.
In a signed column that appeared in the Toronto Telegram
during August of 1964, Cardinal McGuigon declared:

If there ever was a stain on the conscience of the Christians, it
must surely be our scandalously ambiguous attitude toward the Jew.

Christians today are slow to realize that hatred of the Jew has
been fostered in a certain type of facile theological reasoning that
makes a Jew a Christ-killer, an accursed race rejected by God.

This basically un-Christian notion has existed too long in the
unspo)ken level of many a Christian conscience. (Emphasis added.—
M. K.

On October 14, 1964, the House of Bishops of the Protestant
Episcopal Church forthrightly declared:

The charge of deicide against the Jews is a tragic misunderstand-
ing of the inner significance of the crucifixion. Furthermore, in the
dimension of faith, the Christian understands that all men are

uilty of the death of Christ, for all have in some manner denied
im.

On October 15, 1965, the Ecumenical Council of the Roman
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Catholic Church, meeting in Vatican City, adopted a declara-
tion by a vote of 1,763 to 250, which set a new course for the
Church in its relations to non-Christian religious groups. This
change did not come without a formidable behind-the-scenes
struggle. Three years earlier, when the Ecumenical Council
started its deliberations, every delegate was sent a copy of a
book published by a neo-Nazi group called the “New Order”
movement. The “New Order” movement has affiliates in many
of the European countries, including Italy. The 600-page book
was well-printed and beautifully bound, and was published in
an edition of some 4000 copies. It bore the signature of Maurice
Piney, whom no one has yet identified. It contained the stan-
dard anti-Semitic quotations that are used by Lyrl Van Hyning,
Rev. Gerald L. K. Smith, Rev. Oren F. Potito, Rev. Wesley
Swift, Rev. Dennis Fahey, Conde McGinley, and others in this
line of business. As was to be expected, the book contained
copious excerpts from The Protocols of the Learned Elders of
Zion. Most interesting, however, is the title of the book: The
Plot Against the Church. This may sound incredible, but the
book actually explains the “plot” against the Roman Catholic
Church on the basis of a supposed “Jewish fifth column” among
the Catholic clergyl It is known that heavy pressure was ex-
erted against Pope Paul VI by some sections of the administra-
tive apparatus in Rome, as well as by some bishops in Italy,
Spain, and the Middle East. Despite all this, it was announced
during the latter part of October, 1965, that the Pope accepted
the Declaration and promulgated it as the official policy of the
Church.

The Declaration was not as courageous and as forthright as
it might have been. It did not confess the errors and crimes of
the Church with respect to the 1900 years of anti-Semitic suffer-
ing, tortures, and massacres. The original text condemned the
doctrine of deicide, but “deicide” was finally deleted by a vote
of 1,821 to 245. On the gquestion of anti-Semitism, the Council
voted to “deplore” it instead of “condemn” it, by a vote of
1,905 to 199. It would have been appropriate that the confes-
sional procedure be followed by the Church leaders who re-
quire it of their followers. Nevertheless, the Declaration does
contain a renunciation of the deicide doctrine and the anti-
Semitic myths that have plagued mankind for so many gen-
erations. The principal stands taken are as follows:
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On deicide: “Although the Jewish authorities and those who fol-
lowed their lead pressed for the death of Christ, nevertheless what
happened to Christ in his Passion cannot be attributed to all Jews
without distinction, then alive, nor to the Jews of today.”

On anti-Semitism: “Moreover the Church, which rejects every per-
secution against any man, mindful of the common patrimony with
the Jews and moved not by political reasons but by the Gospel's
spiritual love, deplores hatred, persecutions, displays of anti-Sem-
itism directed against Jews at any time and by anyone."

On race hatred: “We cannot call on God, the Father of all, if we
refuse to treat in a brotherly way any man, created as he is in the
image of God. Man's relation to God the Father and his relation to
men his brothers are so linked together that Scripture says: ‘He who
does not love does not know God."' &

On discrimination: “The Church thus reproves, as foreign to the
mind of Christ, any discrimination against men or harassment of
them because of their race, color, condition in life, or religion.”

A study of the New Testament makes one wonder why so
many Christians ignore its teachings. For instance, in the Gos-
pel according to Saint Luke we find in verses 31, 32, and 33
of the 18th Chapter that Jesus is referred to as the “Son of man”
and that he prophesied that he will be delivered unto the Gen-
tiles who will mock him, mistreat him, torture him, and put
him to death; and that he will rise again on the third day.
Clearly, the Bible here speaks of the Gentile role in the cru-
cifixion of Christ. And the question is: why has this been soft-
pedaled all these centuries?

Turning to the Gospel according to Saint Matthew, it is
crystal clear, in reading Chapters 26, 27, and 28, that Jesus was
put to death by a ruling clique of Jewish priests and elders who
were in league with Roman officials. The assistant editor of
Christianity Today, Mr. James Daane, points out that Jesus
was tried in a Roman court, and “was crowned with thorns by
Romans and condemned under Pontius Pilate, a Roman judge.
He died at the hands of Roman soldiers, in the Roman mann