ELEMENTS

Prince Bernhard of the Netherlands - personal background and his part in starting the Bilderberg Conferences 

[This site campaigns for a press conference at all Bilderberg venues - and a declaration from the steering committee that any consensus reached must be in our public, not their private interest] 

Please note that there are two other key figures in the creation of Bilderberg: Joseph Retinger and Sir Colin Gubbins. 

Project CA-35 - U-boat research into Nazi-Bilderberg connections in Boston, Mass. 

The Prince and the Nazis - Extract from 'H. R. H. Prince Bernhard of the Netherlands; an authorized biography' Harrap, 1962. by Alden Hatch 

Bernhard and IG Farben background explored 

U.S./Nazi connections - Wall Street and the Rise of Hitler - Bernhard's employer, I.G.Farben, is discussed 

1975 - The Lockheed Scandal - The Grease Machine Exposed - extract from David Boulton's book: 'The Lockheed Papers' 

At The Hand Of Man - The White Man's Game - Extract from Raymond Bonner's book on Bernhard's World Wildlife Fund 

COMODO - Group campaigning to expose the Dutch Royal Family 

Jun94 - What's Wrong with "Sustainable Use"? 

30Jun03 - Newsweek - Fall of the Royal Fortune; How a Dutch prince knocked his family down the Forbes list 

26Jun03 - New Zealand Herald - Royal fortunes tricky to pin down 



External Link:  WALL STREET AND THE RISE OF HITLER. By Antony C. Sutton http://reformed-theology.org/html/books/wall_street/index.html 

COMODO - a Dutch group campaigning imaginatively against the Dutch monarchy http://squat.net/beakomt/ 

See also this article about Prince  Bernhard which was written for the Financial Times by columnist C. Gordon Tether but censored by the editor 

More links 



Project CA-35 

The incredible story of a probable attempt to end World War Two early by German industrialists. They could see they were about to loose the war and their wealth. 

Was Prince Bernhard waiting for the ill-fated industrialists with Princess Juliana at the Chatham Bars Inn, Cape Cod?  see also Sub Sea Recovery's website and the Bilderberg History page 

The U-boat was sunk by a US Navy Blimp using depth charges - see scans of the U-boat lying in sand off Cape Cod as well as original plans copied from captured documents now in US archives. 

The wreck of a giant and secret WWII U-boat has been found by the above off Cape Cod, Mass. east coast USA.  It slipped out of Germany on the same day as the assassination attempt on Adolf Hitler. 
What was it's mission and what happened between its first signal messages to the map room at the White House and its sinking?  Why, moreover, was the Dutch Royal family, and possibly Bilderberg supremo Prince Bernhard, holidaying on the coast that day?[TG] 

CA35 Type XI-B U-boat - See the full story at The Project CA35 website http://www.subsearecovery.com/ca35/ 

A JOINT VENTURE BY: Sub Sea Recovery Inc. and Trident Research & Recovery, Inc. 

CA-35 website: A Preliminary Brief On The Search For Historical Truth - ©1998 Trident Research & Recovery Inc. - Sub Sea Recovery Inc.  "On Site Operations are in progress, updates will be forthcoming" 

VIII. RECENT RESEARCH - extract from CA-35 website 

There have been some very interesting revelations in the Project's follow-up of research data. Due to the efforts of contributing researcher Mr. Eric Brothers U.S. State Department Protocol documents are now available to confirm one of this investigation's long-standing curiosities - the visit of members of the Dutch Royal Family to Chatham,  Cape Cod during the very same time-frame in which the German Type XI-B U-Boat was known to have been operational off Cape Cod. 

These documents consist of a series of notifications between the representatives of the Dutch Royal Family in exile and the Protocol Section of the Department of State. On the surface they do indeed appear to be routine in nature. It is only when viewed with the other known occurrences off Cape Cod at this time that these Protocol records seem to indicate more than just routine procedure. 

For example: One of the most obvious details that stand out is the sudden departure from Chatham of Princess Juliana and her royal attendants on the morning of the 26th. of August, 1944, only hours after the known destruction of the Type XI fourteen miles to the southeast. This, combined with a published news report in the local Cape Cod Times for that date, quote the Princess as opening a short public statement upon her departure, stating: "I will not talk about anything political and cannot take questions". She goes on to say how the Royal Family enjoyed their stay at the Chatham Bars Inn, etc. 

Within five minutes the impromptu interview is over and the Royal Family departs by car for Boston enroute to Canada. The fact that these State Department Protocol documents were only declassified at the time Mr. Brothers requested to view them in July of 1997 is possibly indicative - fifty four years after the fact. 

To add to this new information Trident had conducted background research into the Dutch Royal Family due to its suspicions and has confirmed the following: 

1) The Royal Consort, Prince Bernhardt, Husband of Juliana since 1937, was previous to their marriage an active card-carrying member of Hitler's black-shirted SS. 

2) Prince Consort Bernhardt was employed prior to, during, and after the war by I.G.Farben's Industrial Espionage Unit "NW-7" which, needless to say, placed him under great suspicions by both the British and American intelligence communities. The mere fact of his employment as an "industrial spy" for Farben places him squarely within the sphere of the German Industrial community, links for which have already been established with the Type XI-B U-Boat. 

There are many more details regarding the Dutch Royal Family, Prince Bernhardt, Princess Juliana and the German Industrialists which have not been included in this specific brief due to space considerations. However, the basic facts as listed above give very strong indications regarding the Dutch Royal visit to Cape Cod at this specific time in July and August of 1944. Suffice it to say that there is the very strong possibility that Prince Consort Bernhardt, through his wife Princess Juliana, may very well have been acting as a sort of liaison or facilitator in connections for Armistice Negotiations between German Industrialists and certain members of the American Department of State and Intelligence Community. The final proof for this is as yet not confirmed, but the stage is certainly set for such endeavors. Perhaps the amplified documentation for such a situation is contained within the hull of the Type XI off Cape Cod. 

Used with permission - from http://www.subsearecovery.com/ca35/ 

©1998 Trident Research & Recovery Inc. - Sub Sea Recovery Inc. 

[this article] All Rights Reserved. No part of this site may be reproduced or transmitted in any form or by any means, electronic or mechanical, including photocopying, recording, downloading or any information storage and retrieval system, without permission in writing from the publishers of: The CA-35 website. 



The Prince and the Nazis 

Extract from 'H. R. H. Prince Bernhard of the Netherlands; an authorized biography' Harrap, 1962. by Alden Hatch 

In order to finish his education quickly Bernhard had to make some compromises with the monstrous political system that was fastening its grip on Germany. The story that the Prince of the Netherlands once wore the black uniform of Hitler’s SS is quite true. It came about in this way. 

Only eleven days after his father’s death, on June 30, 1934, Hitler’s first purge, known as ‘The Night of the Long Knives,’ shocked Germany and the world. On that pleasant summer evening Ernst Rohm, who had been Hitler’s friend and ally from the beginning, and other leaders of the brown-shirted SA (Storm Troopers), the private army which had brought Hitler to power and who were now challenging his will, were taken in their beds and their offices, in beer-halls and on railway trains or in the streets, and shot without even a drumhead court-martial. They were an evil and degenerate crew who lived by violence and appropriately died by it, but the capricious manner of their liquidation proved that justice in Germany had been replaced by the will of a tyrant. 

Nor were they the only victims. General Kurt von Schleicher, who had opposed Hitler politically, was shot in the doorway of his home, and when his wife protested too much she was murdered too. All sorts of private grudges were satisfied in the slaughter which was said at the Nuremberg trials to have taken over a thousand lives. It lasted for thirty-six hours. 

From that moment no man or woman in the land was safe from the terror, especially not those who wielded power, least of all Hitler himself. The SA was disbanded and replaced by Heinrich Himmler’s black-uniformed SS (Schutzstaffel), and the Gestapo (Secret State Police). They quickly set about tightening the screws of the police state. 

At the beginning of his serious studies Bernhard learned that a new sort of test had been decreed for every one graduating from the universities - a written and oral ‘political attitude” examination. With his ideals and high temper he knew that was one examination he could not pass. 

However, there was a way round it. Members of the various Nazi paramilitary organizations were ipso facto considered “politically reliable.” Bernhard had joined the League for Air Sports because he wanted to learn to fly. It had been started by the Nazi Party as a sub-rosa method of training war pilots, but it had virtually no political implications. Its leaders were the old World War I airmen like Ernst Udet, who were not Nazis and cared only about teaching young people to fly. 

So Bernhard was all set until he went larking around the sky with a wild young friend who flew their plane into a lake. They swam ashore, but the plane had ceased to exist. 

When they got back to the base their commander was furious. “He was right, of course,” says Bernhard, “and we were wrong. Even though I was not at the controls, I knew I was out. So while the commandant was screaming at my friend I said, “ I resign too.” It was just a question of who could get the words out first.” 

His ignominious ejection from Air Sports left Bernhard in a very vulnerable position. He belonged to no organization and had no uniform or badge to wear. He knew that the law examinations were made doubly difficult for uncommitted people, and that even if he passed them the political attitude test would eliminate him. So he looked around for a harmless cover. He found it by the grace of the son of the man who owned Bernhard’s favourite Berlin pub. 

Young Walter Wunderlich was an idealistic Nazi: there were many such young men who truly believed in the noble aspirations of the party as voiced, but not practised, by Hitler and his lieutenants. Wunderlich was head of the Berlin unit of the Motor SS, which was made up of young men who had their own cars. They put on their uniforms and met once a week for what almost amounted to a sportscar rally. Bernhard and five or six friends in the same boat as he, including the Langenheim brothers from Morocco, went to Wunderlich. 

Bernhard knew that a man had to serve in the SS for a year and a half before he was admitted to membership; until then he was on probation. Speaking for all of them, he said, “Look, Walter, you know exactly how we think and what we are. But we need some sort of protection. Will you take us into your motor unit until we finish our studies? Then out we go.” 

Is that how you want it?” Walter asked. 

“Yes,” said Bernhard. “You know just why we are doing this. Under no circumstances does any of us want to become and SS man by quicker promotion or whatsoever. We’ll come in our motorcars, and we’ll all drive together till we graduate. Then out. That is the understanding.” 

Though Walter was a dedicated Nazi, he was a loyal friend ready to stick his neck out to help. “I’ll take you,” he said. 

They were issued overcoats, and went to the best tailor in Berlin to have their uniforms specially made. “I must say we looked smart in them,” Bernhard says. “The extent of my services included the weekly rallies and standing guard occasionally, because if you did that you could have a free garage. We had a lot of fun and no trouble.” 

At the end of their studies Bernhard’s whole group, with one exception, left the SS and severed all connection with the party. This fellow appeared later in Holland and took advantage of Bernhard’s trusting nature to commit an act of treachery. 

By the time Bernhard had graduated he was completely determined to get out of Germany. Von Hindenburg was dead. The last vestige of constitutionalism had disappeared as the office of President of the German Republic was abolished and Hitler named himself Fuhrer. He was now more powerful than any German Emperor had ever been, and more obsessed by lust of conquest than old Frederick Barbarossa. 

The Nazi movement had gathered such momentum that Bernhard could see no hope of stopping it short of bloody catastrophe. This is not to say that he foresaw the future clearly in all its Wagnerian tragedy. He did not. But neither did he believe for a moment that the Third Reich would last a thousand years, or fifty for that matter. Even if it did he could not conceive of living in a land of government by terror. And despite the military tradition of his family and h is own creed of loyalty, he had not the conscience to become, as conscription would soon compel him to, part of a military machine dedicated to conquest. 

Had he been older and his character more hardened by adversity he might have considered remaining to oppose the regime, hopeless as opposition seemed. Even so, open dissent was impossible, and he had neither the talent nor the taste for conspiracy. In addition, the only organized underground resistance was the Communist Party, which was equally distasteful to him.The only solution was self-exile. 

Bernhard did not burn all his bridges immediately. As a first step he got a job in the Paris office of I.G.Farben, the great German chemical combine. Though his training had been in law, he was fascinated by industry and finance, and thought that his talents lay in this direction. Which proved to be the case. 

In Paris Bernhard threw all his energy into his new career. He says that he wanted to prove that it was not nepotism that got him the job. But the truth is that by now he was so geared to high-pressure work that he could not have done otherwise. Also, the more he learned about business the more interested he became. 

Though his working hours were from 8 am to 7 pm he was among the first to reach the office in the morning and the last to leave at night. In addition he took a course in shorthand and typing in the evening or during his lunch-hour, munching a sandwich while he worked. “They were mad for garlic in that school,” he says. “I have never smelt anything like it. I started eating it in self-defence and learned to like it very much. I still do, though my family is not quite in agreement with me.” 

I.G.Farben’s Paris manager, Dr Passarge, soon recognized Bernhard as executive material and sent him on a training course through the various departments. In the sales department he really found his metier. He negotiated several barter deals with French Indo-China - rice for chemicals - and took part in various other selling campaigns. It gave him a chance to use all his talents - financial acuteness, ability to think fast, persuasiveness, and that God-given charm of which he was completely aware. He did so well that Dr Passarge said, “If you don’t do something stupid you’ll be a manager by the time you’re thirty.” A little later he got the same promise in writing. 

In Paris Bernhard lived in the luxurious house of his uncle and aunt by marriage, Count and Countess Paul de Kotzebue. The Countess was an American, Allene Tew, whose first husband had been Anson Wood Berther, an executive of General Electric from whom she inherited a fine old-fashioned American fortune. Countess Kotzebue doted on Bernhard, Princess Armgard says, “She spoiled him terribly. All her cars were his to drive. She never refused him anything he asked. His wish was literally her command. The Kotzebues had no children, and she regarded him as a son.” 

Bernhard, who always returned affection in full measure, was completely devoted to “Aunt Allene,” and equally willing to gratify her wishes. Count Kotzebue says that many years later, when the Countess was dying at Nice, Bernhard drove all the way from Soestdijk to see her once more. “Though my wife seemed to be unconscious,” he said, “she recognized his horn in the courtyard and said, ‘That’s my Bernilo come to see me.’ ” 

It is not to be supposed that the life of a bachelor prince in Paris was a social blank. No matter how hard Bernhard worked he always had energy left for fun. He was invited to a great many parties and went to most of them. He was a great favourite in the embassies, with one exception. “Soon after I began working for I.G.Farben [see note below],” he says, “ the German Ambassador sent a man to ask me if I would join the organization of Germans living abroad. It was, of course, a party organization, so I said, ‘No’. They gave me no further trouble, but I was never invited to the German Embassy.” 

However, the Belgian Ambassador, Count van Kerckhoven, was especially friendly. He had been Ambassador to Berlin when Bernhard was a student there and had been “awfully nice” to him. Their friendship continued in Paris. Though Bernhard had only an hour off at noon, the Ambassador often invited him for lunch and arranged things so that the meal was served the moment he arrived and protocol dispensed with, so that he could eat and run back to his job. 

At one of these luncheons late in 1935 Bernhard found himself seated next do Dr Loudon, the Dutch Minister to Portugal, whom he also knew quite well. The conversation turned to the Winter Olympics at Garmisch-Partenkirchen, where Bernhard planned to go during his winter holidays. Dr Loudon told him that Queen Wilhelmina and her daughter, Princess Juliana, also planned to go to the Olympics. “They will be staying at Igls, just over the mountain,” he said. “Perhaps you would like to call Her Majesty’s aide-de-camp and arrange to pay them a courtesy visit.” 

“Thank you, I believe I will,” Bernhard said. “It might be amusing.” 

Preceding extract from: 

Hatch, Alden, 'H. R. H. Prince Bernhard of the Netherlands; an authorized biography'.  
Subject : Bernhard Leopold, consort of Juliana, Queen of the Netherlands, 
Harrap, 1962. 

Notes: 

A celebration was held at the Petersburg Hotel in 1937 with top Nazis and the IG Farben board and friends to celebrate 'Nazification'. 

I.G. Farben paid the SS three marks a day for unskilled concentration camp workers and four marks a day for skilled.  For child labour they paid the SS 1.5 marks a day.  



Bernhard and IG Farben background explored 

Excerpted from the book Murder by Injection by Eustace Mullins, chapter 10: by Eustace Mullins 

http://www.goldismoney.info/forums/showthread.php?t=4298&goto=nextoldest 

Many American conservatives believe as a matter of faith that the Rockefellers and the Council on Foreign Relations exercise absolute control over the government and the people of United States . This thesis can be accepted as a working formula if one remains conscious of the larger issues . Two writers for whom the present writer has great respect, Dr. Emanuel Josephson and Morris Bealle, insisted on focusing on the Rockefellers and excluding all other aspects of the World Order . This severely limited the effect of their otherwise ground breaking work on the Medical Monopoly. 

This writer advanced a contrary view in ``The World Order,'' fixing upon the Rothschild monetary power, which reached a point of world control by 1885, and its London policy group, the Royal Institute of International Affairs, as the policy makers for what has essentially been since 1900, re-established colonial government in the United States. The colonial, or occupation, government, functions primarily through the Council on Foreign Relations, but only as the subsidiary of RIIA and through the Rockefeller Foundation which controls government functions, the educational establishments, the media, the religions and the state legislatures. 

It is true that the American colonials have ``free elections,'' in which they have the absolute right to vote for one of two opposing candidates, both of whom have been handpicked and financed by the Rockefeller syndicate. This touching evidence of ``democracy'' serves to convince most Americana that we are indeed a free people. We even have a cracked Liberty Bell in Philadelphia to prove it. American youth have been free since 1900 to be marched off to die in Hegelian wars in which both combatants received their instructions from the World Order. We are free to invest in a stock market in which the daily quantity, price and value of the monetary unit is manipulated and controlled by a Federal Reserve System which is answerable only to the Bank of England. It has maintained its vaunted ``independence'' from our government's control, but this is the only independence it has ever had. 

The realization that we do indeed live under the dictates of the ``Rockefeller Syndicate'' can well be the starting point of the long road back of a genuine struggle for American independence. In exposing ``the Rockefellers'' as agents of a foreign power, which is not merely a foreign power, but a genuine world government, we must realize that this is not merely a group dedicated to making money, but a group which is committed to maintaining the power of a colonial form of government over the American people. Thus the ancient calumny of John D. Rockefeller as a man obsessed by greed (a category in which he has plenty of company) obscures the act that from the day the Rothschilds began to finance his march towards a total oil monopoly in the United States from their coffers at the National City Bank of Cleveland, Rockefeller was never an independent power, nor does any department of the Rockefeller Syndicate operate as an independent power. We know that the Cosa Nostra, or Mafia, with which the Syndicate is closely allied, has somewhat autonomous power in the regions which have been assigned to that particular ``family'' by the national directors, but this always implies that that family remains under total control and answerable for everything which occurs in its territory. 

Similarly, the Rockefeller Syndicate operates under clearly defined spheres of influence. The ``charitable'' organizations, the business companies, and the policy groups, always meld into a working operation, nor can any department of the Syndicate strike out on its own or formulate an independent policy, no matter what may be its justification. 

The Rockefeller Syndicate operates under the control of the world financial structure, which means that on any given day, all of its assets could be rendered close to worthless by adroit financial manipulation. This is the final control, which ensures that no one can quit the organization. Not only would he be stripped of all assets, but he would be under contract for immediate assassination. Our Department of Justice is well aware that the only ``terrorists'' operating in the United States are the agents of the World Order, but they prudently avoid any mention of this fact. 

The world financial structure, far from being an unknown or hidden organization, is actually well known and well defined. It consists of the major Swiss Banks; the survivors of the old Venetian-Genoese banking axis; the Big Five of the world grain trade; the British combine, centered in the Bank of England and its chartered merchant banks, functioning trough the Rothschilds and the Oppenheimers and having absolute control over their Canadian colony through the Royal Bank of Canada and the Bank of Montreal, their Canadian lieutenants being the Bronfmans, Belzbergs, and other financial operators; and the colonial banking structure in the United States, controlled by the Bank of England through the Federal Reserve System; the Boston Brahmin families who made their fortunes in the opium trade, including the Delanos and others and the Rockefeller Syndicate, consisting of the Kissinger network headquartered in the Rockefeller Bank, Chase Manhattan Bank, American Express, the present form of the old Rothschild representatives in the United States, which includes Kuhn, Loeb Company and Lehman Brothers. 

It is notable that the Rockefeller Syndicate is far down on the list of the world's financial structure. Why then is it of such importance ? Although it is not the crucial factor in financial decision in the Western Hemisphere, it is the actual working control mechanism of the American colony. The Rockefeller family themselves, like the Morgans, Schiffs and Warburgs, have faded into insignificance, but the mechanism created in their name roars along at full power, still maintaining all of he functions for which it was organized. Since he set up the Trilateral Commission, David Rockefeller has functioned as a sort of international courier for the World Order, principally concerned with delivering working instructions to the Communist bloc, either directly, in New York or by traveling to the area. Laurance Rockefeller is active in the operation of the Medical Monopoly, but his principal interests are in operating various vacation spas in tropical areas. They are the two survivors of the ``Fortunate Five,'' the five sons of John D. Rockefeller, Jr. and Abby Aldrich. John D. 

Rockefeller, Jr. died in an institution in Tucson, Arizona and was hastily cremated. John D. Rockefeller III died in a mysterious accident on a New York Parkway near his home. Nelson Rockefeller, named after his grandfather, died in the arms of a TV journalist; it was later revealed that he had also been in the arms of another TV journalist at the same time; the death was hushed up for many hours. It is generally believed hat he ran afoul of his Colombian drug connection, the disagreement hardly being trivial ; it involved several billion dollars in drug profits which had not been properly apportioned. Winthrop Rockefeller died an alcoholic in the arms of his black boy friend. He had been interviewed on television by Harry Reasoner to explain his hasty move from New York to Arkansas. 

Winthrop leered that his black boy friend, an Army sergeant who apparently taught him the mysteries of drill, refused to live in New York. To celebrate this alliance, Winthrop Rockefeller gave magnificently to Negro causes, including the Urban League building on East 48th Street in New York. A plaque on the second floor notes that it was his gift; it might well have stated ``From Hadrian to his Antinous''. 

We do not wish to imply that the Rockefellers no longer have influence, but that the major policy dictates of the Rockefeller Syndicate are handed down by other capos, of whom they continue to be a visible force. Through the person of David Rockefeller, the family is sometimes called ``the first family of the Soviet Union.'' Only he and Dr. Armand Hammer, the moving force behind USTEC, have permanent permission to land their private planes at the Moscow Airport. Others would suffer the fate of KAL 007. 

Both the Rockefeller family fortune and the considerable portion set aside in the foundations of the Rockefeller Syndicate are effectively insulated against any type of government control . Fortune magazine noted August 4, 1986, that John D. Rockefeller, Jr. had created trusts in 1934 which now amounted to some $2.3 billion; another $200 million had been set aside for the Abby Rockefeller branch. The five sons had trusts which in 1986 amount to $2.1 billion. These trusts had originally amounted to only $50 million each, showing the increase in their assets as well as inflation during the ensuing half century . Fortune estimated the 1986 total Rockefeller wealth as $3.5 billion, of which $900 million was in securities and real estate. 

They owned 45% of the Time Life Building; Nelson Rockefeller's International Basic Economy Corporation had been sold to a British company in 1980. For years, the Rockefeller family had deliberately kept the rents low in its major holding, the Rockefeller Center, a $1.6 billion investment yielding an annual return of 1%. This was a convenient maneuver, for tax purposes. Rockefeller Center recently went public issuing stock which was sold to public buyers. The Rockefellers are rumored to be liquidating their investments in the New York area, and reinvesting in the West, particularly in the area around Phoenix, Arizona. It is possible that they know something we don't. 

However much of the Rockefeller wealth may be attributed to old John D.'s rapacity and ruthlessness, its origins are indubitably based in his initial financing from the National City Bank of Cleveland, which was identified in Congressional reports as one of the three Rothschild banks in the United States and by his later acceptance of the guidance of Jacob Schiff of Kuhn, Loeb & Company, who had been born in the Rothschild house in Frankfort and was now the principal Rothschild representative (but unknown as such to the public) in the United States. 

With the seed money from the National City Bank of Cleveland, old John D. Rockefeller soon laid claim to the title of ``the most ruthless American''. 

It is more than likely that it was this quality which persuaded the Rothschilds to back him . Rockefeller realized early in the game that the oil refinery business, which could offer great profits in a short time, also was at the mercy of uncontrolled competition. His solution was a simple one - crush all competition. The famous Rockefeller dedication to total monopoly was simply a business decision. Rockefeller embarked on a campaign of coercing all competing oil refineries out of business. He attacked on a number of fronts, which is also a lesson to all would be entrepreneurs. First, he would send a minion, not known to be working for Rockefeller, with an offer to buy the competing refinery for a low price, but offering cash. If the offer was refused, the competitor would then come under attack from a competing refinery which greatly undercut his price. He might also suffer a sudden strike at his refinery, which would force him to shut down. Control of labor through unions has always been a basic Rockefeller technique. Like the Soviet Union, they seldom have labor trouble. If these techniques failed, Rockefeller would then be saddened by a reluctant decision to use violence; beating the rival workers as they went to and from their jobs, or burning or blowing up the competing refinery. 

These techniques convinced the Rothschilds that they had found their man. 

They sent their personal representative, Jacob Schiff, to Cleveland to help Rockefeller plan further expansion. At this time, the Rothschilds controlled 95% of all railroad mileage in the United States, through the J.P. Morgan Company and Kuhn Loeb & Company according to official Department of Commerce figures for the year 1895. J.P. Morgan mentions in his Who's Who listing that he controlled 50,000 miles of U.S. railways. 

Schiff worked out an elaborate rebate deal for Rockefeller, through a dummy corporation, South Improvement Company. These rebates ensured that no other oil company could survive in competition with the Rockefeller firm. The scheme was later exposed, but by that time Rockefeller had achieved a virtual monopoly of the oil business in the United States. The daughter of one of his victims, Ida Tarbell, whose father was ruined by Rockefeller's criminal operations, wrote the first major expose of the Standard Oil Trust. She was promptly denounced as a ``muckraker'' by the poseur, Theodore Roosevelt, who claimed to be a ``trust buster''. In fact, he ensured the dominance of the Standard Oil Trust and other giant trusts. 

During the next half century, John D. Rockefeller was routinely caricatured by socialist propagandists as the epitome of the ruthless capitalist. At the same time, he was the principal financier of the world Communist movement, through a firm called American International Company. Despite the fact that the House of Rothschild had already achieved world control, the sound and fury was directed exclusively against its two principal, representatives, John D. Rockefeller and J.P. Morgan. One of the few revelations of the actual state of affairs appeared in Truth magazine, December 16, 1912, which pointed out that ``Mr. Schiff is head of the great private banking house of Kuhn, Loeb & Company, which represents the Rothschild interests on this side of the Atlantic. He is described as a financial strategist and has been for years the financial minister of the great impersonal power known as Standard Oil.'' Note that this editor did not even mention the name of Rockefeller. 

Because of these concealed factors, it was a relatively simple matter for the American public to accept the ``fact'' that the Rockefellers were the preeminent power in this country. This myth was actually clothed in the apparel of power, the Rockefeller Oil Trust becoming the ``military-industrial complex'' which assumed political control of the nation; the Rockefeller Medical Monopoly attained control of the health care of the nation, and the Rockefeller Foundation, a web of affiliated tax exempt creations, effectively controlled the religious and educational life of the nation. The myth succeeded in its goal of camouflaging the hidden rulers, the Rothschilds. 

After the present writer had been exposing this charade for some twenty-five years, a new myth began to be noised about in American conservative circles, effectively propagated by active double agents. This myth found a host of eager believers, because it heralded a growing crack in the monolithic power which had been oppressing all the peoples of the world. This new ``revelation'' was that a struggle to the death for world power had developed between the Rockefellers and the Rothschilds. According to this startling development, one faction or the other, depending on which agent you were listening to, had gained control of the Soviet Union and would use its power as the basis for achieving the overthrow of the other faction. The sudden death of several members of the Rockefeller family was cited as ``proof'' that such a struggle was taking place, although no Rothschild is known to have succumbed during this ``war''. This ignored the general understanding that Nelson Rockefeller had been ``eliminated'' as the result of losing deposit slips for several billion dollars of drugs from the Colombian cartel, or that the other Rockefeller deaths showed no trace of a ``Rothschild connection''. 

Having maintained extensive files on this situation for several decades, the present writer could not believe anyone could be so misinformed as to think that ``the Rockefellers'' were now trying to seize power from the Rothschilds, at a time when the influence of members of the Rockefeller family was already in great decline, their family finances being handled by J. Richardson Dilworth, their legal affairs being handled by John J. 

McCloy, and other faithful retainers; none of these retainers would have been willing to engage in a genuine power struggle, as they were faceless managers who lived only for their weekly paycheck. They had no ambitions of their own. Nevertheless, many hopeful Americans grasped the will-o-the-wisp notion that the Rockefellers were now ``good Americans'' who were willing to risk all to overthrow the Rothschilds. Amazingly enough, this pernicious story persisted for almost a decade before being relegated to the curiosities of history. 

Like J.P. Morgan, who had begun his commercial career by selling the U.S. Army some defective guns, the famous fall carbine affair, John D. Rockefeller also was a war profiteer during the Civil War ; he sold unstamped Harkness liquor to Federal troops at a high profit, gaining the initial capital to embark on his drive for monopoly. His interest in the oil business was a natural one; his father, William Rockefeller had been ``in oil'' for years . William Rockefeller had become an oil entrepreneur after salt wells at Tarentum, near Pittsburgh, were discovered in 1842 to be flowing with oil. The owners of the wells, Samuel L. Kier, began to bottle the oil and sell it for medicinal purposes. One of his earliest wholesalers was William Rockefeller. The ``medicine'' was originally labeled ``Kier's Magic Oil''. Rockefeller printed his own labels, using ``Rock Oil'' or ``Seneca Oil,'' Seneca being the name of a well known Indian tribe. Rockefeller achieved his greatest notoriety and his greatest profits by advertising himself as ``William Rockefeller, the Celebrated Cancer Specialist''. It is understandable that his grandsons would become the controlling power behind the scenes of the world's most famous cancer treatment center and would direct government funds and charitable contributions to those areas which only benefit the Medical Monopoly. 

William Rockefeller spared no claim in his flamboyant career. He guaranteed ``All Cases of Cancer Cured Unless They Are Too Far Gone.'' Such were the healing powers that he attributed to his magic cancer cure that he vas able to retail it for $25 a bottle, a sum then equivalent to two months' wages. 

The ``cure'' consisted of a few well known diuretics, which had been diluted by water. This carnival medicine show barker could hardly have envisioned that his descendants would control the greatest and the most profitable Medical Monopoly in recorded history .=20 

As an itinerant ``carnie,'' a traveling carnival peddler, William Rockefeller had chosen a career which interfered with developing a stable family life. His son John rarely saw him, a circumstance which has inspired some psychological analysts a conjecture that the absence of a father figure or parental love may have contributed to John D. Rockefeller's subsequent development as a money mad tyrant who plotted to maim, poison and kill millions of his fellow American during almost century of his monopolistic operations and whose influence, reaching up from the grave, remains the most dire and malignant presence in American life. This may have been a contributing factor - however, it is also possible that he was totally evil. 

It has long been a truism that you can find a horse thief or two in any prominent American family. In the Rockefeller family it was more than a truism. William seems to have faithfully followed the precepts of the Will of Canaan throughout his career, ``love robbery, love lechery.'' He fled from a number of indictments for horse stealing, finally disappearing altogether as William Rockefeller and re-emerging as Dr. William Levingston of Philadelphia, a name which he retained for the rest of his life. An investigative reporter at Joseph Pulitzer's New York World received a tip that was followed up. The World then disclosed that William Avery Rockefeller had died May 11, 1906 in Freeport, Illinois, where he was interred in an unmarked grave as Dr. William Levingston. 

William Rockefeller's vocation as a medicine man greatly facilitated his preferred profession of horse thief. As one who planned to be in the next county by morning, it was a simple matter to tie a handsome stallion to the back of his wagon and head for the open road. It also played a large part in his vocation as a woman-chaser; he was described as being ``woman-mad''. 

He not only concluded several bigamous marriages, but he seems to have had uncontrolled passions. On June 28, 1849, he was indicted for raping a hired girl in Cayuga, New York; he later was found to be residing in Oswego, New York and was forced once again to decamp for parts unknown. He had no difficulty in financing his woman-chasing interests from the sale of his miraculous cancer cure and from another product, his ``Wonder Working Liniment,'' which he offered at only two dollars a bottle. It consisted of crude petroleum from which the lighter oils had been boiled away, leaving a heavy solution of paraffin, lube oil and tar, which comprised the ``liniment.'' William Rockefeller's original miracle oil survived until quite recently as a concoction called Nujol, consisting principally of petroleum and peddled as a laxative. It was well known that Nujol was merely an advertising sobriquet meaning ``new oil,'' as opposed, apparently, to ``old oil''. Sold as an antidote to constipation, it robbed the body of fat-soluble vitamins, it being a well-established medical fact that mineral oil coated the intestine and prevented the absorption of many needed vitamins and other nutritional needs. Its makers added carotene as a sop to the health-conscious, but it was hardly worth the bother. Nujol was manufactured by a subsidiary of Standard Oil of New Jersey, called Stanco, whose only other product, manufactured on the same premises, was the famous insecticide, Flit. 

Nujol was hawked from the Senate Office Building in Washington for years during a more liberal interpretation of ``conflict of interest.'' In this case, it was hardly a conflict of interest, because the august peddler, Senator Royal S. Copeland, never had any interests other than serving the Rockefellers. He was a physician whom Rockefeller had appointed as head of the New York State Department of Health and later financed his campaign for the Senate. Copeland's frank display of commercialism amazed even the most blasé Washington reporters. He devoted his Senate career to a daily program advertising Nujol. A microphone was set up in his Senate office each morning, the first order of business being the Nujol program, for which he was paid $75,000 a year, an enormous salary in the 1930s and more than the salary of the President of the United States. Senator Copeland's exploits earned him a number of nicknames on Capitol Hill. He was often called the Senator from the American Medical Association, because of his enthusiastic backing for any program launched by the AMA and Morris Fishbein. More realistically, he was usually referred to as ``the Senator from Standard Oil''. He could be counted on to promote any legislation devised for the greater profit of the Rockefeller monopoly. During congressional debate on the Food and Drug Act in 1938, he came under criticism from Congresswoman Leonor Sullivan, who charged that Senator Copeland, a physician who handled the bill on the Senate floor, frankly acknowledged during the debate that soap was exempted from the law, because the soap manufacturers, who were the nation's largest advertisers, would otherwise join with other big industries to fight the bill. Congresswoman Sullivan complained the ``Soap was officially declared in the law not to be a cosmetic . .. The hair dye manufacturers were given license to market known dangerous products, just so long as they placed a special warning on the label - but what woman in a beauty parlor ever sees the label on the bulk container in which hair dye is shipped ?'' 

Just as the elder Rockefeller had spent his life in the pursuit of his personal obsession, omen, so his son John was equally obsessed, being money-mad instead of women-mad, totally committed to the pursuit of ever-increasing wealth and power. However, the principal accomplishments of the Rockefeller drive for power, the rebate scheme for monopoly, the chartering of the foundations to gain power over American citizens, the creation of the central bank, the Federal Reserve System, the backing of the World Communist revolution and the creation of the Medical Monopoly, all came from the Rothschilds or from their European employees. We cannot find in the records of John D. Rockefeller that he originated any one of these programs. The concept of the tax exempt charitable foundation originated with the Rothschild minion, George Peabody, in 1865. The Peabody Educational Foundation later became the Rockefeller Foundation. It is unlikely that even the diabolical mind of John D. Rockefeller could have conceived of this devious twist. A social historian has described the major development of the late nineteenth century, when charitable foundations and world Communism became important movements, as one of the more interesting facets of history, perhaps equivalent to the discovery of the wheel. This new discovery was the concept developed by the rats, who after all have rather highly developed intelligences, that they could trap people by baiting traps with little bits of cheese. The history of mankind since then has been the rats catching humans in their traps. Socialism - indeed any government program - is simply the rat baiting the trap with a smidgen of cheese and catching himself a human. 

Congressman Wright Putman, chairman of the House Banking and Currency Committee, noted from the floor of Congress that the establishment of the Rockefeller Foundation effectively insulated Standard Oil from competition. 

The controlling stock had been removed from market manipulation or possible buy-outs by competitors. It also relieved Standard Oil from most taxation, which then placed a tremendous added burden on individual American taxpayers. Although a Rockefeller relative by marriage, Senator Nelson Aldrich, Republican majority leader in the Senate, had pushed the General Education Board charter through Congress, the Rockefeller Foundation charter proved to be more difficult. Widespread criticism of Rockefeller's monopolistic practices was heard, and his effort to insulate his profits from taxation or takeover was seen for what it was. The charter was finally pushed through in 1913 (the significant Masonic numeral 13 - 1913 was also the year the progressive income tax and of the enactment of the Federal Reserve Act). Senator Robert F. Wagner of New York, another senator from Standard Oil (there were quite a few), ramrodded the Congressional approval of the charter. The charter was then signed by John D. Rockefeller, John D. 

Rockefeller, Jr., Henry Pratt Judson, president of the Rockefeller established University of Chicago, Simon Flexner, director of the Rockefeller Institute, Starr Jameson, described in Who's Who as ``personal counsel to John D. Rockefeller in his benevolences,'' and Charles W. Eliot, president of Harvard University. 

The Rockefeller Oil Monopoly is now 125 years old, yet in 1911, the Supreme Court, bowing to public outrage, had ruled that it had to be broken up. The resulting companies proved to be no problem for the Rockefeller interests. 

The family retained a two per cent holding in each of the ``new'' companies, while the Rockefeller foundations took a three per cent stock holding in each company. This gave them a five per cent stock interest in each company ; a one per cent holding in a corporation is usually sufficient to maintain working control. 

The involvement of the Rockefellers in promoting the world Communist Revolution also developed from their business interests. There was never any commitment to the Marxist ideology; like anything else, it was there to be used. At the turn of the century Standard Oil was competing fiercely with Royal Dutch Shell for control of the lucrative European market. 

Congressional testimony revealed that Rockefeller had sent large sums to Lenin and Trotsky to instigate the Communist Revolution of 1905. His banker, Jacob Schiff, had previously financed the Japanese in their war against Russia and had sent a personal emissary, George Kennan to Russia to spend some twenty years in promoting revolutionary activity against the Czar. When the Czar abdicated, Trotsky was placed on a ship with three hundred Communist revolutionaries from the Lower East Side of New York. 

Rockefeller obtained a special passport for Trotsky from Woodrow Wilson and sent Lincoln Steffens with him to make sure he was returned safely to Russia. For traveling expenses, Rockefeller placed a purse containing $10,000 in Trotsky's pocket. 

On April 13, 1917, when the ship stopped in Halifax, Canadian Secret Service officers immediately arrested Trotsky and interned him in Nova Scotia. The case became an international cause celebre, as leading government officials from several nations frantically demanded Trotsky's release. The Secret Service had been tipped off that Trotsky was on his way to take Russia out of the war, freeing more German armies to attack Canadian troops on the Western Front. Prime Minister Lloyd George hurriedly cabled orders from London to the Canadian Secret Service to free Trotsky at once--they ignored him. Trotsky was finally freed by the intervention of one of Rockefeller's most faithful stooges, Canadian Minister Mackenzie King, who had long been a ``labor specialist'' for the Rockefellers. King personally obtained Trotsky's release and sent him on his way as the emissary of the Rockefellers, commissioned to win the Bolshevik Revolution. 

Thus Dr. Armand Hammer, who loudly proclaims his influence in Russia as the friend of Lenin, has an insignificant claim compared to the role of the Rockefellers in backing world Communism. Although Communism, like other isms, had originated with Marx's association with the House of Rothschild, it enlisted the reverent support of John D. Rockefeller because he saw Communism for what it is, the ultimate monopoly, not only controlling the government, the monetary system and all property, but also a monopoly which, like the corporations it emulates, is self-perpetuating and eternal. It was the logical progression from his Standard Oil monopoly. 

An important step on the road to world monopoly was the most far-reaching corporation invented by the Rothschilds. This was the international drug and chemical cartel, I.G. Farben. Called ``a state within a state,'' it was created in 1925 as Interessen Gemeinschaft Farbenindustrie Aktien gesellschaft, usually known as I.G. Farben, which simply meant ``The Cartel''. It had originated in 1904, when the six major chemical companies in Germany began negotiations to form the ultimate cartel, merging Badische Anilin, Bayer, Agfa, Hoechst, Weiler-ter-Meer, and Greisheim-Electron. The guiding spirit, as well as the financing, came from the Rothschilds, who were represented by their German banker, Max Warburg, of M.M. Warburg Company, Hamburg. He later headed the German Secret Service during World War I and was personal financial adviser to the Kaiser. When the Kaiser was overthrown, after losing the war, Max Warburg was not exiled with him to Holland, instead he became the financial adviser to the new government. 

Monarchs may come and go, but the real power remains with the bankers. 

While representing Germany at the Paris Peace Conference, Max Warburg spent pleasant hours renewing family ties with his brother, Paul Warburg, who, after drafting the Federal Reserve Act at Jekyl Island, had headed the U.S. banking system during the war. He was in Paris as Woodwow Wilson's financial advisor. 

I.G. Farben soon had a net worth of six billion marks, controlling some five hundred firms. Its first president was Professor Carl Bosch. During the period of the Weimar Republic, I.G. officials, seeing the handwriting on the wall, began a close association with Adolf Hitler, supplying much needed funds and political influence. The success of the I.G. Farben cartel had aroused the interest of other industrialists. Henry Ford was favorably impressed and set up a German branch of Ford Motor Company. Forty per cent of the stock was purchased by I.G. Farben. I.G. Farben then established an American subsidiary, called American I.G., in cooperation with Standard Oil of New Jersey . Its directors included Walter Teagle, president of Standard Oil, Paul Warburg of Kuhn Loeb & Company and Edsel Ford, representing the Ford interests. John Foster Dulles, for the law firm, Sullivan and Cromwell, became the attorney for I.G., frequently traveling between New York and Berlin on cartel business. His law partner, Arthur Dean, is now director of the $40 million Teagle Foundation which was set up before Teagle's death. Like other fortunes it had become part of the network. Like John Foster Dulles, Arthur Dean has been a director of American Banknote for many years; this is the firm which supplies the paper for our dollar bills. Dean also has been an active behind the scenes government negotiator, serving as arms negotiator at disarmament conferences. Dean was also a director of Rockefeller's American Ag & Chem Company. He was a director of American Solvay, American Metal and other firms. As attorney for the wealthy Hochschild family, who owned Climax Molybdenum and American Metal, Dean became director of their family foundation, the Hochschild Foundation. Dean is director emeritus of the Council on Foreign Relations, the Asia Foundation, International House, Carnegie Foundation, and the Sloan Kettering Cancer Center. 

In 1930, Standard Oil announced that it had purchased an alcohol monopoly in Germany, a deal which had been set up by I.G. Farben. After Hitler came to power, John D. Rockefeller assigned his personal press agent, Ivy Lee, to Hitler to serve as a full- time adviser on the rearmament of Germany, a necessary step for setting up World War II. Standard Oil then built large refineries in Germany for the Nazis and continued to supply them with oil during World War II. In the 1930s Standard Oil was receiving in payment from Germany large shipments of musical instruments and ships which had been built in German yards. 

The dreaded Gestapo, the Nazi police force, was actually built from the worldwide intelligence network which I.G. Farben had maintained since its inception. Herman Schmitz, who had succeeded Carl Bosch as head of I.G., has been personal advisor to chancellor Brüning; when Hitler took over, Schmitz then became his most trusted secret counselor. So well concealed was the association that the press had orders never to photograph them together . Schmitz was named an honourary member of the Reichstag, while his assistant, Carl Krauch, became Göring's principal advisor in carrying out the Nazis' Four Year Plan. A business associate, Richard Krebs, later testified before the House Un-American Activities Committee, ``The I.G. 

Farbenindustrie, I know from personal experience, was already, in 1934, completely in the hands of the Gestapo.'' This was a misstatement; the I.G. Farben had merely allied itself with the Gestapo. 

In 1924 Krupp Industries was in serious financial difficulty; the firm was saved by a $10 million cash loan from Hallgarten & Company and Goldman Sachs, two of Wall Street's best known firms. The planned re-armament of Germany was able to proceed only after Dillon Read floated $100 million of German bonds on Wall Street for that purpose. It was hardly surprising that at the conclusion of the Second World War, General William Draper was appointed Economic Czar of Germany, being named head of the Economic Division of the Allied Military Government. He was a partner of Dillon Read. 

In 1939 Frank Howard, a vice-president of Standard Oil visited Germany. He later testified, #147;We did our best to work out complete plans for a modus vivendi which would operate throughout the term of the war, whether we came in or not.'' At this time American I.G. had on its board of directors Charles Mitchell, president of the National City Bank, the Rockefeller bank, Carl Bosch, Paul Warburg, Herman Schmitz and Schmitz' nephew, Max Ilgner. 

Although his name is hardly known, Frank Howard was for many years a key figure in Standard Oil operations as director of its research and its international agreements. He also was chairman of the research committee at Sloan Kettering Institute during the 1930s; his appointee at Sloan Kettering, Dusty Rhoads, headed the experimentation in the development of chemotherapy. During the Second World War Rhoads headed the Chemical Warfare Service in Washington at U.S. Army Headquarters. It was Frank Howard who had persuaded both Alfred Sloan and Charles Kettering of General Motors in 1939 to give their fortunes to the Cancer Center, which then took on their names . A member of the wealthy Atherton family, Frank Howard (1891-1964) had married a second time, his second wife being a leading member of the British aristocracy, the Duchess of Leeds. The first Duke of Leeds was titled in 1694, Sir Thomas Osborne, who was one of the key conspirators in the overthrow of King James II and the seizure of the throne of England by William III in 1688. Osborne had made peace with Holland during the reign of King Charles II, and singlehandedly promoted the marriage of Mary, daughter of the Duke of York, to William of Orange in 1677. The Dictionary of National Biography notes that Osborne ``for five years managed the House of Commons by corruption and enriched himself.'' He was impeached by King Charles II for treasonous negotiations with King Louis XIV and imprisoned in the Tower of London from 1678 to 1684. After his release, he again became active in the conspiracy to bring in William of Orange as King of England and secured the crucial province of York for him. William then created him Duke of Leeds. The placing of William on the throne of England made it possible for the conspirators to implement the crucial step in their plans, setting up the Bank of England in 1694. This enabled the Amsterdam bankers to gain control of the wealth of the British Empire. Osborne's biography also notes that he was later accused of Jacobite intrigues and was impeached for receiving a large bribe to procure the charter for the East India Company in 1695, but ``the proceedings were not concluded''. It was further noted that he ``left a large fortune''. 

The 11th Duke of Leeds was Minister to Washington from 1931 to 1935, Minister to the Holy See from 1936 to 1947, that is, throughout the Second World War. One branch of the family married into the Delano family, becoming relatives of Franklin Delano Roosevelt . A cousin, Viscount Chandos, was a prominent British official, serving in the War Cabinet under Churchill from 1942 to 1945, later becoming a director of the Rothschild firm, Alliance Assurance, and Imperial Chemical Industries. 

Frank Howard was the key official in maintaining relations between Standard Oil and I.G. Farben. He led in the development of synthetic rubber, which was crucial to Germany in the Second World War; he later wrote a book, ``Buna Rubber''. He also was the consultant to the drug firm, Rohm and Haas, representing the Rockefeller connection with that firm. In his later years, he resided in Paris, but continued to maintain his office at 30 Rockefeller Center, New York. 

Walter Teagle, the president of Standard Oil, owned 500,000 shares of American I.G., these shares later becoming the basis of the Teagle Foundation. Herman Metz, who was also a director of American I.G., was president of H.A. Metz Company, New York, a drug firm wholly owned by I.G. 

Farben of Germany. Francis Garvan, who had served as Alien Property Custodian during the First World War, knew many secrets of I.G. Farben's operations. He was prosecuted in 1929 to force him to remain silent. The action was brought by the Department of Justice through Attorney General Merton Lewis, the former counsel for Bosch Company. John Krim, former counsel for the German Embassy in the United States, testified that Senator John King had been on the payroll of the Hamburg American Line for three years at a salary of fifteen thousand dollars a year; he appointed Otto Kahn as treasurer of his election fund. Homer Cummings, who had been Attorney General for six years, then became counsel for General Aniline and Film at a salary of $100,000 a year. During the Second World War, GAF was supposedly owned by a Swiss firm; it came under considerable suspicion as an ``enemy'' concern and was finally taken over by the United States government. John Foster Dulles had been director of GAF from 1927 to 1934; he was also a director of International Nickel, which was part of the network of I.G. Farben firms. Dulles was related to the Rockefeller family through the Avery connection. He was attorney for the organization of a new investment firm, set up by Avery Rockefeller, in 1936 which was called Schröder-Rockefeller Company. It combined operations of the Schröder Bank, Hitler's personal bank and the Rockefeller interests. Baron Kurt von Schröder was one of Hitler's closest confidantes, and a leading officer of the SS. He was head of the Keppler Associates, which funneled money to the SS for leading German Corporations. Keppler was the official in charge of Industrial Fats during Göring's Four Year Plan, which was launched in 1936. 

American I.G. changed its name to General Aniline and Film during the Second World War, but it was still wholly owned by I.G. Chemie of Switzerland, a subsidiary of I.G. Farben of Germany. It was headed by Gadow, brother-in-law of Herman Schmitz. I.G. Farben's international agreements directly affected the U.S. war effort, because they set limits on U.S. supplies of magnesium, synthetic rubber and, crucial medical supplies. The director of I.G. Farben's dyestuffs division, Baron George von Schnitzler, was related to the powerful von Rath family, the J.H. Stein Bankhaus which held Hitler's account and the von Mallinckrodt family, the founders of the drug firm in the United States. Like other I.G. officials, he had become an enthusiastic supporter of the Hitler regime. I.G. Farben gave four and a half million reichsmarks to the Nazi Party in 1933; by 1945, I.G. had given the Party 40 million reichsmarks, a sum which equaled all contributions by I.G. to all other recipients during that period. One scholar of the Nazi era, Anthony Sutton, has focussed heavily on German supporters of Hitler, while ignoring the crucial role played by the Bank of England and its Governor, Sir Montague Norman, in financing the Nazi regime. Sutton's position on this problem may have been influenced by the fact that he is British. In view of the outspoken statements from Adolf Hitler about Jewish influence in Germany, it would be difficult to explain the role of I.G. Farben in the Nazi era. Peter Hayes' definitive study of I.G. Farben shows that in 1933 it had ten Jews on its governing boards. We have previously pointed out that I.G., from its inception was a Rothschild concern, formulated by the House of Rothschild and implemented through its agents, Max Warburg in Germany and Standard Oil in the US. 

Prince Bernhard of the Netherlands joined the SS during the early 1930s. He then joined the board of an I.G. subsidiary, Farben Bilder, from which he took the name of his postwar supersecret policy making group, the Bilderbergers. Farben executives played an important role in organizing the Circle of Friends for Heinrich Himmler, although it was initially known as Keppler's Circle of Friends, Keppler being the chairman of an I.G. subsidiary. His nephew, Fritz J. Kranefuss, was the personal assistant to Heinrich Himmler. Of the forty members of the Circle of Friends, which provided ample funds for Himmler, eight were executives of I.G. Farben or of its subsidiaries. 

Despite the incredible devastation of most German cities from World War II air bombings, the I.G. Farben building in Frankfort, one of the largest buildings there, miraculously survived intact. A large Rockefeller mansion in Frankfort also was left untouched by the war, despite the saturation bombing. Frankfort was the birthplace of the Rothschild family. It was hardly coincidental that the postwar government of Germany, Allied Military Government, should set up its offices in the magnificent I.G. Farben building. This government was headed by General Lucius Clay, who later became a partner of Lehman Brothers bankers in New York. The Political Division was headed by Robert Murphy, who would preside at the Nüremberg Trials, where he was successful in glossing over the implication of I.G. 

Farben officials and Baron Kurt von Schröder. Schröder was held a short time in a detention camp and then set free to return to his banking business. The Economic Division was headed by Lewis Douglas, son of the founder of Memorial Cancer center in New York, president of Mutual Life and director of General Motors. Douglas was slated to become U.S. High Commissioner for Germany, but he agreed to step aside in favor of his brother-in-law, John J. McCloy. By an interesting circumstance, Douglas, McCloy and Chancellor Konrad Adenauer of Germany had all married sisters, the daughters of John Zinsser, a partner of J.P. Morgan Company. 

As the world's pre-eminent cartel, I.G. Farben and the drug companies which it controlled in the United States through the Rockefeller interests were responsible for many inexplicable developments in the production and distribution of drugs. From 1908 to 1936 I.G. held back its discovery of sulfanilamide, which would become a potent weapon in the medical arsenal. 

In 1920, I.G. had signed working agreements with the important drug firms of Switzerland, Sandoz and Ciba-Geigy. In 1926, I.G. merged with Dynamit-Nobel, the German branch of the dynamite firm, while an English firm took over the English division. I.G. officials then began to negotiate with Standard Oil officials about the prospective manufacture of synthetic coal, which would present a serious threat to Standard Oil's monopoly. A compromise was reached with the establishment of American I.G., in which both firms would play an active role and share in the profits. 

Charles Higham's book, ``Trading with the Enemy,'' offers ample documentation of the Rockefeller activities during the Second World War. 

While Hitler's bombers were dropping tons of explosives on London, they were paying royalties on every gallon of gasoline they burned to Standard Oil, under existing patent agreements. After World War II, when Queen Elizabeth visited the United States, she stayed in only one private home during her visit, the Kentucky estate of William Irish, of Standard Oil. 

Nelson Rockefeller moved to Washington after our involvement in World War II, where Roosevelt named him Coordinator of Inter- American Affairs. 

Apparently his principal task was to coordinate the refueling of German ships in South America from Standard Oil tanks. He also used this office to obtain important South American concessions for his private firm, International Basic Economy Corporation, including a corner on the Colombian coffee market. He promptly upped the price, a move which enabled him to buy seven billion dollars worth of real estate in South America and also gave rise to the stereotype of the ``Yanqui imperialismo''. The attack on Vice President Nixon's automobile when he visited South America was explained by American officials as a direct result of the depredations of the Rockefellers, which caused widespread agitation against Americans in Latin America. 

After World War II, twenty-four German executives were prosecuted by the victors, all of them connected with I.G. Farben, including eleven officers of I.G. Eight were acquitted, including Max Ilgner, nephew of Herman Schmitz. Schmitz received the most severe sentence, eight years. Ilgner actually received three years, but the time was credited against his time in jail waiting for trial, and he was immediately released. The Judge was C.G. Shake and the prosecuting attorney was Al Minskoff. 

The survival of I.G. Farben was headlined by the Wall Street Journal on May 3, 1988 - GERMANY BEATS WORLD IN CHEMICAL SALES. Reporter Thomas F. O'Boyle listed the world's top five chemical companies in 1987 as 1. BASF $25.8 billion dollars. 2. Bayer $23.6 billion dollars. 3. Hoechst $23.5 billion dollars. 4. ICI $20 billion dollars. 5. DuPont $17 billion dollars in chemical sales only. 

The first three companies are the firms resulting from the ``dismantling'' of I.G. Farben from 1945 to 1952 by the Allied Military Government, in a process suspiciously similar to the ``dismantling'' of the Standard Oil empire by court edict in 1911. The total sales computed in dollars of the three spin-offs of I.G. Farben, some $72 billion, dwarfs its nearest rivals, ICI and DuPont, who together amount to about half of the Farben empire's dollar sales in 1987. Hoechst bought Celanese corp. in 1987 for $2.72 billion. 

O'Boyle notes that ``The Big Three (Farben spin-offs) still behave like a cartel. Each dominates specific areas; head to head competition is limited. 

Critics suspect collusion. At the least, there's a cosiness that doesn't exist in the U.S. chemical industry." 

After the war, Americans were told they must support an ``altruistic'' plan to rebuild devastated Europe, to be called the Marshall Plan, after Chief of Staff George Marshall, who had been labeled on the floor of the Senate by Senator Joseph McCarthy as ``a living lie''. The Marshall Plan proved to be merely another Rockefeller Plan to loot the American taxpayer. On December 13, 1948, Col. Robert McCormick, editor of the Chicago Tribune, personally denounced Esso's looting of the Marshall Plan in a signed editorial. The Marshall Plan had been rushed through Congress by a powerful and vocal group, headed by Winthrop Aldrich, president of the Chase Manhattan Bank and Nelson Rockefeller's brother-in-law, ably seconded by Nelson Rockefeller and William Clayton, the head of Anderson, Clayton Company. The Marshall Plan proved to be but one of a number of lucrative postwar swindles, which included the Bretton Woods Agreement, United Nations Relief and Rehabilitation and others. 

After World War II, the Rockefellers used their war profits to buy a large share of Union Miniere du Haut Katanga, an African copper lode owned by Belgian interest, including the Societe Generale, a Jesuit controlled bank. 

Soon after their investment, the Rockefellers launched a bold attempt to seize total control of the mines through sponsoring a local revolution, using as their agent the Grangesberg operation. This enterprise had originally been developed by Sir Ernest Cassel, financial advisor to King Edward VII - Cassel's daughter later married Lord Mountbatten, a member of the British royal family, who was also related to the Rothschilds. 

Grangesberg was now headed by Bo Hammarskjold, whose brother, Dag Hammarskjold was then Secretary General of the United Nations - Bo Hammarskjold became a casualty of the Rockefeller revolution when his plane was shot down during hostilities in the Congo. Various stories have since circulated about who killed him and why he was killed. The Rockefeller intervention in the Congo was carried out by their able lieutenants, Dean Rusk and George Ball of the State Department and by Fowler Hamilton. 

In the United States, the Rockefeller interests continue to play the major political role. Old John D. Rockefeller's treasurer at Standard Oil, Charles Pratt, bequeathed his New York mansion to the Council on Foreign Relations as its world headquarters. His grandson, George Pratt Shultz, is now Secretary of State. The Rockefellers also wielded a crucial role through their financing of the Trotskyite Communist group in the United States, the League for Industrial Democracy, whose directors include such staunch ``anti-communists'' as Jeane Kirkpatrick and Sidney Hook. The Rockefellers were also active on the ``right-wing'' front through their sponsorship of the John Birch Society. To enable Robert Welch, a 32nd degree Mason, to devote all of his time to the John Birch Society, Nelson Rockefeller purchased his family firm, the Welch Candy Company, from him at a handsome price. Welch chose the principal officers of the John Birch Society from his acquaintances at the Council On Foreign Relations. For years afterwards, American patriots were puzzled by the consistent inability of the John Birch Society to move forward on any of its well-advertised ``anti-Communist'' goals. The fact that the society had been set up at the behest of the backers of the world Communist revolution may have played some role in this development. Other patriots wondered why most American conservative writers, including the present writer, were steadily blacklisted by the John Birch Society for some thirty years. 

Despite thousands of requests from would be book buyers, the John Birch Society refused to review or list any of my books. After several decades of futility, the Society was totally discredited by its own record. In a desperate effort to restore its image, William Buckley, the CIA propagandist, launched a ``fierce'' attack against the John Birch Society in the pages of his magazine, the National Review. This free publicity campaign also did little to revive the moribund organization. 

The Rockefeller monopoly influence has had its effect on some of New York's largest and wealthiest churches. Trinity Church on Wall Street, whose financial resources had been directed by none other than J.P. Morgan, owns some forty commercial properties in Manhattan and has a stock portfolio of $50 million, which, due to informed investment, actually yields a return of $25 million a year! Only $2.6 million of this income is spent for charitable work. The rector, why receives a salary of $100,000 a year, lives on the fashionable Upper East Side. Trinity's mausoleum sells its spaces at fees starting at $1250 and rising to $20,000 . St. Bartholomew, on Fifth Avenue, has an annual budget of $3.2 million a year of which only $100,000 is spent on charity. Its rector resides in a thirteen room apartment on Park Avenue. 

In medicine, the Rockefeller influence remains entrenched in its Medical Monopoly. We have mentioned its control of the cancer industry through the Sloan Kettering Cancer Center. We have listed the directors of the major drug firms, each with its director from Chase Manhattan Bank, the Standard Oil Company or other Rockefeller firms. The American College of Surgeons maintains a monopolistic control of hospitals through the powerful Hospital Survey Committee, with members Winthrop Aldrich and David McAlpine Pyle representing the Rockefeller control. 

A medical fraternity known as the ``rich man's club,'' the New York Academy of Medicine, was offered grants for a new building by the Rockefeller Foundation and the Carnegie Foundation, its subsidiary group. This ``seed money'' was then used to finance a public campaign which brought in funds to erect a new building. For Director of the new facility, the Rockefellers chose Dr. Lindsly Williams, son-in-law of the managing partner of Kidder, Peabody, a firm strongly affiliated with the J.P. Morgan interests (the J.P. Morgan Company had originally been called the Peabody Company). 

Williams was married to Grace Kidder Ford. Although Dr. Williams was widely known to be an incompetent physician, his family connections were impeccable. He became a factor in Franklin D. Roosevelt's election campaign when he publicly certified that Roosevelt, a cripple in a wheelchair who suffered from a number of oppressive ailments, was both physically and mentally fit to be the President of United States. Dr. Williams' opinion, published in an article in the widely circulated Collier's Magazine, allayed public doubts about Roosevelt's condition. As a result, Williams was to be offered a newly created post in Roosevelt's cabinet, Secretary of Health. However, it was another thirty years before Health became a cabinet post, due to the politicking of Oscar Ewing. 

The Rockefellers had greatly extended their business interests in the impoverished Southern states by establishing the Rockefeller Sanitary Commission. It was headed by Dr. Wickliffe Rose, a longtime Rockefeller henchman whose name appears on the original charter of the Rockefeller Foundation. Despite its philanthropic goals, the Rockefeller Sanitary Commission required financial contributions from each of the eleven Southern states in which it operated, resulting in the creation of State Departments of Health in those states and opening up important new spheres of influence for their Drug Trust. In Tennessee, the Rockefeller representative was a Dr. Olin West, who moved on to Chicago to become the power behind the scenes at the American Medical Association for forty years, as secretary and general manager. 

The Rockefeller Institute for Medical Research finally dropped the ``Medical Research'' part of its title; its president, Dr. Detlev Bronk, resided in a $600,000 mansion furnished by this charitable operation. 

Rockefeller's general Education Board has spent more than $100 million to gain control of the nation's medical schools and turn our physicians to physicians of the allopathic school, dedicated to surgery and the heavy use of drugs. The Board, which had developed from the original Peabody Foundation, also spent some $66 million for Negro education. 

One of the most far-reaching consequences of the General Education Board's political philosophy was achieved with a mere six million dollar grant to Columbia University in 1917, to set up the ``progressive'' Lincoln School. 

From this school descended the national network of progressive educators and social scientists, whose pernicious influence closely paralleled the goals of the Communist Party, another favorite recipient of the Rockefeller millions . From its outset, the Lincoln School was described frankly as a revolutionary school for the primary and secondary schools of the entire United States. It immediately discarded all theories of education which were based on formal and well-established disciplines, that is, the McGuffey Reader type of education which worked by teaching such subjects as Latin and algebra, thus teaching children to think logically about problems. Rockefeller biographer Jules Abel hails the Lincoln School as ``a beacon light in progressive education ''. 

Rockefeller Institute financial fellowships produced many prominent workers in our atomic programs, such as J. Robert Oppenheimer, who was later removed from government laboratories as a suspected Soviet agent. Although most of his friends and associates were known Soviet agents, this was called ``guilt by association.'' The Rockefeller Foundation created a number of spin-off groups, which now plague the nation with a host of ills, one of them being the Social Science Research Council, which single-handedly spawned the nationwide ``poverty industry,'' a business which expends some $130 billion a year of taxpayer funds while grossing some $6 billion income for its practitioners. The money, which would amply feed and house all of the nation's ``poor,'' is dissipated through a vast administrative network which awards generous concessions to a host of parasitic ``consultants''. 

Despite years of research, the present writer has been able to merely scratch the surface of the Rockefeller influences listed here. For instance, the huge Burroughs Wellcome drug firm is wholly owned by the ``charitable'' Wellcome Trust. This trust is directed by Lord Oliver Franks, a key member of the London Connection which maintains the United States as a British Colony. Franks was Ambassador to the United States from 1948 to 1952. He is now a director of the Rockefeller Foundation, as its principal representative in England. He also is a director of the Schröder Bank, which handled Hitler's personal bank account, director of the Rhodes Trust in charge of approving Rhodes scholarships, visiting professor at the University of Chicago and chairman of Lloyd's Bank, one of England's Big Five. 

Other Rockefeller Foundation spin-offs include the influential Washington think-tank, the Brookings Institution, the National Bureau of Economic Research, whose findings play a critical role in manipulating the stock market; the Public Administration Clearing House, which indoctrinates the nation's municipal employees ; the Council of State Governments, which controls the nation's state legislatures; and the Institute of Pacific Relations, the most notorious Communist front in the United States. The Rockefellers appeared as directors of this group, funneling money to it through their financial advisor, Lewis Lichtenstein Strauss, of Kuhn, Loeb Company. 

The Rockefellers have maintained their controlling interest in the Chase Manhattan Bank, owning five per cent of the stock. Through this one asset they control $42.5 billion worth of assets. Chase Manhattan interlocks closely with the Big Four insurance companies, of which three, Metropolitan, Equitable and New York Life had $113 billion in assets in 1969. 

With the advent of the Reagan Administration in 1980, the Rockefeller interests sought to obscure their longtime support of world Communism by bringing to Washington a vocally ``anti-Communist'' administration. Reagan was soon wining and dining Soviet premiers as enthusiastically as had his predecessor Jimmy Carter. The Reagan campaign had been managed by two officials of Bechtel Corporation, its president, George Pratt Schultz, a Standard Oil heir, and his counsel, Casper Weinberger. Shultz was named Secretary of State, Weinberger, Secretary of Defense, Bechtel had been financed by the Schröder-Rockefeller Company, the 1936 alliance between the Schröder Bank and the Rockefeller heirs. 

The Rockefeller influence also remains preeminent in the monetary field. 

Since November, 1910, when Senator Nelson Aldrich chaired the secret conference at Jekyl Island which gave us the Federal Reserve Act, the Rockefellers have kept us within the sphere of the London Connection. 

During the Carter Administration, David Rockefeller generously sent his personal assistant, Paul Volcker, to Washington to head the Federal Reserve Board . Reagan finally replaced him in 1987 with Alan Greenspan, a partner of J.P. Morgan Company. Their influence on our banking system has remained constant through many financial coups on their part, one of the most profitable being the confiscation of privately owned gold from American citizens by Roosevelt's edict. Our citizens had to turn over their gold to the privately owned Federal Reserve System. The Constitution permits confiscation for purposes of eminent domain, but prohibits confiscation for private gain. The gold's new owners then had the gold revalued from $20 an ounce to $35, giving them an enormous profit. 

In reviewing the all-pervasive influence of the Rockefellers and their foreign controllers, the Rothschilds, in every aspect of American life, the citizen must ask himself, "What can be done?'' Right can prevail only when the citizen actively seeks justice . Justice can prevail only when each citizen realizes that it is his God-given duty to mete out justice. History has documented all of the crimes of the usurpers of our Constitution. We have learned the painful lesson that the Rockefeller monopolists exercise their evil power almost solely through federal and state agents. At this writing, former Congressman Ron Paul is running for the Presidency of the United States on an eminently sensible and practical campaign - abolish the Federal Reserve System - abolish the FBI - abolish the Internal Revenue Service - and abolish the CIA. It has been known for years that 90% of the Federal Bureau of Investigation, ostensibly set up to ``fight crime'' has been to harass and isolate political dissidents. 

The criminal syndicalists are now looting the American nation of one trillion dollars each year, of which about one-third, more than three hundred billion dollars per year, represents the profitable depredations of the Drug Trust and its medical subsidiaries . Before a sustained effort to combat these depredations can be mounted, Americans must make every effort to regain their health. As Ezra Pound demanded in one of his famous radio broadcasts, ``Health, dammit !'' America became the greatest and most productive nation in the world because we had the healthiest citizens in the world. When the Rockefeller Syndicate began its takeover of our medical profession in 1910, our citizens went into a sharp decline. Today, we suffer from a host of debilitating ailments, both mental and physical, nearly all of which can be traced directly to the operations of the chemical and drug monopoly and which pose the greatest threat to our continued existence as a nation. Unite now to restore our national health - the result will be the restoration of our national pride, the resumption of our role as the inventors and producers of the modern world, and the custodian of the world's hopes and dreams of liberty and freedom. 

http://www.goldismoney.info/forums/showthread.php?t=4298&goto=nextoldest 



WALL STREET AND THE RISE OF HITLER 

Anthony C Sutton 1976 

Chapter 12 

CONCLUSIONS 

We have demonstrated with documentary evidence a number of critical associations between Wall Street international bankers and the rise of Hitler and Nazism in Germany. 

First: that Wall Street financed the German cartels in the mid-1920s which in turn proceeded to bring Hitler to power. 

Second: that the financing for Hitler and his S.S. street thugs came in part from affiliates or subsidiaries of U.S. firms, including Henry Ford in 1922, payments by I.G. Farben and General Electric in 1933, followed by the Standard Oil of New Jersey and I.T.T. subsidiary payments to Heinrich Himmler up to 1944. 

Third: that U.S. multi-nationals under the control of Wall Street profited handsomely from Hitler's military construction program in the 1930s and at least until 1942. 

Fourth: that these same international bankers used political influence in the U.S. to cover up their wartime collaboration and to do this infiltrated the U.S. Control Commission for Germany. 

Our evidence for these four major assertions can be summarised as follows: 

In Chapter One we presented evidence that the Dawes and Young plans for German reparations were formulated by Wall Streeters, temporarily wearing the hats of statesmen, and these loans generated a rain of profits for these international bankers. Owen Young of General Electric, Hjalmar Schacht, A. Voegler, and others intimately connected with Hitler's accession to power had earlier been the negotiators for the U.S. and German sides, respectively. Three Wall Street houses - Dillon, Read; Harris, Forbes; and, National City Company - handled three-quarters of the reparations loans used to create the German cartel system, including the dominant I.G. Farben and Vereinigte Stahlwerke, which together produced 95 per cent of the explosives for the Nazi side in World War II. 

The central role of I.G. Farben in Hitler's coup d'etat was reviewed in Chapter Two. The directors of American I.G. (Farben) were identified as prominent American businessmen: Walter Teagle, a close Roosevelt associate and backer and an NRA administrator; banker Paul Warburg (his brother Max Warburg was on the board of I.G. Farben in Germany); and Edsel Ford. Farben contributed 400,000 RM directly to Schacht and Hess for use in the crucial 1933 elections and Farben was subsequently in the forefront of military development in Nazi Germany. 

A donation of 60,000 RM was made to Hitler by German General Electric (A.E.G.), which had four directors and a 25-30 percent interest held by the U.S. General Electric parent company. This role was described in Chapter Three, and we found that Gerard Swope, an originator of Roosevelt's New Deal (its National Recovery Administration segment), together with Owen Young of the Federal Reserve Bank of New York and Clark Minor of International General Electric, were the dominant Wall Streeters in A.E.G. and most significant single influence. 

We also found no evidence to indict the German electrical firm Siemens, which was not under Wall Street control. In contrast, there is documentary evidence that both A.E.G. and Osram, the other units of the German electrical industry - both of which had U.S. participation and control - did finance Hitler. In fact, almost all directors of German General Electric were Hitler backers, either directly through A.E.G. or indirectly through other German firms. G.E. rounded out its Hitler support by technical co-operation with Krupp, aimed at restricting U.S. development of tungsten carbide, which worked to the detriment of the U.S. in World War II. We concluded that A.E.G. plants in Germany managed, by a yet unknown manoeuvre, to avoid bombing by the Allies. 

An examination of the role of Standard Oil of New Jersey (which was and is controlled by the Rockefeller interests) was undertaken in Chapter Four. Standard Oil apparently did not finance Hitler's accession to power in 1933 (that part of the "myth of Sidney Warburg" is not proven). On the other hand, payments were made up to 1944 by Standard Oil of New Jersey, to develop synthetic gasoline for war purposes on behalf of the Nazis and, through its wholly owned subsidiary, to Heinrich Himmler's S.S. Circle of Friends for political purposes. Standard Oil's role was technical aid to Nazi development of synthetic rubber and gasoline through a U.S. research company under the management control of Standard Oil. The Ethyl Gasoline Company, jointly owned by Standard Oil of New Jersey and General Motors, was instrumental in supplying vital ethyl lead to Nazi Germany - over the written protests of the U.S. War Department - with the clear knowledge that the ethyl lead was for Nazi military purposes. 

In Chapter Five we demonstrated that International Telephone and Telegraph Company, one of the more notorious multi-nationals, worked both sides of World War II through Baron Kurt von Schröder, of the Schroder banking group. I.T.T. also held a 28-percent interest in FockeWolfe aircraft, which manufactured excellent German fighter planes. We also found that Texaco (Texas Oil Company) was involved in Nazi endeavours through German attorney Westrick, but dropped its chairman of the board Rieber when these endeavours were publicised. 

Henry Ford was an early (1922) Hitler backer and Edsel Ford continued the family tradition in 1942 by encouraging French Ford to profit from arming the German Wehrmacht. Subsequently, these Ford-produced vehicles were used against American soldiers as they landed in France in 1944. For his early recognition of, and timely assistance to, the Nazis, Henry Ford received a Nazi medal in 1938. The records of French Ford suggest Ford Motor received kid glove treatment from the Nazis after 1940. 

The provable threads of Hitler financing are drawn together in Chapter Seven and answer with precise names and figures the question, who financed Adolf Hitler? This chapter indicts Wall Street and, incidentally, no one else of consequence in the United States except the Ford family. The Ford family is not normally associated with Wall Street but is certainly a part of the "power elite." 

In earlier chapters we cited several Roosevelt associates, including Teagle of Standard Oil, the Warburg family, and Gerard Swope. In Chapter Eight the role of Putze Hanfstaengl, another Roosevelt friend and a participant in the Reichstag fire, is traced. The composition of the Nazi inner circle during World War II, and the financial contributions of Standard Oil of New Jersey and I.T.T. subsidiaries, are traced in Chapter Nine. Documentary proof of these monetary contributions is presented. Kurt von Schroder is identified as the key intermediary in this S.S. "slush fund." 

Finally, in Chapter Ten we reviewed a book suppressed in 1934 and the "myth of 'Sidney Warburg.'" The suppressed book accused the Rockefellers, the Warburgs, and the major oil companies of financing Hitler. While the name "Sidney Warburg" was no doubt an invention, the extraordinary fact remains that the argument in the suppressed "Sidney Warburg" Book is remains that the argument in the suppressed "Sidney Warburg" book is remarkably close to the evidence presented now. It also remains a puzzle why James Paul Warburg, fifteen years later, would want to attempt, in a rather transparently slipshod manner, to refute the contents of the "Warburg" book, a book he claims not to have seen. It is perhaps even more of a puzzle why Warburg would choose Nazi von Papen's Memoirs as the vehicle to present his refutation. 

Finally, in Chapter Eleven we examined the roles of the Morgan and Chase Banks in World War II, specifically their collaboration with the Nazis in France while a major war was raging. 

In other works, as in our two previous examinations of the links between New York international bankers and major historical events, we find a provable pattern of subsidy and political manipulation. 

The Pervasive Influence of International Bankers 

Looking at the broad array of facts presented in the three volumes of the Wall Street series, we find persistent recurrence of the same names: Own Young, Gerard Swope, Hjalmar Schacht, Bernard Baruch, etc.; the same international banks: J.P. Morgan, Guaranty Trust, Chase Bank; and the same location in New York: usually 120 Broadway. 

This group of international bakers backed the Bolshevik Revolution and subsequently profited from the establishment of a Soviet Russia. This group backed Roosevelt and profited from New Deal socialism. This group also backed Hitler and certainly profited from German armament in the 1930s. When Big Business should have been running its business operations at Ford Motor, Standard of New Jersey and so on, we find it actively and deeply involved in political upheavals, war, and revolutions in three major countries. 

The version of history presented here is that the financial elite knowingly and with premeditation assisted the Bolshevik Revolution of 1917 in concert with German bankers. After profiting handsomely from the German hyper-inflationary distress of 1923, and planning to place the German reparations burden onto the backs of American investors, Wall Street found it had brought about the 1929 financial crisis. 

Two men were then backed as leaders for major Western countries: Franklin D. Roosevelt in the United States and Adolf Hitler in Germany. The Roosevelt New Deal and Hitler's Four Year Plan had great similarities. The Roosevelt and Hitler plans were plans for fascist take-overs of their respective countries. While Roosevelt's NRA failed, due to then-operating constitutional constraints, Hitler's Plan succeeded. 

Why did the Wall Street elite, the international bakers, want Roosevelt and Hitler in power? This is an aspect we have not explored. According to the "myth of 'Sidney Warburg,'" Wall Street wanted a policy of revenge; that is, it wanted war in Europe between France and Germany. We know even from Establishment history that both Hitler and Roosevelt acted out policies leading to war. 

The link-ups between persons and events in this three-book series would require another book. But a single example will perhaps indicate the remarkable concentration of power within a relatively few organisations, and the use of this power. 

On May 1st, 1918, when the Bolsheviks controlled only a small fraction of Russia (and were to come near to losing even that fraction in the summer of 1918), the American League to Aid and Co-operate with Russia was organised in Washington, D.C. to support the Bolsheviks. This was not a "Hands off Russia" type of committee formed by the Communist Party U.S.A. or its allies. It was a committee created by Wall Street with George P. Whalen of Vacuum Oil Company as Treasurer and Coffin and Oudin of General Electric, along with Thompson of the Federal Reserve System, Willard of the Baltimore & Ohio Railroad, and assorted socialists. 

When we look at the rise of Hitler and Nazism we find Vacuum Oil and General Electric well represented. Ambassador Dodd in Germany was struck by the monetary and technical contribution by the Rockefeller-controlled Vacuum Oil Company in building up military gasoline facilities for the Nazis. The Ambassador tried to warn Roosevelt. Dodd believed, in his apparent naiveté of world affairs, that Roosevelt would intervene, but Roosevelt himself was backed by these same oil interests and Walter Teagle of Standard Oil of New Jersey and the NRA was on the board of Roosevelt's Warm Springs Foundation. So, in but one of may examples, we find the Rockefeller-controlled Vacuum Oil Company prominently assisting in the creation of Bolshevik Russia, the military build-up of Nazi Germany, and backing Roosevelt's New Deal. 

Is the United States Ruled by a Dictatorial Elite? 

Within the last decade or so, certainly since the 1960s, a steady flow of literature has presented a thesis that the United States is ruled by a self perpetuating and unelected power elite. Even further, most of these books aver that this elite controls, or at the least heavily influences, all foreign and domestic policy decisions, and that no idea becomes respectable or is published in the United States without the tacit approval, or perhaps lack of disapproval, of this elitist circle. 

Obviously the very flow of anti-establishment literature by itself testifies that the United States cannot be wholly under the thumb of any single group or elite. On the other hand, antiestablishment literature is not fully recognised or reasonably discussed in academic or media circles. More often than not it consists of a limited edition, privately produced, almost hand-to-hand circulated. There are some exceptions, true, but not enough to dispute the observation that anti-establishment critics do not easily enter normal information/distribution channels. 

Whereas in the early and mid-1960s, any concept of rule by a conspiratorial elite, or indeed any kind of elite, was reason enough to dismiss the proponent out of hand as a "nut case," the atmosphere for such concepts has changed radically. The Watergate affair probably added the final touches to a long-developing environment of scepticism and doubt. We are almost at the point where anyone who accepts, for example, the Warren commission report, or believes that the decline and fall of Mr. Nixon did not have some conspiratorial aspects, is suspect. In brief, no one any longer really believes the Establishment information process. And there is a wide variety of alternative presentations of events now available for the curious. 

Several hundred books, from the full range of the political and philosophical spectrum, add bits and pieces of evidence, more hypotheses, and more accusations. What was not too long ago a kooky idea, talked about at midnight behind closed doors, in hushed and almost conspiratorial whispers, is now openly debated - not, to be sure, in Establishment newspapers, but certainly on non-network radio talk shows, the underground press, and even from time to time in books from respectable Establishment publishing houses. 

So let us ask the question again: Is there an unelected power elite behind the U.S. Government? 

A substantive and often-cited source of information is Carroll Quigley, Professor of International Relations at Georgetown University, who in 1966 had published a monumental modern history entitled Tragedy and Hope. Quigley's book is apart from others in this revisionist vein, by virtue of the fact that it was based on a two-year study of the internal documents of one of the power centres. Quigley traces the history of the power elite: 

.The powers of financial capitalism had another far reaching aim, nothing less than to create a world system of financial control in private hands able to dominate the political system of each county and the economy of the world as a whole. 

Quigley also demonstrates that the Council on Foreign Relation, the National Planning Association, and other groups are "semi-secret" policy-making bodies under the control of this power elite. 

In the following tabular presentation we have listed five such revisionist books, including Quigley's. Their essential theses and compatibility with the three volumes of the "Wall Street" series are summarised. It is surprising that in the three major historical events noted, Carroll Quigley is not at all consistent with the "Wall Street" series evidence. Quigley goes a long way to provide evidence for the existence of the power elite, but does not penetrate the operations of the elite. 

Possibly, the papers used by Quigley had been vetted, and did not include documentation on elitist manipulation of such events as the Bolshevik Revolution, Hitler's accession to power, and the election of Roosevelt in 1933. More likely, these political manipulations may not be recorded at all in the files of the power groups They may have been unrecorded actions by a small ad hoc segment of the elite. It is noteworthy that the documents used by this author came from government sources, recording the day-to-day actions of Trotsky, Lenin, Roosevelt, Hitler, J.P. Morgan and the various firms and banks involved. 

On the other hand, such authors as Jules Archer, Gary Allen, Helen P. Lasell, and William Domhoff, writing from widely different political standpoints, are consistent with the "Wall Street" evidence. These writers present a hypothesised "power elite" has manipulated specific historical events. 

Obviously any such exercise of unconstrained and supra-legal power is unconstitutional, even though wrapped in the fabric of law-abiding actions. We can therefore legitimately raise the question of the existence of a subversive force operating to remove constitutionally guaranteed rights. 

The New York Elite as a Subversive Force 

Twentieth-century history, as recorded in Establishment textbooks and journals, is inaccurate. It is a history which is based solely upon those official documents which various Administrations have seen fit to release for public consumption. 

But an accurate history cannot be based on a selective release of documentary archives. Accuracy requires access to all documents. In practice, as previously classified documents in the U.S. State Department files, the British Foreign Office, and German Foreign Ministry archives and other depositories are acquired, a new version of history has emerged, the prevailing Establishment version is seen to be, not only inaccurate, but designed to hide a pervasive fabric of deceit and immoral conduct. 

The centre of political power, as authorised by the U.S. Constitution, is with an elected Congress and an elected President, working within the framework and under the constraints of a Constitution, as interpreted by an unbiased Supreme Court. We have in the past assumed that political power is consequently carefully exercised by the Executive and legislative branch, after due deliberation and assessment of the wishes of the electorate. In fact, nothing could be further from this assumption. The electorate has long suspected, but now knows, that political promises are worth nothing. Lies are the order of the day for policy implementors. Wars are started (and stopped) with no shred of coherent explanation. Political words have never matched political deeds. Why not? Apparently because the centre of political power has been elsewhere than with elected and presumably responsive representatives in Washington, and this power elite has its own objectives, which are inconsistent with those of the public at large. 

In this three-volume series we have identified for three historical events the seat of political power in the United states - the power behind the scenes, the hidden influence on Washington - as that of the financial establishment in New York: the private international bankers, more specifically the financial houses of J.P. Morgan, the Rockefeller-controlled Chase Manhattan Bank, and in earlier days before amalgamation of their Manhattan Bank with the former Chase Bank), the Warburgs. 

The United States has, in spite of the Constitution and its supposed constraints, become a quasi-totalitarian state. While we do not (yet) have the overt trapping of dictatorship, the concentration camps and the knock on the door at midnight, we most certainly do have threats and actions aimed at the survival of non-Establishment critics, use of the Internal Revenue Service to bring dissidents in line, and manipulation of the Constitution by a court system that is politically subservient to the Establishment. 

It is in the pecuniary interests of the international bankers to centralise political power - and this centralisation can best be achieve within a collectivist society, such as socialist Russia, national socialist Germany, or a Fabian socialist United States. 

There can be no full understanding and appreciation of twentieth-century American politics and foreign policy without the realisation that this financial elite effectively monopolises Washington policy. 

In case after case, newly released documentation implicates this elite and confirms this hypothesis. The revisionist versions of the entry of the United States into World Wars I and II, Korea, and Vietnam reveal the influence and objectives of this elite. 

For most of the twentieth century the Federal Reserve System, particularly the Federal Reserve Bank of New York (which is outside the control of congress, unaudited and uncontrolled, with the power to print money and crate credit at will), has exercised a virtual monopoly over the direction of the American economy. In foreign affairs the Council on Foreign Relations, superficially an innocent forum for academics, businessmen, and politicians, contains within its shell, perhaps unknown to many of its members, a power centre that unilaterally determines U.S. foreign policy. The major objective of this submerged - and obviously subversive - foreign policy is the acquisition of markets and economic power (profits, if you will), for a small group of giant multi-nationals under the virtual control of a few banking investment houses and controlling families. 

Through foundations controlled by this elite, research by compliant and spineless academics, "conservatives" as well as "liberals," has been directed into channels useful for the objectives of the elite essentially to maintain this subversive and unconstitutional power apparatus. 

Through publishing houses controlled by this same financial elite unwelcome books have been squashed and useful books promoted; fortunately publishing has few barriers to entry and is almost atomistically competitive. Through control of a dozen or so major newspapers, run by editors who think alike, public information can be almost orchestrated at will. Yesterday, the space program; today, an energy crisis or a campaign for ecology; tomorrow, a war in the Middle East or some other manufactured "crisis." 

The total result of this manipulation of society by the Establishment elite has been four major wars in sixty years, a crippling national debt, abandonment of the Constitution, suppression of freedom and opportunity, and creation of a vast credibility gulf between the man in the street and Washington, D.C. While the transparent device of two major parties trumpeting artificial differences, circus-like conventions, and the cliché of "bipartisan foreign policy" no longer carries credibility, and the financial elite itself recognises that its policies lack public acceptance, it is obviously prepared to go it alone without even nominal public support. 

In brief, we now have to consider and debate whether this New York-based elitist Establishment is a subversive force operating with deliberation and knowledge to suppress the Constitution and a free society. That will be the task ahead in the next decade. 

The slowly Emerging Revisionist truth 

The arena for this debate and the basis for our charges of subversion is the evidence provided by the revisionist historian. Slowly, over decades, book by book, almost line by line, the truth of recent history has emerged as documents are released, probed, analysed, and set within a more valid historical framework. 

Let us consider a few examples. American entry into World War II was supposedly precipitated, according to the Establishment version, by the Japanese attack on Pearl Harbor. Revisionists have established that Franklin D. Roosevelt and General Marshall knew of the impending Japanese attack and did nothing to warn the Pearl Harbour military authorities. The Establishment wanted war with Japan. Subsequently, the Establishment made certain that Congressional investigation of Pearl Harbour would fit the Roosevelt whitewash. In the words of Percy Greaves, chief research expert for the Republican minority on the Joint Congressional Committee investigation Pearl Harbor: 

The complete facts will never be known. Most of the so-called investigations have been attempts to suppress, mislead, or confuse those who seek the truth. For the beginning to the end, facts and files have been withheld so as to reveal only those items of information which benefit the administration under investigation. Those seeking the truth are told that other facts or documents cannot be revealed because they are intermingled in personal diaries, pertain to our relations with foreign countries, or are sworn to contain no information of value. 

But this was not the first attempt to bring the United States into war, or the last. The Morgan interests, in concert with Winston Churchill, tried to bring the U.S. into World War 1 as early as 1915 and succeeded in doing so in 1917. Colin Thompson's Lusitania implicates President Woodrow Wilson in the sinking of the Lusitania - a horror device to generate a public backlash to draw the United States into war with Germany. Thompson demonstrates that Woodrow Wilson knew four days beforehand that the Lusitania was carrying six-million rounds of ammunition plus explosives, and therefore, "passengers who proposed to sail on that vessel were sailing in violation of statute of this country." 

The British Board of Inquiry under Lord Mersey was instructed by the British Government "that it is considered politically expedient the Captain Turner, the master of the Lusitania, be most prominently blamed for the disaster." 

In retrospect, given Colin Thompson's evidence, the blame is more fairly to be attributed to President Wilson, "Colonel" House, J.P. Morgan, and Winston Churchill; this conspiratorial elite should have been brought to trial for wilful negligence, if not treason. It is to Lord Mersey's eternal credit that after performing his "duty" under instructions from His Majesty's government, and placing the blame on Captain Turner, he resigned, rejected his fee, and from that date on refused to handle British government commissions. To his friends Lord Mersey would only say about the Lusitania case that it was a "dirty business. 

Then in 1933-4 came the attempt by the Morgan firm to install a fascist dictatorship in the United States. In the words of Jules Archer, it was planned to be a Fascist putsch to take over the government and "run it under a dictator on behalf of America's bankers and industrialists." Darlington Butler, who blew the whistle on the Wall Street conspiracy. And once again Congress stands out, particularly Congressmen Dickstein and MacCormack, by its gutless refusal to do no more than conduct a token whitewash investigation. 

Since World War II we have seen the Korean War and the Vietnamese War - meaningless, meandering no-win wars costly in dollars and lives, with no other major purpose but o generate multibillion-dollar armaments contracts. Certainly these wars were not fought to restrain communism, because for fifty years the Establishment has been nurturing and subsidising the Soviet Union which supplied armaments to the other sides in both wars - Korea and Vietnam. So our revisionist history will show that the United States directly or indirectly armed both sides in at least Korea and Vietnam. 

In the assassination of President Kennedy, to take a domestic example, it is difficult to find anyone who today accepts the finding of the Warren Commission - except perhaps the members of that Commission. Yet key evidence is still hidden from public eyes for 50 to 75 years. The Watergate affair demonstrated even to the man in the street that the White House can be a vicious nest of intrigue and deception. 

Of all recent history the story of Operation Keelhaul is perhaps the most disgusting. Operation Keelhaul was the forced repatriation of millions of Russians at the orders of President (then General) Dwight D. Eisenhower, in direct violation of the Geneva Convention of 1929 and the long-standing American tradition of political refuge. Operation Keelhaul, which contravenes all our ideas of elementary decency and individual freedom, was undertaken at the direct orders of General Eisenhower and, we may now presume, was a part of a long-range program of nurturing collectivism, whether it be Soviet communism, Hitler's Nazism, or FDR's New Deal. Yet until recent publication of documentary evidence by Julius Epstein, anyone who dared to suggest Eisenhower would betray millions of innocent individuals for political purposes was viciously and mercilessly attacked. 

What this revisionist history really teaches us is that our willingness as individual citizens to surrender political power to an elite has cost the world approximately two-hundred-million persons killed from 1820 to 1975. Add to that untold misery the concentration camps, the political prisoners, the suppression and oppression of those who try to bring the truth to light. 

When will it all stop? It will not stop until we act upon one simple axiom: that the power system continues only so long as individuals want it to continue, and it will continue only so long as individuals try to get something for nothing. the day when a majority of individuals declares or acts as if it wants nothing from government, declares it will look after its own welfare and interests, then on that date power elites are doomed. The attraction to "go along" with power elites is the attraction of something for nothing. That is the bait. The Establishment always offers something for nothing, but the something is taken from someone else, as taxes or plunder, and awarded elsewhere in exchange for political support. 

Periodic crises and wars are used to whip up support for other plunder-reward cycles which in effect tighten the noose around our individual liberties. And of course we have hordes of academic sponges, amoral businessmen, and just plain hangers-on, to act as non-productive recipients for the plunder. 

Stop the circle of plunder and immoral reward and elitist structures collapse. But not until a majority finds the moral courage and the internal fortitude to reject the something-for-nothing con game and replace it by voluntary association, voluntary communes, or local rule and decentralised societies, will the killing and the plunder cease. 
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The Grease Machine Exposed - extract 

Certainly there was no hint, late in 1974, of a Lockheed connection. Which is why, in total ignorance of the time-bomb on which his American friends were sitting, Prince Bernhard of the Netherlands felt confident enough in September to write to Burbank asking for a new commission arrangement. The sum involved this time: anything up to six million dollars. 
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Early in 1973 the Dutch government had begun to consider a long-term replacement for the navy's obsolete Lockheed P-2V Neptune patrol and anti-submarine planes. By June the admiralty council had three candidates under consideration: the British Nimrod from Hawker Siddeley, the French Breguet Atlantique Mark lA and II, and Lockheed's P-3C Orion. 

The Dutch deliberations soon came to the notice of Fred C. Meuser in his mountain retreat at St Moritz. Mouser was by now something of an elder-statesman among the master-salesmen of the aerospace industry. He had served Lockheed, Northrop, and Lockheed again. His loyalty to Prince Bernhard, meanwhile, had never wavered. Now, with an immense new order in the offing (the Dutch admiralty were talking of spending up to 148 million guilders on thirteen planes between 1974 and 1978, and a further 452 million in the 1979-83 period) his eye for the main chance did not fail him. 

Meuser contacted the prince and put to him a simple proposition. If the Orion were selected, and if a consultant's contract were concluded with Lockheed on the basis of commission for aircraft supplied to the Dutch navy and for the supply of spare parts, a large sum of money would be at the prince's disposal. He might wish to pass it, for instance, to his very own prestige charity, the World Wildlife Fund. 

Bernhard didn't turn down the idea and Meuser was encouraged to take it a step further. In April 1974 he gave the prince a draft note and suggested he send it to Lockheed. It read: 

Last time around it would have been of no use to accept Lockheed's offer to appoint Dr. H. Weisbrod agent for the reequipping of the Navy's ASW aircraft fleet with Orions, as European pressures required a European solution. This time around the situation may be more favourable for the Orion, in part due to Dr. Weisbrod's efforts, and it would now seem appropriate for Lockheed to appoint him their 'sub silentio' agent for a prospective Orion program. This could be done on the basis of an agent's agreement between Lockheed and Dr. Weisbrod, calling for a 4 per cent commission on all Lockheed billings for complete aircraft and 8 per cent for parts, services, etc., for the life of the program. As and when payments are received by Lockheed, corresponding commission payments to be made in a manner to be indicated by Dr. Weisbrod. 

It was the same old formula that had proved so successful in the past: The Meuser-Weisbrod connection, with Bernhard as the intended principal beneficiary. When Meuser wrote that the Orion's prospects were good 'in part due to Weisbrod's effort,' he was unmistakably signalling to Lockheed that the prince himself had been, and could continue to be, active on Lockheed's behalf. In fact there is no evidence whatever that Bernhard really did involve himself in any way with the admiralty's evaluations. But what mattered was that Lockheed should believe he was rooting for them, and that this could be decisive. 

Bernhard accepted Meuser's draft but did not send it to Lockheed immediately. Possibly he was shaken by the much-publicised conviction of his friend Tom Jones on May 1 and fearful of further revelations: but if so, he had overcome such fears by September. On the ninth of that month he sent the note to Roger Bixby-Smith, the intermediary with Lockheed on the abortive Orion deal in 1968 when $100,000 had ended up in the pocket of 'Victor Baarn'. With it he sent a covering letter in his own handwriting. It was one of two letters which, when unexpectedly made public, would finally destroy his good name. 

It was short and to the point. He recalled the talks of 'a few years ago', evidently meaning 1968, and said that 'after a hell of a lot of pushing and pulling' it now looked as if something positive might develop and that it therefore might be a good idea to 'process the enclosed idea personally'. Neither the letter nor enclosure referred to the World Wildlife Fund, which seems by now to have dropped from Bernhard's mind. 

Bixby-Smith passed the letter and note on to Burbank, probably direct to Haughton or Kotchian, but when they calculated that commission at the rate suggested would add up to between $4 million and $6 million they decided the prince's price was altogether too high. Smith was asked to convey as much to Bernhard, and to explain that in any case commission wasn't allowed on a government-to-government contract - though this prohibition hadn't always inhibited the company in the past. 

Accordingly, Bixby-Smith arranged to meet the prince on October 30 on one of his frequent visits to Paris in the elegant company of Miss Helen 'Pussy' Grinda. The prince expressed surprise that the commission rate he was asking had checked out at so high a total. He had in mind, he told Smith, 'only about $1 million'. But he was angry at Lockheed's flat rejection of his proposal, and as the evening wore on he became angrier. 

Three days later the prince despatched a second hand-written letter to Burbank. He was to claim later that he based it on a draft suggested by Smith. It seemed incredible, he wrote, that his approach had been rejected without discussion and without consideration of other possibilities. And he added bitterly: 'It would never have happened in the days of Bob or Courtlandt Gross.' He had 'spent a great deal of time and effort' since 1968 'to turn things in the right direction and to prevent wrong decisions influenced by political considerations'—meaning a French or British purchase in the interests of European unity (of which he was a professed champion.). He had done this because of his old friendship for Lockheed 'and based on its past actions'. He now felt 'a little bitter' and would do nothing more for the company. What's more, he would make his attitude clear if he were consulted on the procurement decision by the admiralty or government. Finally, he was considering writing to or phoning Courtlandt Gross, who was still on Lockheed's board with the title 'Senior Adviser', and—at least in Bernhard's view—not without influence. 

The letter evidently made a strong impression on Haughton and Kotchian. Whether moved by Bernhard's recollections of old and productive friendships, or by the implied threat to throw his influence decisively against the Orion, Lockheed came up with a new otter. Presumably Bixby-Smith had conveyed to them the prince's expectation of 'about $1 million', because that is exactly what was now proposed: a fixed commission of $1 million provided at least four aircraft were bought. The prohibition of commission on a government-to-government sale was conveniently forgotten. Bixby-Smith conveyed the offer to the prince on December 2 during a visit to the royal palace at Soestdijk, and he accepted immediately. Weisbrod, however, was to be cut out of the reduced sum. The prince, for reasons which are not clear, told Smith he did not wish the money to be paid through the Weisbrod route and would prefer it to be paid into a numbered account in Geneva specially opened for the purpose. 

As it turned out, Bernhard never received his million dollars. The Dutch Government opted for defence cuts and postponed its purchase of a successor to the Neptunes. The prince's fateful, tell-tale letter lay forgotten in Haughton's files. And meanwhile the timebomb in Washington ticked away on an ever-shortening fuse. 
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Concurrent with all the Watergate investigations and quite independent of them was another which had quite separate origins. In 1972 the Democratic Senator from Idaho, Frank Church, had set up a Sub-committee on Multinational Corporations of the powerful Senate Committee on Foreign Relations, to follow up disclosures of ITT's interventions in Chile and to investigate how far big companies were influencing or forming foreign policy. From ITT Church and his Sub-committee moved on to the oil giants, opening public hearings on Gulf, Exxon and Mobil on May 16, 1975. 

'What we are concerned with', Church told a huge array of press, radio and television reporters who would soon become very familiar with the dark-panelled Hearings Room, No. 4221, in the Dirksen Senate Building, 'is not a question of private or public morality. What concerns us here is a major issue of foreign policy for the United States.' Watergate had shown how domestic corruption could weaken democratic government. The multinationals' investigation would show that corruption abroad subverted the free world and weakened America's international standing. 

The Senate's revelations of huge, systematic bribery by the oil companies caused a sensation. Suddenly it was Church rather than Sam Irvin, Archibald Cox or Stanley Sporkin who held the limelight; and now the Sub-committee decided to expand its reach and go after Northrop. 

Preceeding extract was from 'The Lockheed Papers '- Chapter Entitled: The Grease Machine - By David Boulton 



At The Hand Of Man - The White Man's Game 

Raymond Bonner 

Prince Bernhard and the World Wildlife Fund (WWF) 
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To attract donors, large and small, as well as media attention, Nicholson, Scott and the founding fathers of WWF wanted the royal family to lend their name. They approached Prince Philip to be president. Philip was an avid outdoorsman and hunter—in January 1961 he had bagged a Bengal tiger in India—and he and Queen Elizabeth had been to Kenya, on a safari best remembered because King George VI died while they were watching wild animals and Princess Elizabeth had become Queen. Scott sent Philip a draft of the proposed charter. Philip read it carefully, replying that one provision was "unctuous," and another "to wordy." This careful reading was not what Scott hold expected. It is "a great bore that he suggests so much alteration," Scott wrote Nicholson. The founding fathers had wanted the Prince only as a figurehead. Philip agreed to head up the British chapter of WWF, but he turned down the presidency of the International and suggested his friend Prince Bernhard for the post. The men were alike in many ways. Both had been born into European royal families, but not very distinguished ones, and had acquired their status and string of titles when they married—Bernhard to the future Queen Juliana of the Netherlands. The two men were handsome, dashing, and staunchly conservative politically. 

Scott, who liked consorting with royalty, made the pitch. "Prince Philip (who was sailing with me at Cowes in the 12 metre 'sceptre' on Saturday) . . . told me that he was very keen that you should 'head-up' the international Trustees," Scott wrote to Bernhard. "Please may I ask Your Royal Highness to say that you will be President of the Trustees of The World Wildlife Fund.'' Prince Bernhard he eventually said yes, and he served as president until 1976, when he was forced to resign after it became public that he had solicited more than a million dollars in 'commissions" from Lockheed in exchange for Lockheed's receiving contracts to build warplanes for the Netherlands. (At One point after the scandal broke, Bernhard said that he had intended to give the money from Lockheed to WWF; a member of the board at the time insists this is not true. 

Bernhard remained active behind the scenes in WWF, but a couple of years after he resigned, Philip became president of the International, and though it was thought he would serve for only a few years, he is still in power. The Prince is a committed conservationist and he undoubtedly has given prestige and visibility to WWF around the world. At the same time, however, many in the Third World have questioned whether he is the right person to head an organisation that does most of its work in developing countries. At a meeting of the Commonwealth Heads of state, most of them from the Third World and black, Philip said to an aide, "You wouldn't think the peace of the world rested on this lot, would you'?" on another occasion, he referred to the Chinese as "slitty-eyed." 

WWF WAS SET UP to raise money, but in spite of the initial successes, it did not prove very effective. Nicholson had said that $1.5 million each year would be needed for conservation, which Scott thought he could easily raise; indeed, he anticipated coaxing $25 million from the rich. Scott discovered that socializing with the elite was one thing, getting them to part with their money quite another, and it was several years before the total of WWF's revenues reached $1 million. 

WWF's financial fortunes began to change dramatically after a hard-driving South African businessman, Anton Rupert, joined the board. An Afrikaaner from the Cape, Rupert had already made millions as the owner of Rothmans International tobacco company, the foundation of the Rembrandt Group, his wholly owned business empire. When Rupert expanded beyond South Africa, he bought Dunhill and Cartier, and eventually he became one of the richest men in South Africa, rivalled only by Harry Oppenheimer, the gold and diamond industrialist. Rupert had long been interested in conservation, including the restoration of historic buildings, and in 1968 he joined the WWF board of trustees; he stayed on the board for twenty-two years, ill spite of a provision in the organisation's original incorporation documents that limited members to two three-year terms, a provision that was routinely ignored for the benefit of several other influential members of the board as well. Rupert brought a considerable amount of his own money to WWF, but, more important, he conceived a plan that would raise millions 

Rupert's idea was the "1001 Club" The "one" was Prince Bernhard The other one thousand were wealthy individuals who could be persuaded to part with $10,000. The one-time donation brings lifetime membership, and the names of the generous patrons are kept secret by the organisation. According to these secret lists, American givers have included August A Busch, Jr, of the beer company; Henry Ford II; Peter Grace; Nelson Bunker Hunt, the silver trader; Mrs Geoffrey Kent, of Abercrombie & Kent; Robert S. McNamara; Cyril Magnin; Lew Wasserman, of MCA; Thomas Watson, of IBM. Many of the donors understandably wish to remain anonymous (in part to avoid being badgered by other charities), but it is also understandable why WWF does not want the list made public. It has included many less savoury individuals—Zaire's President Mobutu, Sese Seko, one of the most corrupt leaders in Africa; Daniel K Ludwig, the reclusive American billionaire, whose companies destroyed thousands of miles of the Amazon rain forest; Agha Hasan Abedi, the founder of the Bank of Credit and Commerce International (BCC1); Robert Vesco, the financier who fled the United States in the 1970s to escape trial on charges of fraud, embezzlement and obstruction of justice; Tibor Rosenbaum, founder of a Swiss bank that laundered billions of dollars of organised crime money and who was accused of embezzling Israeli deposits in the bank; Thomas Jones, who was forced out as chief executive of Northrop after it was revealed that the company paid $30 million in bribes to government officials and agents around the world in exchange for contracts; Lord Kagan, a British businessman convicted of theft and conspiracy to defraud the British tax service; a Norwegian shipowner convicted of taking a £1 million bribe; an individual who was the conduit for the money from Lockheed to Prince Bernhard. 

There has been another remarkable feature about the 1001 Club—the number of South Africans. On the 1989 list, at least sixty individuals were from South Africa, including seven of Rupert's relatives. Many were also members of the Broederbond, the secret, conservative Afrikaaner society that has traditionally wielded immense political power in South Africa. Only five countries had more donors, and as a percentage of their population, South African whites had three hundred times as many members as the United States. It is easy to understand why so many South Africans have been willing to part with $10,000 to Join the 1001 and not all of it has to do with conservation. Not many international clubs welcomed white South Africans, and membership in the 1001 provided them an opportunity to mingle and do business with tycoons, as well as with Prince Philip and Prince Bernhard. What else they may have gained from the membership is unknown, in part because so much of what WWF-lnternational does is kept from the public and even from the organisation's own trustees. Because of the secrecy and closed nature of the WWF club, it is also difficult to know the extent of the influence that so much South African money has had on the organisation's conservation work. There can be little doubt, however, that WWF-International's initial opposition to the ivory ban reflected South African power on the board—South Africa was adamantly opposed to the ban, because its elephants were not being poached and it made money from selling ivory. 

One place where South Africa's clout has been felt is in the office of the director-general, the man who runs WWF. Since 1977 that man has been Charles de Haes. Much of de Haes's past is vague, which seems to be by design: he has chosen to reveal very little about his background and some of what the organisation does say publicly about him is at odds with the facts. On WWF's public list of officers and trustees, de Haes is identified as being from Belgium, and he was born there, in 1938. But as a young boy, he moved with his family to South Africa. After graduating from Cape Town University with a law degree, he got a job with Rothmans International, Rupert's tobacco company. De Haes's Official resume—that is, the one WWF distributes—makes a point of noting that he went to work for the tobacco company "although himself a nonsmoker." It then says de Haes "helped establish companies" in Sudan, Kenya, Uganda and Tanzania. What it does not say is that these were companies that sold cigarettes. Maybe de Haes didn't smoke, but he made money by encouraging others to do so. 

De Haes was brought to WWF through the back door by Anton Rupert in 1971. He was first assigned to be personal assistant to Prince Bernhard. One of his tasks was to implement the 1001 Club project. He was tremendously successful. Ten thousand dollars was worth even more back then, yet it took de Haes only three years to find one thousand donors. Prince Bernhard provided the letters of introduction, but de Haes was the salesman who clinched the deals. Even de Haes's fiercest critics—and they are many—use the word "brilliant" when describing his fund-raising skills. 

In 1975, with the backing of Rupert and Prince Philip de Haes was named joint director-general of WWF, and two years later he had the top position to himself. De Haes had no education or experience in conservation, other than his few years at WWF, yet he was now in charge of the most prestigious and influential conservation organisation in the world. It was a position that would have appealed to the most qualified and eminent individuals in the field, yet no effort was made to recruit any of them. 

WWF may have taken on someone without conservation experience, but then, it cost the organisation nothing: Rupert agreed to pay de Haes's salary—which, according to a British trustee, goes far in explaining why de Haes got the Job. WWF never said at the time that Rupert was paying de Haes, and it still tries to conceal this fact. The organisation's chief spokesman, Robert SanGeorge, stated emphatically during an interview in 1991 that de Haes had not been seconded from Rothmans to Prince Bernhard and WWF during the early years. But an internal WWF memorandum signed by the organisation's executive vice-president in 1975 talks specifically about "Mr. de Haes's period of secondment to WWF." What this means, of course, is that de Haes was still employed by a South African corporation while working for WWF. "I thought it was a scandal," says a former board member from North America, Who added that it was only by accident that he learned that Rupert was paying de Haes. This board member did not like the arrangement. "Who does the director general serve'? Is the interest of a South African tobacco company synonymous with the world conservation movement? Even more troubling to this director was the fact that it was kept a secret. "lf it was such a good thing, why weren't they willing to say so in the annual report?" 

In a similar vein, the organisation treats as a state secret the question of who paid de Haes after he became director-general. It was "an anonymous donor" SanGeorge says. Even board members have been in the dark. When on occasion one asked, he was told that the donor wished to remain anonymous. 

It is unlikely that any other charitable organisation that depends on public support operates with such little accountability and in such secrecy as WWF has under de Haes. It is easier to penetrate the CIA. And when WWF has been caught in embarrassing conducts it has engaged in damage control and cover-ups of the kind that might be expected from a company whose products have caused injury to consumers and the environment. Under rules de Haes promulgated, WWF employees are prohibited from talking to anyone outside the organization about anything except what the organisation has already made public; the obligation to secrecy binds the employee even after he or she has left WWF. Few are willing to break this code of silence—given their fear of de Haes and, in the case of current employees, the generous salaries and pleasant living conditions in Switzerland. 

It may well be, as one senior WWF officer put it somewhat defensively, that a dollar given to WWF is still a dollar well spent for conservation. But, as this person added, "imagine what the organisation could be with better leadership." 

Over the years there has been increasing dissatisfaction with de Haes's leadership. One of the most serious challenges to his rule came in the early 1980s, when the heads of the WWF organisations in Britain, the Netherlands and Switzerland began to discuss among themselves changes they thought were necessary in the organisation. These organisations should be able to effect change because they provide most of the funds for the International—WWF-UK alone contributes nearly one-third of the International's budget, and Switzerland and the Netherlands rank second and third. The way WWF was set up, two-thirds of the money raised by the national organisations goes to the International, while one third remains with the national organisation. The "dissident" leaders of the three national organisations objected to this because there was no accountability over how the International spent the money. They also did not like the fact that the WWF-International board of trustees doesn't represent the national organisations. The board is a self-selected body— that is, those on the board decide whom to place on it—and the national organisations, even though they give the money, have no right of representation. In short, the heads of the British, Dutch and Swiss organisations felt that too much power was concentrated in Gland—the Swiss town where WWF-lnternational's headquarters is located—and that the local organisations should have more autonomy. 

Sir Arthur Norman, the head of WWF-UK at the time, was particularly disturbed by the manner in which WWF-International set up chapters in other countries. He thought they should "be triggered off by local people, local enthusiasm, and not by someone in Bland saying "it's time". 
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Phillipson found that "a diligent auditor set among the project account files in Switzerland would surely open a cupboard full of skeletons." He was referring to the International's field projects—from some there were no reports at all, and many others had made no accounting of how the money was spent. Phillipson's conclusion that WWF's attitude engendered accusations of "neo-colonialism" remained in the summary. 

Occasionally other skeletons got out, and when they did, it became clear that WWF had lost its ethical way, at least in carrying out its conservation work in Africa. In the late 1980s, for example, WWF provided Zimbabwe's Department of National Parks and Wildlife Management with funds to buy a helicopter for its anti-poaching operations in the Zambezi Valley, where the black rhino was on the verge of extinction because of poachers. The department used the helicopter to deploy anti-poaching units when it received reports of poachers in an area. At least fifty-seven poachers were killed in the helicopter-supported operations, and the WWF office in Zimbabwe reported that the helicopter "has made an enormous difference to staff morale and efficiency" in the wildlife department. 

That WWF was involved was not flown publicly until the environment correspondent of the British newspaper The Guardian, Paul Brown, broke the story. WWF responded with a statement saying that it had provided the funds for the helicopter "on the strict understanding that the helicopter would never be used as a gun-ship," and that it was "official WWF policy not to use any of its funds for purchase of arms or ammunition." The truth is the organisation knew that the helicopter would be used in operations in which poachers would be killed. Indeed, there had been a long and fierce debate within WWF about the project, and many on the staff were opposed because Zimbabwe's policy was "Shoot first, ask questions later," as one of those involved in the debate puts it. Providing the helicopter "made the policy more effective," he said. As for WWF's statement that it did not provide funds for arms or ammunition, the organisation's internal documents show that it was doing precisely that for at least one project in Tanzania in 1987. 

De Haes and WWF-International had to work harder to cover up another scandal in Africa, this one involving mercenaries, intrigue, high level WWF officials and Prince Bernhard. The mercenaries were former British commandos who worked for KAS Enterprises, a company headed by Sir David Stirling, the legendary founder of Britain's Special Air Services (SAS), Britain's most elite commando force. Stirling, who died in 1990, engaged in clandestine activities throughout the world, setting up ostensibly private companies that were in fact covers for Britain's MI-5 and MI-6. In Africa s conservation wars, in the late 1980S KAS, as part of its arrangement with WWF officials, trained anti-poaching units in Namibia, which was then still under the control of South Africa, as well as Mozambicans in South Africa. (The South African government was trying to destabilise Mozambique.) KAS also set up a "sting" operation to catch traffickers in ivory and rhino horn. The project was code-named "Operation Lock," Lock being the maiden name of the wife of a former SAS officer, Lieutenant-Colonel Ian Crooke, who was in charge of it. 

Some of KAS's anti-poaching activities were exposed in July 1989 by Robert Powell, the Reuters correspondent in Nairobi. Powell, however, was unable to link WWF to the operation, and so WWF remained silent when Powell's story appeared, and continued working with KAS. But Powell's article provoked Stephen Ellis, editor of Africa Confidential, a fortnightly newsletter published in London, to probe further. Ellis, also a freelance journalist, got an assignment from The Independent to write an article about Operation Lock. In the course of his reporting he called WWF and talked with Robert SanGeorge, the organisation's chief spokesman. SanGeorge, an American, had come to WWF-International in 1940 along with his wife, a tough lawyer who became executive assistant to de Haes. Without telling Ellis, SanGeorge, who has been seen with a recording device attached to his phone, made a verbatim transcript of their conversation, which he passed on to de Haes—SanGeorge even noted when Ellis "paused to fetch a cup of coffee he had left in another room. 

A few days later, SanGeorge faxed a statement to Ellis. The statement began: "it is, and always has been, the policy of WWF not to engage in clandestine or covert operations which might be considered unethical by governments, the public, or supporters of WWF." The organisation then went on to lay the blame for the covert operation on John Hanks, head of the Africa Programme at WWF-International. It said that Hanks had initiated the project "without the knowledge or approval of WWF-lnternational's management." Six months earlier Hanks had been forced out of WWF by de Haes and had gone to South Africa as director of the Southern African Nature Foundation, the name of WWF's affiliate in South Africa. Not wanting to cross de Haes again and being loyal to WWF, Hanks signed a statement assuming responsibility for Operation Lock. 

Ellis wrote his story, and the day it appeared, SanGeorge sent a memorandum to all WWF national organisations. The memo reiterated what SanGeorge had told Ellis, and emphasised that Operation Lock "was initiated without the knowledge or authority of the Director General" and that "no funds for the Operation were channelled through WWF International's books." It was a carefully crafted statement, befitting the work of a lawyer who wants to keep his client out of Jail. But it was hardly an honest explanation befitting a charitable organisation. 

The truth, which has never come out publicly, is found in a series of communications from Frans Stroebel, executive director of WWF's South African affiliate when Operation Lock commenced and the man who had introduced Lieutenant-Colonel Crooke to senior police and conservation officials in South Africa. Stroebel wrote Prince Philip: 

I have given Mr. de Haes a number of comprehensive briefings on the project since I first became involved. In May 1989, I gave him full details. He then went to HRH Prince Bernhard to confirm that Prince Bernhard was indeed the sponsor. Mr. de Haes satisfied himself with the developments, and in subsequent discussions with me he never expressed any concern about my involvement, or, for that matter, the covert programme itself. 

As for the funds for the operation, Stroebel said, in another letter, "The funds for Operation Lock were actually WWF funds." The money had come to WWF-lnternational, then was channelled back out to Bernhard for Operation Lock in a series of strange transactions. First, in December 1988, Sotheby's auctioned two paintings owned by Bernhard—The Holy Family, a seven-by-five-foot oil by Bartolome Esteban Murillo, and The Rape of Europa, a four-by-five-foot oil by Elisabetta Sirani. Together they brought in £610,000. On Bernhard's instructions the proceeds were donated to WWF-International; Sotheby's had noted in its catalogue that they would be. But if the buyer—who remains anonymous—thought the money was going toward WWF's general conservation work, he was mistaken. Within a few weeks after the sale, Bernhard called the administrator of the 1001 Club and asked her to transfer £500,000 from the 1001 Club account to Queen Juliana's (his wife's) account in the Netherlands. The £500,000 was needed for Operation Lock, according to Stroebel, and de Haes "agreed to the use of these funds as requested." (Bernhard told WWF it could keep the remaining £110,000, which at the time was worth a little less than $200,000.) 

After Ellis's story appeared, many Western conservationists working in Africa were embarrassed, because Operation Lock had been exposed—not because they thought it was wrong to engage in a covert operation to stop the illegal trade in rhino horn and ivory. Indeed, the possibility of covert operations had often been discussed by elephant and rhino specialists. On one occasion, at a meeting attended by conservationists from WWF, AWF and other organisations, Hanks outlined what he had in mind and the general response, as described by a person who attended, was "Get on with it. Don't tell us what you're doing, but get on with it." Government officials in Zambia, Tanzania and Kenya did not feel quite the same way. They declined offers of assistance from KAS. 

That there was a schism as big as a canyon between the approach to conservation taken by the Africans on the one hand and the conservation organisations on the other was not surprising, not when one looked at the conservation organisations: they were the monopoly of white Westerners. Whites headed them, hired whites to staff them, and implemented programs that reflected Western values. 

WWF-International has its headquarters in Gland, a quintessential Swiss town—small, quiet, neat, and white. It carries out programs around the world, most of them in the Third World, yet one has rarely seen other than a white face in the Gland offices.. For thirty years, not a single African, and only a handful of Asians and Latin Americans, were ever hired by WWF-International. Only one black has ever held a professional position in the Africa section of WWF-US, and he was not hired until 1991. In the field—that is, in Africa—walk into the organisation's offices, and it is like colonial days: white at the top, blacks in the inferior positions. WWF's major presence in Africa has been its regional office in Nairobi, which in various incarnations has existed since the 1960s; it has always been headed by whites, and not until 1989 was there a single African in a professional position. Only one WWF program anywhere on the continent has ever been headed by an African. 



COMODO - Group campaigning to expose the Dutch Royal Family 

*** ORANGE SQUASH *** 

Amsterdam, 2-2-2002: Party & Resistance at the Royal Wedding 

Dodgyness is the keyword in all the Dutch Royal Affairs. Following the tradition of Queen Beatrix's marriage to an ex-Hitlerjugend member and her mother Juliana's marriage to an up-to-1938 member of the German Nazi's, Dutch crown prince Willem Alexander is marrying the daughter of a minister in the Argentinian fascist junta. 

Committee March on the House of Orange (COMODO) is planning to have a big party of resistance and anarchy in Amsterdam, The Netherlands, on the day of the royal wedding, 2-2-2002 of the crownprince with his Argentinian sweetheart Maxima. 

As the Dutch royal family, the Dutch parliament, the police and security services are preparing for the wedding, so should we. 

It will be a day with lots of actions, fun and possibilities: so please join us and come to Holland on the wedding day! Interested to help preparing? Send an email to comodo@squat.net 

A first public meeting, dicussion and action will take place on May 26th in Amsterdam by De Vrije Zone (The Free Zone) and COMODO. 

SOME BACKGROUND INFO 

In dutch newspapers and magazines the hype around the father of Maxim, Jorge Zorreguieta, who has been Minister of agriculture in the Videla-junta in Argentinia and was spokesman for the big farmers and landowners, has been going on for months now. 

"Is it appropiate for such a person to attend the wedding of his daughter with 'our' prince?" Or: "Shouldn't he be ill just for that day?". And the most progressive: "Should she not denounce the junta publicly before she can become princess of the Netherlands?" 

For us the questions are of course different: should there be a royal family at all and is this case not precisely what is wrong with an institute like the monarchy? The Dutch royal family is quite famous for their contacts with "wrong" regimes and dictators throughout history. This is nothing new for us. An institute like the monarchy is an expression of how this capitalistic world works, nothing is democratic, just 'bread and plays' for 'normal people'. Give us queensday every year, a handwaving queen and people will be happy? 

We cannot accept backward institutes like monarchies. That is why we will not accept the royal wedding. There is no justification for the existance of a wealthy elite which stands above the law, consolidates hierarchic strucures, stimulates nationalism and tortures animals. We want the entire monarchy abolished. 

WHY SHOULD THE DUTCH MONARCHY BE A TARGET WORLDWIDE? 

Well, it shouldn't. But it is interesting to note that our current queen, Beatrix, is one of the few permanent members of the Bilderberg group, and very respected in those high level circles that discuss what should happen to the world. The secretary general of the group is a Dutch economic professor, Victor Rosenboom, and has been put in charge by Beatrix of teaching Maxima Zorreguieta the finer points of Dutch society, such as the world renowned dutch policies of repressive tolerance. 

The Dutch monarchy is a powerful party in global high-circles and represents Dutch transnationals, such as Shell, Unilever and Philips on the forefront of developments in globalisation. The Dutch tend to be a favorite for international posts because of their pseudo-neutrality, always wearing the coat of political correctness and compromise. Recent example is the appointment of ex prime minister Ruud Lubbers as UN high commissioner for refugees. In the eighties and early nineties he was the responsible cabinet leader for closing the borders, disallowing refugees to work, the Schengen and Maastricht treaties. 

In this time, the Dutch also invented the 'third way', now so revered by social democrats worldwide, by starting the Dutch 'poldermodel' of permanent negotiation between unions and employers, effectively paralysing what was left of worker's protests, while inequality kept growing. 

A decade earlier, the Dutch were one of the major economic partners for the fascist Argentinian junta under general Videla. Tens of thousands of people, especially thousands of leftists and jews, were tortured and murdered. "We have to seperate the economic and political side of things", have always been the Dutch motto. Thus the Dutch supplied the Fokker planes with which the Argentinian victims where simply thrown in to the ocean. "Now we have to seperate politics and romance", and thus allow one of the fascist cabinet members become the queen's father and have a direct line of influence in both dutch and global politics. 

Anarchists and antifascists may find the Dutch monarchy a worthy symbol of hierarchy, backwardness, fascism and especially deceit. 

There is a lot more about the Dutch royal family. Interested in the history of the Dutch royal family? 

Send us an email: comodo@squat.net or look at the website 

http://squat.net/beakomt 

COMODO 

Our group, Committee March on the House of Orange (COMODO) was formed last year when queen Beatrix planned to visit Leiden on queensday (30th of april, the birthday of her mother) and a lot of repressive measures were announced. With a succesful day of action and a public tribunal against the royals in Leiden, we had a load of fun. 

For the manifesto (in English as well) of Comittee March on the House of Orange: see our website http://squat.net/beakomt There is the possibilty to get on the mailinglist. 

Note: our phone nr. has changed! (see below) 

NO COMPROMISE! http://www.antenna.nl/nvda/groenfront
groenfr@dds.nl (PGPkey on site) 

PO BOX 85069 3508 AB Utrecht Netherlands
Giro 4370351 tnv Steungroep NVDA te Utrecht ovv GroenFront!
Phone/fax: +31 84 8666018 

Germans black-out their past 

The sensibility for "shadow governments" and "New World Order" is quite minor in Ger"money"... the reasons may lie in the tendency of Germans to "black out" their past. So far as I know Prince Bernhard of the Netherlands was a former SS-officer before marrying into the Dutch Kings-House. He was also employee of a sub-division of the German "IG Farben", "IG Farben und Bilder". The latter fact indicates, that the choice of the Hotel Bilder-Burg for the first meeting was not accidental. There was even a close relationship between Exxon (Standard Oil company) and IG Farben. This connections last until the present time - Monsanto Inc. took over much of the expertise of IG Farben concerning chemical weapons. "Agent Orange" was a "follow up" of Sarin, Senfgas and Tabun. When Monsanto faced financial difficulties in restructuring from a chemical to a biogenetic Company, Citibank (part of the Rothschild-universe) helped out with a loan. 

Hannes Oberlindober <h2o@tekomedia.de> 



From ANIMAL PEOPLE, June 1994: 

Editorial: What's Wrong with "Sustainable Use"? 

www.animalpeoplenews.org 

U.S. World Wildlife Fund president Kathryn Fuller didn't just rattle the Clinton administration with her May 12 declaration of opposition to any "first step toward the resumption of commercial whaling." More significant was her statement that, "Even if commercial whaling could be sustainable, it cannot be justified," a welcome marked departure from 35 years of WWF policy, which essentially has endorsed any use of wildlife that even promised to be sustainable. 

The most influential of all animal and habitat protection groups internationally, WWF has been problematic since 1961, when founder Sir Peter Scott, a trophy hunter, recruited the leadership elite from among fellow hunters who feared that African independence would lead to the rapid loss of target species. The elite included longtime WWF International president Prince Bernhard of The Netherlands, who escaped punishment for allegedly overshooting bird quotas in Italy in the early 1970s to resign, finally, in 1987, after being implicated in a Dutch bribery scandal. Bernhard was succeeded by another of the founding elite, Prince Philip, long the honorary head of the British chapter. One of the world's most prolific tiger-killers when tigers were abundant, Philip showed his allegiance to conservation ethics that Christmas by leading his sons Charles, Andrew, and Edward in killing 10,000 pigeons, 7,000 pheasants, 300 partridges, and several hundred ducks, geese, and rabbits--all captive-raised--in a six-week vacation bloodbath. This slightly exceeded Philip's previous record of 15,500 captive birds killed during a five-week spree. Early WWF U.S. chapter presidents included C.R. "Pink" Gutermuth, who doubled as president of the National Rifle Association, and Francis L. Kellogg, a notorious trophy hunter. 

The attitude of WWF in those days was characterized by support for seal-clubbing off the east coast of Canada, benefit fur auctions (only halted in 1988), and Bernhardt's formation of the 1001 Club, a group of billionaire patrons. A 1988 probe of the 1001 Club by the magazine Private Eye found that the members "by and large owe their fortunes to activities completely at odds with preserving wildlife habitat." The most notorious member was Mobuto Sese Soto, who ruled Zaire from 1965 until mid-1993. Under Mobuto, Zaire protected about 84,000 elephants on spacious reserves. Then, as two decades of reckless spending and blatant corruption brought on the national crisis that finally toppled Mobuto, poachers slew about 60% of the elephants in just five years--while Mobuto and supporters reputedly stashed the take in Swiss banks. 

Despite or perhaps because of such fancy patronage, WWF meanwhile spent so much of its income on direct mail fundraising that in 1990 it failed to meet the National Charities Information Bureau requirement that it spend at least 60% on program service. Simultaneously WWF was severely embarrassed by a leaked internal study that documented 20 years of massive waste. Nearly every major WWF project had failed. Even pandas, the WWF symbol species, were near extinction. WWF had bribed Chinese officials to preserve panda habitat by allowing them to use donated funds for such projects as building a hydroelectric dam--which only brought demands for still bigger bribes. 

WWF turned down the heat by officially turning from a so-called "preservationist" philosophy, which in WWF practice meant only the privileged were allowed to kill endangered wildlife, to endorsement of "sustainable use"--interpreted to mean killing animals for the most profitable use possible at the fastest rate each species can withstand. The WWF doctrine has huge influence. Just a month ago Tufts Center for Animals and Public Policy director Andrew Rowan found a single difference in the responses of zoo and humane representatives to 12 hypothetical ethical problems he posed at the White Oak conference on zoos and animal protection. Most agreed that hunting is both ethically and pragmatically dubious as an alleged tool of wildlife management. Yet, endorsing the WWF view, the zoo people were virtually all willing to tolerate trophy hunting as a way to make wildlife lucrative for poor nations, and presumably therefore worth protecting. 

The case for "sustainable use" holds accurately enough that poor nations usually can't or won't protect wildlife without both economic means and an economic incentive; notes that trophy hunters pay much more for a head than tourists do for a snapshot; and asserts that trophy hunters, armed with guns and bribes, will go places and take risks that most tourists won't. One might counter that since potential tourists are much more plentiful than trophy hunters, and since tourism creates more jobs than trophy hunting, even though tourists spend less per capita, a wise conservation strategy would help poor nations to create the political stability and economic infrastructure that would attract more tourists, and would oppose activity, including both poaching and trophy hunting, that contributes to instability by heightening the concentration of wealth and privilege with the well-positioned few instead of the desperately needy many. 

Instead, the sustainable use doctrine asserts that since hunting is going on, and will go on anyway, legally or not, better to regulate it and make a buck than to merely spend bucks trying to control poaching, as the wildlife traffickers continually jack up the price for bootlegged animal parts and corrupt officials accept ever larger bribes to ignore poachers who often are better equipped than their national armies--or in many cases are themselves renegade army units, with strong clandestine ties to government leaders. 

Currently, "sustainable users" point out, hunting is restricted, at least on paper, across much of Africa and Asia. Yet poachers are annihilating elephants, rhinos, and tigers wherever they can, to supply the Asiatic demand for aphrodisiacs and traditional medicines derived from their ivory, horns, bones, and genitals. The demand increases as growth of the leading Asian economies comes faster than the absorption of modern medical knowledge, while ruthless mercantilism shoves aside Buddhist and Hindu teachings which stress human kinship to other species. Because the only current source of the most coveted animal parts is the international black market, and because prices climb as supplies become scarcer, cartels such as the notorious Poon or Pong family of Hong Kong not only promote poaching, but allegedly seek the extinction of the target species, at least in the wild, to guarantee the lasting value of their animal part stockpiles. 

Species conservation programs should cash in, the "sustainable users" contend, by helping poor nations to manage wildlife reserves like huge game farms, combining canned hunts for culled animals with the legal sale of their remains. This would supposedly undercut poaching in the marketplace. 

Principles and Practice "Sustainable use" is attractive to free marketers who don't know their wildlife history--but there is no evidence that legal traffic in wildlife parts can preserve species. On the contrary, legal ivory traffic provided the cover that nearly wiped out elephants in much of Africa before 1989, when the ivory trading ban adopted by the Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species curtailed poaching by giving customs officials worldwide the ability to interdict ivory shipments, regardless of purported origin. 

The elephant episode duplicated the disastrous attempted international regulation of commercial whaling, begun with the formation of the International Whaling Commission in 1946: by 1986, when the current whaling moratorium began, every species of whale was severely depleted and some were near extinction because of ruthless poaching that used the legal quotas for cover. Russian whaling authorities disclosed recently that some Soviet vessels killed from 10 to 30 times as many whales as they admitted killing--and killed hundreds of some species which were completely off limits. 

Even in the closely regulated climate of the U.S. and Canada, the "sustainable use" theory doesn't work, as flagrant poaching continues to masquerade behind legal hunting and game farming. The high rate of poaching in North America also belies the claim, made in support of "sustainable use" in Africa, that the presence of hunters deters poachers. "Sustainable users" contend the mandatory employment of guides will discourage hunters from becoming poachers--but that hasn't worked in Maine, Alaska, or Alberta, where veteran guides have lately been caught running poaching rings after many years of simultaneously catering to both wealthy trophy hunters and the Asian wildlife parts market. Hunters and parts traffickers in effect subsidize each other, with corrupt guides as brokers. 

Truth is, those who commit crimes against wildlife will exploit any opportunity. "Sustainable use" is a one-way ticket to extinction because bloodlust and greed, once accepted as legitimate conduct, cannot be appeased or restrained by mere regulation. The political argument against "sustainable use" is equally rooted. "Sustainable users" hope to convince poor Africans and Asians that they should not kill wildlife to collect the equivalent of several years' wages, while rich Europeans and Americans kill the same animals for fun--a new and dangerous idea to people whose own killing is mostly from need, especially when coupled with the idea that thrill-killing has a higher rationale. 

"Sustainable users" argue that giving poor Africans and Asians a collective economic stock in wildlife will lead to the development of a collective ethic, whereby poachers will become pariahs. This ignores the history of collectivism wherever it has been attempted, from the failed USSR to Africa's own overgrazed grasslands. It also overlooks the poachers' own collective ethic (perhaps a higher ethic in that it excludes mere thrill-killing). They already use the animals they kill for what they perceive as the common good, the good of their families. Having no faith in corrupt governments that purport to protect wildlife, but in fact sell animals to the highest bidder, they see no reason why they should not poach animals now, before others do and take the profits. 

Finally, Africa in particular already suffers too much from the idea that whoever has the most money and firepower is above morality. The example of the Great White Hunter who receives special privileges because he has money reinforces the notion of the Big Man who is above the law because he commands a well-armed tribe. 

The "sustainable use" doctrine could be applied to other Third World problems. For instance, the same newly rich and ethically alienated Asian men who buy aphrodisiacs made from wildlife parts are also the chief patrons of the increasingly notorious brothels of the poorest regions of Southeast Asia, where up to 400,000 children a year are bought from illiterate parents in remote villages and held for enforced prostitution until, diseased and often cruelly injured, they are cast out and replaced at the advanced age of perhaps 15. One hopes "sustainable users" would not also endorse financing schools and orphanages by letting well-heeled pedophiles rape selected children--even though child prostitution is reportedly a $3.77-billion-a-year business in Taiwan alone, twice the size of the U.S. retail fur trade at its peak. 

Some may respond that the ethics of human welfare should not be the same as those of species conservation. Yet the leaders of the Rwandan massacres in April and May rationalized their deeds with "sustainable use" rhetoric. Hutus didn't massacre Tutsis, reporters were told; they merely culled them. Then, Juliana Mukankwaya explained to Mark Fritz of the Associated Press, she and other women of their village bludgeoned the orphaned children as a purported act of mercy. 

WWF is not responsible for the deaths of half a million civilians in Rwanda, nor for the ongoing tribal strife elsewhere in Africa. Nor is WWF to blame for perversions of conservation rhetoric, any more than humane societies are to blame for Mukankwaya's warped notion of euthanasia. Yet WWF is culpable for advancing the view that thrill-killing can be excused--for a price. We hope Fuller's apparent turn away from "sustainable use" means WWF is ready to take a different direction. -- Merritt Clifton Editor, ANIMAL PEOPLE P.O. Box 960 Clinton, WA 98236 Telephone: 360-579-2505 Fax: 360-579-2575 E-mail: anmlpepl@whidbey.com Web: www.animalpeoplenews.org 

[ANIMAL PEOPLE is the leading independent newspaper providing original investigative coverage of animal protection worldwide, founded in 1992. Our readership of 30,000-plus includes the decision-makers at more than 8,300 animal protection organizations. We have no alignment or affiliation with any other entity.] 



Fall of the Royal Fortune; How a Dutch prince knocked his family down the Forbes list 

By Friso Endt and Karen Lowry Miller 

30 June 2003 

Newsweek International 

"Kings, Queens and Despots," a short list of the world's most wealthy rulers published by Forbes magazine, comes with a number of caveats. Valuing these multibillion-dollar private fortunes is a "tricky business," says Forbes. Most royal families decline to comment on their wealth. But last December, as the 2003 list was being compiled, a prominent member of the Netherland's illustrious House of Orange broke the family's long silence on the issue. Prince Bernhard, feisty 92-year-old father of Queen Beatrix, phoned Christopher Forbes, who is married to his German niece, and demanded that he stop printing "bulls--t" exaggerations of his family fortune. Forbes told him to call editor Luisa Kroll, who wanted evidence. Bernhard faxed a handwritten letter with enough detail about holdings in companies like Royal Dutch Shell and ABN AMRO to persuade her to slash the estimate from $2.5 billion in 2002 to $250 million. 

The Oranges would have been in the billionaire class occupied by the House of Saud and Prince Hans Adam II of Liechtenstein. But when the list was published earlier this year, they were wedged in among the lowly multimillionaires, like Yasir Arafat and Fidel Castro. 

It was the first time Kroll had ever gotten a call from a complaining prince, but the plainspoken Bernhard is not your typical royal. In an increasingly transparent financial world, the massive restatement is a reminder of how difficult it remains to penetrate the regal sphere. Dutch stipends are a matter of public record--Queen Beatrix takes home 3.8 euros million per year in "salary" and other expenses. But support for the family is spread across so many departments and "hidden posts" that "nobody, no member of Parliament," knows the real total, according to the Republican Association, a Dutch group of royal reformers. As for the Orange family fortune, which goes back to the early-19th-century spice-, rubber-, tea- and coffee-trading exploits of King Willem I in the East Indies, the discreet Dutch generally consider the subject off-limits. "We are not so rich," Bernhard said in a brief phone interview. "People think we are stingy with money and the truth is that we have to be careful with money." 

So why would a prince bother downplaying his fortune for the commoners? According to people who have spoken to Bernhard recently, he worries that exaggerated estimates could inspire personal attacks--either from criminals like those who tried to kidnap his wife, Juliana, in the 1970s, or perhaps from budget cutters in Parliament. (In fact, Parliament last discussed royal funding in the 1960s, when Juliana complained that she had to spend her own money on royal-household expenses, and Parliament agreed to pick up the tab.) The whole episode also fits the prince's reputation for impulsive meddling. Last year, after two supermarket workers were fined for injuring a thief while handing him over to the police, the outraged prince called newspapers to complain about the fine and made a public show of paying it for the two men. 

His actions this time have exposed cracks in a family that prides itself on not behaving badly. Bernhard told a close family friend that his daughter was angry at him for calling Forbes. She has been titular head of the family since 1980, when she took over the mantle of queen from her aging mother, but that doesn't mean Bernhard listens to her--"he just reminds her that he is her father," says one royal watcher. 

Once a high flier (who in 1954 helped launch a secretive gathering of the global elite called the Bilderberg Group), Bernhard's reputation took a sharp blow in the Lockheed scandal of 1976. He was accused of taking a $1 million bribe. Queen Juliana kept the law at bay, but the prime minister devised a devastating penalty: a onetime Spitfire pilot, Bernhard was forbidden to don a military uniform in public. The wounds are still raw. He and his wife have barely spoken since, and live in separate halves of the Soestdijk Palace. Each has different treasurers, says a former member of the government information service. 

That's led some Dutch royal watchers to suspect that Bernhard is now underestimating the family fortune. It's not clear he's privy to the right information: like all royal spouses, Bernhard lives on a stipend and does not have access to the family capital. Republican Association member Hans van den Bergh scoffs at the $250 million estimate and figures the Oranges have a fortune worth between $17 billion and $23 billion, including Rembrandt paintings and silver services from tsarist Russia. "He has a sharp mind, he knows what he wants and he gets what he wants," says Cor de Horde, editor of a monthly royals magazine. "If Prince Bernhard phones you up and doesn't like what you've written, you have to stand firm." Estimating the real wealth of kings, queens and despots remains as tricky as ever. 



Royal fortunes tricky to pin down 

By Friso Endt and Karen Lowry Miller. 

26 June 2003 

New Zealand Herald 

"Kings, Queens and Despots," a shortlist of the world's most wealthy rulers published by Forbes magazine, comes with several caveats. Valuing these multibillion-dollar private fortunes is a "tricky business", says Forbes. 

Most royal families decline to comment on their wealth. But in December, as the 2003 list was being compiled, a prominent member of the Netherlands' illustrious House of Orange broke the family's long silence on the issue. 

Prince Bernhard, feisty 92-year-old father of Queen Beatrix, phoned Christopher Forbes, who is married to his German niece, and demanded that he stop printing "bulls***t" exaggerations of his family fortune. 

Forbes told him to call editor Luisa Kroll, who wanted evidence. Bernhard faxed a handwritten letter with enough detail about holdings in companies like Royal Dutch Shell and ABN Amro to persuade her to slash the estimate from US$2.5 billion ($4.28 billion) last year to US$250 million. 

The Oranges would have been in the billionaire class occupied by the House of Saud and Prince Hans Adam II of Liechtenstein. 

But when the list was published this year, they were wedged in among the lowly multimillionaires, like Yasser Arafat and Fidel Castro. 

It was the first time Kroll had ever had a call from a complaining prince, but the plainspoken Bernhard is not your typical royal. 

In an increasingly transparent financial world, the massive restatement is a reminder of how difficult it remains to penetrate the regal sphere. 

Dutch stipends are a matter of public record - Queen Beatrix takes home 3.8 million ($7.49 million) a year in "salary" and other expenses. 

But support for the family is spread across so many departments and "hidden posts" that "nobody, no member of Parliament", knows the real total, says the Republican Association, a Dutch group of royal reformers. 

As for the Orange family fortune, which goes back to King Willem I's trading of spice, rubber, tea and coffee in the East Indies in the early 19th century, the discreet Dutch generally consider the subject off-limits. 

"We are not so rich," Bernhard said in a brief phone interview. 

"People think we are stingy with money and the truth is that we have to be careful with money." 

So why would a Prince bother downplaying his fortune for the commoners? People who have spoken to Bernhard recently say he worries that exaggerated estimates could inspire personal attacks - either from criminals like those who tried to kidnap his wife, Juliana, in the 1970s, or from budget-cutters in Parliament. 

(In fact, Parliament last discussed royal funding in the 1960s, when Juliana complained that she had to spend her own money on royal-household expenses, and Parliament agreed to pick up the tab.) 

The whole episode also fits the Prince's reputation for impulsive meddling. Last year, after two supermarket workers were fined for injuring a thief while handing him over to the police, the outraged Prince called newspapers to complain about the fine and made a public show of paying it for the two men. 

His actions this time have exposed cracks in a family that prides itself on not behaving badly. 

Bernhard told a close family friend that his daughter was angry at him for calling Forbes. She has been titular head of the family since 1980, when she took over the mantle of Queen from her aging mother, but that doesn't mean Bernhard listens to her - "He just reminds her that he is her father," says one royal watcher. 

Once a high flyer (who in 1954 helped to launch a secretive gathering of the global elite called the Bilderberg Group), Bernhard's reputation took a blow in the Lockheed scandal of 1976. He was accused of taking a US$1 million bribe. 

Queen Juliana kept the law at bay, but the Prime Minister devised a devastating penalty: a one-time Spitfire pilot, Bernhard was forbidden to don a military uniform in public. 

The wounds are still raw. He and his wife have barely spoken since, and live in separate halves of the Soestdijk Palace. Each has different treasurers, says a former member of the Government information service. 

That's led some royal watchers to suspect that Bernhard is now underestimating the family fortune. 

Republican Association member Hans van den Bergh scoffs at the US$250 million estimate and figures the Oranges have a fortune worth between US$17 billion and US$23 billion, including Rembrandt paintings and silver from tsarist Russia. 

"He has a sharp mind, he knows what he wants and he gets what he wants," says Cor de Horde, editor of a monthly royals magazine. 

"If Prince Bernhard phones you up and doesn't like what you've written, you have to stand firm." 

Estimating the real wealth of Kings, Queens and despots remains as tricky as ever. - NEWSWEEK. 



Links 

Excerpts from the book Blowback: America's recruitment of Nazis, and its disastrous effect on our domestic and foreign policy, by Christopher Simpson, Collier / Macmillan, 1988 http://www.thirdworldtraveler.com/Fascism/Blowback_CSimpson.html 

Excerpts from the book Trading with the Enemy: The Nazi - American Money Plot 1933-1949, by Charles Higham, Delacorte Press, 1983 http://www.thirdworldtraveler.com/Fascism/Trading_Enemy_excerpts.html 

Crucial External Link:  WALL STREET AND THE RISE OF HITLER. By Antony C. Sutton http://reformed-theology.org/html/books/wall_street/index.html 

Origins of the Bilderberg meetings 

[This site campaigns for a press conference at all Bilderberg venues - and a declaration from the steering committee that any consensus reached must be in our public, not their private interest] 

Creator of the Bilderbergers was a card carrying member of Hitler's SS (seperate page all about Prince Bernhard of the Netherlands) 

Novus Ordo Seclorum: Pax Americana 

The Bilderberg Group and the project of European unification - From Lobster 32 

"Imagine yourselves to be dictators of Europe" extract from a paper on the single market programme 

An Uncommon View of the Birth of an Uncommon Market - Alfred Mendez 

1939-1945 - The Council on Foreign Relations War and Peace Studies Group - roundtable 

'Memoirs of an Eminence Grise' - by John Pomian - 1972 - extract from biography of Joseph Retinger 

Eisenhower’s special assistant for psychological warfare....... 

'The Global Manipulators' by Robert Eringer - Chapter 1 'In Search of Answers' 

'Uniting the West' - by ex British chancellor Denis Healey - from his autobiography 'The Time of My Life' 

'The Hôtel de Bilderberg' from 'H. R. H. Prince Bernhard of the Netherlands; an authorized biography' - Alden Hatch 

'Bosnia, Bohemia & Bilderberg: The Cold War Internationale' - Alfred Mendes - from 'Common Sense' issue 16 - 1994 

'Prince Bernhardt's Secret Society' by A.K. Chesterton 

Historical Links 

Trident research page now gone - recovered here 



NOVUS ORDO SECLORUM: PAX AMERICANA 

http://www.angelfire.com/wv2/blueridgeprint/ 

THE ANGLO-AMERICAN BLUEPRINT FOR A NEW WORLD ORDER, 

A WORLD FEDERAL UNION CALLED - the UNITED STATES OF MAN (originally entitled UNION NOW WITH BRITAIN) - by Clarence K. Streit, 1941, author also of UNION NOW 

This work, at the outset of Hitler’s rise, led to the establishment of the United Nations and its relevance to post-9/11 geo-political foreign policy by the governments of the United States and Great Britain is evident--the precise formula being executed by Bush and Blair governments! 

UNION NOW WITH BRITAIN was Streit’s second edition and expanded version of UNION NOW, which was widely distributed and read during WWII in America and England, what George Orwell called “this much-discussed book”. 

Now more obscure, this publisher, upon discovery, saw immediately the relevance of this book to post-9/11 events and thought it needed new distribution to warn of this master blueprint for Novus Ordo Seclorum—a new world order. The relevance of UNION NOW WITH BRITAIN can be readily observed by the Bush-Blair response and Anglo-American governments coalition to launch a global “War on Terrorism” to ”reorder the world” after September 11, 2001 under the guise of establishing “democracy”, “peace”, and “freedom” in the world. 

NOVUS ORDO SECLORUM: PAX AMERICANA (Union Now with Britain) 

Read this historical treatise and see how the events of 9/11 have accelerated this blueprint for an American-led new world order! 

"Out of these troubled times [Iraq/Kuwait conflict], our fifth objective -- a new world order can emerge: a new era...We're now in sight of a United Nations that performs as envisioned by its founders." September 11, 1990 - Iraq Speech by President George H. W. Bush 

"Our mission is clear: to rid the world of evil" - Pres. George W. Bush, post-Sept. 11, 2001 

"Out of the shadow of this evil [9/11], should emerge lasting good... This is a moment to seize...let us re-order this world around us." - British Prime Minister Tony Blair, Oct. 2, 2001 (BBC) 

http://www.angelfire.com/wv2/blueridgeprint/ 
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The Bilderberg Group and the project of European unification 

Mike Peters <M.Peters@LMU.ac.uk> 

Introduction 

Despite their reputation for 'empiricism', British academics have tended to treat political power by means of abstract concepts rather than empirical information about the actions of determinate individuals and groups (e.g. Giddens, 1984, 1985; Scott, 1986). After a brief efflorescence of empirical studies of the so-called 'Establishment' in the early 1960s, sociologists in Britain became diverted from empirical investigation of power, as the study of national and international power-structures became conducted under the aegis of increasingly abstract theoretical categories derived from Marxism, and in particular by a wave of concepts based on Poulantzas's 'structuralist' critique of Miliband, and was followed by ever more esoteric discussions of the 'theory' of the state (e.g. Jessop, 1990), culminating in the hegemony of a post-Marxist version of Gramsci's conception of 'hegemony' - in which 'struggle' is posited without any identifiable human beings as its active protagonists, and with the stakes reduced to ideas rather than concrete interests. 

This was in sharp contrast with the USA, where the impetus of C. Wright Mills's pioneering study of the network of interests involved in the Cold War (Mills, 1956) was continued by a flourishing group of scholars. There has been nothing in Britain of comparable scope or detail to the work conducted in the USA by G. W. Domhoff, Thomas Dye, Mark Mizruchi or Noam Chomsky, etc. 

The present article is concerned with one specific facet of American power-structure research which, I believe, has important implications for the study of power in the UK. This is the subject of power-elite networks and forums, conceptualised as arenas for the conduct of intra-capitalist and inter-corporate strategic debates and long-range social planning, from which wider 'democratic' interference is carefully excluded. 

The particular institution about which I will present information is the so-called 'Bilderberg Group', which is an interesting example of this kind of power-elite forum. It is one among a number of little-publicised institutions which have played an important role providing a means for debates and discussions to take place amongst different capitalist groups and different national governments over long-term planning issues and, especially, in Co-ordinating strategic policy at an international level. Other such bodies on this trans-national scale include the Council on Foreign Relations (CFR) in the USA, with its UK sister organisation, the Royal Institute of International Affairs (otherwise known simply as Chatham House) and the Trilateral Commission (which itself grew out of Bilderberg meetings and has been essentially a more globalist version of the latter, since it incorporates Japanese representatives). Each of these bodies will be mentioned in what follows. 

One of the 'functions' such institutions appear to serve is that of 'mediating' between the economic interests of private capital and the requirement of a general interest on the part of the capitalist class as a whole. I shall suggest that much of the theorising about the 'state' in the tradition of structural Marxism since the 1970s has confused this relation between capital and national governments, owing to the tendency to reify the abstraction called ‘the state' and posit it as enjoying a virtual autonomy vis-à-vis capital; whereas the empirical evidence lends more support to the rather hastily dismissed (and often grotesquely caricatured) model called 'instrumentalism’. 

To anticipate what will be said later, I believe that one of the key assumptions often made by structural Marxists, namely that the capitalist class is always divided into competing fractions which have no mechanisms for co-ordination other than the state, is not empirically sustainable. Part of this misconception, it could be said, derives from an over-literal understanding of the concept of the 'market' as constituting the only social relation amongst different fractions of capital. At least as far as the very large, and above all, the international (or as we would say in today's jargon, the ‘global’) corporations are concerned, this is definitely not the case: very sophisticated organs do exist whereby these capitalist interests can and do hammer out common lines of strategy. Bilderberg is one of these mechanisms. 

The Context 

As the second world war drew to a close, the capitalist class in Western Europe was under severe threat from an upsurge of working class radicalism, the management of which required a strategy more sophisticated than conventional repression, and the first steps were taken, by political panes of both left and right, to develop 'corporatist' programmes based on a kind of national protectionism. By contrast, in the USA, the war had brought to dominance an internationally-oriented capitalist class who saw very clearly that their interests lay in a thorough 'liberalisation' (1) of the world market, abolition of tariffs etc.. Only the false wisdom of hindsight could make the eventual Atlantic Alliance system that emerged by 1950 seem preordained by 'objective' historical forces. Indeed, so used have we become to hearing phrases like 'American imperialism' and witnessing US interventions throughout the world that we can forget just how difficult it was for this internationally oriented fraction of the American capitalist class to impose its agenda upon the US state: the deep-rooted tendency of American political culture has always been what Europeans call Isolationist' and it took extensive political work to drag the Americans into these foreign entanglements. In this paper I will not be looking in any detail at how these interests influenced the US government during and after the Second World War, but rather at how they succeeded in effecting the integration of the Western European capitalist class into a new Atlantic alliance system 

The period 1945-50 is highly complex and debate still rages over the origin and nature of the 'Cold War': for example over the degree to which the US was acting offensively or defensively against a (real or imagined) Soviet threat, as well as over the relation between the external or geopolitical aspect of the Cold War on the one hand and its domestic, ideological or 'class' aspect. And die recent work of. Alan Milward, for example, has thrown into question many of the received assumptions about the causes and consequences of the 'supranational' institutions created in Europe in the aftermath of the war (Milward, 1984 and 1994; Anderson, 1996). 

The beginnings of a clarification of these events were made with the pioneering analysis of Kees Van der Pijl, in conjunction with other Dutch Marxist scholars (Fennema, Overbeek etc.) ten years ago, together with the detailed empirical work of US power-researchers (e.g. the journal Critical Sociology). With the collapse of the USSR and the subsequent 'coming out' of veteran anti-Communists now prepared to open up some of their dubious accomplishments to outside scrutiny (Peter Coleman, Brian Crozier e.g.), more direct documentary evidence of the scope and intensity of covert US involvement in European politics in the post-war period is now available. 

The Marshall Plan and NATO 

The official version of the history of the creation of the Atlantic system reads like the 'lives and teachings of saints (Milward, 1992). in these school textbook accounts, each of the pillars of the post-war world order has its great founding father, whose photographs invariably appear in magazine articles: 

* the IMF and the World Bank are the work of Keynes 

* European economic recovery is the work of General Marshall 

* NATO is the work of Ernest Bevin, and 

* the European Community is the work of Jean Monnet (with his faithful discipline Schuman) 

These are not just myths; they are, in intelligence parlance, more like 'cover stories'. 

The Marshall Plan is named after the speech on June 5 1947 by US Secretary of State Marshall, which invited European countries to join in a co-operative plan for economic reconstruction, with explicit requirements for trade liberalisation and increases in productivity. Over the next ten months there emerged the Foreign Assistance Act of 1948, which set up the Economic Co-operation Agency (ECA) to administer the European Recovery Programme (ERP) - the so-called 'Marshall Aid' - which gave $13 billion in aid to 16 western European states. In four years, the ECA was superseded by the Mutual Security Agency (MSA) in 1951 which in turn was transformed into the Foreign Operations Agency (FOA) in 1954, later the International Co-operation Agency (ICA) in 1955 and finally the Agency for International Development (AID) in 196l (Carew 1987 p. 6ff). it is generally recognised that this aid had a decidedly militaristic purpose, being essentially a prerequisite for the development of NATO. (2) 

It is less generally acknowledged, however, that this unprecedented exercise of international generosity (dubbed by Churchill the 'most unsordid act in history') served direct economic purposes for the internationally oriented US corporations which promoted it. William Clayton, for example, the Under-secretary for Economic Affairs, whose tour of Europe and letters sent back to Washington played a key role in preparing the plan, and who pushed it through Congress, personally profited to the tune of $700,000 a year; and his own company, Anderson, Clayton & Co. secured $10 million of Marshall, Plan orders up to the summer of 1949. (Schuman 1954 p. 240). General Motors similarly got $5.5 million worth of orders between July 1950 and 1951 (14.7% of the total) and they Ford Motor Company got $1 million (4.2% of the total). 

Roots in the Council on Foreign Relations 

The origins of the Marshall Plan are in fact to be found in the 'War and Peace Study Groups' instituted by the Council on Foreign Relations (CFR) in 1939. (For the details see Shoup & Minter p. 117 ff). on December 6 1939 the Rockefeller Foundation granted the Council nearly $50,000 to finance the first year of the project. Well over 120 influential individuals (academics and business leaders), at least 5 cabinet levels departments and 12 separate government agencies, bureaux or offices were involved in this. There were altogether 362 meetings and no less than 682 separate documents produced. I find it frankly astonishing that virtually none of the British academic scholarship on this period even acknowledges the existence of the CFR, let alone the War and Peace Study Groups. Evidence is surely required to show that they had no influence, if that is what scholars believe. 

The plan which Marshall presented in his speech had already been outlined in the proposals of a CFR study group of 1946 headed by the lawyer Charles M. Spofford and David Rockefeller, entitled 'Reconstruction in Western Europe'; and the specific proposal for unifying the Western European coal and steel basin as a bulwark against the USSR was made by John Foster Dulles in January 1947. 

To trace the origin of the movement for European unification, however, requires that we go back to May 8 1946 and an address given at Chatham House by a Pole named Joseph Retinger. In this talk he outlined a plan for a federal Europe in which the states would relinquish part of their sovereignty. At the time, Retinger was secretary general of the Independent League for European Co-operation (ILEC), run by the Belgian Prime Minister Paul van Zeeland. During the war Retinger worked closely with van Zeeland and other exile leaders who would become prominent in the Bilderberg network, (including Paul Rijkens, whom we will meet again shortly). (3) Out of these connections was born in 1942-3 the Benelux customs union, a kind of prototype of the Common Market. 

The ideas adumbrated by Retinger were not new: there is a whole history of such projects for European unification and for even larger global schemes. One might just note here the assumption of the need for a 'great power' status as well as the almost taken-for-granted racism which informed Retinger's thinking: 

'The end of the period during which the white man spread his activities over the whole globe saw the Continent itself undergoing a process of internal disruption........ there are no big powers left in continental Europe....... [whose] inhabitants after all, represent the most valuable human element in the world.' (Retinger 1946, p. 7) 

Shortly after this speech, Retinger was invited by the US ambassador, Averell Harriman, to the USA to secure American support for ILEC. 

'I found in America a unanimous approval for our ideas among financiers, businessmen and politicians. Mr Leffingwell, senior partner in J. P. Morgan's [bank], Nelson and David Rockefeller, Alfred Sloan [chair of General Motors], Charles Hook, President of the American Rolling Mills Company, Sir William Wiseman, [British SIS and] partner in Kuhn Loeb [New York investment bank], George Franklin and especially my old friend Adolf Berle Jr [CFR], were all in favour, and Berle agreed to lead the American section [of ILEC]. John Foster Dulles also agreed to help. (Pomian 1972, p. 212) 

Thus was formed the European Movement (whose first congress at the Hague in 1948 is- the origin of the Council of Europe), which received substantial contributions from US government secret funds as well as private sources via the American Committee for a United Europe (ACUE). The names mentioned above are significant in the present context: Leffingwell preceded John McCloy and David Rockefeller as CFR chair, 1946-53, and had been a CFR director since 1927, while Franklin was executive director of the CFR 1953-7 and was later a Trilateral Commission Co-ordinator: also, incidentally an in-law of the Rockefellers. 

US funding for the European Movement extended beyond 1952, most of it going to the European Youth Campaign, initiated by John McCloy, whose own career virtually personifies the Atlantic ruling class as a whole: a corporate lawyer of relatively humble origins, he became, through his contacts at Harvard, assistant Secretary of War 1941-45 and first President of the World Bank (IBRD), which he revamped to suit the interests of Wall Street; and then US High Commissioner for Germany 1949-52 (where, among other things, he enabled Krupp to regain control of his steel companies, advising on the establishment of the Krupp-Stiftung, modelled on the Ford Foundation - he was connected to Adenauer through his German wife, whose sister married Lewis Douglas, J. P. Morgan financier and later US ambassador to Britain), after which he became a director of both the Chase Manhattan Bank and the Ford Foundation in 1953. He was also an active member of the Bilderberg Group, becoming chair of the Council on Foreign Relations itself. 

As for ACUE, its chair was William Donovan (who ran OSS - forerunner of the CLA during the war) and its vice-chair was Allen Dulles (who was a leading figure in the CFR War and Peace Study Group during the early part of the war, and later the director of the CIA); and it was run in Europe by another CIA executive, Thomas W. Braden. 

The Bilderberg Group 

'The Treaty of Rome [1957], which brought the Common Market into being, was nurtured at Bilderberg meetings.' (George McGhee, former US ambassador to West Germany) 

'Bilderberg' takes its name from the hotel, belonging to Prince Bernhard of the Netherlands, near Arnhem, where, in May 1954 the first meeting took place of what has ever since been called the Bilderberg Group. While the name persisted, its meetings are held at different locations. Prince Bernhard himself (who, incidentally, was actually German not Dutch) was chair until 1976 when he was forced to resign because of the Lockheed bribery scandal. The possible significance of this group may be gleaned from the status of its participants: the membership comprises those individuals who would, on most definitions, be regarded as members of the 'ruling class' in Western Europe and North America-In particular, the conferences brought together important figures in most of the largest international corporations with leading politicians and prominent intellectuals (in both academia and journalism). 

Moreover, virtually all the European institutions we take for granted today, or treat as if they 'emerged' as a matter of course, from the ECSC, EEC and Euratom down to the present European Union, were conceived, designed and brought into existence through the agency of the people involved in Bilderberg. 

Secrecy 

What Gill has referred to, with disarming brevity, as its 'almost completely secretive' character (Gill 1990, p. 129) is neither incidental nor superficial but integral to its functioning. It is essential that these discussions be kept out of the public sphere. The lengths to which the organisers go are quite astonishing. An entire hotel is taken over in advance (existing guests being moved out) and a whole caravanserai, including special catering staff and armed security guards, descend on the site several days in advance. I recommend the amusing account by Robert Eringer - to my knowledge the only journalistic investigation yet conducted (Eringer 1980). The maintenance of this secrecy has been remarkably effective. In 1967, Cecil King, then chair of the International Publishing Corporation (at the time the press group with the largest circulation in the UK) and chair of the Newspaper Proprietors Association, formally requested his fellow proprietors to see to it that 'on no account should any report or even speculation about the content of the conferences be printed' (quoted in Sklar 1980, p. 178). 

On one of the few occasions when Bilderberg meetings were mentioned in a major British newspaper, the outcome was quite interesting. In the 'Lombard' column of the Financial Times, C. Gordon Tether wrote on May 6 1975: 'If the Bilderberg Group is not a conspiracy of some sort, it is conducted in such a way as to give a remarkably good imitation of one.' In a column written almost a year later, for the March 3 l976 edition, Tether wrote: 'The Bilderbergers have always insisted upon clothing their comings and goings in the closest secrecy. Until a few years back, this was carried to such lengths that their annual conclave went entirely unmarked in the world's press. In the more recent past, the veil has been raised to the extent of letting it be known that the meetings were taking place. But the total ban on the reporting of what went on has remained in force....Any conspiratologist who has the Bilderbergers in his sights will proceed to ask why it is that, if there is so little to hide, so much effort is devoted to hiding it.' 

This column never appeared: it was censored by the Financial Times editor Mark Fisher (himself a member of the Trilateral Commission), and Tether was finally dismissed from the 'Lombard' column in August 1976. 

What goes on at Bilderberg? 

It is important at the outset to distinguish the active, on-going membership from the various people who are occasionally invited to attend. Many of those invited to come along, perhaps to report on matters pertaining to their expertise, have little idea there is a formally constituted group at all, let alone one with its own grand agenda. Hence the rather dismissive remarks by people like sixties media guru Marshall McLuhan, who attended a Bilderberg meeting in 1969 in Denmark, that he was 'nearly suffocated at the banality and irrelevance,' describing them as 'uniformly nineteenth century minds pretending to relate to the twentieth century'. Another of those who have attended, Christopher Price, then Labour MP for Lewisham West, found it 'all very fatuous.... icing on the cake with nothing to do with the cake.' (Eringer 1980, p. 26). Denis Healey, on the other hand, who was in from the beginning and later acted as British convenor, says that 'the most valuable [meetings] to me while I was in opposition were the Bilderberg Conferences'. (Healey 1990, p. 195) 

Bilderberg from the beginning has been administered by a small core group, constituted since 1956 as a steering committee, consisting of a permanent chair, a US chair, European and North American secretaries and a treasurer. Invitations are 'only sent to important and generally respected people who through their special knowledge or experience, their personal contacts and their influence in national and international circles can further the aims set by Bilderberg.' (Retinger, cited in Sklar p. 168) 

John Pomian, Retinger's secretary observed that: 

'...during the first 3 or 4 years the all-important selection of participants was a delicate and difficult task. This was particularly so as regards politicians. It was not easy to persuade the top office holders to come Retinger displayed great skill and an uncanny ability to pick out people who in a few years time were to accede to the highest offices in their respective countries today there are very few figures among governments on both sides of the Atlantic who have not attended at least one of these meetings.' (Pomian, pp. 254-5) 

The Bilderberg discussions are organised on the principle of reaching consensus rather than through formal resolutions and voting. Such is the influence and standing of the active members that, if consensus for action is arrived at, one might expect this to be carried out and the resulting decision to be implemented in the West as a whole. But the exact position of the group, and that of other such groups, is only discernible by a close scrutiny of the specific careers and connections of the individual participants. Here, one has to say that social theorists seem convinced of the irrelevance of this kind of information, which would be called 'prosopographic' (i.e. data pertaining to concrete individuals, which companies they represent, their family connections etc.). This is somewhat contradictory, of course, because in their every-day roles, social theorists are just as interested in this kind of information as anyone else, and display a keen sense of its political relevance when it comes to conducting their own careers: but it has it nonetheless become almost a matter of principle to denounce use of this kind of data in social science itself. This tendency seems to come from a reification of the concept of 'roles' (as if these were real rather than constructs) and possibly from a functionalist assumption that social systems are subject to laws; with concrete human actors having no significance in shaping outcomes. 

Origins of Bilderberg 

The initiative for the first convocation came from Joseph Retinger, in conjunction with Paul Rijkens, President of Unilever. Retinger has already been introduced; and the significance of Unilever needs to be examined briefly. Unilever is one of the largest and most powerful multinational corporations in the world and one of the top European capitalist companies. In the 1950's the advisory directors of Unilever were as follows (and I'm drawing attention to the links with the Rotterdam Bank and Philips, the electrical firm): 

· H.M. Hirschfield: also on the board of Philips and Rotterdam Bank and with the Dutch Ministry of Economic Affairs during the war, and after it Commissioner for the Marshall Plan in the Netherlands; 

· K.P. Van der Mandel, also on the board of Rotterdam Bank; 

· Paul Rijkens: also on the board of Rotterdam Bank; 

· H.L. Wolterson: also chair of Philips and on the board of Heldring and Pearson (linked with the Rotterdam Bank); 

· P S.F Otten: also President of Philips (and married to a member of the Philips family) 

One of the unusual features of Unilever is its bi-national structure (Stokman et al, 1985): it is a jointly-owned AngloDutch company, with a 50/r0 structure and a unitary board. This was a very useful device during the war, when operations could be shifted easily from the Netherlands to the UK. Philips had a similar arrangement under a Dutch law called the Corvo Law, whereby in an emergency it could divide itself into two parts, which it did when the Germans invaded: one with its HQ in Germany and the other American. Both these parts got large military contracts during the war, playing a role on both sides (Aaronovitch 1961, pp. 110-11). Unilever's financial advisers are the US investment bank Lazard Freres, which handles the private financial affairs of many of the world's wealthy families, including the Agnellis of Fiat. (See Koenig, 1990, Reich. 1983, Business Week June 18 1984). 

Unilever's chief adviser on international affairs was David Mitrany, whose book, A Working Peace Svstem, published in 1943, secured him this post. (He also worked for Chatham House). it was Mitrany who coined the term 'functionalism' to refer to the strategy of supra-national integration through a series of sectoral processes of internationalisation, designed to set in motion an autonomous logic, making inevitable further integration and ultimately making national states obsolete (Groom and Taylor p. 125 ff.). In the post-war period there were three basic models for European union: alongside the 'functionalists' (in this sense), were the 'inter-governmentalists' (e.g. Spaak) and the 'federalists' (e.g. Monnet himself). In the 1960s the functionalists used the slogan 'Atlantic Partnership' as the framework for the integration or synchronisation of US and European interests. 

The immediate chain of events leading to the setting up of the first conference was as follows. Prince Bernhard set off for the USA in 1952 to visit his old friend Walter Bedell Smith, director of the newly-formed CIA. Smith put the organisation of the American end into the hands of Charles D. Jackson (special assistant for psychological warfare to the US President), who appointed John S. Coleman (president of the Burroughs Corporation. and a member of the Committee for a National Trade Policy), who in turn briefly became US chair of Bilderberg. 

Charles Jackson was president of the Committee for a Free Europe (forerunner of the Congress for Cultural Freedom (CCF) whose extensive operations financing and organising anti-Communist social democratic political intellectuals has only recently been fully documented (see Coleman 1989); and ran the CIA-financed Radio Free Europe in Germany. Earlier he had been publisher of Fortune magazine and managing director of Time/Life, and during the war was deputy head of psychological warfare for Eisenhower. At the time of Bernhard's visit he was working with a committee of businessmen on both sides of the Atlantic which approved the European Payments Union. 

It was thus a European initiative, and its aim was, in official bland language, to 'strengthen links' between Western Europe and the USA. A selected list of people to be invited to the first conference was drawn up by Retinger, with Prince Bernhard and Rijkens, from the European countries of NATO plus Sweden. The resulting group consisted of the Belgian and Italian prime ministers, Paul van Zeeland and Alcide de Gasperi (CDU), from France both the right wing prime minister Antoine Pinay and the Socialist leader Guy Mollet; diplomats like Pietro Quaroni of Italy and Panavotis Pipinelis of Greece; top German corporate lawyer Rudolf Miller and the industrialist Otto Wolff von Amerongen and the Danish foreign minister Ole Bjorn Kraft (publisher of Denmark’s top daily newspaper); and from England came Denis Healey and Hugh Gaitskell from the Labour Party, Robert Boothby from the Conservative Party, Sir Oliver Franks from the British state, and Sir Colin Gubbins, who had headed the Special Operations Executive (SOL) during the war. 

On the American side, the members of the first Bilderberg assembly included: 

· George Ball, who was head of Lehman Brothers, a former high State Department official, where he was architect of the policy of Atlantic Partnership, and later member of the Trilateral Commission. Ball was closely associated with Jean Monnet, owing to his work as legal counsel for the ECSC and the French delegation to the Schuman Plan negotiations. 

· David Rockefeller was the key American member of Bilderberg. Space only permits the briefest sketch of his direct economic and political involvements: head of the Chase Manhattan Bank, member of the Council on Foreign Relations, member of the Business Council, the US council of the International Chamber of Commerce, and, of course, the founder of the Trilateral Commission. 

· Dean Rusk: US Secretary of State 1961-69, earlier President of the Rockefeller Foundation 1952-60, having succeeded John Foster Dulles, himself an earlier Secretary of State and - this is not at all a coincidence - a close personal friend of Jean Monnet whom he had first met at Versailles in 1918 as well as of Dean Acheson, Truman's Secretary of State and the true author of the Marshall Plan. 

The final list was 67. Since then, the group enlarged somewhat, but the steering group remained the same size. (4) 

After Retinger's death in 1960, the role of secretary was taken over by E. H. van der Beugel, who had headed the Dutch bureau for the Marshall Plan and later became president of KLM airlines and the International Institute for Strategic Studies in London. After the resignation of Prince Bernhard, the role of chair was taken by British ex-prime minister Lord Home. 

The status of the group and its meetings is ostensibly 'private'. Gill names it simply 'a private international relations council', but nothing could be more misleading than this name private, unless in its sense of ‘secret’ When political leaders gather together with a view to arriving at consensus, in conjunction with leaders of industry and finance and press magnates and leading journalists, then this is not the same kind of thing as an assembly of ordinary private citizens. The vocabulary of pluralist political science ('lobbies', 'non-governmental organisations' etc.) systematically distorts the actual power relations at work in these different kinds of associations. It is even questionable whether Bilderberg meetings are really 'private' in the legal sense of non-governmental. Robert Eringer, for example, having received an official reply that 'government officials attend in a personal and not an official capacity', found that in fact officials had attended Bilderberg conferences at government expense and in their official capacity. The British Foreign Office responded to his queries by saying 'we can find no trace of the Bilderberg Group in any of our reference works on international organisations', while he later learnt that the Foreign Office had paid for British members to attend Bilderberg conferences. 

Van der Pijl's assessment of the role of Bilderberg seems about as accurate as the available information would allow: 

'Rather than constituting an all-powerful secret Atlantic directorate, Bilderberg served, at best, as the environment for developing ideas in that direction, and secrecy was necessary for allowing the articulation of differences rather than for keeping clear-cut projects from public knowledge. In this sense Bilderberg functioned as the testing ground for new initiatives for Atlantic unity.' (Van der Pijl p. 183) 

But on occasions the group is known to have exerted real power. An (unnamed) German participant at the 1974 conference held six months after the Arab Israeli War at Edmond de Rothschild's hotel at Megeve in France, commented: 

'Half a dozen knowledgeable people had managed, in effect, to set the world's monetary system wolfing again [after OPEC's quadrupling of oil prices], and it was important to try to knit together our networks of personal contacts. We had to resist institutionalism, bureaucratic red-tape, and the creation of new procedures and committees. Official bodies should be put in the position of ratifying what had been jointly prepared in advance.' (Sklar, p. 171) 

The European 'Community' 

The Treaty of Rome signed on March 25 1957 created the 'common market' (the European Economic Community) and its roots were laid down in the ECSC (the European Coal and Steel Community) established on April 18 1951, based on the Schuman Plan of May 9 1950 (Vaughan 1976, Milward 1984). It is not implausible to suggest that the route from the one to the other in fact passed through the first five Bilderberg conferences, May 1954 at Oosterbeek (Netherlands), March 1955 at Barbizon (France), September the same year at Garmisch (Germany), May 1956 at Fredensborg (Denmark) and finally in February 1957 at St. Simon's Island (Georgia, USA); and that these secret meetings played a decisive role in overcoming the opposing, centrifugal tendencies symbolised by the collapse of the European Defence Community in 1954, the Hungarian revolution and its suppression and the fiasco of the Anglo-French adventure at Suez in 1956 - the last gasp of independent European imperialism. 

Even more important the 'protectionism' implicit in the European unification project was successfully subordinated to the ‘liberalising’ hegemony of the Americans, through the close involvement of the key US players at every stage. The evidence for this is entirely circumstantial, and this hypothesis must remain speculative, but I believe there is a prima facie case to launch an investigation. It should be clear from the details recounted earlier that not all the possible roads led to the Rome Treaty, and that there is far more to the politics of European 'integration' than the legislative enactments already known about. 

Monnet's network 

Monet himself, who mentions-neither Retinger nor Bilderberg in his memoirs (Monnet 1978), cannot have been unaware of the activities of these crucial constituents of his programme. However much he may be portrayed in the hagiographies as a far-sighted idealist, Monnet was, first and foremost, an international financier, with an extensive network of connections on both sides of the Atlantic, occupying a particular place in the configuration of capitalist interests forming what Van der Pijl calls the Atlantic circuit of money capital (Van der Pijl 1984). He was, for example, a close friend of all the key figures in the US power structure; but, more importantly, his network centred around the New York investment banks Lazard Freres (run by Andre Meyer who was also on the board of Rockefeller's Chase International Bank), and Goldmann Sachs, which, after the war gravitated into the Rockefeller orbit. Monnet's right-hand man, Pierre Uri, was European director of Lehman Brothers; and Robert Marjolin, one of Monnet's assistants in the first modernisation plan, subsequently joined the board of the Chase Manhattan Bank. Uri and Marjolin were also active in Bilderberg. 

When Monnet resigned from his position of 'High Authority' in the ECSC in 1955 to run his Action Committee for a United States of Europe (ACUSE), his secretary at ECSC, Max Kohnstamm who had earlier been private secretary to Queen Wilhelmina, (i.e. Prince Bernhard's mother-in-law), and then Dutch representative in the Schuman Plan negotiations, became the vice-president of ACUSE, which had extensive overlaps with Bilderberg. Kohnstamm, for example, later became a member of the Executive Committee of the Trilateral Commission, and Georges Berthoin, who was Monnet's private secretary at the ECSC 1951-55, took over Kohnstamm's place on the Trilateral Commission in 197S. Francois Duchene and Paul Delouvner, who both worked for ECSC in the fifties (and joined the Trilateral Commission in the 1970s), Guy Mollet and Antoine Pinay were in the Bilderberg network (5) 

Europe since the fifties 

It would be simply too large and complex a matter to trace the twists and turns in the politics of European unification since the period from the fifties to the present. Too much water has flowed under the bridge, and it is doubtful that it is any longer even the same bridge, so many times has Europe' or the European idea' had to be periodically 'relaunched'. Instead of even attempting this in broad outline, I will draw attention very briefly to the role played by secretive and unaccountable organisations of members of the European economic and political elites. 

One little-reported group, for example, which seems to wield immense influence is the European Round Table of Industrialists (ERT). To my knowledge there have only been two or three reports of this group in the British press, and yet in articulating the demands and interests of the largest and most powerful European multinational corporations, it surely calls for close study. I suspect this is the same group as that mentioned in passing in Charles Grant's biography of Jacques Delors. Delors' arrival as European Commissioner in 198S, he says, could not have occurred at a more propitious moment: he had spent the autumn of 1984 searching for a 'Big Idea' to relaunch the EEC. 

'That autumn, in Brussels, Delors had met a group of officials and industrialists brought together by Max Kohnstamm, who had been Monnet's chief assistant. After Monnet's death in 1979, Kohnstamm had become one of the guardians of the sacred name of federalism. The Kohnstamm group advised Delors to make the internal market his priority and to lay down a timetable of eight years (the life of two Commissions) for its achievement...... At the same time Wisse Dekker, the chairman of Philips, made several speeches calling for the EEC to remove its internal barriers by 1990.' (Grant 1994, p. 66) 

If this is in fact referring to the same group as that known as the European Round Table of Industrialists (ERT), then we have an example of a continuity between the fifties and today. This ERT comprises the chairs/CEOs of the leading European multinational corporations and it is by no means a mere assembly of dignitaries. This is an extremely powerful body. According to research conducted by the ASEED collective, its reports feed directly into the European Commission decision making process. One of its first reports, for example, entitled 'Missing Links', urged the immediate construction of a series of large-scale transport projects, including the Channel Tunnel. As well as Dekker of Philips, other leading figures in the ERT are Agnelli of Flat, Gyllenhammer of Volvo, and Denys Henderson of ICI. 

Theoretical Excursus 

A persistent problem with theories of power over the last 20 years has been their lack of engagement with empirical evidence, compounded by the demonstrable empirical ignorance of theorists. It is as if every academic feels able to develop theories about power, and engage in debates it, without any requirement for relevant information, or at any rate with a tacit assumption that everyone at has such information. 

One possible place to start an attempt to 'theorise' the role of Bilderberg and other international power-elite forums, might be to re-enter an old debate at the beginning of the present century: this is the debate between Lenin and Kautsky over imperialism. 

Lenin’s theory of imperialism sought to explain the first world war by reference to what he called inter-imperialist rivalries. While this theory has had an enormous influence during this century (it under-pins, for example, much contemporary discussion of the relations between 'the West' and the 'Developing World, in which it is assumed that power operates between geographically-defined regions, and that nation-states act at the behest of nationally-based capitalist classes), it is nevertheless demonstrably false in a number of crucial particulars. For example, one of the difficulties in Lenin's theory is reconciling it with the increasing interpenetration of national economies by trans-national capitalist blocs. To put this issue simply: wars take place between states, but inter-capitalist rivalries do not necessarily coincide with the territories between states, especially where international or trans-national corporations have developed. The material presented here, I would suggest, is of just this kind: it shows an inter-penetration of capitalist interests between the USA and Western Europe, and indicates a field of 'political struggle' within and between states, entirely outside that of the public sphere. 

What is far less well-known today, however, is Kautsky's alternative conception which explicitly addressed this issue, and can be summed up by his notion of ultra-imperialism (Fennema, 1982). The simple hypothesis is that rival capitalist interests may, at least for a time, be able to coalesce into a relatively unified hegemonic bloc. Now this idea of a tendency towards stabilisation on a global scale may sound unrealistic today, but arguably this was what was achieved for fifty years, at least in the American-dominated half of the world, after 1945. It could even be said that the demise of the other half permits its universalization. Where are the 'inter-imperialist rivalries in the world today'? 

Silence of the Academics 

When first asked for a title for this paper, I briefly entertained the idea of using the above sub-heading, (paraphrasing a recent film-title), and I do believe it is important to ask why certain topics rather than others are deemed worthy of investigation. The material presented here is certainly 'dated' and therefore unfashionable, but similar information about the present could be investigated. It is surprising and somewhat depressing that such investigations no longer seem to be being carried out in universities today. (6) Academics often represent themselves somewhat flatteringly as 'critical' intellectuals, independent from or even determinedly opposed to the established systems of power in society, willing to face personal or professional risks in the pursuit of truth. Maybe they are more like lambs. 

Footnotes 

(1) The term 'liberal' signifies policies opposed to restrictions on international trade. The distinction between 'free trade' and 'protectionism' in international trade does not correspond exactly with the theoretical opposition of 'competition' and 'monopoly'. None of these concepts have straightforward empirical reference. The 1992 NAFTA (North American Free Trade Agreement) for example, is in fact profoundly 'protectionist' in relation to such matters as intellectual property rights (software, patents for seeds, drugs etc.) with elaborate 'rules of origin' designed to keep out foreign competitors etc. see Dawkins 1993. 

(2) If the Marshall Plan had military objectives (containment of Soviet influence) as much as economic ones (creation of markers for US industry), then NATO has a civilian, political and ideological role as much as a military one. NATO has been relatively neglected by students of 'supranational' organisations, and it is often Presumed to be just a treaty rather than a quasigovernmental organisation in its own right. Its highest political body, the North Atlantic Council, covers foreign policy issues as well as strictly military questions, and the North Atlantic Assembly works to influence the parliamentary members of individual countries. It falls within the brief of NATO to conduct propaganda and defend states the 'infiltration of ideas'. Few citizens of NATO countries are aware of the whole apparatus to which membership commits them - e.g. Plans 10 G and 100-1 under which in 'emergency situations' special US units would be activated to suppress any movement 'threatening to US strategic interests'. 

(3) It is extremely difficult to define the exact status of Retinger. One Polish war-time exile leader has been quoted as saying that Retinger was 'suspected of being in close touch not so much with British politics as with certain of its discrete institutions'. Presumably SIS. See Korbonski p. 20. 

(4) Later American participants included Robert MacNamara, US Secretary of Defence under Kennedy and Johnson (earlier chair of the Ford Motor Company, and later President of the World Bank); and McGeorge Bundy, who worked on the Marshall Plan, was US National Security Adviser and later special foreign policy adviser to Kennedy and Johnson 1960-65, and became President of the Ford Foundation 1966-79. His brother, William Bundy, was with the CIA 1951-61 and later managed the CFR journal Foreign Affairs from 1979, after working at the Pentagon 1964-69. He married Dean Acheson's daughter. Finally, all three Directors of the CIA in this period were also members of Bilderberg: Allen Dulles (John Foster Dulles's brother), John McCone and Richard Helms. Needless to say, all these figures were also members of the CFR. For more details of participants see the essay by Thompson in Sklar ed. 1980, and Eringer 1980. 

(5) Pinay, who was French Prime Minister in 1951, figures rather allusively in Brian Crozier's memoirs (Crozier, 1993 ch. XV) as the eminence grise of the controversial 'Pinay Cercle', an anti-communist intelligence outfit in the 1970s and 80s (Ramsay & Dorril 1986, p. 39 and Teacher 1989). 

(6) It is ironic that while the initial research which discovered the existence of the Bilderberg network and explored its ramifications within the power structure of Atlantic capitalism came entirely from Marxist and left-inclined scholars in the USA, the whole subject has now been virtually taken over by the US far right as the centre piece of its own bizarre world-view. These writers of the far right (Anthony Sutton, Lyndon La Rouche, Spool and the Liberty Lobby etc.) have added virtually nothing to our understanding or knowledge of the phenomenon, and accordingly, are not referenced in the bibliography below. They have, however, contaminated the topic with their confusion. Since around the mid-1980s, the American Left has dropped the whole issue like a hot potato. For a singular exception sec Brandt 1993, which is essentially a response to Bcrlet, 1992. 
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'Imagine yourselves to be dictators of Europe' 

The Single Market programme was the 1980's relaunch of the economic and ultimately political integration of Europe. So-called Father of the EU, [see Mike Peters' paper for more on his role] Jean Monnet, had always felt it crucial to rein back big business. The single market programme turned this policy on its head. The relaunch document (see below) was prepared by Philips Industries in Holland and researched by unnamed Philips staff. The staff were told to "imagine yourselves to be dictators of Europe." 

Few realise how pivotal the 2000 Bilderberg chairman, Viscount Etienne Davignon, was in this process. As European Commissioner for Industry and the Internal Market from 1977 to 1980 he was perfectly placed to put big business in the driving seat of European policy. In 1985, as Industry Commissioner, he challenged Pehr Gyllenhammar, CEO of Volvo, (also administrator of United Technologies, Vice President of the Aspen Institute and one of the five partners of Kissinger Associates) to organise a group of the top European businessmen to lobby the Commission. Davignon argued that the Commission would be obliged to respond to the demands of some of the largest European industrialists. The Gyllenhammar group was to become the highly influential European Round Table of Industrialists or ERT, drawing up policy for Europe. 

Extract from: The Politics of Big Business in the Single Market Program, by Maria L. Green, The American University, Visiting Fellow, CSIA, Harvard University. 

School of International Service, The American University, 4400 Massachusetts Avenue NW, Washington DC 20016. 

Paper presented for the European Community Studies Association, Third Biennial International Conference, May 27 1993, Washington DC. 

This is an essential document for anyone curious about the origins of the present policies and direction of the European Union. The above paper has the following structure. The opening section of the most relevant chapter, IV, is reproduced below. 

Introduction
I. The Early Years: The Rise of the Multinationals in EC Policymaking
II. The Origins of the ERT: Setting the Agenda for a New Europe
III. The ERT and the French Connection
IV. The Dekker Paper, the Political Agenda and a Constituency for Delors [extract below]
V. The Delors Commission's Policy Alternative and the Eurpean Council Vote
VI. Ensuring the SEA's Implementation: The Internal Market Support Group (Committee)
VII. Conclusions 

IV. The Dekker Paper, the Political Agenda and a Constituency for Delors - extract 

Repackaging the message: The Dekker Paper 

On January 11, 1985, in Brussels, Wisse Dekker, CEO of Phillips, unveiled a plan, "Europe 1990", before an audience of 500 people including many of the newly appointed EC commissioners. The plan laid out in precise terms the steps needed in four key areas - trade facilitation (elimination of border formalities), opening up of public procurement markets, harmonization of technical standards, and fiscal harmonization (elimination of the fiscal VAT frontiers) -- to open up a European Market in five years. For the first time a plan was produced which identified some 50 measures needed to eliminate non-tariff barriers to trade and to relaunch the European Market. The Dekker paper was revolutionary -- not only because it was proposed by the head of a major multinational, but because it produced what had escaped national and European policymakers -- a simple plan for a unified market. 

The Dekker paper was an internal Philips project led by Dekker's government affairs representative in Brussels, Coen Ramaer. It was the result of the company's growing dissatisfaction with the inability of government officials -- national or EC -- to produce a concrete proposal for a European market. While Mitterrand was promoting an industrial initiative, there were no specifics to the French President's plan. Moreover, when the Commission did produce a comprehensive package of proposals in late 1984, there was no outpouring of support for the initiative. The Commission document developed by Commissioner Narjes listed hundreds of pre-existing pieces of legislation -- ranging from standardisation to social actions to environmental issues -- deemed necessary for the creation of an internal market. Business leaders, while pleased that a package was produced, found the Commission package "unwieldy" and lacking "a precise time-table." Moreover, there was no strategy to ensure its implementation and no rationale for industrial growth. It became apparent to the heads of multinationals that industry needed to produce its own concrete program. 

With Dekker's support, Ramaer assembled four Philips experts who had long dealt with the four key areas later outlined in the Dekker speech. As Ramaer explains, he instructed the men to: 

"imagine yourselves to be dictators of Europe and that you have decided that the job must be done in five years. And they [the experts] started out "but this is impossible! Be realistic!" And I told them that I couldn't care less if we were realistic or not. 

Once they had picked up this idea, they found it fascinating. And they discovered that it could be done -- given the political will, of course." [Interview, September 24th 1992] 

Some of the experts set up informal meetings with their counterparts in the Commission to discuss the project and to hammer out key problems. Dekker stressed to Ramaer that the proposals had to be complete -- he did not want the outcome to be simply another speech on the necessity of European integration. 

"Europe 1990" was not simply another speech. In addition to introducing a precise agenda, the paper introduced a number of new conceptualisations of what a unified European market might entail. In the trade facilitation area, for example, the "ultimate goal" of the plan was to create "frontiers without formalities for goods traffic and the replacement of paper documents by data transmission via a telecommunications network used by traders, transporters, banks and statistical and tax authorities..." Of course, to implement this strategy, member states would also be required to allow for the development of a trans-European telecommunications network. The paper left little doubt of the importance of creating a united European market. As Dekker noted in his introduction: "The survival of Europe is in fact at stake." 

When the "Europe 1990" plan was presented, it was not for Brussels' consumption alone. Dekker sent the plan, along with a letter, to the heads of government and state of the European Community. One letter went to The Rt Hon Margaret Thatcher, January 7th 1985, from Dr. Wisse Dekker. The letter opens as follows "Europe's industries - both large and small - will have little future if the common market is not created as intended by the Treaties of Rome. This we all know..." Dekker concludes by submitting "these proposals for the consideration of you and your government, hoping that you will promote the action necessary to get Europe out of the deadlock in which it has been for a number of years. You will agree that this is an urgent matter. There is little time left to correct the consequences of a lack of dynamism in the past decade. 

[from footnote - Margaret Thatcher refused to meet with ERT who were promoting 'Europe 2000'.] 
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[See Also Alfred Mendez' piece 'THE MONEY-TRADERS GLOBAL NETWORK' on my BIS page] 

Any research into the subject of the Common Market is immediately confronted by a veil of confusing acronyms: E-this, E-that and E-the other. True, the Common Market - or the EEC, or the EC, or the EU (it transpires that they are all the same at different stages of evolvement) - must be one of the most complex, if not the most complex bureaucracy ever created. That complexity and the constant political bickering over its very raison d'etre has tended to distract public attention away from a proper understanding of it - and to achieve this understanding, it is essential to recapitulate the events leading to its birth - viewed from within the context of the political/economic situation of the post-World War 2 period 

The political situation was one of ideological confrontation between the West and the USSR: between Capitalism and Marxism (the question as to whether the USSR was a marxist state or not is irrelevant here inasmuch as the West - and particularly America - perceived it to be such). Again, the term 'confrontation' may at first seem to be an overstatement as the West and the USSR had just emerged from a war in which they had been allies, but it must be recalled that this alliance had been one of circumstance and convenience, as events in the immediate pre-war period clearly demonstrated. The French and the British had favoured a policy of appeasement towards Germany, whereas the USSR - well aware that it was Hitler's target (see Mein Kampf) - favoured a policy of confrontation backed by an alliance with France and Britain. As disclosed in the Alger Hiss trial in 1949, the US Ambassador ot France, William Bullitt, in January 1938, had reported to his State Department that the French Foreign Minister, Yvon Delbos, had told him that the Soviet Ambassador had just informed him (Delbos) that "..if France should begin serious negotiations with Germany, the Soviet Union would come to terms with Germany at once". That France and Britain did not heed that warning until Germany had invaded Czechoslovakia - when by then it was too late - can only be explained by the fact that their policy of appeasement was governed by the anti-communist bias they shared with Germany. They were certainly in no position to claim that they had not been warned when, in August 1939, the Soviet-German non-aggression Pact was signed! It is necessary at this point to recall that the intellectual dichotomy between Capitalism and Marxism of the late nineteenth century had become political confrontation with the advent of the Bolshevik Revolution in 1917. This invalidates the popularised view of the Cold War as being a post-WW 2 phenomenon. 

Another popular misconception is that at the end of the war it was the USSR that had reneged on decisions reached by the Allies (The Big Three) at the Yalta Conference in February 1945 - particularly over the question of the future of Poland. Indeed, this was precisely the reason given, more than once, by the West for their subsequent policy of 'going their own way' - one of the results being the Common Market. It therefore calls for a closer look. The American Secretary of State, Edward Stettinius (FDR's right-hand man at Yalta) later records: "The Soviet Union made more concessions to the United States and Great Britain than were made to the Soviet Union.". Again, on the 27th of February 1945 Churchill, in his speech to the House of Commons, stated: " I know of no government which stands to its obligations, even in its own despite, more solidly that the Soviet Government.". Given this background, it is extraordinary that on the 23rd of April 1945, a fortnight after Roosevelt's death and while Molotov was in America en route to the Founding Conference of the UN, Truman summoned him (Molotov) to the White House and berated him (in Missouri mule-driver's language, to quote the columnist Drew Pearson), accusing the Soviets of failing to adhere to the Yalta agreements, agreements that had been reached only two months previously - and the war was still being fought! (It is not difficult to imagine what Truman's response to the Soviets would have been had the roles of the protagonists in this situation been reversed: mule-driver's language would most certainly have been used!). Furthermore, the following month, immediately after VE Day, Truman cancelled Lend-Lease aid to the USSR, a country that had pledged at Yalta to declare war against Japan 3 months after Germany's defeat - namely, on the 8th of August...on the 6th of August the Americans dropped the atomic bomb on Hiroshima, without previously notifying their Soviet ally of their intention so to do. 

So why this public switch in America's attitude? It must be appreciated that the US was then (as it still is) a corporate state. In his first two years in office, of the 125 administrative posts appointed by Truman: 49 were bankers, industrialists and financiers; 17 were corporate lawyers; and 31 were high-ranking military officers. True, he had inherited a similarly oriented administration from Roosevelt, but the war had been profitable enough to sedate the latter's corporate cohorts - and Roosevelt an excellent diplomat. Now, the European war was over, Roosevelt dead, and a successfully tested atomic bomb to hand. And when it is recalled that in July 1941, Truman, on learning of the German invasion of the USSR, had stated that: " if we see that Germany is winning the war we ought to help Russia; and if Russia is winning we ought to help Germany and in that way let them kill as many as possible." (as reported in the New York Times on the 24th of July 1941), then the Americans' actions noted above are comprehensible. There would certainly be no more co-operation with the Red Enemy! 

Talk of international unity was relegated to the posturings of diplomats and officials within the halls of the UN - much as it had been under the League of Nations between the wars. European integration was the call heard more frequently in the world outside. This call was by no means a new one, but before 1939 it had been of an amorphous nature with religious (mainly Catholic) overtones - hardly surprising given the Vatican's centuries-long dominion over Europe under the banner of the Holy Roman Empire which, in an historical sense, had not long ended. The Pan-European Union (Pan Europa) formed by the Habsburgian Count Richard Coudenhove-Kalergi in 1923 was such a one. During the war there had been other instances of movement towards European unity or federation which, because of their common aim, contributed something towards the eventual birth of the Common Market - even though it may not have been of a direct nature. After all, there would be the inevitable intermingling of ideas of those participating within the various groups formed. The call by André Malraux and Georges Bidault in 1941 for a post-war federal style European New Deal - excluding the Soviet Union - was such a one. There were others, but there was no possibilty of fulfilment before war's end, anway. 

At war's end, the West European nations emerged economically bankrupted; the USSR with its infrastructure decimated; and America with three-quarters of the world's invested capital and two-thirds of the world's industrial capacity (thanks in no small measure to the war). On the one hand, a group of nations in desperate need of reconstruction - and on the other hand a rich nation with the capacity to satisfy that need. On the face of it, the problem so posited carried within it a built-in solution - but there was one main obstacle to such a resolution: namely, one of those nations was the USSR. The problem here for corporate America was that, although it had no intention of acceding to the Soviet's request for assistance, both countries were still part of the Big Three Alliance. Indeed, at the Potsdam Conference in mid-july 1945, the USSR had acceded to the American's call for the establishment of a Council of Ministers which was duly set up, and although relations between West and East became more strained with each subsequent Foreign ministerial meeting, peace treaties with the ex-Nazi satellite nations (Italy, Bulgaria, Finland, Hungary and Romania) were signed by the Big-Three in October 1946. 

To appreciate more fully the events that followed, it must be recalled that Britain at the end of the war had, by military intervention, supplanted the popular left-wing Greek movement EAM with the right-wing dictatorship of Tsaldaris - and had thereby found itself enmeshed in a civil war it could no longer afford to finance. On the 24th of February 1947 it notified America of its intention to withdraw from Greece, and Truman immediately told Clark Clifford, a corporate lawyer (later to be special attorney to Du Pont, GE, Standard Oil, TWA and RCA), to draft what was subsequently known as the Truman Doctrine Speech. 

The next Foreign ministers meeting in Moscow, beginning on the 10th of March 1947, turned out to be a critical one in East-West relations. In the afterglow of the Satellite Peace Treaties signed some 5 months previously, the negotiators and staff met in Moscow in a hopeful mood to discuss such questions as German unity, disarmament, and an end to the Soviet occupation of Austria. As eye-witness correspondent Howard K. Smith wrote: " Molotov proved uncommonly conciliatory in the opening discussion on rules and procedure and yielded his own suggestions first to those of Marshall, then to those of Bevin. The Russians had undoubtedly assumed that all was well and that things would go according to prescription. Stalin even told Secretary of State Marshall that ..'these were only the first skirmishes and brushes of recconnaisance forces'..Then, right on top of the Conference - two days after it had opened - burst the bombshell of the Truman doctrine speech in which President Truman had said that 'nearly every nation must choose between' the two worlds. It sounded like an ultimatum to the rest of Europe to be with us or be counted against us. That wiped the smiles off the Russian's faces. " 

That had, indeed, been Truman's message to his Congress - and the USSR. Now the main obstacle to the flow of American capital investment into Europe had been removed and was now to be activated by means of the Marshall Plan as proclaimed by Marshall at Harvard University 3 months later on the 5th of June 1947. This speech called upon the Europeans to draw up plans for economic recovery which the Americans would then finance. He had also stated in his speech that: " our policy is not directed against any country or doctrine, but against hunger, poverty, desperation and chaos". But in saying this had he forgotten that two months before, as later revealed by Walt Rostrow (Special Assistant to the Executive Secretary of the Economic Commission for Europe from 1947 to 1949): " On April the 29th, the day after his report to the nation on the failure of the Moscow Conference, Secretary Marshall instructed the Policy Planning Staff to prepare a general plan for American aid in the reconstruction of Western Europe "? No mention here of Eastern Europe or the USSR. But in any case, had not the United Nations been created with just such a scenario in mind? So why by-pass it? Again,Walt Rostow:"..there was even in being an organisation dedicated to European economic co-operation - the Economic Commission for Europe - the ECE was, however, an organisation of the United Nations, with Soviet and Eastern European countries as members. Its very existence posed a basic question. Should an effort be made to embrace all of Europe in a new enterprise of reconstruction, or should the lesson of the Moscow Conference be read as indicating that the only realistic alternative was for the West to accept the split and to strengthen the area outside Stalin's grip? ".(Remember, Rostow had served in the ECE). This decision to by-pass the UN aroused the suspicions of the Soviets, suspicions that were confirmed at the Paris Conference of the Committee of European Economic Co-operation (CEEC) called in July 1947 to discuss the administration of Marshall aid. Molotov walked out after two days attendance. 

A closer look at Marshall's planning staff is revealing. The committee charged with formulating the Marshall Plan was as follows: Chairman - Henry Stimson (ex-Sec. of State & war; Wall st. lawyer; Dir. of Council on Foreign Relations); Exec. C'tte. Chm. - Robert Patterson (ex-Sec. of War); Exec. C'tte. - Dean Acheson (Under Sec. of State; corporate lawyer of Covington & Burling); Winthrop Aldrich (Banker & uncle of Rockefeller bros.); James Carey (CIO Sec. Treasurer); Herbert Lehman (Lehman Bros. Investment); Philip Reed (GE Exec.); Herbert Bayard Swope (ex-Editor & brother of ex-Pres. GE); David Dubinsky (Labor Leader). The composition of this planning group confirms what has already been referred to: that the American executive administration had, since the mid-thirties been heavily staffed with corporate executives - men who, because they were unaccountable to the democratic processes of the country, could more readily act in their own corporate interests. Interests, moreover, that were co-ordinated to a high degree by interlinked membership of numerous advisory councils, Foundations and other forms of quangoes whose common affinity was obeisance to Profit. 

Here, two points need to be emphasised: the importance that America attached to the Marshall Plan, and the fact that the Common Market could not have evolved into the form it subsequently adopted without the Marshall aid. The US Congress duly authorized this aid by passing the Economic Co-operation Act (ECA) on the 3rd of April 1948, and Paul Hoffman (Studebaker, Ford Foundation & co-founder of the Committee for Economic Development in 1942) was subsequently appointed Administrator of the aid program - and since ECA approval was required before such aid funds could be supplied, this allowed US planners to influence directly the direction of economic change in Europe. 

Meamwhile, as a result of the above-mentioned CEEC Conference in Paris, the Organisation for European Economic Co-operation (OEEC) was formed in order to determine the allocation of Marshall aid. The American desire was for a more integrated organisation than the Europeans were prepared to accept. As Paul Hoffman put it: "The substance of such integration would be the formation of a large single market within such quantative restrictions of movement of goods, monetary barriers to the flow of payments and eventually all tarrifs are permanently swept away". This was a scenario within which corporate America could move its capital at will, and, as such, a statement reflecting blatant self interest. Indeed, this message was further driven home by another ECA official, Richard Bissel, at whose instigation the OEEC set up the European Payments Union (EPU) in September 1950 in order to facilitate intra-European trade, and provide a basis for European integration and monetary union. (One interesting point here: good ecenomist he may have been, in1950, Bissel was no military strategist when, in 1961, as CIA Deputy Director of Planning, he oversaw the Cuban Bay-of-Pigs fiasco!). The Europeans, some of whom were still in the time-warp of Empire, and reluctant to relinquish any of their individual sovereign rights, opposed further integration. This not only meant that the aid became a scramble for dollars, but, more crucially , posed an obstacle to the American's aim as laid out by Hoffman. This called for a change of mind on the part of the dissedent Europeans, which would eventually be accomplished primarily through economic necessity - but also by a little-help-from-my-friends. Help that, initially, would be of a non-governmental nature, given the already noted opposition of governments whose hands, in any case, would be full coping with their day-to-day, short-term problems. Use would be made of the numerous lobbying groups formed in the aftermath of the war as a result of earlier calls for European Union. 

The earliest of these groups, and one which was to play a significant role in alleviating any discord among the Europeans, was the Independent League for Economic Co-operation (ILEC) - still in existence today, but now known as the European League for Economic Co-operation). This lobby group, ostensibly motivated by its desire to find an economic solution to Europes' problems - as implied by its title - was responsible for the subsequent establishment in May 1949 of the Council of Europe (COE) which, contrary to the aspirations of those who had laid the foundation for it at the Congress for Europe the previous year, ended up as a purely consultative body with no economic mandate, due primarily to the reluctance of Britain and the Scandinavians (as noted above). Be that as it may, the COE was established in Strasbourg with all the key Europeans onboard - and is still in existence today. Indeed, it is often referred to as the Mother of the Common Market - with some justification: was not its flag adopted by the EC in May 1986? To gain a clearer understanding of the above, it is necessary to take a closer look at the means by which the ILEC evolved into the COE. ILEC was the brainchild of a 60-year-old Pole, Dr. Josef Hieronym Retinger, a man with a history intriguing enough to warrant a biography. Suffice it to say here that, as a result of comprehensive political dealings in both Europe and the New World stretching from pre-WW 1 to post-WW 2, he had become the archetypal broker - an eminence grise. In Sir Edward Beddington-Behren's words: " I remember in the US his picking up the telephone and immediately making an appointment with the President ; and in Europe he had complete entrée in every political circle as a kind of right". Having set up the ILEC with the assistance of Paul Van Zeeland (Belgian Prime Minister-tobe), Retinger went to America at the end of 1946 seeking financial backing for the group. In his own words ( as reported by his biographer and Personal Assistant, John Pomian): " At that time I found in America a unanimous approval for our ideas among financiers, businessmen and politicians: Mr. Leffingwell, senior partner in J.P.Morgan's; Nelson and David Rockefeller; Alfred Sloan, Director of the Dodge Motor Company...(et al)...and especially my old friend Adolph Berle Jnr. were all in favour, and Berle agreed to lead the American section". (Berle was a prestigious corporate lawyer). 

In March 1947, ILEC was established at a meeting in New York, with Van Zeeland as President of the Central Council and Retinger as General Secretary. In December 1947, as a result of Retinger's approaches to a number of other groups of similar aims of European unity - either of a co-operative or federalist nature (Churchill's UEM; Coudenhove-Kalergi's IPU; the Catholic NEI; the CFEU and the UEF), the the International Committee of the Movement for European Unity (ICMEU) was formed, with Duncan-Sandys (Churchill's son-in-law) as Chairman and Retinger as Honorary Secretary. This Committee, more commonly known as the European Movement (EM), convened the Congress of Europe in the Hague in May 1948 which, in turn, established the Council of Europe (COE) by the Treaty of Westminster in May 1949 (as already noted). 

In July 1948 Retinger and Duncan-Sandys went to America to seek financial backing for the EM, accompanied by Winston Churchill and Paul Henri Spaak, the Belgian Prime Minister. This resulted in the launching of the American Committee on a United Europe (ACUE) at a luncheon in honour of Churchill on the 29th of March 1949. The significance of ACUE lay in its stewardship: Chairman: William Donovan (ex-Director of the OSS); Vice-Chairman: Allen Dulles (then Deputy Director of the CIA); Secretary: George Franklin (Director of the Council for Foreign Relations); and Executive Director: Thomas Braden (Head of CIA Division on International Organisations). Funds for the EM (by now transformed into the COE) were soon flowing into the COE's headquarters in Brussels - most of it from State Department's secret funds. ACUE was also the channel subsequently used to fund the Youth Campaign for European Unity, formed in1950 by Retinger and Duncan-Sandys as a result of a deal they had made with John McCloy US High Commissioner for Germany (later Chairman of Chase Manhattan Bank), and Robert Murphy, US Ambassador in Brussels (later consultant on Foreign Intelligence Advisory Board). Between 1951 and 1959 this group received approximately 1.5 million pounds. 

Perhaps the most intriguing of Retinger's contacts during this period was Dr. Hermann Josef Abs, who then set up the German section of ILEC. Abs, as Director of the Deutsche Bank during the Third Reich, had been responsible for laying out the economic base the Nazis would adopt on attaining hegemony over Europe and the USSR. Arrested for war crimes in January 1946, he was released three months later on the intervention of the British - who then appointed him economic advisor in their zone! More pertinently, in March 1948 Abs was appointed Deputy Head of the Loan Corporation as well as President of Bank Deutsche Lander, and, as such, was in charge of the allocation of Marshall aid to German industry. Another fascinating link was that, among the 40-or-so Directorships Abs had held, one was in the I.G.Farben conglomerate which had been a client of the corporate law firm Sullivan & Cromwell - whose senior partners were the Dulles brothers. 

The end result of the foregoing was the Council of Europe which, although it had failed to create an economic climate in Europe amenable to the free flow of American capital, was nonetheless the first post-war organisation of European unity, and, as such, was of political importance. From now on, in order to create the necessary economic climate, the dissident British and Scandavians would be by-passed. This was accomplished by the formation of the European Coal & Steel Community (ECSC) in April 1951, the result of the French Prime Minister Paul Schuman's call the previous year for the placing of French and German coal & steel production under the control of a supranational body, by which means the French hoped to gain some control over the future of Germany, and thus, at the very least, hinder the American's plan to re-arm the latter. Schuman, born in the Alsace region, served in the German army in WW 1 and subsequently adopted French nationality. He later joined the right-wing group Energie of professor Louis de Fur - who was later to serve under Pétain during the Vichy régime. 

In July 1967 the six ECSC members, Belgium, France, Germany, Italy, Luxembourg and Holland, formed two more analagous bodies: the European Economic Community (EEC - or Common Market), and the European Atomic Energy Committee (EURATOM). Thus, in spite of the non-membership of Britain and the Scandinavians, the Common Market was born - later to evolve into the European Community (EC) in 1986, and finally into the European Union (EU) in 1992. 

The ECSC (or Schuman Plan), which entailed a close Franco-German relationship, exemplified on the one hand the important role played by the coal and steel industries in their respective countries, and on the other hand the role played by post-war American aid in the resurrection of those industries. But it must be kept in mind that aid was being distributed as early as 1946, primarily in the form of grants, and prior to the distribution of Marshall aid. The popular conception of this aid is that it was primarily for the reconstruction of West European democracies ravaged by war. This was not so. From 1946 to 1951 five right-wing dictatorhips (Greece, Turkey, South Vietnam, South Korea and Formosa), with a total population of 75 million, received more American economic aid in grants than Western Europe, which had a larger population. Again, the five dictatorships received 7.9 billion dollars in military aid (this excludes such aid to South Korea during the war there) - whereas Europe received 7.5 billion dollars in military aid, of which 4 billion dollars went to France (2.5 billion dollars of which was for her war in Indochina), and 0.5 billion dollars for fascist Spain (which had received 1 billion dollars in economic aid). From 1946 to 1953 West Germany received 3.6 billion dollars in economic aid. It is thus hardly surprising that it was debtor France who formulated the idea leading to the ECSC (an organisation whose federalist structure conformed to America's wishes), and that fellow-debtor Germany was a willing accomplice. 

The aid so allocated reflected corporate America's political orientation in a nutshell, and a further example was the warning given by Secretary of State Marshall - aimed primarily at France and Italy - that no aid would be forthcoming if communists gained any positions of political power. Result: the Italian communists lost the general election in 1948 (which they were expected to win); and French communists were removed from cabinet posts they already held. Then, one year after the implementation of the Marshall Plan, NATO was created, ostensibly to act as a shield against Soviet expansion westwards. However, the Americans were well aware that the Soviets posed no serious military threat in the post-war period: had they not for the last three years of the war been supplying the USSR, under the Lend-Lease program, with military equipment that the latter lacked? Moreover it is inconceivable that they were not aware of the devastation caused by the strategy of Total War waged by the German army on Soviet soil. A cursory glance at the statistics of that devastation would have been enough to convince them of the improbability of any military aggression from that quarter. The passage of time has proved that NATO's purpose was primarily political, not military. Had it been the latter, it would have been made redundant on the collapse of the USSR. Its political role assumed two functions: primarily to ensure the hegemony of American capital (or American Leadership as propounded by all post-war US Presidents - and most recently by Secretary of State, Madeleine Albright, in her address to the House); and secondarily, to satisfy the more immediate need (at the time of its foundation) for an organisation that would embrace all the key European nations, including Germany and the then dissident Britain. 

The Truman doctrine of containment of the USSR having struck a sympathetic chord among some European governments, and Marshall Aid having bolstered that sympathy with the added sense of indebtedness, NATO was the logical outcome. As noted above, this would be an ostensibly military organisation with a command structure fenced with statutory clauses which ensured American control - to say nothing of the financial largesse that would accompany it - but the American's plan to induct Germany into the organisation and thereby re-arm her met with stiff European resistance. And the setting up by the French of the ECSC and its supplementary European Defence Community (EDC) did not help matters. Enter Josef Hieronym Retinger - once again. As a result of his approaches in the early 1950's to the most influential West European leaders, he and Prince Bernhard of Holland went to Washington in 1953 to lobby support from Walter Bedell Smith (Dir. of the CIA) and Charles Jackson (National Security Advisor to Eisenhower) for a group that would serve as a forum for lobbying at the highest political level in order to ensure that consensual policies would be adopted by the members of NATO in particular. A US committee was formed: John Coleman (Chm. Burroughs Corp.), David Rockefeller (Chase Manhattan Bank), Dean Rusk (Rockefeller Foundation), Henry Heinz II, Joseph Johnson (Pres. Carnegie Endowment for International Peace), and George Ball (Corporate lawyer & partner of Lehman Bros.). This committee, in turn, resulted in the formation of the Bilberberg Group in May 1954. Since that date, all doors to the seats of power in the West have been accessible to the Bilderberg. According to George McGhee (ex-US Ambassador to West Germany), who attended all Bilderberg meetings from 1955 to 1967: " The Treaty of Rome which brought the Common Market into being, was nutrured at the Bilderberg meetings.".. Germany Joined NATO on the 6th of May 1955. The movement of American capital could now be facilitated. 

This calls for the posing of a very common-sensical question: who benefitted most from the Common Market?. The answer to this question was spelt out clearly by the French newspaper owner Jean-Jacques Servan-Schreiber in his well-researched book "The American Challenge" of 1967. (In fairness, it should be noted here that the message of the book was the somewhat naive one that Europe should copy the American way of doing-business!). The following are taken from that book, and, unless otherwise noted, are as of the year 1967: 

(1) America had invested 14 billion dollars in fixed assets in Europe - working capital being as much again (US Dept. of Commerce). 

(2) From 1958 to 1957 " American corporations have invested 10 billion dollars in Western Europe - more than a third of their total investment abroad. Of the 6000 new businesses started overseas by Americans during that period, half were in Europe." 

(3) " The US Department of Commerce finds it 'striking' that from1965 to 1966 American investment rose by 17 percent in the US, 21 percent in the rest of the world, and 40 percent in the Common Market". 

(4) By1963 "American firms in France controlled 40 percent of the petroleum market, 65 percent of films & photographic paper, 65 percent of farm machinery, 65 percent of telecommunications equipment, and 45 percent of synthetic rubber. (quoted from Foreign Investment in France by Giles Bertain)." 

(5) "As early as 1965 the Commerzbank estimated American-controlled investments in Germany at 2 billion dollars, while the gross capital of all firms quoted on the German stock exchange was only 3.5 billion dollars". 

(6) "More than half of the US subsidiaries in Europe belong to the 340 American firms appearing on the list of the 500 largest corporations in the world. Three American giants are responsible for 40 percent of direct American investment in France, Germany and Britain. 

(7) "During 1965 the Americans invested 4 billion dollars in Europe. This is where the money came from: 

1. Loans from the European capital market (Euro-issues) and direct credits from European countries - 55 percent.
2. Subsidies from European governments and internal financing from local earnings - 35 percent.
3. Direct dollar transfers from the United States - 10 percent. Thus, nine-tenths of American investment in Europe is financed from European sources. In other words, we pay them to buy us". 

(8) "In the words of M. Boyer de la Giroday of the Brussels Commission: 'American investment in Europe has its own special nature. When we set up the European Economic Committee (EEC) we did something useful, but simple and still incomplete. So far its major result has been to speed our economic prosperity by creating the most favourable climate for a growing invasion of American industries. They are the only ones to have acted on the logic of the Common Market'". 

Implicit in the truism that the child is the product of its parents is the equally valid truism that in order to know the child well, one must know its parents. In the case of the Common Market, in view of the incestuous nature of its parentage (to say nothing of the strange midwives attending its birth), it is hardly surprising that it turned out to ba a most uncommom market. 

Postscript 

The following statistics illustrating US direct investment abroad in more recent times (in millions of dollars) will be seen to be of direct pertinence to the above critique - to say nothing of exposing the true nature of Britain's Special Relationship with America! 

	
	1980
	1990
	1991
	1992
	1993
	1994

	Europe
	96287
	214739
	235163
	248744
	280506
	300177

	France
	9347
	19164
	21569
	25157
	24281
	27894

	Germany
	15419
	27609
	32411
	33003
	36879
	39886

	Britain
	28460
	72707
	70819
	85176
	104313
	102244

	Latin America
	
	
	
	
	
	114986

	US direct investment abroad 
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1939-1945 - The Council on Foreign Relations War and Peace Studies Group 

On September 12, 1939, the Council on Foreign Relations began to take control of the Department of State. On that day Hamilton Fish Armstrong, Editor of Foreign Affairs, and Walter H. Mallory, Executive Director of the Council on Foreign Relations, paid a visit to the State Department. The Council proposed forming groups of experts to proceed with research in the general areas of Security, Armament, Economic, Political, and Territorial problems. The State Department accepted the proposal. The project (1939-1945) was called Council on Foreign Relations War and Peace Studies. Hamilton Fish Armstrong was Executive director. 

In February 1941 the CFR officially became part of the State Department. The Department of State established the Division of Special Research. It was organized just like the Council on Foreign Relations War and Peace Studies project. It was divided into Economic, Political, Territorial, and Security Sections. The Research Secretaries serving with the Council groups were hired by the State Department to work in the new division. These men also were permitted to continue serving as Research Secretaries to their respective Council groups. Leo Pasvolsky was appointed Director of Research. 

In 1942 the relationship between the Department of State and the Council on Foreign Relations strengthened again. The Department organized an Advisory Committee on Postwar Foreign Policies. The Chairman was Secretary Cordell Hull, the vice chairman, Under Secretary Sumner Wells, Dr. Leo Pasvolsky (director of the Division of Special Research) was appointed Executive Officer. Several experts were brought in from outside the Department. The outside experts were Council on Foreign Relations War and Peace Studies members; Hamilton Fish Armstrong, Isaiah Bowman, Benjamin V. Cohen, Norman H. Davis, and James T. Shotwell. 

In total there were 362 meetings of the War and Peace Studies groups. The meetings were held at Council on Foreign Relations headquarters -- the Harold Pratt house, Fifty-Eight East Sixty-Eighth Street, New York City. The Council's wartime work was confidential.17 

In 1944 members of the Council on Foreign Relations The War and Peace Studies Political Group were invited to be active members at the Dumbarton Oaks conference on world economic arrangements. In 1945 these men and members of Britain's Royal Institute of International Affairs were active at the San Francisco conference which ensured the establishment of the United Nations. 

In 1947 Council on Foreign Relations members George Kennan, Walter Lippmann, Paul Nitze, Dean Achenson, and Walter Krock took part in a psycho-political operation forcing the Marshall Plan on the American public. The PSYOP included a "anonymous" letter credited to a Mr. X, which appeared in the Council on Foreign Relations magazine FOREIGN AFFAIRS. The letter opened the door for the CFR controlled Truman administration to take a hard line against the threat of Soviet expansion. George Kennan was the author of the letter. The Marshall Plan should have been called the Council on Foreign Relations Plan. The so-called Marshall Plan and the ensuing North Atlantic Treaty Organization defined the role of the United States in world politics for the rest of the century. 

In 1950 another PSYOP resulted in NSC-68, a key cold war document. The NSC (National Security Council) didn't write it -- the Department of State Policy Planning Staff did. The cast of characters included CFR members George Kennan, Paul Nitze, and Dean Achenson. NSC-68 was given to Truman on April 7, 1950. NSC-68 was a practical extension of the Truman doctrine. It had the US assume the role of world policeman and use 20 per cent of its gross national product ($50 billion in 1953) for arms. NSC-68 provided the justification -- the WORLD WIDE COMMUNIST THREAT! 

NSC-68 realized a major Council on Foreign Relations aim -- building the largest military establishment in Peace Time History. Within a year of drafting NSC-68, the security-related budget leaped to $22 billion, armed forces manpower was up to a million -- CFR medicine, munition, food, and media businesses were humming again. The following year the NSC-68 budget rose to $44 billion. In fiscal 1953 it jumped to $50 billion. Today (1997) we are still running $300 billion dollar defense budgets despite Russia giving up because it went bankrupt. 

America would never turn back from the road of huge military spending. Spending that included the purchase of radioactive fallout on American citizens in the 50's, and buying thermonuclear waste from the Russians as we approach the year 2000. Spending resulting in a national debt of $5.5 Trillion Dollars that continues to grow, and interest payments of over $270 billion a year. Is the Council on Foreign Relations trying to make the United States economically vulnerable to influence from outside sources? Isn't that treason? Is the Royal Institute of International Affairs doing the same thing to Britain? 

roundtable 

Visit the Roundtable Web Page: http://www.geocities.com/CapitolHill/2807 

E-mail: roundtable@mail.geocities.com 

How many Secretaries of State belonged to the Council on Foreign Relations? See CFR Secretaries of State http://www.geocities.com/CapitolHill/2807/wwcfrsos.html 
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Do bear in mind that Stephen Dorril revealed - in his book: 'MI6: Fifty Years of Special Operations' published by Fourth Estate, London, 2000 - that Retinger was an MI6 asset (agent). [ed.] 

Retinger is on the right 

John Pomian. Sussex University 1972. 

CHAPTER 4 

European Unity. 

1952 started badly. The Cold War was at its height. Pressure for German rearmament was mounting and was creating tensions and stresses in Europe. The Korean war dragged on, and so did war in Indo-China. While neutralist feelings were spreading in Europe, McCarthyism was growing in the United States. On both sides of the Atlantic there was good deal of reciprocal mistrust. The newly born Atlantic Alliance and NATO were seriously threatened as a result. A rift between a scared and confused Europe and an America over-confident in its power boded ill for the future. Everything that had been so painfully built up in the West since the War would be adversely affected. 

Many people, including Retinger, were concerned about this situation, but could see no solution. What could possibly be done on both sides of the Atlantic at a moment when governments themselves seemed to be drifting apart? 

Retinger always believed that public opinion follows the lead of influential individuals. He much preferred working through a few carefully selected people to publicity on a massive scale. Perhaps it would be possible to bring together a group of people, from among the most influential men in their respective fields, and cause them to take an active interest in redressing the situation both in Europe and America. but although few would disagree with this admirable aim, most people would be reluctant to devote much time to something so vague, Any proposal would, therefore, have to be sufficiently attractive and, above all, demonstrate that it was effective. 

In the early part of 1952 Retinger consulted some of his friends and in particular Paul van Zeeland and Paul Rykens, who was then Chairman of Unilever. They shared his views and offered some advice. It seemed that the problem was real and serious enough and many people were concerned about it. It affected every country and every party alike. But for that very reason anything that might be done about it could appear suspect should it be identified with any major country or any political party. The principal difficulty was, therefore, to find the right kind of person to play a leading part. Retinger thought about Prince Bernhard of the Netherlands, whom he had met briefly during the War and later during the Congress of the Hague. The Prince was interested in politics and supported European Unity. His official position of prince Consort limited his freedom of action but he was always ready to help good causes. He was universally liked and was popular in America. His support would be invaluable. 

And so, in May, Paul Rykens, who had the ear of the Prince, arranged an appointment. During their first meeting, the Prince was sympathetic and intrigued by the project. He wanted to think it over and consult his advisers and friends. Other meetings took place, more people were consulted and soon a small select group of people became involved. In addition to Dr Rykens and Mr van Zeeland it comprised Signor de Gasperi and Ambassador Pietro Quaroni for Italy, Hugh Gaitskell and Sir Colin Gubbins for Great Britain, Antoine Pinay and Guy Mollet for France, Max Brauer, the Mayor of Hamburg, and Rudolf Mueller for Germany, Panajotis Pipinelis for Greece and Ole Bjorn Kraft for Denmark. 

The first meeting was arranged in Paris on 25 September 1952. Although de Gasperi could not come, the presence of all the others was more than enough to draw attention and create a stir. Paris under the Fourth Republic - when France was involved in colonial wars and government crises succeeded one another rapidly - lived in an atmosphere of permanent conspiracy and intrigue. However ridiculous it might be everybody had to take it into account and play the part. In our case it was said that should it be known that Mr Pinay was meeting Mr Mollet grave trouble would result for both. But also if anybody asked questions it would be extremely difficult to explain what the meeting was all about and why so many important people were taking part. It was purely exploratory and it was too early to say what the outcome would be. In the circumstances it was thought preferable to keep it all as discreet as possible. 

The meeting went very well and everybody agreed that there was an urgent need to do something to improve relations with the United States. The method of doing so would gradually become clearer. In any case it was necessary to have further consultations and establish contacts in the United States. In the meantime more people and more countries should be brought into the circle and papers should be prepared on the feelings and position in each European county. It would set people thinking and might yield interesting results. 

Many years later, Ambassador Quaroni, writing on Retinger, described this occasion as follows: 

"I also recall the first meeting to which I was invited. We were squeezed round a very large table in a tiny room; we agreed on the principle, but did not know how to execute it, how to organize things, whom to turn to, how to find the wherewithal. It was not very clear-cut. Suggestions issued forth from Retinger's mouth like machine gun fire. They were not all excellent, it is true, but when one was refuted, he had ten more up his sleeve. He was probably the only one among us who had really studied the question on both sides of the Atlantic and who had specific ideas on the subject. With his pleasant, old schemer's manners, he persuaded us to accept most of what he wanted.' 

The whole of 1953 was spent on further contacts and consultations - there were more meetings - and a couple of visits to the United States. There, things were a little slow to start, mainly because people were absorbed in the Presidential elections. Once these were over everything went smoothly. General Eisenhower, the new President, as well as some of his closest collaborators had a recent experience of Europe and appreciated its problems. Also they knew Prince Bernhard well and held him in high esteem. As a result an American group was quickly brought together under the Chairmanship of the late Mr John Coleman, President of the Burroughs Corporation, assisted by Mr Joseph Johnson, Director of the Carnegie Foundation. 

Then in May 1954 the first conference took place in a secluded hotel called the Bilderberg, near Arnhem in Holland. There were about eighty participants, including some twenty Americans. It was a very high-powered gathering of prominent politicians, industrialists, bankers and eminent public figures, writers, trade unionists and scholars. Prince Bernhard, Paul van Zeeland and John Coleman took the Chair in turn. A certain atmosphere of tense expectation, noticeable when people who are gathered together for the first time warily feel their way, was soon dissipated, thanks largely to the charm, easy manner and sense of humour of the Prince. Speakers were only allowed five minutes at a time which helped to liven up debates, while the pungent interventions of C.D. Jackson, Denis Healey, Lord Boothby and a few others added bite to the discussions. 

In addition to the plenary meetings, meals and drinks were occasions for some of the most interesting, stimulating and often amusing exchanges. After three days of living together in this secluded place, which participants left only once, when Prince Bernhard invited them to cocktails at the Royal Palace nearby,m a certain faint but discernible bond was created. A new entity was born. But it was difficult to define what it was. Its purpose, its methods and its structure were new and original. They did not bear any analogy and did not fit into any known category. For the time being, for lack of any better term, it was called the Bilderberg Group after the name of the hotel in which the first meeting took place. 

This name has stuck and is still used today. Since the first conference in 1954 many others have been held under the Chairmanship of Prince Bernhard, usually at yearly intervals and each time in a different country, including the United States and Canada. The subjects discussed vary, but always cover the problems which confront the Western countries and which are apt to create friction and divergencies between them. It is perhaps the best forum possible to debate the great issues of the day. It is certainly one of the best informed assemblies, and after a Bilderberg week-end one leaves with a feeling of knowing not only the points of view within the different countries but, what is more important, having had an insight into the inner feelings of the principal actors. 

Yet the importance of the Bilderberg Group stems from the people who take part. At each successive meeting, new persons are invited. The circle thus grows larger and never gets stale. Only the inner circle, called the Steering Committee, which is responsible for the preparation of the meetings, remains the same and even there a change of guard occasionally takes place. During the first three or four years the all-important selection of participants was a delicate and difficult task. This was particularly so as regards politicians. It was not easy to persuade top office holders to come. The occasion was interesting and pleasant enough but was it worth a four day foreign journey? Here Retinger displayed great skill and an uncanny ability to pick out people who in a few years time were to accede to the highest offices in their respective countries. In this way after a few years, when the fame of the conferences began to spread, getting people to come was no longer a problem. Rather the opposite was the case. Then the most frequent problem was how to keep them out without creating offence. 

After several years the Bilderberg Group could claim an impressive array of statesmen and potentates of all sorts, who at one stage or another have been brought into its circle. No names need be quoted - and indeed the rule was not to - but it would suffice to say that today there are very few key figures among governments on both sides of the Atlantic who have not attended at least one of these meetings. What is perhaps more important is that everyone is flattered to receive an invitation. 

The character, the strength and the vitality of any group depends on the growth of a network of personal relations between its members. In the early days Retinger was largely the focus and the intermediary in addition to being the moving spirit of it all. He had plenty of initiative and was full of ideas - sometimes too much so for less adventurous spirits. But also, involved as he was in many affairs, he often had things up his sleeve which were of real or potential advantage to many members of the Group. 

Within a few years, however, Prince Bernhard became the true centre of all the loyalties and affective bonds. At first, he had to step warily, establishing precedents and getting to know people, most of whom, by the very nature of things, felt diffident towards their royal Chairman. Time was needed to build confidence an that intimate mutual understanding necessary for sure-footed management. 

To build the whole group around the person of the Prince was a master-stroke on the part of Retinger. Prince Bernhard has great qualities of heart and mind, whose harmonious blend results in an enormous personal charm which few people can resist. Also his position is unique. As a royal prince he naturally takes precedence without arousing anybody's envy. He is politically impartial, while the fact that he represents a small country is also reassuring. There were also many intangible but very real and very great advantages in having a royal prince as Chairman, and to illustrate this it might not be inappropriate to quote from a Gilbert and Sullivan operetta: 

Though men of rank may useless seem,
They do good in their generation,
They make the wealthy upstart teem
With Christian love and self-negation;
The bitterest tongue that ever lashed
Man's folly, drops with milk and honey,
While Scandal hides her head, abashed,
Brought face to face with Rank and Money! 

Although taken out of context this little rhyme makes a point which is likely to remain valid for many generations to come. 

How useful and effective have the Bilderberg Conferences really been? Much , of course, depended on the circumstances at the time. The meeting held in Florida in February 1957 was, for instance, very much apropos to help heal the bruises after the Suez disaster. Lord Kilmuir, who was then Lord Chancellor, recalls in his memoirs, that having been expressly sent there by the Prime Minister, Mr Macmillan, he found it an immensely useful occasion for talks with high-ranking Americans. 

Certainly it created countless extremely helpful contacts between people who bore some of the principal responsibilities for the affairs of their countries both in politics and in economics. Although completely intangible, this is a very important factor in international affairs which sometimes leads to great results. European Unity would not have been possible without a enormous number of personal contacts and confrontations between the political and economic leaders of European countries. There is much less of this between Europe and America and therefore occasions where it takes place are all the more precious. 

Moreover, the relationship between the United States and its European partners suffers from a disparity of power, and this is further aggravated by the sheer physical distance between America and Europe. It is a very real factor and whatever the issues of the day might be its influence is constantly felt. Inside Europe, political opinion within a country can be influenced by the views and wishes of other European nations. Governments have to take note of what others think. A good deal of pressure can be brought on a country who is out of step with its partners, and this is almost always effective enough as none is sufficiently strong to disregard others for long. That is why the Common Market or any other European grouping can be made to work. 

General de Gaulle was no exception to this rule. It might have seemed as if he could get away with more than anybody else but, in fact, by means of his very skilful diplomacy he managed to bring others round to share his views. 

America is in an altogether different position. It towers in the distance, and Europeans, of whatever country, enmeshed as they are in a network of treaties of which America is always the hub, simply feel that they cannot exert the kind of influence nor bring the degree of pressure which their own involvement requires. They can pray, hope and watch but there is not much they can do. Any occasion of talking fully and frankly to top American leaders is particularly useful and important. Hence the very fact that the Bilderberg exists is in itself a factor of some consequence in Atlantic relations. 

I remember that, while making a modest start in politics, I tried to explain what to me seemed the most important aspect of some problem to Mr Paul de Auer, an old and experienced Hungarian diplomatist. I must have appeared too intent and gone on for too long. When I finished, Mr de Auer wearily waved his hand and said: 'Monsieur Pomian, in politics those things are important which important people think are important.' By this simple rule the Bilderberg Group is certainly important. 

Since the first meeting in Paris in 1952, a slight air of mystery has surrounded the Bilderberg Group. Neither what was said, nor who the participants were, were ever divulged to the Press. Publicity was shunned. Sometimes. Sometimes this contributed to stir curiosity and imagination, sometimes to spread fame, sometimes to spread stories. On many occasions it gave rise to a great variety of amusing incidents. 

An innocent one occurred in July 1956. Till then no Turks had participated in the meetings. This gap had to be repaired and Prince Bernhard, who was on good terms with Prime Ministermenderes agreed to introduce Retinger to explain what was wanted. For a variety of reasons the meeting could not be arranged until one day, Prince Bernhard, who was leaving on an African safari, rang up. He had just spoken about it to the Turkish Minister at the Hague and an appointment had been fixed in Turkey in a fortnight's time. The line was bad and Retinger was not sure whether he had understood everything correctly. And so, on our way to istanbul we passed through the Hague to check the arrangements and also to discover how much the Turks knew about the purpose of the visit. They Turkish Minister was most helpful and had organized everything very well, but although he seemed very impressed with the importance of the mission he knew little of what it was about or who on earth Retinger was. On one or two occasions he addressed Retinger as Professor, instead of his usual title of Doctor, but this seemed irrelevant. 

In Istanbul, where we arrived the same day, an impressive welcome awaited us, and here again everybody addressed Retinger as Professor. The same thing happened in Ankara, where Retinger first called on the Foreign Minister. All our Turkish hosts were so hospitable and so deferential towards Retinger that we let pass this slip which, after all, seemed perfectly inconsequential. The talk with the Foreign Minister took a good half-hour longer than scheduled. We emerged from it to be greeted by our guide, a pleasant young man from the Protocol Department, who, with a worried look announced that we must hurry as we were late for our next appointment. This was news to us as none had been expected. It turned out that our hosts thought it would please Retinger, who was in Turkey for the first time, to meet his colleagues .... other Professors at the University. It was too late to react. We could not explain that it was all a mistake. Too many people to whom we were indebted for a most hospitable reception would be embarrassed. We set off exchanging worried glances. 

At the University we were greeted by the Dean of the Faculty of Law and Economics, accompanied by some twenty professors. Drinks were served and an animated conversation started. Retinger was particulary voluble and I, too, tried to second him as best I could. Our sole aim was not to let any of our hosts ask from which university Professor Retinger came. That would have been awful, for everybody would have lost face. Happily we stood our ground for a good three-quarters of an hour. Suddenly, lunch was announced; but that was too much. We could face it no longer. Retinger pleaded some previous engagement and, exhausted, we beat a hasty retreat to the bar of our hotel where the biggest whiskies were promptly ordered! 

Otherwise the visit to Turkey proved very successful, largely thanks to the help and understanding of a very able diplomatist, Ambassador Nuri Birgi who, at that time, was Secretary-General of the Foreign Ministry. Two years later the Turks played host to a Bilderberg Conference in a secluded hotel on the magical shores of the Bosphorus. 

Although the Bilderberg Group was mainly concerned with problems facing the Atlantic Alliance, Retinger remained, as before, primarily attached to European Unity. His views did not change nor did his involvement get less. His field of action grew wider and as a result he could do more in European affairs. Unfortunately the opportunities to do so were now fewer. Progress in Europe was limited to the Six and all efforts were concentrated on this area. The failure of the European Defence Community in 1955 was followed by the Messina Conference which gave birth to the Common Market. Again Britain refused to join. Instead, seeing the results, she took the initiative of forming the European Free Trade Area (EFTA) grouping the Scandinavian countries, Austria, Switzerland and Portugal who were like-minded in their attitude to European unification. Then followed an attempt to join the two together. It threatened the purpose and existence of the newly formed Common Market and General de Gaulle, who by then had come to power in France, objected. At the same time he firmly set his face against any further extension of the supranational principle. The next phase was to be 'L'Europe des Patries' which at the same time was the Europe of Governments. 

The Bilderberg Group was, naturally, a great political asset for Retinger. Thanks to it he could intervene and help most effectively in many matters. Many of his friends sought his advice and since he never refused to help, he participated in the organizing and developing of many undertakings. They all had to do either with 'Europe' or the 'Atlantic'. Among these the European Cultural Foundation and the Atlantic Congress loomed larger as far as time and effort were concerned. 

There were also many things he launched himself. One of them had to do with Asia. He sought to find a way of establishing a dialogue between the West and the East, in which philosophers, theologians and political thinkers would take part. Much time and effort was spent on it and many people became involved. The brilliant book L'Aventure Occidentale de l'Homme by his friend Denis de Rougemont, who participated in it all, will long remain as a lone monument connected with this venture. Otherwise it came to nothing. 

Then there was also Eastern Europe. After the 20th Congress of the Soviet Communist Party, it seemed that a wind of change was beginning to blow throughout the Soviet bloc. Perhaps the evolution might even go far enough for the Bilderberg experience to become relevant to EastWest relations. Retinger always like to proceed empirically and gradually test the ground. In this case it would take a long time and in the meantime he needed to build up his own personal renown. For the first time in his like he felt in need of some publicity for himself. He needed to be noticed and be in a position to impress people in the Eastern bloc. The Nobel Peace prize occurred to him as the best way to do so and some of his friends began to canvass support. But Right at that time priests rather than politicians were getting all the prizes and nothing came of it. Earlier on, in 1956, a letter he wrote to Mr Cyrankiewicz, the then Polish Prime Minister, whom he knew of old, asking for a visa to Poland, remained unanswered. Altogether, in the late fifties, any moves in the direction of Eastern Europe were, in fact, premature. I like to think that in this case as in so many others he anticipated the course of events. 

All along Retinger worked closely with Prince Bernhard, to whom he was very deeply devoted. He served his prince faithfully and unsparingly as a kind of self-appointed political courtier, and in turn the Prince was always a most loyal and faithful friend and ally. 
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In 1957 his health began to decline. It worried him but he did little about it. When he finally retired at the end of 1959 his health was very poor. Yet until a few weeks before he died, on the 12 June 1950, he was sill active. Although he no longer had any responsibilities he never cease making plans with regard to the various causes that were dear to his heart. There was a sharp decline during his last few weeks but even that had no visible effect on his good humour or his interest in men and problems. He was heard in confession and received the last sacraments. In his last months he certainly felt that he had fulfilled his task and had done what he had set out to do except to complete his memoirs. This book might, perhaps, help to fill that gap. 
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Eisenhower’s special assistant for psychological warfare....... 

Kai Bird’s account in "The Chairman, John J. McCoy, The Making of the American Establishment", states: 

"In late 1952, Retinger went to America to try the idea out on his American contacts. Among others, he saw such old friends as Averell Harriman, David Rockefeller, and Bedel Smith, then director of the CIA. After Retinger explained his proposal, Smith said, ‘Why the hell didn’t you come to me in the first place?’ He quickly referred Retinger to C. D. Jackson, who was about to become Eisenhower’s special assistant for psychological warfare. It took a while for Jackson to organize the American wing of the group, but finally, in May 1954, the first conference was held in the Hotel de Bilderberg, a secluded hotel in Holland, near the German border. Prince Bernhard, and Retinger drew up the list of invitees from the European countries, while Jackson controlled the American list." 

Prince Bernhard, of The Netherlands, became the first Chairman, and served in this post until scandal forced him to resign in 1974. Dr. Retinger became the first Secretary, and remained so until his death. 

Liberty Lobby, Inc., 300 Independence Ave., SE, Washington, DC 20003, publishes a weekly newspaper titled The Spotlight. At my request, they sent me a reprint of a summary of Bilderberg information, titled Spotlight on the Bilderbergers, Irresponsible Power, published mid-June, 1975. Page 6 of this document states: 

"The Congressional Record - US Senate, April 11, 1964, states: 

(Speaking) - Mr. (Jacob) Javits - Mr. President, the 13th in a series of Bilderberg meetings on international affairs, in which I participated, was held in Williamsburg, VA, on March 20, 21, and 22. 

I ask unanimous consent to have printed in the Record a background paper entitled ‘The Bilderberg Meetings.’ 

The Bilderberg Meetings 

The idea of the Bilderberg meetings originated in the early fifties. Changes had taken place on the international politician and economic scene after World War II. The countries of the Western World felt the need for closer collaboration to protect their moral and ethical values, their democratic institutions, and their independence against the growing Communist threat. The Marshall plan and NATO were examples of collective efforts of Western countries to join hands in economic and military matters after World War II. 

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. 

One of the men who saw the need for such discussions was the late (Dr.) Joseph H. (Heironymus) Retinger (as a matter of interest, the name Heironymus is literally translated to be "MEMBER OF THE OCCULT"). In 1952, he approached His Royal Highness, Prince Bernhard of the Netherlands, with the suggestion of informal and unofficial meetings to discuss the problems facing the Atlantic community. Others in Europe wholeheartedly supported the idea, and proposals were submitted to American friends to join in the undertaking. A number of Americans, including C. D. Jackson, the late General Walter Bedel Smith, and the late John Coleman, agreed to cooperate. (Very reliable information from a former CIA member now reveals that the CIA financed Dr. Retinger's efforts to convince Prince Bernhard to form this group that was later to be called the Bilderbergs. This is confirmed by the fact that General Walter Bedel Smith was the CIA director from 1950 to 1953, so, is it surprising that he would agree to join this group?) 

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. 

No Strict Rules of Procedure 

From the outset, it was the intentions of the Bilderberg founders, and participants that no strict rules of procedure govern the meetings. Every effort was made to create a relaxed, informal atmosphere conducive to free, and frank discussions. 

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. 

Participants 

It was obvious from the first that the success of the meetings would depend primarily on the level of the participants. Leading figures from many fields - industry, labor, education, government, etc. - are invited, who, through their special knowledge or experience, can help to further Bilderberg objectives. Representatives of governments attend in a personal, and not an official capacity. An attempt is made to include participants representing many political parties, and points of view. American participation has included Members of Congress of both parties. 

Over the years, Bilderberg participants have come from the NATO countries, Switzerland, Sweden, Austria, and Finland, and have included prominent individuals such as Dean Rusk, Christian A. Herter, Maurice Faure, Franz-Josef Strauss, Amitore Fanfani, Panayotis Pipinelis, Reginald Maudling, the late Hugh Gaitskell, Omer Becu, Guy Mollet, the late Michael Ross, Herman Abs, C. L. Sulzberger, Joseph Harsch, and T. M. Terkelsen. Individuals with international responsibilities have also participated, among them being Gen. Alfred Gruenther, Lord Ismay, Eugene Black, Gen. Lyman Lemnitzer, Paul-Henry Spaak, and the late Per Jacobsson. ` 

The Meetings 

Bilderberg meetings are held at irregular intervals, but have taken place once or twice a year since 1954. All the early conferences were held in Europe, but a meeting is now held on this side of the Atlantic every few years to provide a convenient opportunity for American, and Canadian participants to attend." 

The Spotlight reports that the Bilderberg meetings are highly secret, and are held at random times each year, and rarely at the same location, for security reasons. The responsibility for security for these meetings is in the hands of the government of the country in which the meetings are held. They must supply military security, secret service, national and local police, and private security personnel to protect the privacy and safety of these very powerful international Elite members who are not required to conform to regulations that private citizens are subject-to, such as customs searches, visa requirements, or public notice of their meetings. When they meet, no "outsiders" are allowed in or near the building. They bring their own cooks, waiters, telephone operators, housekeepers, and bodyguards. 

Endnote: 

John J. McCloy (former Chairman of the CFR, and Chairman of Chase Manhattan Bank) used his position as coordinator of information for the US government to build the framework of what was to become the Office of Strategic Services (OSS), created in 1941-1942 era, headed by Bill Donovan. During 1947, the OSS was rolled into a new group called the Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) by the 1947 National Security Act, which made the activities of the CIA immune from all civil, and criminal laws. [Immunity similar to that of the Knights Templar, ed.] 

In 1950 General Walter Bedel Smith became Director of the CIA. The CIA helped organize, and sponsored the formation, and operation of the Bilderberg Conferences. There is little doubt that the CIA sponsored the formation of the Bilderbergs, and continue to do so, to this day. 



The Global Manipulators 
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The Bilderberg Group... the Trilateral Commission... covert power groups of the West by Robert Eringer, Pentacle Books, 1980. Extract: Chapter 1 

In Search of Answers 

It is indeed intriguing when a prestigious collection of internationally powerful men lock themselves away for a weekend in some remote town far away from the Press to talk about world problems. 

Since the late 1950s, the Bilberberg Group has been the subject of a variety of conspiracy theories. For the most part, conspiracy theories emanate from political extremist organisations, Right and Left. The 'Radical Right' view Bilderberg as an integral part of the 'international Zionist-communist conspiracy'. At the other end of the political spectrum, the radical Left perceive Bilderberg to be a branch of the 'Rockefeller-Rothschild grand design to rule the world'. For many it is less frightening to believe in hostile conspirators than it is to face the fact that no one is in control. And after all, isn't conspiracy the normal continuation of normal politics by normal means? 

Conspiracy or not, the Bilderberg Group is a fascinating example of behind-the-scenes 'invisible' influence-peddling in action. 

Bilderbergers represent the elite and wealthy establishment of every Western nation. They include bankers, industrialists, politicians and leaders of giant multinational corporations. Their annual meetings, which take place at a different location each year, go unannounced, their debates unreported, their decisions unknown. 

The group certainly fits C. Wright Mills's definition of a Power Elite: 'A group of men, similar in interest and outlook, shaping events from invulnerable positions behind the scenes.' 

I began my investigation of Bilderberg while in Washington, D.C. in the autumn of 1975. I had read bits and pieces on Bilderberg in right-wing literature and so I went directly to its source, the Liberty Lobby, an ultra-conservative political pressure group located a stone's throw from Capitol Hill. There I interviewed one E. Stanley Rittenhouse, Liberty Lobby's legislative aide. Rittenhouse solemnly explained the existence of a Jewish-communist conspiracy to rule the world by way of a 'New World Order', whose eventual goal is one world government. To prove this point Rittenhouse incessantly recited passages from his handy pocket Bible and explained the evolution of this great conspiracy. 

It all goes back to the Illuminati, a secret society/fraternity formed in Bavaria in 1776 by Adam Weishaupt, based on the philosophical ideals of Plato. John Ruskin, 'a secret disciple of the Illuminati' and a professor of art and philosophy at Oxford University in the 1870s, revived these ideals in his teachings. 

The late Dr. Carroll Quigley, a distinguished professor at Georgetown University for many years, wrote in Tragedy and Hope that 'Ruskin spoke to the Oxford undergraduates as members of the privileged ruling class ... that they were possessors of a magnificent tradition of education, beauty, rule of law, freedom, decency, and self-discipline but that this tradition could not be saved, and indeed did not deserve to be saved, unless it could be extended to the lower classes in England and to the non-English masses throughout the world'. 

Cecil Rhodes, a student and devoted fan of Ruskin, 'Feverishly exploited the diamond and gold fields of South Africa. With financial support from Lord Rothschild he was able to monopolise the diamond mines of South Africa as De Beers Consolidated Mines. 

'In the middle of the 1890s Rhodes had a personal income of a least a million pounds a year which he spent so freely for his mysterious purposes that he was usually overdrawn on his account. These purposes centred on his desire to federate the English-speaking peoples and to bring all habitable portions of the world under their control.' 

To this end, Rhodes, along with other disciples of Ruskin, formed a secret society in association with a group of Cambridge men who shared the same ideals. This society, which was later to become the original Round Table Group (better known in the 1920s as the 'Cliveden Set') was formed on February 5, 1881. 

According to Dr. Quigley, 'This group was able to get access to Rhodes's money after his death in 1902.' Under the trusteeship of Alfred (later Lord) Milner, 'They sought to extend and execute the ideals that Rhodes had obtained from Ruskin. 

'As governor-general of South Africa in the period 1897-1905, Milner recruited a group of young men, chiefly from Oxford and from Toynbee Hall, to assist him in organising his administration. Through this influence these men were able to win influential posts in government and international finance and became the dominant influence in British imperial and foreign affairs up to 1939. Under Milner in South Africa, they were known as Milner\s Kindergarten until 1910. In 1909-1903 they organised semi-secret groups, known as Round Table Groups, in the chief British dependencies and in the United States.' 

It was at the Majestic Hotel in Paris in 1919 that the Round Table Groups of the United States and Britain emerged out from under a cloak of secrecy and officially became the (American) Council on Foreign Relations and the (British) Royal Institute for International Affairs. 

To Mr. Rittenhouse and his breed of religious isolationists at Liberty Lobby, Bilderberg evolved directly from the 'satanic-communist' Illuminati, and the Council on Foreign Relations - Royal Institute of International Affairs relationship. 

I phoned Dr. Quigley at his office in Georgetown University's elite School of Foreign Service. A man of impeccable credentials, Quigley used Tragedy and Hope as a text for his courses on Western Civilisation. 

Published in 1966, Tragedy and Hope has become a rare book to locate. Quigley apparently had trouble with his publisher over the book's distribution. The publisher claimed demand was poor. When Quigley sought and acquired the necessary demand, the publisher responded by saying that the plates had been destroyed. 

In his book, 1310 pages in all, Quigley detailed how the intricate financial and commercial patterns of the West prior to 1914 influenced the development of today's world. It has been suggested that these revelations, especially in coming from a respected historian, did not amuse the higher echelons of big banking; hence a form of censorship resulted. 

It is for this reason that Tragedy and Hope, much to Quigley's annoyance, has become the Bible of conspiracy theorists and may be found for sale only through mail order book clubs which specialise in conspiracy literature. 

Quigley, in his best Boston accent, dismissed the Radical-Right interpretation as 'garbage'. But he was quick to add, 'To be perfectly blunt, you could find yourself in trouble dealing with this subject.' He explained that his career was a lecturer in the government institution circuit was all but ruined because of the twenty or so pages he had written about the existence of Round Table Groups. I recently studied the late Dr. Quigley's private files on the Round Table Groups at the Georgetown University library. There I discovered great substance to his findings in the form of personal correspondence and notes of interviews and conversations. 

Exhausted with right-wing cries of communist conspiracy, I wrote to the embassies in Washington of each one of the countries whose citizens are involved with Bilderberg. I received only three replies. A letter from the Royal Swedish Embassy states: 'Prominent Swedish businessmen in their private capacities are and have been members of the group. Swedish politicians have also - mostly as invited guests as I understand it - participated in meetings with the group. I may add that I am not aware of any official Swedish view on the Bilderberg Group.' The Canadian Embassy wrote: 'To our knowledge, the Canadian Government has no position with regard to this group.' 

I telephoned all of the embassies. Out of twenty, the only one which had any information of Bilderberg was that of the Netherlands. The official I spoke with knew very little about the group but he speculated that its purpose was to make this 'a more liveable world'. A diplomat at the Embassy of West Germany exclaimed, 'Bilder What?', and he refused to believe the existence of such a group. This was a familiar response, even from many university professors of politics whom I questioned. 

Mark Felt, the former Assistant Director of the FBI, had never heard of Bilderberg. Neither had Michael Moffitt of the Institute for Policy Studies and co-author of Global Reach. 

After spotting his Name on a poster advertising a seminar on the power elite, I phoned Dr. Peter David Beter, a former Counsel to the Import-Export Bank. Beter contends that Bilderberg Conferences are nothing more than social occasions where prostitutes and large amounts of alcohol are enjoyed. But these days, Dr. Beter's full-time profession consists of peddling a monthly 'Audio Letter' to a very gullible public. Beter was last heard by this author proclaiming that the Russians have secretly implanted nuclear missiles in the Mississippi River. 

I wrote to President Gerald Ford at the White House to enquire about Bilderberg when I heard of his one-time involvement. His 'Director of Correspondence' replied and stated: 'The Conference does not intend that its program be secret, although in the interest of a free and open discussion, no records are kept of the meetings.' (I later learned that records are indeed kept of the meetings, although they are marked 'Strictly Confidential'.) 

I wrote to David Rockefeller, Chairman of the Chase Manhattan Bank, to enquire about Bilderberg. An assistant wrote back and he suggested I write to 'Mr. Charles Muller, a Vice President at Muden and Company, the organisation which assists with the administration of American Friends of Bilderberg, Incorporated' 

I wrote to Mr. Muller and was sent the following printed message: 'In the early 1950s a number of people in both sides of the Atlantic sought a means of bringing together leading citizens both in and out of government, for informal discussions of problems facing the Western world. Such meetings, they felt, would create a better understanding of the forces and trends affecting Western nations. 

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

'Each year since its inception, Prince Bernhard has been the Bilderberg chairman. There are no members' of Bilderberg. Each year an invitation list is compiled by Prince Bernhard in consultation with an informal international steering committee; individuals are chosen in the light of their knowledge and standing. To ensure full discussion, an attempt is made to include participants representing many political and economic points of view. Of the 80 to 100 participants, approximately one-third are from government and politics, the others are from many fields - finance, industry, labour, education and journalism. They attend in a personal and not in an official capacity.  From the beginning participants have come from North America and Western Europe, and from various international organisations.  The official languages are English and French. 

'The meetings take place in a different county each year. Since 1957, they have been held in many Western European countries and in North America as well. 

'The discussion at each meeting is centred upon topics of current concern in the broad fields of foreign policy, world economy, and other contemporary issues. Basic groundwork for the symposium is laid by means of working papers and general discussion follows. In order to assure freedom of speech and opinion, the gatherings are closed and off the record. No resolutions are proposed, no votes taken, and no policy statements issued during or after the meetings. 

'In short, Bilderberg is a high-ranking and flexibly international forum in which opposing viewpoints can be brought closer together and mutual understanding furthered.' 

I wrote to Secretary of State Henry Kissinger and received a reply from the Bureau of European Affairs at the State Department: 'In the early 1950s a number of people on both sides of the Atlantic sought a means of bringing together leading citizens ' And so on. 

I went to see Charles Muller at his Murden and Company office in New York City. He appeared to know little about Bilderberg and merely repeated information available on the printed message. It is claimed that' Government official attend in a personal and not an official capacity'. Mr. Muller was surprised to learn from me that the State Department acknowledged in a letter to Liberty Lobby that department officials Helmut Sonnenfeldt and Winston Lord attended a Bilderberg Conference at government expense in their official capacities. 

I tried to obtain interviews with both Sonnenfeldt and Lord. Their secretaries channelled me through to many different offices. Finally, Francis Seidner, a public affairs advisor, advised me to mind my own business. 

Back in London and armed with a list of Bilderberg participants (supplied by Liberty Lobby), I sought out and conducted an interview with Lord Roll, chairman of the S.G. Warburg Bank. Roll gave little away and he stated outright that records of Bilderberg Conferences do not exist. (Little did he realise that I had one in my briefcase!) 

I wrote to the Foreign and Commonwealth Office and they replied: 'Thank you for your letter enquiring about the Bilderberg Group. Unfortunately, we can find no trace of the Bilderberg Group in any of our reference works on international organisations.' (Much later, I learned that the Foreign Office has on occasion paid the way for British members to attend Bilderberg Conferences.) 

A letter to one-time member Sir Paul Chambers brought this response: 'I am under obligation not to disclose anything about the Bilderberg Group to anybody who is not a member of that Group, I am very sorry that I cannot help, but I am clearly powerless to do so and it would be wrong in the circumstances to say anything to you about Bilderberg.' Sir Paul suggested I write to the Bilderberg secretariat at an address in the Hague. I did so and was again sent a copy of the standard printed message. 

I had eagerly looked forward to the next Bilderberg Conference, which in 1976 was to be held in Hot Springs, Virginia. For the first time since 1954, the meeting was cancelled. The international steering committee felt it inappropriate to conduct a conference that year because permanent chairman Prince Bernhard was under such heavy public scrutiny after having been publicly disgraced for taking a bribe from the Lockheed Aircraft Company. 

So my first Bilderberg Conference took place a year later, in April 1977, at the serene Devon resort of Torquay. 

It is the Bilderberg custom to book a whole hotel for the weekend conference. The five-star Imperial Hotel was no exception and it, too, was emptied to accommodate over 100 Bilberberg participants. Even the Imperials permanent guests were told to find lodging elsewhere for the weekend. 

I managed a booking at the Imperial for three nights before the Bilderbergers moved in. On Thursday, two days before the conference was due to begin, heavy lorries and workmen unloaded large wooden file cabinets and sealed crates. I was not allowed access to the conference hall, despite assurances from a Bilderberg secretary that 'We have nothing to hide'. 

At 2 am Friday morning with the night club finally closed and the Imperial asleep, I tiptoed down five flights of stairs from my room to the conference hall. To my surprise, the doors were unlocked and unguarded. I slipped into the darkened hall and inspected the locked file cabinets, glass translation booth and electronic equipment for tape-recording and translation. Having already consumed a half-dozen whiskies, I could not repulse an urge to purloin a mahogany and brass-plated Bilderberg gavel [1. A small hammer used by a chairman, auctioneer etc.,to call for order or attention.  2. A hammer used by masons to trim rough edges off stones  (ed.)]. It now sits atop my desk, a trophy of my research. 

Like all others, I was thrown out of the hotel on the Friday to make way for American Secret Servicemen and Special Branch bodyguards. The Bilderbergers arrived later, mostly by way of a quiet entry through Exeter Airport 10 miles form Torquay. They held their hush-hush meetings and then, just as quietly, disappeared back to their respective banks, multinational corporations and government jobs, perhaps a little more the wiser than when they arrived. 

Since that time, I have gradually been able to piece the Bilderberg puzzle into shape................ 

If you want to read a similar account by journalist Jim Tucker from The Spotlight who actually attended Bilderberg Conferences to have a good 'nose round' check this out. 

Chapter 4 of this book, Bilderberg and the Media, appears in the Media Control and Power section of this site 

'Bilderberg Group, The Global Manipulators', by Robert Eringer, Pentacle Books, 1980. Available from: 

Donald A Martin 

Bloomfield Books
26 Meadow Lane 
Sudbury
Suffolk CO10
U.K. 

Why not ask your library to order this book so other people in your area can read it. 

Buy Caroll Quigley's Books here http://www.best.com/~jdulaney/quigley.html 



'Uniting the West' - by Denis Healey (extract) 

From his autobiography 'The Time of My Life'.  Published by Penguin, 1989. 

[Talking about contradictions in the post-war Labour party] 

Before long a benign providence developed another mechanism for assisting impecunious European socialists to learn something of the outside world - the international conference.  Konigswinter performed this function for Germany. The Council of Europe covered Western Europe as a whole.  The NATO Parliamentarians Conference brought politicians from Europe, the United States, and Canada together once a year.  Before long there was also an annual meeting in Bermuda of British MP's and members of Congress. Then the great American foundations of Ford and Rockefeller took a hand.  There was a proliferation of cultural conferences in all parts of the world, including the Congress for Cultural Freedom, where I could meet people less directly involved in politics such as the poet Stephen Spender, the philosopher Raymond Aron, and the novelist Mary McCarthy. I later discovered that the Congress for Cultural Freedom, like Encounter magazine, was financed by the CIA; both nevertheless made a useful contribution to the quality of Western life at that time. 

Of all these meetings, the most valuable to me while I was in opposition were the Bilderberg Conferences - so called after the Bilderberg Hotel near Arnhem, where the first was held in 1954.  They were the brain-child of Joseph Retinger, a Pole who had settled in England after the Great War, married the daughter of the socialist intellectual, E.D. Morel, and worked as a secretary to Joseph Conrad, another Polish ex-patriate. 

Retinger was a small wizened man, with a pince-nez on a wrinkled brown face.  He was crippled by polio. During the war he had been an aide to General Sikorski, and despite his extreme physical disability was parachuted into Poland to make contact with the Home Army.  After the war he organised the Congress of the Hague, which launched the European Movement.  Convinced of the need for a similar forum to strengthen unity between Europe and North America, he approached Hugh Gaitskell, General Colin Gubbins, who had commanded SOE during the war, and several leading politicians and businessmen who were concerned to strengthen Atlantic cooperation.  They asked Prince Bernhard of the Netherlands to act as Chairman, because they rightly thought it would be difficult to find a politician whose objectivity would be above suspicion, and who could call Cabinet ministers from any country to order without causing offence. 

I was invited to the first meeting and later acted as convener of the British who attended; Reggie Maudling and I were the British members of the Steering Committee.  Retinger and his successor, the Dutch Socialist Ernst van der Beughel, who later became Chairman of KLM, were extraordinarily successful in persuading busy men to give up a weekend for private discussions, though they found it more difficult to attract ministers than politicians out of office. 

The Bilderberg conferences inevitably aroused jealousy, because they were exclusive, and suspicion, because they were private.  In America they were attacked as a left-wing plot to subvert the United States, in Europe as a capitalist plot to undermine socialism.  They were neither.  Immense care was taken to invite a fair balance from all political parties, and to include trade unionists as well as businessmen.  Though the discussions were more carefully prepared than at many such meetings - I myself wrote a paper for most conferences - their real value, as always, was in the personal contacts made outside the conference hall.  Industrialists like Gianni Agnelli and Otto Wolf von Amerongen had to listen to socialists and trade unionists - and vice versa.  Experience has taught me that lack of understanding is the main cause of all evil in public affairs - as in private life.  Nothing is more likely to produce understanding than the sort of personal contact which involves people not just as officials or representatives, but also as human beings.  That is why the Commonwealth Scholarships, which bring students from America and the Commonwealth to Britain, have made a contribution to good relations between the Anglo-Saxon democracies out of all proportion to their cost. 



Bosnia, Bohemia & Bilderberg: The Cold War Internationale 

IMPORTANT NOTE: Revised (in 2000) versions of this article are available here in Word 6.0 Format and Rich Text Format 

From 'Common Sense' issue 16 - published in 1994
Common Sense is the journal of the Edinburgh conference of Socialist Economists - an independent left collective in Edinburgh 
Common Sense is distributed by AK Press in Edinburgh 

by Alfred Mendes 

To elicit some sense of logic out of current events - with America firmly ensconced in the role of 'World Policeman' and the entry of NATO on to the Balkan scene - it is necessary to recall some crucial events from 1917 onwards. 

The vast wealth amassed by the Vanderbilts, Astors, Morgans and other suchlike at the turn of the century fuelled the extraordinary growth of the American mass-production machine, and the resultant corporations were soon looking abroad with the intention of extending their interests. On the other hand, the Bolshevik's seizure of power in Russia in 1917 created, in effect, a call to wage-earners worldwide for the setting up of a marxist system of social distribution of wealth - the very antithesis of the capitalist system of garnering profit from the wealth created by labour. The corporatists now had little option but to commit themselves to the destruction of the subversive, marxist threat, even though this entailed the dubious - if not impossible - concept of the destruction of an Idea, an Ideal! Above all, they had to avoid this dichotomy being seen as one of ideology per se, the inequity inherent within their capitalist system being too vulnerable to scrutiny. No, the struggle had to be seen by their public as one of 'Good Nation' against 'Evil Nation'; 'White' against 'Red'. This would be made easier both by ownership of the means of communication - the media - and the subornation of political parties of all shades outside of America (as in Italy post-World War 2): the weak left in America itself would be squashed by bâton and gun. 

Such was the ideological impasse that lay at the root of all subsequent events, and it is therefore essential to look more closely at the role of corporate America, the key stall-holder in the world market, and the group that would stand to lose the most in the case of failure. For them, political control was now important: politicians could not be entrusted with the task of avoiding, repudiating the temptations of this new ideology. Control was accomplished in two ways: 

By direct secondment of top company executives to high government posts, thus skirting the democratic process. An example of this was the fact that in the first two years of Truman's presidency, of the 125 principal appointments made: 56 were corporate lawyers, industrialists and bankers (one of whom James Forrestal of Dillon, Read & Co., was probably the earliest and most vigorous promoter of what was soon to be known as the 'Cold War'); and 31 were high ranking military officers. And by the formation of the influential 'advisory' groups. A survey of these reveals that, contrary to the popular view of America as the epitome of a pluralistic, competitive society of 'rugged individuals', its corporations display a very high degree of cohesion of purpose, and this cohesion is exemplified by their manifest urge to form cabbalistic groups, many of a pseudo-social character. This is a phenomenon that should come as no surprise to anyone who has attended an American university, with its fraternity ethos which invariably leads to the masonic lodge on graduation. Indeed, when it is recalled that the first president, Washington, and nine of the signatories to the Declaration of Independence in 1776 were known freemasons, and that subsequent rituals used for both Washington's inauguration and the laying of the Capitol's cornerstone were masonic - then it would seem that this phenomenon has certain traditional roots. 

The result is such groups as: 

1. The Business Council: a government advisory body holding immense political clout since 1936, when President Franklin D. Roosevelt (FDR) commissioned it to draw up his Social Security Act, thus helping to diffuse a potentially revolutionary situation. (It is interesting to note that from FDR onwards the only time that the Business Council withdrew from its advisory status was in the latter part of JFK's presidency, after its confrontation with him in 1962). 

2. The Bohemian Club, with its prestigious membership and its 127-lodge Grove Camp north of San Francisco on the Russia river - where, for instance, the atom-bomb Manhattan Project was conceived in 1942 at the prompting of physicist Professor Ernest Lawrence. 

3. The Euro-American Bilderberg Group, formed in 1954 to serve as a forum for lobbying at the highest political level in order to ensure that consensual policies were adopted by the West in general, and signatories to the NATO Alliance in particular. Implicit within the structure of this group, with its publicised claim to having no formal organisation; no 'membership' as such; no charter, and no elected officers is its unaccountable, autocratic nature. However, the very fact that it has a chairman (currently Lord Carrington), a steering committee, and annual conferences surely means that - contrary to the claims above - it has a formal organisation. All doors to the seats of power are open to the Bilderberg. 

The inevitable interlocking of membership among such groups resulted in the creation of an intricate web of influence (The Bohemian Club, with tongue in cheek, cautions its members - and equally influential guests - on entry to the Grove: "Spiders Weave Not Here!" - as if a spider could exist without weaving its web!). The following table covering nine of such clubs/groups illustrates concisely the complexity and scale of the web, as it existed in the early 1970s. (Two points: the Bilderberg is not included because of its structural ambiguity noted above, and it must be kept in mind that each figure represents a top-ranking executive in the American military/industrial/banking complex): 
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KEY: 

BO=Bohemian Club 

PU=Pacific Union 

CA=Californian Club 

RA=Rancheros 

LI=Links Club 

CE=Century Club 

BC=Business Council 

CFR=Council for Foreign Relations 

CED=Council for Economic Development 

Two notorious, well-documented examples of the use to which this influence was put are: 

1. In Iran, mid-'53, the Americans deposed Mossadegh, President of Iran who had nationalised the Anglo Iranian Oil Company (AIOC) (latterly BP) in 1951, and installed the Shah by means of a CIA operation codenamed 'AJAX'. Legal counsel for the AIOC had for years been the distinguished New York Corporate law firm, Sullivan & Cromwell, the senior partners of which were the Dulles brothers (another partner was Arthur Dean, who was later a co-chairman in the Bilderberg for some years). At the time of the coup, John Foster Dulles was Secretary of State; Allen Dulles was CIA Director. It is worth adding here that the AIOC was financed from its early years by the Industrial Bank of Iran, an offshoot of the German Schroeder banking house (about which, more later). 

2. In Guatemala, June '54, a CIA-sponsored coup d'état removed the reformist, constitutionally elected government of Jacovo Arbenz Guzman (a land-owning, military officer), and replaced it by a military dictatorship. Arbenz had, in 1953, expropriated, as part of his much-needed agrarian reform, large, uncultivated tracts of land belonging to the American United Fruit Company (UFC), whose earlier predatory incursion into Central America had caused the area to be known as 'the Banana republica'. For years, the counsel for the UFC had been Sullivan & Cromwell, and at the time of the coup the Dulles still held the posts they had held in 1953. Indeed, John Foster Dulles was also a large stockholder in the UFC. This coup, incidentally, was a blatant violation of Article 15 of the, US-inspired, Organisation of American States (OAS) which specifically forbade any interference - political or military - by one state in the affairs of any other state. 

These examples of corporate power-wielding reveal the lack of any democratic accountability, as well as a disregard of national frontiers, this latter aspect due largely to the nowmultinational nature of the corporations. There were even a number of cases in the 20's and 40's when such activities militated against the national interest of their own country - to the benefit of Germany in the instances that follow. 

The 1920's had been a particularly crucial period in Germany because of the extraordinarily rapid rise to power of the Nazis: what had been a rag-tag of street dissidents had, within a decade, become a well-uniformed, well-organised, and obviously well-financed organisation. Above all, it projected a very marked anti-Bolshevik bias. This attracted Corporate America, and contacts were soon made. International Telephone & Telegraph (ITT) and Sullivan & Cromwell were among the more high profile firms to do so. In the case of both firms, the German contact used was Dr Gerhardt Alois Wetrick, Hitler's financial agent - and through him deals were made with Baron Kurt von Schroeder of the Schroeder banking house (see AIOC above). This bank was a channel for funds for the Nazi Party in general, and the Gestapo in particular (it was in von Schroeder's villa in Köln on the 7th January 1933 that Hitler and Franz von Papen had met to plan details for their subsequent seizure of power, and von Schroeder was later made SS Gruppenfuehrer). 

In ITT's case, in return for directorships for both Westrick and von Schroeder in ITT, the latter acquired a number of German firms, the most intriguing of which was a 28% share in the Focke-Wulf aircraft company, whose aircraft saw much service in the ensuing World War 2 much to the discomfiture of Allied servicemen and civilians. Moreover, in 1967, ITT were paid $25 million in compensation by the American government for war damages to its factories in Germany! 

For its part, Sullivan & Cromwell acquired as clients: 

1. I.G. Farben, the German chemical conglomerate which, in 1937, developed the deadly nerve gas, Tabun. 

2. The well-known Swedish ball-bearing manufacturer, SKF, which supplied 60% of its production to Germany - primarily for its armaments. 

3. The Schroeder banking house itself, Allen Dulles becoming a director at its New York offshoot - a post he held until 1944. Inasmuch as it exposes one of the filaments of the 'Corporate Web', it is pertinent to note here that the man who initially approached Sullivan & Cromwell on behalf of Schroeder was the latter's vice-president, John L. Simpson, the chief confidant of Steve Bechtel Sr. (of Bechtel Corporation) who was a member of the most influential 'camp' in the Bohemian Grove, Mandalay Camp (Bechtel was later to supply the US government with such figures as John McCone, George Schultz and Caspar Weinberger). 

Implicit in the political unaccountability of the American Corporate oligarchy is its public domain - as above - must mean that there are many more of like import and gravity not in the public domain, and any concerned curiosity about such unpublicised activities, or hidden agenda, is therefore equally justified. 

Balkan Backdrop 

The current Balkan crisis, and America's role in it, offers an opportunity to indulge this curiosity. However, any examination of a subject as complex as the Balkans must necessarily be preceded by a brief historical review of the region: the Roman/Orthodox split in the Christian church and the subsequent five centuries of Muslim Ottoman rule ensured that the Yugoslavia that was to be formed in 1918 would be a land simmering with religious discord - a situation not eased by the earlier incursions of the Habsburgs in the north and the Bulgars in the east. The setting up of the Catholic State of Croatia under the fascist Ustase in the wake of the German massacres of Orthodox Serbs - and jews, muslims and gypsies on a lesser scale. Another area of discord during the war was the split between the ultra-Serbian royalist Chetniks under Mihailovich and the more ethnically-mixed communist/republican Partisans under Tito, a Coat (it is strange that this historical aspect has not been taken into account by any publicised analysis of the current crisis: after all, the 'Bosnian Serbs' are self-proclaimed Chetniks, a minority group among Serbs as a whole, and to imply that they - the Chetniks - reflect the aspirations of all Serbs is therefore misleading, and smacks of duplicity). 

At this point it is necessary to recall that at the end of World War 2, America emerged with three-quarters of the world's invested capital and two-thirds of the world's industrial capacity - Russia with its infrastructure decimated. The distribution of American aid that followed was significant in the choice of countries so aided, and the relative amounts involved. Russia was denied aid, and the reason given by the US for this denial (which, incidentally, circumvented UN agreements) was that, at the critical Moscow Conference which started on the 10th March 1947, the Russians had spurned America's gestures of compromise - conveniently disregarding the fact that on the 12th March 1947 (just two days into the conference) Truman had dropped his bombshell of a speech to Congress - his 'Doctrine', which was, in effect, an ultimatum to Stalin: you're either with us - or against us! The Marshall Plan was announced three months later. Between 1946 and 1961 the US distributed $8.7 billion of economic aid and $7.9 billion of military aid to the five dictatorships of Turkey, Greece, South Korea, South Vietnam and Formosa (Taiwan). This was more aid than Europe - with a greater population - received over the same period. Furthermore, of the economic aid received by Europe, fascist Spain received $1 billion ($2.5 billion for her Indo-Chinese war); and Spain, $500 million. 

George Kennan, who was head of the US State Department Planning Staff in the late '40s (and protégé of James Forrestal), supplied the official rationale that lay behind the above facts concisely in articles he wrote at the time under the pseudonym of 'Mr. X'. He stated "The United States has it in its power to increase enormously the strains under which Soviet policy must operate - and to promote tendencies which eventually find their outlet in either the break-up or the gradual mellowing of Soviet power". 

These irreconcilable ideological differences between Russia on the one hand, and Britain and America on the other, meant that their wartime alliance had been an alliance of convenience, of pragmatism (e.g. contrary to America's assurance to Russia in May '42 that a 'second front' would be opened up later that year, this, in fact, did not occur until June '44 - when it became clear to the Western Allies that the Russians were advancing inexorably westwards). Thus, at war's end in 1945, the Western Allies, for their part, immediately reverted to their pre-war anticommunist strategy. This entitled the recruitment of key Nazis - such as the chief of Intelligence on the Eastern Front, General Reinhard Gehlen (who, with the assistance of the CIA, formed the West German Intelligence agency, the BND), and the channeling of many others - such as wanted war criminals like Eichmann, Barbie, Mengele et al - to sanctuary in the West (primarily South America). This channel ran through Italy, and understandably, due to its geographic proximity and its close relationship with the Vatican, many of the escapees were Croatian Ustase (including the Poglavnik, Croatian Fuehrer, Ante Pavelic, a wanted war criminal). This escape channel was a Vatican-controlled operation run by a Croatian priest, Fr. Kronoslav Draganovich, Secretary of the Confraternity of San Girolamo in Rome, member of Interarium, and a man, moreover, who co-operated with Reinhard Gehlen, whose brother was a secretary to the SMOM (see below) in Rome. American intelligence (OSS at that time), under the command of Allen Dulles in Bern, co-operated with this operation, naming it RATLINES after their own escape route for downed Air Force crews in Europe in the war. And with Tito now in power, over the next few years bands of Krizari (Crusaders) were recruited by WEstern Intelligence from the Ustase who had fled into Austria and Italy - and sent into Yugoslavia on destabilising missions. 

A significant post-war event that was to play a crucial role in both the 'Cold War' and Yugoslavia's future was the Greek civil war. The popular communist-led party, EAM - with its military wing, ELAS - would have assumed power in Greece in 1944 had not the British intervened militarily with two divisions, as a result of the (then) secret deal Churchill had made with Stalin in October '44: in effect, allowing the British a free hand in Greece in return for Russia having a freehand in Bulgaria and Romania. The subsequent guerrilla war waged by ELAS, with Tito's assistance, was held up as the 'bête noire' by Truman in his 'Doctrine Speech' in '47, calling for the West to rally to his crusade against the "un-American, communist way of life". In the following year, 1948, two crucial events occurred in Yugoslavia - now understandably in a parlous economic state: 1) Tito broke off relations with Stalin, and 2) America loaned Yugoslavia $1 billion. Disregarding any question of a causal line here (inasmuch as the chronology of the two events is not to hand), the consequences were that Tito stopped assisting the Greek rebellion - which collapsed as a result - and embarked on a debt-ridden course which eventually left to the dissolution of the Yugoslav Federation. And America had now replaced Britain as the broker in the region. 

Roman Gladiators 

Furthermore, any historical review of the region would be inadequate if it did not include the role that religion in general, and the Roman Catholic Church in particular, has played in it - but in view of the schism that exists in the Church between the oligarchic 'Integralists' and the liberal 'Base Communities', it should be noted here that any reference/s to 'the church' is/are directed towards the former: the autocrats in the Vatican. The involvement of the church in the region was inevitable, given its geographical juxtaposition tom and historical association with Slovenia and Croatia - long regarded by the Church as a bastion against both the Orthodox Serbs (since Pope John 10th's crowning of Tomislav as King of Croatia in 925 AD) and later, the Muslim Ottomans. 

One significant aspect of the Vatican/Yugoslav relationship during the early post-war period was that, whereas the polish government (a Russian satellite) had intervened far more in the internal affairs of the church than had Yugoslavia (which had broken off relations with Russia) the Vatican had adopted a far more intransigent attitude towards the latter (as exemplified by their opposition to Tito's agrarian reform, their stance over the Istria confrontation, and their ban on priests joining the long-established Priests' Associations) than towards the former. This could only have been a case of political opportunism aimed at Tito's comparative weakness. It was certainly not a case of religious principle. 

Given their common, fervent anti-communist bias, it was also inevitable that there would be cooperation between Corporate America and the Vatican (as already referred to). Perhaps the most active Catholic group which so co-operated was the Venerable Sovereign Military & Hospitaller Order of St. John of Jerusalem of Rhodes and Malta, better known s the Knights of Malta (SMOM for short), an Order which, like the Vatican itself, is based in Rome and enjoys sovereign status, issuing its own passports and stamps. One of the SMOM's functions in the RATLINES operation was, in fact, the supplying of false passports to the Nazis on their way to sanctuary. Other examples of this co-operation in the post-war period were the setting up of the anti-communist propaganda radio station, Radio Liberty and Radio Free Europe, joint ventures of the CIA (for funding) and SMOM members J. Peter Grace (W. R. Grace Corp.) and frank Shakespeare (CBS-TV, RIO and US Information Agency) - among others. Although membership of the Order was opened to Americans only in 1927, it is a measure of that country's influential standing that by the 1940s the American Cardinal Spellman held the post of 'Grand Protector' within the Order, whereas King Leopold of Belgium and Queen Wilhelmina of Holland were mere 'protectors' within their respective countries! To name but a few of its members, past and present, is to reveal its élitism and power. Juan Péron, CIA directors John McCone and William Casey, King Juan Carlos, ex-NATO Commander and ex-Secretary of State Alexander Haig, Joseph Kennedy - and Nazi Vice-Chancellor Franz von Papen, who negotiated the Hitler/Vatican Concordat of 1933. 

This Concordat was an agreement that meant, in effect, that a government with an ostensibly strong anti-religious bias had taken the seemingly extraordinary step of imposing a church tithe on its populace!  To understand this apparent paradox it is necessary to recall the ties that bound Germany to Rome for some eight centuries (926-1806) under the aegis of the Holy Roman Empire, with its succession of German kings. The unavoidable conclusion to be drawn here is that these ties were still alive in 1933, and the setting up of the puppet states of Slovenia and Croatia in 1941 are thus comprehensible. That these ties still exist today is attested to by the facts that 1) the Concordat is still in effect, and 2) since World War 2 the German political scene has been dominated by Christian Democratic (Catholic) parties. Indeed there can be no other rational explanation for Germany's extraordinary action on the 15th January 1992 when, contrary to the advice and warnings given them by the UN, EEC and Bosnia itself (Itzebegovic had even gone to Bonn in a vain attempt to dissuade them from taking this step) they recognised the independence of Slovenia and Croatia, thereby sanctioning the violent outbursts of nationalism that had occurred as a result of the earlier Declarations of Independence by those two autonomous members of the Yugoslav Federation. It was inevitable that the German action would lead to the Bosnian débacle - and it is difficult to believe that Germany was not aware of this. 

Enter NATO 

The collapse of the communist states in the East caused many in the West to query the further need for NATO. It is now evident that this query was based on two grave misconceptions: 1) the NATO had been set up solely to resist Soviet expansion, and 2) that the collapse of the latter had meant the end of the marxist ideal. Had this been so, logic would have decreed immediate redundancy for NATO! By the very nature of it’s conception in April 1949, NATO operates under American patronage and hegemony. Patronage, as attested to under its Article 3 whereby $25 billion of military aid was given to its partners by the US in the first twenty years only of its existence hegemony, as attested to by a glance at NATO's command structure which reveals that, of its three 'commands' -SAFEUR or SHAPE (covering Europe), SACLANT (the Atlantic) and CINCHAN (the Channel) - the first two named, the crucial areas, can be under only American command (Eisenhower, Haig, etc). 

NATO's true role since its formation has been to act as a counter-revolutionary, counter-reformist arm of the Corporate West. This was clarified by no less a person than George Kennan (once again) when he stated that, when NATO was formed, the State department considered ".the communist danger in its most threatening form as an internal problem - that is, of western society" - and if anybody should have known it was he. This was a statement, moreover, that conformed precisely - and understandably - to the tenets of corporate America. This now calls for a closer look at NATO's Article 9, which empowered the setting up of subsidiary bodies, such as civilian institutes, military staff and other such. The fact the GLADIO is such a 'subsidiary body' is enough to cause unease. GLADIO (aka GLAIVE, aka ZWAARD) is a secret anti-Left terrorist group set up by the Clandestine Planning Committee of SHAPE in 1959. Recent judicial investigations into political corruption in Italy have unearthed evidence linking GLADIO to post-war terrorist acts in that country (such as the Bologna bombing). One such act - though an abortive one - was the attempted coup d'etat in 1970 led by Prince Valerio Borghese and his neo-fascist protégé Stephano delle Chiaie - a known terrorist. Borghese, a fascist and naval commander in the war, had been sentenced to death for war crimes by the Italian Resistance at war's end, but rescued by James Jesus Angleton, who headed the OSS-controlled American/British Special Counter-Intelligence Team, SCI-Z, then operating in Italy (Angleton later became head of CIA Counter-Intelligence, and throughout his career retained exclusive control over CIA liaison with the Vatican). Borghese, for his part, played a leading role in post-war fascist politics, and was a Bailiff Grand Cross of Honour and Devotion in the SMOM. 

However, GLADIO must be seen in its wider, proper context: namely, the subornation of postwar Italian political parties by the American oligarch in order to ensure that the communist party did not attain power in that county. In March 1948, Secretary of State General George Marshall told the European nations bluntly that ".benefits under ERP (Marshall Plan) will come to an abrupt end in any country that votes communism to power". Concurrently, the CIA played a pivotal, funding role in this subornation, partly with the co-operation of Catholic Action, which was led by Doctor Luigi Gedda who created a network of 18,000 'civic committees' with which to garner votes. He was a member of SMOM. There is little doubt that the $65 million that the CIA alone channeled into the coffers of the Christian Democrats and the Socialists between 1946 and 1972 fuelled the corruption now in the public eye. 

Crossing the Adriatic brings us once more to the Balkan crisis. Many aspects of it appear very puzzling to the public. There are many relevant questions not asked, and many such questions not answered. In the light of the secretiveness of the 'web' so far described here, this is hardly surprising - but the questions persist: why was Lord Carrington made a peace-broker, and by whom? And Cyrus Vance? Why did Germany recognise Slovenia and Croatia, and why did the remainder of the West 'about turn' and do the same? Why was Britain prone to so many 'changes of mind' of such a crucial, contrary nature? Is there no rational explanation, no common denominator of logic here? 

In the absence of answers, conjecture inevitably takes over: was Carrington chosen because he had been Secretary General of NATO? Or a Bilderberger? Or member of the powerful consultancy/lobbying firm Kissinger Associates?; was Vance chosen because he had been US Secretary of Defense? Or Secretary of State? Or on the board of the armaments manufacturer, General Dynamic? Was the German decision in any was influenced by the fact that the Vatican had already 'recognised' Slovenia and Croatia (indeed the first sovereign body so to do)? Or in any way connected to the fact that two crucial NATO posts - that of Secretary General and Assistant Secretary General of Political Affairs - were held by Germans? And was there a causal link here? As for Britain's behaviour: it can be explained in no other way than as the behaviour of one not in control of one's actions. This gives rise to one more question: who is in control? 

NATO's involvement in the Balkans has been one of steady progression from its avowed readiness in June '92 to support peace-keeping under the umbrella of the Conference on Security and Cooperation in Europe (CSCE) formed in 1972, through policing of the 'No-Fly Zone' over Bosnia - to its current function as UN 'hitman'. This encroachment on to the scene reveals that, behind all the well-publicised, misleading posturings of politicians, statesman and 'peace-makers', it - NATO - has ingratiated itself into a key position in the region - with the ultimate authority of military supremacy. Far from being redundant now that the Cold War is over, it is preparing to play a more active, high-profile role in the now-enlarged European theatre. This will be in the form of its new subsidiary body: the Allied Command Europe Rapid Reaction Force - or ARRC for short. This was set up in October '92 as a result of a review undertaken in June '90. It is expected to be fully operational in 1995, and will presumably augment that other rapid reaction force of the US Army, its Central Command - or CENTCOM (of 'Stormin' Norman' fame) - which was formed in 1983 primarily to 'protect' (control) the Mid-East oilfields, replacing Carter's Rapid Deployment Force. 

The future seems to grow more ominous daily, in spite of - or more likely - because for that Disneyland vision of 'The New World Order' as seen by such as George Bush and like Corporatists. here in Britain the public has been subjected over the past decade and a half to a PR exercise boosting the benefits of the 'Free Market', an exercise of such intensity and breadth that it - the public - has been rendered comatose, thus allowing the Tory representatives of corporations to side-line the Trade Unions and dismantle all the hard-worn public services. That this had been done in a duplicitous manner is attested to by the fact that businessmen, politicians and media moguls alike indulge in a plethora of double-speak: capitalism becomes 'Free Market'; cheaper labour become either 'a more competitive society' or 'a more flexible market' and so on, ad infinitum. The Corporate Spider weaves its web! 
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Extract from 'H. R. H. Prince Bernhard of the Netherlands; an authorized biography' 
by Alden Hatch 

The Hôtel de Bilderberg 
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At a small hotel near Arnhem in the deeply wooded uplands of eastern Holland on May 29, 30, and 31, 1954, a group of eminent statesmen, financiers, and intellectuals from the principal nations of Europe and the United States met together in, perhaps, the most unusual international conference ever held until then. 

There was absolutely no publicity. The hotel was ringed by security guards, so that not a single journalist got within a mile of the place. The participants were pledged not to repeat publicly what was said in the discussions. Every person present-Prime Ministers, Foreign Ministers, leaders of political parties, heads of great banks and industrial companies, and representatives of such international organizations as the European Coal and steel Community, as well as academicians-was magically stripped of his office as he entered the door, and became a simple citizen of his country for the duration of the conference. Thus everybody could and did say what he really thought without fear of international, political, or financial repercussions. 

That meeting and the subsequent ones that stemmed from it, which have had a great if indefinite impact on the history of our times, are, perhaps, int this writer's opinion, Prince Bernhard's proudest achievement in the field of Western unity and international amity. 

It was not Bernhard's original idea, but had its inception in the brilliant brain of Dr Joseph H. Retinger. Retinger was an extraordinary character who flitted through Europe talking on intimate terms with Prime Ministers, labour leaders, industrial magnates, revolutionaries, and intellectuals-in short, all the non-Communist rulers and would-be rulers of the free nations of Europe. 

Kraków, in Austrian Poland, was Retinger's birthplace; his parents were landed gentry. When he went to the Sorbonne in Paris in 1906, at the age of eighteen, this boy talked his way into the heart of that city's literary and artistic life, and was called friend by such as André Gide, Giraudoux, François Mauriac, Maurice Ravel, and the raffish Marquis Boni de Castellane. When he moved on to England, Herbert Asquith, his wife, outspoken Margot, and Lord Balfour took him into their circle, and his most intimate friend was his fellow-Pole, Joseph Conrad. 

Retinger had what C. D. Jackson calls "a built-in instinct for intrigue" and a passionate love for Poland. During World War I his machinations for a free Poland made him uniquely unpopular. The Central Powers put a price on his head, the Allies banned him from all their countries, and the United States threw him into jail. These experiences taught him to be a better diplomat. 

In World War II Retinger was closely associated with General Sikorsky, head of the Polish Government in Exile, as liaison man with the other exiled Governments. In 1944 General Sir Colin Gubbins of The S.O.E. (the super-secret Special Operations Executive) arranged for him to be parachuted into Poland with several million dollars for the Polish Resistance. At the age of fifty-six Retinger jumped at night into a field in enemy territory, and accomplished his mission. However, his legs became paralysed, probably as a result of the jump, and he had to be spirited out of Poland on a stretcher. 

From that time until his death in 1960 Dr Retinger devoted his life to his one impassioned, idealistic purpose of uniting and strengthening the Western world against the danger from the East. 

Jackson says, "He was a sort of Eminence grise of Europe, a Talleyrand without portfolio." Certainly he had almost as many adventures as Ian Fleming's famous secret-service operative James Bond. 

Retinger was a frail, delicate little man with a deeply seamed face and quizzical eyes behind blue-tinted spectacles. His big jaw was never still, for he talked volcanically. AFter the parachute jump he always walked with a cane. C.D. jackson, who often clashed with him, said Retinger was "a very difficult, very opinionated man who would not take no for an answer and often achieved his purpose by very devious means. But nevertheless he was fearless and determined, a tremendously gallant guy." 

Though people persist in calling Retinger an eighteenth-century man functioning in the twentieth century, he was not that at all. He cam,e straight out of the Renaissance. Instead of the sceptical, précieuse attitude typical of the eighteenth century, his Jesuitical conviction that the end justified the means, and a Borgian aptitude for intrigue; but the ends he sought were never selfish. They were good. 

Though his name is virtually unknown except to the initiates, he made more history in his secret way than many a man who moved to the sound of trumpets and the howl of motor-cycle sirens. According to the official publication of the European Centre of Culture, "Retinger was the key figure in most of the great European union. The League of European Economic Cooperation (from which evolved the Common Market), the European Movement, and . the European Centre of Culture would not have seen the light without him. The Congress of Europe at The Hague was his doing, and the Council of Europe grew out of that." 

Being above all a realist, Retinger understood that even a united Europe could not stand by itself without America. In 1952 he became deeply concerned about the rising tide of antAmericanism in practically every country of Western Europe. It was not confined to Communist-in?influenced or left-wing circles, but was equally prevalent among conservatives and liberals. The United States was disliked, feared, and sneered at with a unanimity that was remarkable among the peoples of Europe. This feeling threatened the solidarity of the Western world's defences against Communism. 

Retinger was not the type of man to sit wringing his hands. He evolved a brilliant plan for coping with this situation, but he needed powerful assistance to put it into effect. So he asked his friend Dr Paul Rijkens to get him an appointment with Prince Bernhard, who has described their meeting: 

"It all stated when Retinger came to me and sat here in this room and told me about his worries concerning the rising tide of anti-Americanism in Europe. I was worried about it, too. It seemed illogical in the face of the Marshall Plan, military assistance, NATO, etc., which had done so much for all of us. I suppose it was partly the natural human instinct to bite the hand that feeds you, and partly real grievances. I said to him, 'Yes, you're quite right. It's very bad.' Retinger said, 'Well, would you like to do something about it?' And I said, 'Of course.'" 

Sitting on the edge of an easy chair in Bernhard's trophy-filled study, with his cane between his spindly legs, his inevitable cigarette burning furiously, and his eyes shooting sparks behind his blue-tinted spectacles, Retinger outlined his plan for bringing about better understanding between the touchy, suspicious Europeans and Americans. It consisted of two parts. The first was to get the leaders of opinion in the most important European countries to make an appraisal of where the Americans were wrong, apart from being rich,m powerful, generous, and rather stupid, and what they could do to put things right. 

The second was to present this frank critique to leaders of American opinion and give them an opportunity to answer the indictment at a completely private meeting of top-level people from both continents. 

Bernhard was all for it, but an unusual instinct for caution made him say, "It sounds wonderful, but I'd like another opinion. Let's find out what van Zeeland thinks about it." (Van Zeeland was Prime Minister of Belgium.) 

Van Zeeland thought something should be done, and quickly. Reinforced by his approval, Bernhard went to work with Retinger reckoned, could supply the answers. The idea was to get two people from each country who would give the conservative and liberal slant. Then Bernhard, using his personal prestige and royal leverage, induced, with the help of Retinger, who knew practically all of them, most of those selected to co-operate. 

It was quite a list. Van Zeeland wrote a paper for Belgium, Hugh Gaitskell and Lord Portal spoke for Great Britain, Prime Minister Alcide de Gasperi for Italy, Foreign Minister Ole Bjørn Kraft of Denmark for Scandinavia; Guy Mollet (former Socialist Prime Minister) and Conservative Prime Minister Pinay for France, and Max Brauer, Otto Wolff von Amerongen, and Dr Müller for West Germany. Prince Bernhard himself handled the complaints of Holland, with the help of leading Dutch politicians and industrialists. 

When all the reports came in Bernhard and Retinger found that many people of different countries and different parties gave the same reasons for disliking Americans, although there were, of course, some people with special grouses of their own. Bernhard, Retinger, and Rijkens synthesized the answers into a single report covering the main criticisms. Then Bernhard sent it confidentially to some of his American friends with the proposal that they organize an answer. 

The election of 1952 was in full swing in the United States, and political brickbats were flying. Nobody had any time for Prince Bernhard. Averell Harriman said, "I won't touch it. It's dynamite." Eisenhower said, "Great! I'd like to use it in the campaign," to which Bernhard replied, "Good God, NO!" 

The matter had to go over until after the election. Then Bernhard went to the United States-and, incidentally, got the bad news from Walter Reed. He saw a number of American politicians, and after several more rebuffs he went to his friend Bedell Smith, who was then head of the C.I.A. Smith said, "Why the hell didn't you come to me in the first place?" 

Even then things moved slowly. Smith became Under-Secretary of State for newly elected President Eisenhower, and was engulfed in the business of putting a new administration together. He finally turned the matter over to C. D. Jackson, a special assistant to the President, and things really got going. 

Jackson got in touch with John S. Coleman, President of the Burroughs Corporation of Detroit, who was a member of the newly formed Committee for a National Trade Policy under the presidency of Senator Robert Taft's brother, Charles Taft. This committee undertook to draft an American reply, and a number of private citizens. Other famous Americans were invited. Most of the administration officials ducked nervously, so the American delegation was rather weighted towards industry, but it included such eminent Americans as Joseph E. Johnson, of the Carnegie Endowment of International Peace, Dean Rusk, then head of the Rockefeller Foundation, as well as David Rockefeller and H.J. Heinz II. 

All this took time, which is why the first meeting did not take place until May 1954. By then, is spite of Eisenhower's personal popularity, the United States was at an all-time nadir of popularity in Europe. As the Europeans saw it, a soldier was in the White House, even though he was the least militant of military men. The Government was in the hands of the conservative Republican Party for the first time in twenty years. And, worst of all, Senator McCarthy was roaring through the land witch-hunting for Reds. His arrogant stooges had just completed their book-burning tour of American embassies in Europe, and the whole American career image of America, erstwhile land of democracy and freedom, was covered with mud. 

Under these circumstances it looked as though there would be a heated session at the Hôtel de Bilderberg. Prince Bernhard, who was chairman, said, "The meeting was most encouraging because people accepted the idea that there would be no publicity, and everybody could speak for himself, irrespective of his position, quite frankly-and fight!" 

At the memory Prince Bernhard's eyes lit up, and he said, "It was a beautiful meeting because sparks were flying like crazy between Americans like C. D. Jackson and Britishers like Sir Oliver Franks and Denis Healey and Hugh Gaitskell." 

Jackson himself described the meeting as follows: 

"It was all very new and different. We were tucked away in a forest way back in Holland. There were no reporters. Tight security with guards all over the hotel. IN the opening hours every one was uneasy, nervous, sniffing each other like strange dogs. They were afraid to talk very much. 

"Prince Bernhard was everywhere using his charming wiles. People began to thaw. Then they began to fight, which was good. The Prince kept things in hand. When feeling got too tense he was able to relax people with just the right witty crack, or assert his authority. Though he is so charming, he is made of pretty stern stuff. When he was to restore order he does so in such a way that no one can take offence. But there is no fooling. Order is restored." 

Naturally the Europeans were continually needling the Americans about McCarthy. Many of them seemed genuinely fearful that the United States was heading for a Fascist dictatorship. Therefore, on the third day, Prince Bernhard announced, "Even though it is not on the agenda, there has been so much talk of McCarthyism that, if there is time, I am going to ask Mr Jackson to tell us the American view on that." 

There was time, and Jackson stood up to address the meeting. He is a big man, well over six feet tall, fourteen stone of muscular weight with a big domed head and a bold, jutting profile; impressive by his stature and his slow, judicial way of speech. Almost in the manner of a university professor, Jackson told his audience a few facts of political life in the United States. He pointed out that in the American system of government and politics, "We are certain to get this kind of supercharged, emotional freak from time to time." Then he reached back into history for the same sort of demagogue, telling them of the spectacular but short-lived careers of Father Coughlin and Huey Long. 

He said that he knew it was hard of Europeans to understand how a Senator of the President's own party could say things on the floor of the Senate completely at variance with the Governments's policy. But, he pointed out, there was no way to stop a United States Senator when he went on a rampage. Party discipline was non-existent in that case. Therefore, Jackson said, the Europeans were right to be interested in this peculiar phenomenon of Senator McCarthy, but wrong to be fearful that he was the first step towards Fascism. 

Finally Jackson made a rash prediction: "Whether McCarthy dies by an assassin's bullet or is eliminated in the normal American way of getting rid of boils on the body politic, I prophesy that by the time we hold our next meeting he will be gone from the American scene." 

The fact that within a comparatively short time McCarthy was rebuked by the Senate and lost virtually all his prestige and power made the Europeans feel that they had heard the truth about America. George McGhee of the United States Department of State says, "The really bad misunderstandings between Europeans and Americans were dissipated at the first Bilderberg. Since then there has never been such a sharp division between us and Europe." 

The first Bilderberg Conference was such a success in promoting real understanding across the Atlantic that its sponsors decided to continue the meetings. A permanent Steering Committee was set up to plan the agenda for future meetings and decide whom to invite according to the subjects to be discussed. Dr Retinger became permanent secretary, until he died and was succeeded by Ernst van der Beugel, who, incidentally, said to the writer, "I am allergic to international groups. I attended my first Bilderberg meeting with great reserve, but I was impressed by it and remained impressed." 

Joseph E. Johnson became the first Secretary on the American side. Otherwise the organization was kept as loose as possible to allow maximum flexibility. To insure this the Steering Committee tries to have a turnover of at least twenty percent. of new faces at each meeting. This was made clear at the outset, so that people who are not asked back every time would not consider it an affront. 

Combined with this is the unwritten rule that anybody who has ever been to a Bilderberg Conference should be able to feel that he can, in a private capacity, call on any former member he has met. To this end a list of names and addresses is maintained to which all participants have access. This makes possible an expanding continuation of association for people who might not otherwise have met. 

Three days at a Bilderberg Conference are not only a stimulating but also an extremely exhausting experience, especially for Bernhard and the other members of the Steering Committee. H. J. Heinz II described a typical day: "We sit from nine o'clock in the table. Right after lunch we go at it again until seven o'clock. Fifteen minutes to wash up, and then an executive session of the Steering Committee. That lasts an hour, and then we have dinner. After that we talk some more, informally. It's a fifteen-hour day, at least!" 

Another member of the group said, "We meet in such beautiful places, but we never have time to look at the scenery." 

Since 1954, meetings of the Bilderberg group have been held once a year, sometimes twice. The Steering Committee meets more frequently. The regular sessions are attended by from fifty to eighty people. Each meeting is held in a different country, but follows the same pattern. An entire hotel is taken over and closely guarded. The members all live together, eat and drink together, for three days. Wives are not invited. Dr Rijkens says, "More important things are done and better understandings are often arrived at in private conversations at lunch or dinner than in the regular sessions. Through the years we have achieved a sort of brotherhood of friendship and trust." 

The expenses or each meeting are borne by private subscription in the host country, and Prince Bernhard always presides-though not by his own choice. At the very first meeting he tried rotating the chairmanship, putting van Zeeland in the second day and Mr Coleman the third. It did not work. The other Europeans thought that van Zeeland was too political and the American Democrats felt that Coleman was too old-guard Republican. They all begged him to become permanent chairman. Because he was royal and therefore apolitical, and, furthermore, came from a small nation with no large axes to grind, he was, in fact, the logical choice. In addition every one agreed that he handled the meetings extremely well. Mr Heinz says, "If Prince Bernhard had not existed Retinger would have had to invent him." 

There was also the fact that his royalty gave him considerable leverage in inducing these very eminent men to give up their pressing affairs to attend the meetings. This rather worried Bernhard, who once said to van der Beugel, "Is it just snob-appeal that brings them?" 

Van der Beugel answered forthrightly, "If you can transfer snobbism into something fine and useful that's good. The authority with which you can ask people to attend meetings is important. On the other hand, you don't get eighty outstanding people to drop everything and go off to a foreign country just for snobbism. The way you manage the thing and the importance of the enterprise are what draws them." 

Meanwhile Retinger brought in many men of the non-Communist but radical left who might not have responded to an invitation from Prince Bernhard. However, even these would probably not have consented to attend a conference with the men of the conservative right had they not been reassured by having in the chair a completely non-political figure. As Dr Rijkens said "No one but Bernhard could have induced such old antagonists as Guy Mollet and Antoine Pinay to sit at the same table." 

Prince Bernhard in his methodical way prepares very carefully for each meeting by an intensive study of all the subjects on the agenda. Then he takes copious notes at the meetings, and at the end of each session tries to sum up what has been said and perhaps add a few impartial words of his own to clear the air. In spite of his preliminary work, Prince Bernhard confesses, "I always go to the meetings with a feeling of great nervousness. There are so many explosive possibilities. But it is always tremendously stimulating and enormously interesting-in fact, great fun. 

"One thing that worries me beforehand is suppose some key person does not show up and the discussions are a flop? We have had very little trouble with that." 

One meeting Bernhard was particularly nervous about was the one at St Simons Island, Georgia. United States Senator J. William Fulbright, Senator Wiley and several American congressmen were coming for the first time. The rule of the meetings is that each man is allowed five minutes to talk, and at the end of this time the Prince is allowed five minutes to talk, and at the end of this time the Prince begins to make signals. But he generally gives them a minute more before taking action. "Once or twice I've had to be unpleasant to somebody, but that is very difficult for me," he says. "It is also difficult to keep a big boy from talking too long. I swing my wristwatch in front of his face and say, 'Ah, ah, more than five minutes!' And if somebody makes a really short speech I say, 'Now that is wonderful. The shorter the speech the more it sticks in our minds.' But that does not always help, you know. Some people are very difficult." 

At St Simons some of Bernhard's American friends said, "What are you going to do with the American politicians? You just can't shut up a United States congressman or senator. They aren't used to it." 

Bernhard didn't quite know himself. But before the meeting he went to the American politicians and in his most ingratiating way said, "Now, look, gentlemen, my American friends are afraid to tell you this, but we have had this rule about five-minute speeches at all our meetings. So would you be very king and do me a favour, a personal favour, and stick to the rule, because I will be finished for the future if I let you get away with a long speech." 

"They said they would be delighted; no problem at all. 'It is perfectly O.K. with us.' And they never broke the rule at all. The only person I had trouble with was a European." 

The only meeting, other than the first, at which Bernhard did not preside all the way through was the one in Switzerland in 1960. He arrived from one of his "selling trips" looking utterly exhausted and with a bad cold. After presiding at the opening session he developed virus pneumonia. He chose E. N. van Kleffens to take the chair. Prince Bernhard says, "This satisfied everybody, because van Kleffens had once served as President of the Assembly of the U.N." 

While the meeting went on Bernhard got sicker and sicker. Meanwhile, back at the Palace, Juliana was becoming very anxious. Professor Nuboer says, "I was in the Palace that Saturday evening when the Queen called Prince Bernhard. He was in a very bad mood, and said there was really nothing wrong with him. However, the next morning the Queen telephoned me and said that she had talked to her husband again and that his temperature had gone up. I said, 'I'll go immediately and ask my colleague Professor Jordan, our specialist on internal medicine, to go with me.'" 

Professor Nuboer had made their reservations on K.L.M. and borrowed some money-it was Sunday and the banks were shut-when the Queen called back. "I'm going with you," she said. "I'm too worried to stay here. We'll go in a military plane." 

Professor Nuboer says, "We found the Prince in the Conference Hotel near Lucerne. The Queen, Jordan, and I kidnapped him, literally kidnapped him. We brought him back in his own plane. A car met us at the airport, and we took him straight to the hospital at Utrecht. He was there for several weeks." 

The Bilderberg meetings are never dull. Even though the group has become, as McGhee says, "like belonging to a fraternity," sparks have flown at nearly every one. At St Simons in 1957 the French, British, and Americans almost came to blows over Suez. At another it was Quemoy and Matsu. The Europeans could understand the American attitude about Formosa, but defending the off-shore islands seemed to them military madness for the sake of tweaking the dragon's tail. "At least we made them understand the necessity of taking more interest in the Far East," says McGhee. 

Other hot issues have been the Common Market and British and American attitudes towards it. And Cuba! There is always something to make the sparks fly; and, like lightning, these electrical discharges clear the atmosphere. 

Any attempt to evaluate the effect of the Bilderberg group is made nearly impossible by the very nature and object of the conferences, which is not to act or even to convince, but rather to enlighten. As Prince Bernhard says, "You are not asked to agree, merely to listen." 

At one point the inevitable lack of concrete results you could put your finger on made Prince Bernhard wonder if its was worth while continuing. He sent out a query to that effect to the members. A storm of protest, especially from the Americans, convinced him that he should go on. 

Perhaps the only way of arriving at some assessment of the work is to question those participants who play an active role in international affairs. When asked for an example of a Bilderberg accomplishment George McGhee said, "I believe you could say the Treaty of Rome, which brought the Common Market into being, was nurtured at these meetings and aided by the main stream of our discussions there. Prince Bernhard is a great catalyst." 

The formation of an international corporation to finance industrial development in the Near East is another concrete result. 

However, the intangible results are admittedly the greatest-the bringing together in friendship, even intimacy, of the leaders from many nations and the effect of their confidential reports on the governments of their countries. An example is the case of the United States during President Eisenhower's administration. When asked if he thought Eisenhower had been influenced by the Bilderberg discussions Prince Bernhard said, "I don't know. Of course, I talked to Ike about it when I needed his help to give American officials the green light to come to the conferences. Although C. D. Jackson and Bedell Smith were in favour of it, there were a lot of people in the State Department who thought one should not go. They would not allow their people to come at first. Then after the first meeting they lifted the ban. Anybody could come. The same thing happened with de Gaulle. 

"As to whether Ike paid any attention to the reports of our discussions, I could not say." 

However, General Eisenhower said to this writer: "I always had one of my people go to the Bilderberg Conferences [Dr Gabriel Hauge]. I'm in favour of anything-any study of that kind which helps international understanding. The Bilderberg meetings enlightened me; I'd get viewpoints from other than official channels. Not that I always agreed with them; there were so many points of view that somebody had to be wrong; but it was still important to know them." 

The present American Government is even closer to Bilderberg because President Kennedy has virtually staffed the State Department with what C.D. Jackson calls "Bilderberg alumni"-Secretary of State Dean Rusk, Under-Secretary of State George W. Ball, George McGhee, Walter Rostow, McGeorge Bundy, Arthur Dean, and Paul H. Nitse over at Defence. However, the Steering Committee tries to keep a fairly even balance between Republicans and Democrats. 

Mr Ball recently said, "I think the most useful feature of the Bilderberg meetings is the opportunity for responsible people in industry, statecraft, or politics to have a frank discussion where they will not be publicly quoted and are able to give their personal views without their remarks being considered official. 

"This is unique and without parallel. \the character of the meetings has been shaped by the very devoted and astute leadership of Prince Bernhard himself. Without his special position, intelligence and goodwill nothing like this could come about." 

Then the Under-Secretary of State added, "I certainly hope to continue to go the meetings . So does Dean Rusk." 

The Italian Ambassador in London, Signor Quaroni, said "What a pleasant change! In other places diplomats always lie to each other." 

From Prince Bernhard's point of view the Bilderberg group gives him an opportunity to work in private, without violating the parliamentary taboo against royalty mixing in politics, for the unification of Europe and, indeed, of the Atlantic Community as well. He regards this as the best hope of humanity not only in Europe but in all the world. Furthermore, he is highly optimistic about its chances of success. 

"It may be oversimplification," Prince Bernhard said, "but I think that with a little bit of goodwill on both sides we will find practical solutions for the British problem, the Commonwealth, and the so-called 'Outer Seven." We would apply the main lines of the Treaty of Rome in principle with certain provisos. For example, it might take certain countries twenty years to adapt to its pattern of tree movement of labour, free movement of goods and raw materials, the lowest possible customs barriers or none, co-ordination of industry, etc. 

"I'd like to see us all agree on basic principles, and then let one man, like Jacques Rueff, with a few helpers, work it out. Big committees always fight. If we could all agree beforehand in principle it would result, without doubt, not in Utopia, but in an extremely strong and healthy Europe. This in turn would bring the United States into the economic community. It would encourage a great deal of free trade throughout the world. 

"Now, the more free trade you have the more difficult you will make it for the new countries of Africa and Asia to set up an autarchy and live in economic isolation, to adopt trade barriers and quotas which after a hundred years or more we are finding out don't pay. From sheer necessity these people will have to join in free trade. And once you get that you can help an underdeveloped county much more easily than if there are a hundred and fifty thousand restrictions. Also it would be easier for them-their national pride-to accept help. That to my mind is the best possible guaranty against Communist influence." 

Within Europe itself Prince Bernhard would like to go even further than economic union. "One thing we need for free exchange of goods is complete interchangeability of money, a common currency. I'm flat out for that," he said. "And this implies a certain political unity. Here comes our greatest difficulty. for the governments of the free nations are elected by the people, and if they do something the people don't like they are thrown out. It is difficult to re-educate people who have been brought up on nationalism to the idea of relinquishing part of their sovereignty to a supra-national body. 

"Then there is, of course, national selfishness, putting internal problems first. For instance, no nation in Europe has met its full NATO quota. There is just so much money, and there are so many things needed inside each country. People don't think European enough or Atlantic enough to put the good of all before party politics or national advantage. 

"This is the tragedy. Due to the freedom and democracy we cherish, we aren't able to achieve what we all basically want to do. We don't show the world clearly enough that our way is better than the Communist way, because we quibble and throw bricks at each other's heads. Real unity comes only when we are scared-when the Soviets put the pressure on and the issue is war or not war, though I should not say that because it is so old and sad and obvious. . We are moving towards unity, but we crawl like snails when we should run. ." 

Even if Europe moves too slowly towards political unity Prince Bernhard optimistically believes that it will arrive if the whole place is not blown up first. He foresees a United States of Europe in which borders are reduced to an absolute minimum, and there is a common currency, a common financial policy, a common foreign policy, and a common policy of trade. The nations will give up so much of their sovereignty as is necessary to implement this. 

However, the Prince thinks they will retain their national identities. "Each country has its history and traditions, and the cultural, philosophical, and ethical backgrounds of which it can be extremely proud, and which make us what we are," he said. "It would be extremely stupid to throw all that away. It would be like blowing up your old house before you get a new one built. I think the nations of the United States of Europe will want to keep their flags and their monarchs, certainly for the first fifty or one hundred years, though in that case the monarchs should be jolly good-there will be more demands on a person than ever before. 

"What I say is let's abolish our borders in the sense that we are not any longer going to curse our neighbours over them, or deep them out, or try to frighten them as we used to do, but let us live across them as brothers, while maintaining our national characteristics, not only for our own advantage, but for the benefit of all." 

Prince Bernhard in his higher flights of optimism even look to the day, fifty or a hundred hears from now, when the Iron Curtain may be rolled up and put away. He believes that as the old Bolsheviks die off and the young Russians, who have lost the hot crusading fervour of the Marxist Revelation, take over, there will be a return to a more democratic type of socialism and a loosening of discipline that will make it possible to bring those lost lands back into the European sphere. "Allen Dulles laughs at me," he says, "but I think that the Russians will again become friends with us, as they have been before. 

"For this I know, and even Allen dulles agrees, that Communism inside Russia is not the sacred shibboleth it used to be. A lot of Russians frankly admit that they use it in other countries as propaganda in order to bring them into their sphere. But that in Russia itself it is getting a little out of date. That's a lovely thought, but when it will come, or if it comes in time, who shall say.." 

Preceeding extract from: 

Hatch, Alden, 'H. R. H. Prince Bernhard of the Netherlands; an authorized biography'.  
Subject : Bernhard Leopold, consort of Juliana, Queen of the Netherlands, 
Harrap, 1962. 



'Prince Bernhardt's Secret Society' by A.K. Chesterton 

Chapter XXIV of his book 'The New Unhappy Lords' 

Watch out for gratuitous 'anti-socialist' vitriol from this writer...... [ed.] See the rider on the links section of the main Bilderberg page 

If the facts concerning the Royal Institute of International Affairs and the Council on Foreign Relations be accepted, it will be seen that the proper study of political mankind is the study of power elites, without which nothing that happens can be understood. These elites, preferring to work in private, are rarely found posed for photographers, and their influence upon events has therefore to be deduced from what is known of the agencies they employ. There are dozens of such agencies, and financial support received from one or other or all three big American foundations - Rockefeller, Carnegie and Ford - provides an infallible means of recognizing them. One of the most blatant of these agencies, despite its adoption of a secret society technique, is the Bilderberg Group, which seems to have been inspired by an important event. In the year 1908, secret agents of the New York Money Power and their Washington fuglemen had themselves transported in the dead of night to Jekyll Island off the coast of Georgia. As the result of their plotting there was created, four years later, the means whereby the Money Trust was enabled to seize control of the entire American economy through the mechanism of the Federal Reserve Board. In February 1957, a similarly hush-hush conference took place at St. Simons Island in the same region. A "summary" of the proceedings was entered by Senator Wiley, champion of the Left-wing, in the appendix of the Congressional Record. It referred to "the preservation of peace" under the auspices of Nato, which revealed nothing. The composition of the gathering, however, was revealing. Nobody with Right-Wing views was permitted to attend. Wiley was accompanied by Fulbright, both of the U.S. Foreign Affairs Committee. Sulzberger of the New York Times was there. So was the mysterious Gabriel Hauge, said by the Wall Street Journal to be "the expert who tells Ike what to think". So was the only less mysterious George Kennan, former Ambassador to Russia. So were the representatives of the Rockefeller Foundation and the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace. A Supreme Court Judge was reported to have been present, although he did not register. Westbrook Pegler, the courageous American columnist, believes that he was Felix Frankfurter, the patron of Dean Acheson and Alger Hiss among other dubious proteges. There was also Lord Kilmuir, who as Sir David Maxwell Fyfe figured among that of a more improbablelooking Scot than could be imagined. What these agents of Financial Jewry were plotting was nothing to the benefit of the sovereign independence of the nations of the Western World. 

The following people were also present:- 

J.H. Retinger, Polish Charge d'Affaires in Russia, 1941; Joseph E. Johnson, President, Carnegie Endowment for International Peace; Hon. F.D.L. Astor, Editor, The Observer, U.K.; G.W. Ball, Attorney, Cleary, Gottlieb, Friendly and Ball, U.S.; Fritz Berg, Chairman, Federation of German Industries, Germany; M. Nuri Birgi, Secretary-General, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Turkey; Eugene R. Black, President, International Bank for Reconstruction and Development; Robert R. Bowie, Ass. Secretary of State for Policy Planning, U.S.; McGeorge Bundy, Dean Faculty of ARts and Sciences, Harvard University; Hakon Christianson, Chairman, East Asiatic Company, Denmark; Walter Cisler, Presidedent, Atomic Industrial Forum, U.S.; Pierre Commin, Secretary, French Socialist Party; B.D. Cooke, Director, Dominion Insurance Company, U.S.; Arthur H. Dean, Law partner of John Foster Dulles, formerly of Sullivan and Cromwell, U.S.; Jean de la Garde, French Ambassador to Mexico; Thomas E. Dewey, Attorney, former Governor of New York, U.S.; Sir William Eddlitt, Air Chief Marshal, Royal Institute, U.K.; Fritz Erler, Socialist M.P., Germany; John Ferguson, Attorney, Cleary, Gottlieb, Friendly and Ball, U.S.; Lincoln Gordon, Professor, Consultant to Nato's "Three Wise Men"; Sir Colin Gubbins, Industrialist, U.K.; Lawrence R. Hafstead, Technical Adviser, Atomic Energy Commission; Jens Christian Hauge, Socialist M.P., Norway/ Brooks Hays, House Foreign Affairs Committee; Denis Healey, Labour M.P. (now Minister of Defence), U.K.; Arnold D.P. Heeney, Ambassador to U.S.A., Canada; Michael A. Heilperin, Economist, U.S.; Henry J. Heinz, President, H.J. Heinz & Company, U.S.; Leif Hoegh, Banker, Norway; Paul G. Hoffman, Former Director, E.C.A., U.N. Delegate, U.S.; C.D. Jackson, President, Time Inc., Former Special Assistant to the President, U.S.; Wm. H. Jackson, Former Special Assistant to the President U.S.; Per Jacobson, Man. Director, International Monetary Fund, Sweden; Georg Kurt Keisinger, Director of Special Studies, Rockefeller Foundation; Pieter Liefnick, Director, International Monetary Fund, Netherlands; Imbriani Longo, Director-General, Banco Nazionale del lavoro, Italy; Paul Martin, Minister Health and Welfare, Canada; David J. Mcdonald, President United Steelworkers; Geo. C. McGhee, Director, Middle East Institute; Ralph E. McGill Editor, Atlanta Constitution; Alex W. Menne, President, Association of German Chemical Industries, Germany; Rudolf Mueller, Lawyer, Germany; Robert Murphy, Deputy-Under-Secretary of State U.S.; Frank C. Nash, Attorney former Assistant Secretary of Defence, U.S.; Geo. Nebolsine, Attorney, Coudert Bros, U.S.; Paul H. Nitze, Director, Policy Planning, State Department, U.S.; Morehead Patterson, Deputy Commissioner of Disarmament, U.S.; Don K. Price, Vice-President, Russian Institute, Columbia University; David Rockefeller, Chairman of the Board, Chase National Bank; J.H. Van Joijen, Ambassador to U.S., Netherlands; Dean Rusk, President, Rockefeller Foundation; Paul Rykans, Industrialist, Netherlands; J.L.S. Steele, Chairman, British International Chamber of Commerce, U.K.; Terkel M. Terkelson, Editor, Denmark; John M. Vorys, Member, Foreign Affairs Committee/ Fraser B. Wilde, Comm. on Economic Development; Otto von Amerongen Wollf,Partner, Otto Wollf, Germany; W.T. Wren, Chairman Allied Iron Founders, U.D.; Paul van Zeeland, Financier, former Prime Minister of Belgium. 

The Chairman was H.R.H. Prince Bernhard of the Netherlands. Strange, is it not, that the Prince should be the "front" for a powerful left-wing secret society? 

Why were these people present: Who sent them? Who paid their fares? Who sponsored their meeting? What did they discuss? What did they decide? What orders were they given? Was there any common denominator of interest among them? Yes, they were all promoters of internationalism. Were they instructed in the next phase of the advance towards One World? The answer, beyond doubt, is Yes. 

The Sunday Times reported during October 1957 that financiers and businessmen from Britain, the United States, Canada and thirteen other Western nations had begun private talks at Fiuggi, Italy, on the European free trade area and the Common Market projects. There were sixty delegates, Mr. Maudling, the Paymaster-General at the time and the Minister responsible for Britain's intended part in the proposed European free trade area, and Viscount Kilmuir, Lord Chancellor, attended. Lord Kilmuir said it was a point of honour that no immediate disclosure be made of the subjects under discussion. The whole point was that members should be able to discuss problems of interest on both sides of the Atlantic without committing their Governments. All the members were speaking as private individuals. 

There is no difficulty in recognising in this secret gathering the mysterious Bilderberg Group, of which Prince Bernhard is the official sponsor. As the author surmised after the St. Simons Island meeting, the purpose was to speed up the cause of internationalism and it is interesting to have confirmed the fact that these agents of the Money Power were directly concerned with the European free trade area. Am I right in thinking that the work undertaken by the Bilderberg Group was once undertaken by such bodies as Chatham House? It may even be that the remorseless light I shed on Chatham House activities in the pages of the old Truth may have led to its manipulators seeking new facades behind which to work. As Lord Kilmuir maintained that all the Bilderberg Group's members spoke as private individuals would he also have known whether they paid their own expenses when attending these meetings in different parts of the world? If they did not, who did? 

In September 1958 another meeting of the Bilderberg Group took place in Buxton, Derbyshire. With the exception of three very old residents, the Palace Hotel at Buxton was cleared of guests so as to accommodate these cloak and dagger boys, and not only that - the normal hotel staff was temporarily suspended during the invasion so that alien waiters and porters should have the exclusive duty of looking after the conspirators. It would be interesting to know how the foreign servants came to be collected for the job and just what international security tests they were called upon to pass. 

The Mayor of Buxton, whose courteous function it was to welcome conferences to his town, was rudely ignored, as the Queen seems to have been, by Prince Bernhard of the Netherlands, whose presence on British soil one would have though necessitated a courtesy call on Her Majesty. Protocol goes by the board when esoteric international policies are to be discussed. 

The security measures taken were prodigious. They made clear that if we had not the honour of entertaining the arch-conspirators in person, at least we had the doubtful distinction of being visited by their very highest agents. They came not in their official capacities but as private citizens. That fact was repeatedly stressed. Yet, according to rumour, there arrived for their use crates of official documents so secret that the crates had to be locked - together with a British officer as custodian - in a room at the Buxton police station. When asked about the authenticity of this rumour, the Conference's spokesman tried to laugh it off. However, after persistent enquiries the spokesman said: "Well, if General Schuyler (Chief of Staff of S.H.A.P.E.) brought along certain documents, that is his affair." I am not saying that General Schulyer did in fact bring along the papers; the above is merely a report of the witnesses. Whatever the truth of the matter, the entire Buxton assemblage stank of its own furtiveness and concealed aims. 

At least twenty-four of those who attended the Buxton meeting also attended that on St. Simons Island. Among these were John J. McCloy and David Rockefeller (both Chase Manhattan) and Paul Rykans, a Dutch banker and member of the Anglo-Dutch Trade Council and chairman of an "industrial development" organisation called MIDEC. One hundred and twenty European and six U.S. firms were in this organisation in 1960 for the purpose of "developing" the Middle East. One of the U.S. members of MIDEC was Rockefeller Centre Inc. Both David and Nelson Rockefeller have been and may still be members of the Council on Foreign Relations. James S. Rockefeller is or was the president of the First National City Bank of New York. Anybody who likes to get a Directory of Directors and a few dozen copies of the International Monetary Fund weekly will find plenty of evidence to indicate that a good deal of so-called "economic policy", whether in Washington or Indonesia, Australia or Sweden, emanates from a relatively small circle of interested parties. 

The following is a list of the names of conspirators who attended the Buxton meeting. I use the word "conspirators" deliberately. Men pursuing purposes which will bear the light of day do not hold secret meetings in different parts of the world. The whole business could be treated as schoolboy silliness were it not for the fact that there emerged from such gatherings policies hostile to the traditional order of life. To deprive the public of using the Buxton hotel cocktail bar and other amenities so as not to intrude on the privacy of the plotters has about it something of the spirit of 1984 and would be better accepted by the cowed citizens of Moscow than it was by the wholesome burgesses of Buxton. 

J.H. Retinger (Hon. Secretary); Jo. E.Johnson (Hon. Secretary in the U.S.); Herman J. Abs, Germany; Dean Acheson, United States; Giovanni Agnelli, Italy; G.W. Ball, U.S.; Walworth Barbour, U.S.; Wilfred Baumgartner, France; Sir Edward Beddington-Behrens, U.K.; Berthold Beitz, Germany; Fritz Berg, Germany; Muharrem Nuri Birgi, Turkey; P.A. Blaisse, Netherlands; James C. Boden, Germany; Erik Boheman, Sweden; Max Brauer, Germany; Randolph W. Burgess, U.S.; Lewis Camu, Belgium; Guido Carli, Italy; Clifford P. CAse, U.S.; Victor Cavendish-Bentick, U.K.; Sir Ralph Cochrane, U.K.; Erich Dethleffsen, Germany; Fritz Erler, Germany; John Ferguson, U.S.; H.T.N. Gaitskell, U.K.; Walter L. Gordon, Canada; Joseph Grimond, U.K.; Sir Colin Gubbins, U.K.;Walther Hallstein (Chairman, European Common Market Commission); Joseph C. Harsch, U.S.; Gabriel Hauge, U.S.; Denis Healey, U.K.; Michael A. Heilperin, U.S.; H. J. Heinz II, U.S.; Leif Hoegh, Norway; C.D. Jackson, U.S.; Viscount Kilmuir, U.K.; E.N. van Kleffens; Viscount Knollys, U.K.; Ole B. Kraft, Denmark; Thorkil Kristensen, Denmark; Giovanni F. Malagodi, Italy; John J. McCloy, U.S.; Geo. C. McGhee, U.S.; Philip E. Mosley, U.S.; Roger Motz, Belgium; Rudolf Mueller, Germany;Alfred C. Neal, U.S.; Geo. Nebolsine, U.S.; Paul H. Nitze, U.S.; David Ormsby-Gore, U.K.; P.F.S. Otten, Netherlands; P.N. Pipinelis, Greece, Alberto Pirelli, Italy; Pietro Quaroni, Italy; Sir Alfred Roberts, U.K.; David Rockefeller, U.S.; Michael Ross, U.S.; Jacques Rueff; Paul Rykans, Netherlands; Carlo Schmid, Germany; C.V.R. Schuyler; J.L.S. Steele, U.K.; Terkel M. Terkelson, Denmark; Henry Tiarks, U.K.; Every A. Vermeer, Netherlands; Marc Wallenberg, Sweden; Otto Von Amerongen, Germany; Paul van Zeeland, Belgium; J.D. Zellerbach, U.S. 

In 1961 an article in the Toronto Star Read as follows: "The Tenth Bilderberg Conference attended by seventy delegates from Europe and North America wound up yesterday after three days of discussion of common problems. Participants, whose names were not disclosed, included leaders of the political, industrial, labour and professional fields of both continents, an official statement said. Chairman of the meeting was Prince Bernhard of the Netherlands, who left Quebec yesterday for home after making private visits to cities in Mexico, the U.S. and Canada. The statement said although the conference "followed the original Bilderberg concept of not attempting to reach conclusions or to recommend policies, there was substantial agreement on the need to promote better understanding and more effective co-ordination among the Western nations. Points of particular concern included the role of the North Atlantic Treaty Organisation in world policy, the strengthening of both the nuclear and non-nuclear deterrent power of the alliance and the responsibility for control of atomic weapons inside Nato", the statement said. 'The implications for Western unity of the change in the relative economic strength of the U.S. and Western Europe also were discussed at some length.'" 

To the unsuspecting all this may seem innocuous, perhaps even fatuous. For instance, there might not appear to be much danger in a body that does not attempt to reach conclusions or to recommend policies. However, there are other factors to be taken into account. Quite a lot of money is needed to fly seventy delegates from all over the world to an annual conference. Who finds that money and why? And who delegates the delegates? The author finds it hard to believe that the expense is incurred merely for the pleasure of staging discussion not aimed at any conclusion. Let there be no doubt about this business. When people like Frankfurter, Dean Acheson and Cyrus Eaton foregather it is not for the purpose of amiable chats and mutual backscratching. If the Bilderberg conferences reach no conclusions and recommend no policies, it is because the conclusions have already been reached and the policies determined, so that the delegates assemble to be told what the form is. They do not need to be given their orders. Once the form is declared they know well enough hat is expected of them, while for our part it be affirmed with assurance that the Bilderberg "power-elite" would not discuss the nuclear power deterrence of the North Atlantic Treaty Alliance in any sense favourable to countries such as Great Britain retaining nuclear weapons under their own sovereign control. 

Sir Edward Beddington-Behrens stated in The Times about June 1960, when writing an obituary of Joseph Retinger, that he, Retinger, "founded the Bilderberg Group, whose meetings under the chairmanship of Prince Bernhard of the Netherlands brought together the leading political and industrial personalities from the U.S. and Europe, to discuss ways of removing any source of conflict between the U.S. and her allies. The meetings, held with out any kind of publicity in England, Holland, Turkey, Switzerland, or the United States, brought together leading statesmen who could discuss their problems in privacy and exchange points of view with men of equal eminence in other countries. It was Joseph Retinger who brought them together and knew them all personally." 

The author finds it hard to believe that Retinger was anything other than an agent or promoter. Financiers rather than industrialists would be a more accurate description of Groups's inspirators. And no ordinary financiers. The men who find the funds are the international policy makers who seek to shape the world to their own particular specification. International financiers do not take orders for men like Joseph Retinger. 

Retinger, I repeat, was an agent. The world is not run by stray idealists,m although agents, of course, may be actuated by genuine idealism. That does not make their projects necessarily wholesome. I affirm that the influences behind the European movement which made use of Retinger's idealism are, from a national and Christian point of view, thoroughly unwholesome and indeed evil, in that what they seek is a monopoly of political and financial power. Evil, too, is the method. Nations are represented - at any rate according to a polite fiction - by their Governments. Who selects the "leading political and industrial personalities" who go cavorting around the globe to attend secret discussions upon world affairs: Is the Bilderberg Group a flying circus nominated by the Royal Institute of International Affairs and its dominating partner in America, the Council on Foreign Relations? Some kind of nexus seems certain. Both Chatham House and the Council fit the description of what has been called the Power Elite - "a group of men similar in interest and outlook, shaping events from invulnerable positions behind the scenes."And what is the Bilderberg Group if not precisely that? 

We may be certain that the Group was not organised by Joseph Retinger as the principal. Who would the principal have been? Baruch? Frankfurter? The Kuhn, Loeb gang? And why the cloak and dagger stuff? Is the Bilderberg Group an apparatus of Grand Orient Masonry? Whatever the answer to that question the atmosphere of plotting in the dark which pervades it has a dank and very nasty smell. Sir Edward Beddington-Behrens would perform a service to the Western Nations if he would describe in more detail the work and background of Retinger, who was a very mysterious person indeed. 

There are other points worth noting. It was possible for Dean Acheson, former U.S. Secretary of State, to slip in and out of Britain for the Buxton Conference without exciting any British newspaper comment. The Bilderberg Group had affirmed its desire to strengthen the Nato alliance, which was brought into being to contain Communism. Yet when two American juries found Alger Hiss guilty of perjury in denying that he was a Communist agent, Dean Acheson publicly reaffirmed his friendship with the traitor. Another Bilderberg enthusiast was Cyrus Eaton, the American millionaire who allowed his Pugwash home to be used for Bilderberg sponsored conferences. Yet Cyrus Eaton was notorious for his pro-Communist sympathies. 

If it were possible to bring members of the Bilderberg Group before a Commission of Enquiry they would have theses and many other matters to explain. They would also these and many other matters to explain. They would also have to give a more satisfactory answer than any yet offered about the need for a secret society technique so offered about the need for a secret society technique so offered about the need for a secret society technique so stringent that not even the honest British waiters and waitresses at a Buxton hotel could be allowed within earshot of the conspirators. Until Prince Bernhard and his colleagues explain themselves, which is an improbable event, I propose to designate them as the chosen lackeys of the New York Money Power charged with the task of plotting to bring into being a One World tyranny. 

My friend and colleague Austen Brooks drew the attention of readers of Candour to another exceedingly curious extra-governmental body working along lines which would suggest its affiliation with the Bilderberg group. Early in 1962 a dozen "leading churchmen" ) of whom, needless to say, one was Canon John Collins) published an "appeal to the British Government and people" urging that Britain should be prepared to renounce her independent nuclear deterrent. Commenting on this, the Observer wrote: "Behind the statement lies a strange and little-known relationship between Church leaders and some of Britain's best-known military pundits. The connection started back in 1955, when Richard Goold-Adams, foreign affairs commentator, Denis Healey, the Labour politician, Professor Blackett and Rear-Admiral Sir Anthony Buzzard, former head of Naval Intelligence and an active Churchman, were worried about the lack of serious thinking about strategy in Britain and, in particular, the undue reliance on the strategic H-bomb."(Note the nuclear surrender hand in the "strategic" glove.) This quartet, according to the Observer, "raised the problem" with the then Bishop of Chichester, the late Dr. Bell, who in turn "interested" the chairman and secretary of the Churches' Commission on International Affairs, Sir Kenneth Grubb and the Rev. Alan Booth, and in January, 1957, a conference - described by the Observer as "a strange assembly, eighty-strong, hard-headed military men, journalists and politicians surrounded by clerical cloth" - was held at the Bedford Hotel in Brighton. A continuation committee was set up and the Brighton Conference Association came into being to work against "the undue reliance on the strategic Hbomb". 

It was at this point of the story that the Observer opened the bag and let the cat out. "After a year or so,"it wrote, "the money they had collected was beginning to run out. But just at that moment, Denis Healey managed to interest the Ford Foundation in this enterprise. He asked for only 10,000 dollars. They offered ten times as much, and with this the Brighton Conference Association wound itself up and the Institute for Strategic Studies came into existence." 

The persuasive Mr. Healey, who "managed to interest" the Ford Foundation in the "enterprise" which was working to get rid of Britain's Nuclear deterrent, was then the Labour Party's shadow Minister of Defence. He was also a leading member of the Fabian Society, a member of the Bilderberg group and, almost certainly, a member of the Royal Institute of International Affairs. Small wonder that the policy of the Institute for Strategic Studies, which the American Ford Foundation had brought into being, was soon adopted as the official policy of the Labour Party. In October, 1964, the Fabian Bilderberger Denis Healey became Minister of Defence, an appointment which was the signal for the almost immediate abandonment of a number of British military aircraft projects. Then, early in April, 1965, came what was for all practical purposes the renunciation of the British independent nuclear deterrent - the abandonment of the magnificent British aircraft TSR2. The announcement of this abandonment was made, curiously, not by Mr. Healey but by his colleague Mr. James Callaghan, the Chancellor of the Exchequer, in his Budget speech. What Mr. Callaghan did not announce was that only a couple of months earlier the Ford Foundation had made a further grant to Mr. Healey's Institute for 100,000 dollars look parsimonious. This was a grant of 550,000 dollars over six years. 

After the announcement that TSR2 was to be scrapped, the B.B.C. brought before the television cameras a strategic "expert" to reassure viewers that the decision was "quite right". The "expert" was Mr. Alistair Buchan, Director of the Institute for Strategic Studies. Strangely enough, the B.B.C. omitted to tell viewers of the part played by Mr. Healey and the Ford Foundation in providing Mr. Buchan with the job which "qualified" him to pronounce a benediction on the policy of Mr. Healey. If the Socialist Government wishes to economise, why does it not shut down the Ministry of Defence and transfer its powers outright to the headquarters of the Ford Foundation? That would seem to accord with the facts! 

One final fact about the Bilderberg group. At its 1965 meeting it had a new recruit. His Royal Highness Prince Philip. In the present year of grace (1967), Prince Philip attended another secret Bilderberg meeting at St. John's College, Cambridge. 

From 'The New Unhappy Lords' by AK Chesterton 



Links 

These links dead now: search under "X1-B U-boat", "sub sea recovery", "trident research and recovery inc", and ex-US navy diver "Ed Michaud" who lives in Framingham Mass. USA  old site copied below  Nazi industrialists escape to the USA in a giant U-Boat before Hitler's fall. Prince Bernhard, Bilderberg supremo, appears to be loitering on the coast! http://mallofmaine.com/ca35/ 

1945 - U.S. elites help Gestapo boss escape trial by faking his death. As the liberating allied forces closed on Berlin, notorious head of the Gestapo Martin Boormann was smuggled out and under the Atlantic bringing essential components for Hiroshima and Nagasaki atom bombs.  Latest research. http://u234.com/hydrick/noname.html 



Sub Sea Recovery Inc. & Trident Research Recovery, Inc. 

A Preliminary Brief On The Search For Historical Truth 

1998 Trident Research & Recovery Inc. - Sub Sea Recovery Inc. 

CHRONOLOGY 

I. I N T R O D U C T I O N 

"OPERATION CA-35"is a joint project of discovery conducted by Trident Research & Recovery, Inc. of Framingham, Massachusetts and Sub- Sea Recovery, Inc. of Portland, Maine. It is much more than just a marine salvage operation. Indeed, it is an attempt to discover the facts surrounding the sinking of a legendary German U-Boat off the coast of Cape Cod, Massachusetts in August of 1944, and to uncover the reasons for its secrecy for over fifty-four years. 

The name assigned to this project is derived from the wartime German Naval marine quadrant location of the U-Boat wreckage initially located in 1993. The term 'CA' refers directly to the German navigational box coordinate designated for the area immediately off the eastern shore of Cape Cod, Massachusetts, with the numbers '35' referring to the location within that designated box. 

The process of discovery is a very time consuming matter. The reader must keep in mind that this brief is preliminary and therefore, incomplete. As information is received and assessed by Trident and Sub Sea it will be duly posted within updated and revised versions of this briefing. 

II. H I S T O R I C A L O V E R V I E W 

The availability of recently declassified military, political and intelligence documents are slowly assisting the professional researcher in filling in the gaps of World War Two history. Instead of seeing what appears to be a convoluted series of events we are now starting to understand just how the geopolitical strategies of the various governments involved in the conflict actually dictated the outcome of the battlefield scenario. 

With this in mind, we will relate here a general status of World War Two as it stood during the summer and fall of 1944, and then lay in the minute details that actually affected the important events unfolding during this time frame. 

During the summer of 1944 the United States and her Allies, namely Great Britain and the Soviet Union, had commenced the final push to victory over Germany's Third Reich in Europe. The now famous "D-Day" landings on the French Normandy coast were successfully accomplished on 6 June and the German battle lines gradually gave way under the Allied onslaught. The German High Command knew well that it was the beginning of a long retreat and would ultimately end in a total defeat. 

In fact, a little over a year earlier in the month of February, 1943 the German military and civilian populace witnessed the disastrous events unfolding on the Russian Front. With the loss of the city of Stalingrad to the Soviet forces those individuals inside Germany with any insight at all could see very well what the inevitable outcome would be. As a result of these German military losses the several Nazi-Opposition groups, already in place within Germany since 1939, now began to increase their activity. These particular individuals and organizations firmly believed that Hitler's plans of domination were a direct threat to their country's best interests. The groups incorporated many of the German social and political elite who had actually assisted Hitler's Fascist machine in the first place, most notably Germany's "Technocrats" of political leaders, industrialists, bankers and highly placed military officers. By February of 1943 these opportunists became increasingly disillusioned with the Hitlerite agendas and commenced making their own arrangements for their post-war futures, both as individuals and as corporate entities. 

Highly placed military leaders such as Admiral Wilhelm Canaris, Chief of Germany's leading intelligence agency the 'Abwehr', and Field Marshals' Walter von Kluge and Erwin Rommel, as well as several high-ranking staff officers within the Kriegsmarine and Wehrmacht, actively conspired in the failed attempt to assassinate Adolph Hitler on the 20th. of July, 1944. 

While the German military was attempting to eliminate the problem at its source, (Adolph Hitler), the conservative civilian opposition groups were attempting to alter the inevitable outcome of the war by initiating contacts with the "Western Allies", Great Britain and the United States. These various contacts were an effort to end the war for Germany under favorable terms for an armistice. The Nazi Opposition groups were literally fighting the clock, as every day that passed without an end to the war meant the further loss of German life and the wholesale destruction of property and post-war industrial capability. In fact, these specific concerns of a post-war German industrial survival were the prime motives of the Nazi- Opposition. 

The Western Intelligence agencies and military commands were well aware of just what was going on inside Germany at this time and actually conducted numerous secret meetings with the German military and civilian leaders in an effort to end the war. However, the Western Allies possessed a vastly different agenda. Upon review of the available declassified political documents it appears that the American parties negotiating certain details with the German representatives had several separate agendas - all of which seem geared more at personal gain rather than the American public's best interest. 

The President of the United States, Franklin Delano Roosevelt, had publicly stated as early as 1943 that no terms except "Unconditional Surrender" would be accepted from Germany by the three Allied powers; the United States, Great Britain and the Soviet Union. Roosevelt was to maintain this stand throughout the war. However, many of the hard-line political capitalists within the United States Department of State, the Office of Strategic Services and the military intelligence services had a vastly different idea of just how to end the war - all of which were to run contrary to the Presidential administration's policy decisions. 

Operationally, the German U-Boat force still managed to keep its U-Boat fleet somewhat active during the summer and fall of 1944. The official records indicate that most of the available U-Boats were operationally concentrated within the North Sea and around the British Isles in its continuing attempt to strangle the Allied supply lines. Occasionally an independent U-Boat patrol would be deployed into the North Atlantic to sink ships, report on weather or both. There were two "Special Missions" deployed against the American coast in 1944, only one of which was to succeed off the Maine coast near the end of the year. In that particular case, the U-1230 successfully landed two agents at Winter Harbor. The success was minimal however, since both men were eventually picked up by the Federal Bureau of Investigation. 

During the first week of July, 1944 an incident involving a U-Boat and the U.S. Naval Airship "K-14" occurred off Bar Harbor, Maine. As is made so painfully clear in the official Inquiry records, the U-Boat in question brought down the "K-14" with 20mm Anti-Aircraft fire resulting in the loss of six Airship crewmen out of a total compliment of ten men. The Inquiry and related intelligence reports also show that the "K-14" was somewhat successful in at least severely damaging the enemy vessel. Unfortunately, this incident was also kept secret for over 54 years. 

Another situation occurred on 20 August of this year. The U-1229 was intercepted on the surface off the eastern edge of the Grand Banks by an American "Hunter-Killer" Naval Task Force as it was proceeding to the American coast on a 'spy-insertion' operation. The U-1229 went down with about one-third of her crew, but 41 survivors of this sinking wererescued as prisoners of war by the American destroyers on the scene. 

What was not known by most military men at this time, however, was the fact that the Type XI U-Boat was also proceeding to the American coast - at that time located only 20 nautical miles distant from the U-1229 at the time of the latter's demise. 

III. T H E "B L A C K K N I G H T" 

According to the official design drafts laid out for the German Type XI-B U-Cruiser in 1939, the specifications for this vessel were as follows: 

Length Overall: . . . . . . 115 meters (377 ft.) 

Breadth: . . . . . . . . 9.5 meters (31.3 ft.) 

Depth: . . . . . . . . . 6.2 meters (20.3 ft.) 

Extreme Displacement: . . . 3,630 tons. 

Deadweight: . . . . . . . 6,800 tons + 

Propulsion Machinery: . 2-shaft diesel/electric motors, (eight 12cyl. diesel engines in two separate engine rooms), plus two high-grade electric motors in third compartment. 

Armament: . . . . . 4 torpedo tubes in the bow 

2 torpedo tubes in the stern 

6 torpedoes in ready-fire with 

6 spare torpedoes carried below internal storage plates. 

Above-Deck 

Armament: . . . . . 4 127mm Guns in two twin armored turrets. 

2 37mm AA mounted on deck amidships. 

2 20mm AA mounted in after Wintergarten. 

Ammunition Carried: . . 940 rounds total of 127mm. 

4,000 rounds total of 37mm. 

2,000 rounds total of 20mm. 

(all carried in 3 separate magazines) 

Crew: . . . . . . . . 110 men, with capability to carry an additional compliment of two company's' of "Special Coastal Troops", ('Brandenburgers') 

Cargo Capacity: . . . . 600 cubic tons above provisions. 

Accessories: . . . . . 1 One-Man "Arado/Argus 231" reconnaissance seaplane stowed in forward vertical storage tube. 

As detailed within the Kriegsmarine "K" Design Office, there were to be a total of four of these monstrous vessels laid down, with the possibility of constructing an additional four vessels should time and resources permit. However, it is known that only four keels were laid and that one was actually launched, the others eventually being scrapped prior to the end of the war before completion. The U-Boat Command intentions were to assign the numbers U-112 through U-115 to the first four vessels of the class. However, Kriegsmarine commissioning records reflect no such assignment of numbers and for all practical purposes the Type XI was never officially commissioned. 

Very little is known about the Type XI-B U-Boat. All official histories state that the vessel type was never built and numerous publications indicate that the Type XI-B submarine design went only as far as a preliminary 'keel laying' at the building yards of Deschimag -A.G. Weser in Bremen, Germany. However, there is a subtle hint that at least one vessel of this type was indeed launched from the Deschimag yards. Contained within the records of the Military archive at Freiburgim-Breisgau, Germany is a brief mention of the "actual" yard trials in the Weser River of the Type XI U- Cruiser having attained a surface speed of 26 knots. This is supported to some degree by Eberhard Roessler's impressive publication "The U-Boat", in which this trial record is partly quoted. The details contained in the records of the Military archive in Germany make it very clear that the above speed trials were not obtained from 'tank' tests of models. Therefore, there certainly is some proof of the actual existence of a working and operational model of the legendary Type XI. 

Amplified reports obtained from interviewed veterans of both the Allied and Axis intelligence services indicate very strongly that at some point during its existence, most probably in early 1944, the Type XI was berthed at the supposedly neutral ports of Vigo, Spain and Lisbon, Portugal on the Iberian Peninsula. These same sources have stated that the unofficial reference to the Type XI was "Die Schwarz Ritter", ("The Black Knight"). There is no official documentation of this but, considering the sources we must at least consider the high probability of these facts. It is certainly already well established that most of the clandestine activity directed by the Germans toward the Americas originated from the Iberian Peninsula, primarily through a German Industrial-Intelligence organization referred to as "Sofindus". 

Of primary importance in connection with this area of course are the German series of Special Operations known as "JOLLE", (translated as "Happy Boat") and "AKTION FEUERLAND", (meaning "Action Land-of-Fire", referring to the southern geographical area of Argentina). These two operations were intended to pave the way for German post-war survival. Noted Nazi leaders and war criminals were in the process of laying the financial foundation for a "Fourth Reich" within the borders of such countries as Chile, Paraguay, Uruguay and, most importantly for reasons of easy access, Argentina. 

IV. C O N T R O L L E D P A N I C 

As previously outlined within the 'Overview', the German Opposition groups were becoming increasingly bolder in their attempts at contacting the Western Allies through the various intelligence agencies. Those Opposition Group members associated with German Industrial concerns were the boldest, and possessed all the right connections to persuenegotiations for an acceptable armistice. The sole motive for the German Industrialists was obvious. They wished to maintain their corporate identity AND their financial assets for the post-war period. There were also many American Industrial concerns who wished to see this as well since a large percentage of ownership in these German companies were held by large American corporations - a blatant violation of the 'Trading With The Enemy Act'. 

The accessed research documents show that by June of 1944 there were no less than eight separate meetings between German Industrialists and agents of the Office of Strategic Services. The most active American in these efforts was Allen W. Dulles, the OSS Chief of Station head quartered in the neutral city of Berne, Switzerland. 

The professional background of Allen Dulles and his brother, John Foster Dulles, are most interesting. It seems that both men were heavily involved in pre-war dealings between American and German Corporations through their law firm of 'Sullivan & Cromwell' in New York City. It was these same pre-war German connections with which Allen Dulles wasnegotiating throughout the winter of 1943 and the summer/fall of 1944. All official documentation points to the fact that the Dulles brothers were not operating in the best interests of United States foreign policy, but were actually motivated through personal reasons to help in creating an acceptable form of armistice which would benefit most the German Industrialists directly. This also involved the safe guarding of certain German securities, which both John Foster and Allen Dulles actively assisted with - regardless of its direct violation of accepted U.S. Treasury and Presidential administration policy. In short the Dulles brothers, along with a handful of U.S. diplomats and intelligence operatives, helped Nazis and Anti-Nazis alike to hide negotiable securities from Allied confiscators and at the same time assisted in negotiating an end to the war along lines which were contrary to the "Unconditional Surrender" guidelines as set forth jointly by the three major Allies. 

While all of these manipulations were going on within the Allied camp, Germany was desperately trying to protect what she had left of her industrial and monetary systems. Every day that passed without a negotiated armistice meant the further loss of property and post-war capability. It is well documented that major German corporations began making plans for the safeguarding of its resources in supposedly "neutral" countries while continuing to pursue diplomatic agendas. 

Of particular note are the individual operations of German corporations. Firms such as I.G.Farben and Krupp Industries were known to have liquidated their stock holdings into either gold coin or bars by June of 1944 in anticipation of secreting these hard assets into the neutral countries of Switzerland, Lichenstein, Portugal and, most importantly - Argentina. Indeed, the Krupp concerns alone possessed vast estate holdings in Argentina and post-war records confirm that many millions worth of negotiable securities did make it to these estates via U-Boat transport for eventual deposit in the German controlled banks of Banco Aleman Transatlantico and Banco Tornquist. 

What helped to speed up both the safe guarding of Germancorporate assets and attempts at armistice negotiations were thedecisions of the Breton Woods International Monetary Conference held at Breton Woods, New Hampshire between 1 - 20 July, 1944. Most of the Allied Nations represented at this conference voted for the dissolution of the Bank for International Settlements in Switzerland, a major money-launderer for the Nazis. With the loss of this particular bank the German corporations would find it much more difficult to move their ill-gotten profits out of Germany. On 9 July the Breton Woods Conference passed what is referred to as 'Resolution No. 6', which called for the dissolution of the Bank for International Settlements and the monitoring of the German movement of corporate wealth into neutral countries. Combined with a desperate need to negotiate an armistice this created a "Controlled Panic" situation within the German Industrial community. 

When one studies the known movements of wealth and the options then open to both the German Anti-Nazi diplomats and Industrialists, it becomes obvious that drastic measures are indeed being planned. In September of 1944 a much delayed Finnish Intelligence report surfaced referring to a "Hitler Escape Boat" being made available at the port of Danzig, Poland as of early July. When one studies the details mentioned in this report there is only one conclusion: the alleged "Hitler Escape Boat" is none other than the Type XI-B U-Cruiser... the same vessel which was never officially commissioned into the Kriegsmarine. The very same vessel which is not supposed to even exist! 

The long trail of records show that this vessel departed the port of Danzig, (Gdynia), on the afternoon of 20 July, 1944 - the same day as the assassination attempt on Adolph Hitler by the Nazi-Opposition. Records also indicate very strongly that the German Industrialists were behind the deployment of the Type XI-B U-Boat. One can only assume that the excuse for this vessel's existence in acting as a "Hitler Escape Boat" was only an accepted cover story for the benefit of the Nazi-Opposition, as quite obviously Hitler himself was not embarked on board the vessel at the time of its departure. 

A "Controlled Panic" caused the Industrial Opposition to deploy this vessel as quickly as possible for a two-fold mission: to negotiate an acceptable armistice directly with U.S. representatives and to export to Argentina at least a portion of the German corporate securities. Thirty-Seven days later the Type XI-B U-Cruiser arrived off the Massachusetts coast - committed to her clandestine mission. 

V. C O D E N A M E: "O B S C U R E C I N C H" 

The date of 25 August, 1944 appeared to begin as any normal day along the Eastern Sea Frontier. But, the U.S. Office of Naval Intelligence had been continuously briefed over the past few days by the British Admiralty "ULTRA" of an "Unknown" U-Boat heading their way. On 15 August Admiralty informed U.S. Navy "COMINCH", (meaning Commander-In-Chief), that a U-Boat they had designated as "LT" was heading across the Atlantic and that they suspected it was on a "SPECIAL MISSION" since it was observing radio silence and not reporting its daily position, as was the normal routine among U-Boat Commanders of the time. 

On the 17th. of August British Admiralty appears to be reasonably sure that the mystery vessel was bound to the American coast, but inquire further from U.S. "COMINCH" for any additional information that may help in their assessments. Simultaneously to this tracking the U.S. Navy was following the movements of the U-1229, designated as the "RJ", (Red Jig), which appeared to be running a parallel course to the mystery U-Boat. 

By the 18th. British Admiralty admitted to U.S. "COMINCH" that the heading of "LT", (Love Tare), "REMAINS OPEN", suggesting that all are totally confused as to the subject vessel's actual destination and purpose. 

Then on 20 August the U-1229 was successfully sunk by U.S. Naval forces just east of the Grand Banks, as stated within the "ULTRA" radio- intercept transmission, as follows: 

"TWO OFFICERS AND ONE PROPAGANDIST AMONG 41 P/S FROM LOVE EASY x C.O. LOST x YOUR 1279 PARA 4 x LOVE TARE HEADING BAFFLING BUT BEST GUESS IS HE IS APPROACHING ST JOHNS AREA x THIS CONSISTENT WITH AMERICA II..." 

Again, on the 21st. U.S. "COMINCH" requested further information from the British Admiralty concerning the unknown U-Boat in question by stating: 

"WOULD APPRECIATE YOUR FURTHER VIEWS AND WHEN CONVENIENT COMMENT ON QUERIES MY 386 AND 387 x". 

After comparing all of the pertinent documents to the numerous other operational intelligence material is becomes obvious that the "ULTRA" staff are completely unaware of the actual mission of the Type XI-B U-Cruiser, whereas certain other intelligence operatives are totally aware of the facts. This is a typical example of "need to know" restrictions between intelligence departments. 

By the early evening of the 25th. it becomes obvious that the Type XI was successful in evading the U.S. Naval Task Forces east of the Grand Banks, as she surfaces at approximately 1600 hours just south of the Great Round Shoal Channel seven miles east of Great Point, Nantucket. Due to a submarine sighting by a commercial Pan-Am Plane at this time, the Naval Airship Squadron 'ZP-11' based at South Weymouth, Massachusetts orders the Naval Airship "K-25" to divert from its escort patrol 60 miles to the northeast and to investigate the reported sighting. Local vessels of the Northern Ship Lane Patrol are also ordered to the scene, which included two Coast Guard 83-footers and two 110 foot Sub-Chasers. 

At this same time O.N.I. Telegrapher Preston Howley was monitoring the U-Boat's wireless transmission from the Office of Naval Intelligence Radio Intercept Station located at Chatham, Cape Cod, only fourteen miles to the northwest of the U-Boat's position. According to Howley, the transmission was originating from an "S-5" position, (Navalparlance meaning from a very close location), and was being sent out on a 'diplomatic B- Bar' signal. This meant that this particular German U-Boat was sending diplomatic messages in a "High Priority" status. Given what we now know about this vessel's mission parameters, this diplomatic message tends to run parallel with the established facts. Howley described the message as being sent in three parts lasting just a few minutes each and separated by approximately two or three minutes. The total message lasted perhaps twenty minutes, enough to fill three legal-size teletype pages of coding data. 

O.N.I. Telegrapher Howley duly re-transmitted this message over his teletype to the U.S. Naval Cryptographic Center in Washington, D.C. Within half an hour the message bounced back to his station from Washington with the statement that they wished him to verify the coding and destination address, which he did. Howley verified the coding and address which, looking back on it fifty-four years later, he firmly believes was destined for the White House Map Room. The White House Map Room was not just the President's War Room during World War Two. It was also an intelligence center for combined services - managed by the Department of State itself. The implications of Howley's experiences and later assessments are obvious. 

The following operations, which lasted over two days, are code named "OBSCURE CINCH" and "LADY BULL". According to the 'Official' record these "Special Searches" resulted in no activity and no confirmation of any subsequent action at the scene. The fact that these operations occurred at exactly the same location as the present location of the wreckage of the Type XI-B discovered in 1993, however, is extremely indicative. Veteran interviews have revealed that the subject U-Boat was actually sunk by the Naval Airship "K-25", with the small surface vessels conducting a 48 hour surface search for survivors and debris. The official records certainly tend to support the follow-up search for debris, often termed as a "Yankee Search". 

Unfortunately, only a further declassification of existing"Operational" documents would provide additional insight into exactlywhat happened and how it happened. 

VI. I N S E A R C H O F A G H O S T 

The first hint of the existence of a U-Boat wreck off Cape Cod occurred in 1988, when now Trident President Edward Michaud heard for the first time the accepted stories of its demise off the Cape from a local tug-boat skipper named Warren LeGyte. Michaud had been running a sixty-one foot crew-boat out of Boston for the then ongoing MWRA OutfallProject. Every night Michaud and his fellow crewmen would bunk in Warrens 100 foot tug "Georgina A", then tied up at one of the East Boston docks. Since hearing of the legendary U-Boat, Ed would query Warren of what he knew of the vessel and its location. In due time the MWRA contracts would end and Michaud would eventually locate the various veterans who were involved in the original 1944 incident. 

By June of 1993 Michaud had joined up with several dedicated professionals in an attempt to re-locate the legendary Cape Cod U-Boat and on the 5th. of that month the first hazy side scan sonar images of the wreckage were obtained. Equipment and financing, however, were slow in coming and it was 9 December of 1993 before any detailed sonar images of the wreck could be obtained. 

Upon the initial discovery in June it was assumed by all involved in the project that the U-Boat located off Cape Cod was a standard German Type IX-C/40 submarine on a routine war patrol at the time of its loss. However, when the detailed sonar images were obtained in December it was immediately apparent that what had been found was indeed much larger in both length and bulk. After weeks of study and comparisons with knownGerman building plans it became obvious that what had been found was actually a submarine that, according to all known histories, was not supposed to exist! Michaud and his team had found a German Type XI-B U-Cruiser - in and of itself a major discovery. 

By November of 1994 the first detailed sonar imagery of the Type XI armored gun-mounts were obtained utilizing E.G.&G sonar equipment. This left little doubt as to the vessel's structural confirmation. The following month of December brought with it a dive to the confirmed wreck site by Michaud and fellow diver Mike Turner. Although underwatervisibility was at an all time low of one foot, a total of fifteen small artifacts were recovered from around the wreck's pressure-hull. It was noticed that the wreck overall was heavily encased in huge drifts of sand ledges, as is to be expected in the area. As an example, just several miles to the west the 325 foot long wreckage of the steam-freighter "Dixie Sword" is almost completely covered in the same pattern of sand disposition. 

In March of 1995 Michaud and his group incorporated as Trident Research & Recovery, Inc. and by June the new company had filed for, and received, exclusive rights of salvage for the German Type XI-B U-Boat in the First Federal District Court in Boston. Under this Admiralty claim, Civil Action No. 95-11374RCL, Trident continued its survey of the site. 

Of special interest to the company was the exact disposition of the wreckage and how this information correlated with the known research facts. 

An Archaeologist was added to the survey team to insure proper methodology in the project. Additional Archivists and Researchers were consulted and the process of discovery continued both in the Archival repositories and on the site of the wreck itself. 

TODAY 

As of August, 1997 Trident Research & Recovery, Inc. and Sub-Sea Recovery, Inc. of Portland, Maine combined their resources in order to bring the latter's experience, expertise and high technology ability to bear on the Project. Trident and Sub-Sea had been working jointly on other interesting research projects in the recent past, so it seemed only natural to combine the resources of both companies on the "Operation CA-35" Project. 

The new Joint Venture will concentrate on obtaining video-tape footage of the Type XI-B wreck site and is presently planning on follow-up recovery operations. All vessel artifacts so recovered are slated for preservation and ultimate public display at the U.S.S. Salem Museum located in Quincy, Massachusetts. Needless to say, this should make for a rather impressive and informative stage for further public dissemination. 

It should be noted that Trident has attempted on many occasions to open a dialogue with the respective offices of the U.S. Department of State, the Federal Republic of Germany and the U.S. Department of the Navy. All such requests for open discussion have gone ignored. It is hoped that in the near future this situation can be resolved. However, given the political revelations as described above, its really not very surprising that Government offices refuse to discuss this Project and its related investigations. 

Several Senators and Congressmen have been notified by Trident in an attempt to both open such dialogues and assist in further investigations into the original 1944 incident. We at Trident and Sub-Sea believe that there will probably be more developments in this area as the Project moves forward. 

As an additional note, if all of those very fine authors listed in Section "C" of the following Source Citations had been aware of the existence and deployment of the German Type XI-B there is no doubt that they too would have put the pieces together! Apparently, the missing link was the Type XI. 

VIII. R E C E N T R E S E A R C H 

There has been some very interesting revelations in the Project's follow-up of research data. Due to the efforts of contributing researcher Mr. Eric Brothers U.S. State Department Protocol documents are now available to confirm one of this investigation's long-standing curiosities - the visit of members of the Dutch Royal Family to Chatham, 

Cape Cod during the very same time-frame in which the German Type XI-B U-Boat was known to have been operational off Cape Cod. 

These documents consist of a series of notifications between the representatives of the Dutch Royal Family in exile and the Protocol Section of the Department of State. On the surface they do indeed appear to be routine in nature. It is only when viewed with the other known occurrences off Cape Cod at this time that these Protocol records seem to indicate more than just routine procedure. 

For example: One of the most obvious details that stand out is the sudden departure from Chatham of Princess Juliana and her royal attendants on the morning of the 26th. of August, 1944, only hours after the known destruction of the Type XI fourteen miles to the southeast. This, combined with a published news report in the local Cape Cod Times for that date, quote the Princess as opening a short public statement upon her departure, stating: "I will not talk about anything political and cannot take questions". She goes on to say how the Royal Family enjoyed their stay at the Chatham Bars Inn, etc. 

Within five minutes the impromptu interview is over and the Royal Family departs by car for Boston enroute to Canada. The fact that these State Department Protocol documents were only declassified at the time Mr. Brothers requested to view them in July of 1997 is possibly indicative - fifty four years after the fact. 

To add to this new information Trident had conducted background research into the Dutch Royal Family due to its suspicions and has confirmed the following: 

1) The Royal Consort, Prince Bernhardt, Husband of Juliana since 1937, was previous to their marriage an active card-carrying member of Hitler's black-shirted SS. 

2) Prince Consort Bernhardt was employed prior to, during, and after the war by I.G.Farben's Industrial Espionage Unit "NW-7" which, needless to say, placed him under great suspicions by both the British and American intelligence communities. The mere fact of his employment as an "industrial spy" for Farben places him squarely within the sphere of the German Industrial "community", links for which have already been established with the Type XI-B U-Boat. 

There are many more details regarding the Dutch Royal Family, Prince Bernhardt, Princess Juliana and the German Industrialists which have not been included in this specific brief due to space considerations. However, the basic facts as listed above give very strong indications regarding the Dutch Royal visit to Cape Cod at this specific time in July and August of 1944. Suffice it to say that there is the very strong possibility that Prince Consort Bernhardt, through his wife Princess Juliana, may very well have been acting as a sort of liaison or facilitator in connections for Armistice Negotiations between German Industrialists and certain members of the American Department of State and Intelligence Community. The final proof for this is as yet not confirmed, but the stage is certainly set for such endeavors. Perhaps the amplified documentation for such a situation is contained within the hull of the Type XI off Cape Cod. 

SELECTED SOURCE CITATIONS 
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Richard Weckler - Eric Brothers 

Grant B. Southward, Lt.Cdr.USN(ret.) Richard Van Treuren 

Joseph Fallon III - Ulrich Iudofsky 

Preston Howley, USN/ONI(ret.) Bob Forand, Lt.Cdr.USN(ret.) 

Greg Brooks Doug Phiel 

Michael Turner Allen Stewart 

Mrs. Margaret Pear Ronald Baker, USCG(ret.) 

Mrs. Michael Levine Paul Kemprecos 

Lawrence Cavenaugh Joseph Grimes 

Adm. Kendall Pease, USN Judy Van 

Warren LeGyte Earl Legyte 

Henry Huppler, GDR David E. Hayes, USN(ret.) 

Claud Lumpkin, USN/ONI(ret.) James White 

Courtney Skinner James Fahey 

James Timmins, Esq. Donald Timmins 

Bill Charbonneau R. Michael Brown, Esq. 

George Servouksnese Stanly Tedesky 

COMPANIES and ORGANIZATIONS 

The Naval Airship Association 

Sarasota, Florida 

Magellan Systems Corporation 

San Dimas, California 

EG&G Marine Instruments, Inc. 

Burlington, Massachusetts 

Andy Lynn Boats, Inc. 

Plymouth, Massachusetts 

American Underwater Search & The U-Boot Archiv, Cuxhaven 

Survey, Ltd. Germany 

Cataumet, Massachusetts 

The U.S.S. Salem Museum 

Quincy, Massachusetts 

Scan Technologies 

Portland, Maine 

HISTORICAL CHRONOLOGY 

DATE: EVENT: 

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 

Jan., 1936: The Kriegsmarine 'K' Design Office proposes the Type XI U-Cruiser specifications. 

Oct., 1948: Orders for the Type XI construction are awarded to the German shipbuilding yards of Deschimag - A.G. Weser in Bremen. 

8 Sep., 1939: Admiral Doenitz calls for the building and completion of the Type XI "Long Distance" U-Boat. 

Aug., 1939: Anti-Nazi conspirator Carl Goerdeler travels to the United States and meets with U.S. Foreign Affairs officers of the Dept. of State in an attempt to avoid war with the Western Allies. (met with Cordell Hull, Henry Wallace, Sumner Welles, G.S. Messersmith, Herbert Hoover, Henry Lewis Stimpson, Henry Morganthau, Jr., Owen D. Young). 

Goerdeler is joined in his trip by Gerhard Westrick, a known representative of German Industry. It is documented that Goerdeler transmitted to U.S. personnel a "Peace Program". 

Sep., 1939: Construction on the four Type XI hulls commences at Bremen. 

26 Oct., 1939: German Foreign Officer Trott-zu-Solz, (a confirmed Anti-Nazi), arrives in New York in an attempt to make certain American dignitaries aware of just what is happening in Europe as a result of Hitler's planning. 

Nov., 1939: Orders for the construction of the Type XI U-Boats at Bremen are "Officially" cancelled. Indications are that the four keels remain in 'ordinary' on the building slips for an unknown amount of time. 

May, 1941: German Foreign Officer Ulrich von Hassell uses his contact with American businessman Federico Stallforth, (a New York Banker), to maintain the peace between the U.S. and Germany. Donovan, Wilkie and Wood are mentioned as possible negotiators in this matter. 

Oct., 1941: For the first time von Hassell mentions the plans about a German "coup" against Hitler while visiting Stallforth in New York. 

9 Dec., 1941: Germany declares war on the United States as a result of the Japanese attack on Pearl Harbor on 7 December. 

Nov., 1942: The disastrous German defeats around Stalingrad indicates to all Allies and Germany the inevitable defeat of the Nazis. 

Nov., 1942: Allen Dulles of the American Office of Strategic Services Intelligence is sent to Switzerland for the express purpose of setting up O.S.S. contacts with the Nazi Opposition. 

Apr., 1943: Germany begins the evacuation of North Africa to the Italian mainland. 

Sep., 1943: Allied forces invade Sicily and the "Boot" of Italy. 

Oct., 1943: German Foreign Officer Trott-zu-Solz meets O.S.S. Chief Allen Dulles in Switzerland to discuss details of a proposed armistice between Germany and the Western Allies. 

Nov., 1943: The plans for the safeguarding of German Industrial and State securities, (known as "Aktion Feuerland"), is approved by Martin Bormann. Plans include the use of submarines to transport to Argentina the Nazi securities and additional transfers to Switzerland, Lichtenstein and the Vatican Bank. 

Nov., 1943: General Donovan, head of the O.S.S., brought to New York a written "Peace Proposal" which included an offer of negotiation from the Nazi Opposition. 

Nov., 1943: The Nazi Opposition, via German General Georg Thomas, manages to deliver to the O.S.S. two coding machines for the specific purpose of opening communications between American and Anti-Nazi negotiators. This is probably brought to New York by Donovan and the items are soon transferred to the State Department. "There was to be a discussion with President Roosevelt the next morning to decide on whether to follow-up on the offer or not". 

Jan., 1944: Admiral Canaris is removed from his position as Chief of the German intelligence agency known as the 'Abwehr' and placed under house arrest for one month. (Canaris is documented as having been an active conspirator against Hitler and the Nazis). 

Mar.-Jun., 1944: "Germany's situation was so desperate, however, that every effort, however hopeless, had to be made to persuade the Allies to make some positive gesture. In many of his reports from Berne, Switzerland Dulles urged that something be done along these lines, (of negotiation)". 

Apr., 1944: Trott-zu-Solz again meets with Allen Dulles in Switzerland to discuss procedures for armistice negotiations. 

16 May, 1944: The German Opposition offers to the O.S.S. to help Allied military units get into Europe if the Allies agree to let Germany hold the Eastern Front against the Soviets. (this plan includes the landing of Allied airborne troops into Berlin and Bremen, as well as withdrawing from France to allow the Allies an uncontested landing). 

6 June, 1944: The Allied invasion of Europe begins with the landings along the Normandy coast of France, known as "D-Day". 

19 June, 1944: The German Krupp Industries completes the liquidation of its holdings of bonds, stocks, etc. into gold, precious stones and currency to the tune of 68 million US dollars and makes plans to ship said securities to the former free-state of Danzig on the Polish coast. (shipment disappears shortly there-after). 

2 July, 1944: The U.S. Naval Airship "K-14" is shot-down by a German U-Boat off the coast of Bar Harbor, Maine. 

5 July, 1944: The German mine laying submarine U-233 is reportedly sunk southeast of Nova Scotia. 

7 July, 1944: Mr. van Tets, Dutch Royal Secretary to Princess Julianna of the Netherlands, crosses the Canadian border by car enroute from Ottowa to Boston. 

9 July, 1944: The Nazi Opposition plans to begin the liquidation of the war by withdrawing on the western front and forcing the Eastern Front against the Soviets. Dulles reports these details from Switzerland on 12, 13, and 18 July. 

14 July, 1944: Capt. Susink, Dutch Security for Princess Julianna of the Netherlands, departs Ottawa bound to Boston. 

17 July, 1944: Dutch Princess Julianna and party depart from Canada enroute to Cape Cod via Boston. 

19 July, 1944: Princess Julianna arrives at Chatham, Cape Cod. 

20 July, 1944: "Operation Valkyrie" - the failed coup attempt against Hitler commences. The operation fails by 21 July. 

20 July, 1944: A German Naval Mutiny occurs in the afternoon within the Baltic sea ports of Danzig, Memel, Gotenhafen and Stettin as a result of the coup attempt against Hitler. 

20 July, 1944: The Type XI departs the Danzig/Gdynia area of the Baltic Sea enroute to the American coast. 

1 Aug., 1944: "ULTRA" intelligence reports that one U-Boat is sighted leaving the Baltic and two U-Boats are in the North Atlantic bound West. 

7 Aug., 1944: German Economic Agent Carl Heinz Weber meets with Allied contacts in Lisbon, Portugal to work out Nazi-Opposition concessions relative to Armistice negotiations. German contacts are willing to "Meet any or all Industrial or Territorial demands". 

10 Aug., 1944: Leading Nazi Industrialists meet in Strasbourg to determine future procedure on the continuing safe-guarding of Industrial and State assets. 

25 Aug., 1944: O.N.I. Radio Intercept Telegrapher intercepts and re-transmits a diplomatic "B-Bar" U-Boat transmission from an "S-5" location off Cape Cod. 

25 Aug., 1944: The Naval Airship "K-25" encounters the Type XI on the surface during patrol, 14 miles southeast of Chatham, Cape Cod. The vessel is sunk in one attack-run on Orion Shoal. 

25 Aug., 1944: The Washington O.N.I. Attack Log shows an unknown German U-Boat transmission sent during the early evening, stating that she is "Being attacked by aircraft". Eastern Sea Frontier Northern Group Command designates a U-Boat search within the area of Orion Shoal off Cape Cod, MA. 

26 Aug., 1944: Princess Julianna departs prematurely from Cape Cod and returns to Canada, only hours after the sinking of the Type XI off Chatham. 

TIME -LAPSE CHART - CHRONOLOGY OF 25 AUGUST 1944 

Time Vessel Position Action 

1400 Decatur-Nelson convoy 42-45N 69-10W Enroute Kearney, NJ 

1600 K-25 Airship South Weymouth Departs for Decatur Nelson 

1619 Sub Chaser SC-1022 41-45N 69-50W Patrolling southbound 

1656 Pan Am Comm. Flt. 41-23N 69-47W Reports Two step Sub 

1800 Decatur-Nelson 42-30N 69-02W South Bound 

1810 K-25 42-23N 68-05W Dispatched to Sub site 

1915 K-25 41-40N 69-50W Surfaced Sub 12 mi. S 

1935 K-25 Engages & sinks U-boat 

2000 SC-1022 41-32N 69-42.5W Notified of Sub sighting To Course 209 Mag. 

TIME -LAPSE CHART - CHRONOLOGY OF AUGUST 26 AND 27, 1944 

Date Event 

August 26 Special call signs designated for vessels in Sub sighting area 

August 26 K-27 on "Special Search" to Orion Shoal 

August 26 Meetings held with ONI listening station personnel (Chatham) 

"Events of August 25 never happened" 

August 26 Debriefing of K-25 crew "Events of August 25 never happened" 

August 27 K-19 on "Special Search" of area of Sub Sighting 

Blimp Squadron 11 War Diary shows: K-25 on Patrol 6 hours and 5 minutes 

Ammunition expended: 1 smoke float, 1 Bronze slick, 6 MKX:M bombs 

No report of Submarine engagement 

Pilot's flight report for August 25, 1944 is missing 

Section II People 

Specialist 2nd Class Preston Howley 

Office of Naval Intelligence (ONI) 

Enlisted May 26, 1943 

September 1943 - Assigned Radio Intercept Station, Chatham, Cape Cod 

On Duty, evening of August 25, 1944 

January 1945 - Transferred to Guam 

Discharged April 24, 1948 

Grand Admiral Karl Doenitz Born - September 16, 1891, Grunau, Germany 

1910 Joins Imperial Navy 

1916 Joins U-boat Branch 

July 1935 Appointed commander of Submarines (total of three U boats) 

30 January 1943 Appointed Grossadmiral Commander in Chief of the Navy 

30 April 1945 President of the German Reich 

25 May 1945 Surrenders to Allies 

August 1946 Tried at Nuremburg /Sentenced to 10 yrs. 

October 1956 Released from Spandau prison 

1958 Published memoirs "10 Years & 20 Days" (doc existence of XI type) 

24 Dec.1980 Died AumŸhle, Germany 

Section III Documentation of Missions & Research 

DOCUMENTATION OF XIB SPECIAL MISSION JULY-AUGUST 1944 

August 1 Cominch to various North Atlantic Commanders 

U-boat leaving Baltic (U802) 

Two westbound U-boats estimated north of Azores (U1229&XIB) 

August 15 Admiraly to Cominch 

"LT" Special Mission? Belle Isle Strait likely 

August 17 Admiralty to Cominch "LT" to America 

August 18 Admiralty to Cominch "LT" heading remains open 

August 21 Cominch to Admiralty 

Two officers and one Propagandist from Love Easy (LE) (U1229) 

Love Tare (LT) heading baffling 

August 25 US Navy Cominch - Log of Attacks of U-boats 

1736 hours (EST) - Series Local 

"Am being attacked by aircraft" with designation "LT" 

************************************************************************** 

THE "ENIGMA" MACHINE 

Top Secret German Diplomatic & Naval Code Throughout WW II 

¥ August 16, 1939 French Military Intelligence hands over to British MI6 a replica of the Enigma machine hand made by Polish Intelligence 

¥ September 4, 1939 Alan Turing joins Bletchley Park 

¥ B-Code/Enigma declassifed 1973 

Events linked to Enigma 

¥ March 1941 German Naval Chart Overlay and Enigma key tables for February captured from trawler Krebs 

¥ May 7, 1941 Weathership MŸnchen captured with weather ciphers and June Enigma key tables 

¥ May 9, 1941 HMS Bulldog captures U110 with Enigma cipher machine and cipher tables for April and June 

¥ February 1942 Four wheel added to Naval Enigma, "Triton" 

¥ Early 1942 British brief Americans on Enigma 

¥ December 1942 Triton broken - Allies "read" German Naval and diplomatic wireless correspondence for the remainder of the war 

¥ 1973 The Enigma breakthroughs of WW II Declassified 

GERMAN U-BOAT "SPECIAL MISSIONS" - 1944 PUBLIC RECORD 

¥ August 20 U1229 sunk by Air attack SE Newfoundland enroute to U.S. coast. 40 crew captured plus spy Oscar Mantel. 

¥ August 25 XIB sunk off Cape Cod by air attack. Lost with all hands. 

¥ November -Two German spies landed on Maine coast via U-boat insertion. Special agents of the FBI capture both within 60 days. 

TRIDENT RESEARCH & RECOVERY CHRONOLOGY 

¥ Summer 1941 Chief Petty Officer Robert Marr, U. S. Coast Guard, Shows submarine wreck to Petty Officer Ronald Baker 

¥ September 1988 Ed Michaud told of Submarine wreck by tug Captain Warren LeGyte 

¥ June 5, 1993 Paul Machias on behalf of Ed Michaud conducts side scan sonar search revealing vessel on Orion Shoal 

¥ November 1994 E.E.&G. scan reveals unique XIB gun mounts 

¥ December 27, 1994 Ed Michaud conducts exploratory dive on Orion Shoal. Confirms XIB Submarine structure and bomb blast hole. Recovers small debris / artifacts from scour channel. 

¥ March 27, 1995 Trident Research & Recovery, Inc formed 

¥ June 26, 1995 Trident Research awarded Admiralty Claim to submarine wreck on Orion Shoal believes to be German XIB. 

¥ December 9, 1995 Second side scan sonar image obtained with superior technology (E.G.&G.). LOA, Beam determined 

Wll, as they say in the states, that's all folks - what a pity this has dissappeared off the net! 



Bilderberg Conferences 

Bilderberg Conferences reference page: Secret lobbying for Anti-Democratic European Superstate by Western Elite 

All your Bilderberg info: 


 HYPERLINK "http://www.bilderberg.org/bilder.htm" \l "press" PRESS ROOM - Bilderberg Introduction from The Christmas 1987 'Economist' - Bilderberg's free literature, telephone numbers and office addresses - Bilderberg described in Paddy Ashdown's diaries - Prof. Mike Peters' Academic paper on Bilderberg and the EU - Who gets invited and why? - The Steering Group and Bilderberg's Organisational Structure - Jon Ronson's Channel 4 TV film Secret Rulers of the World - Dutch TV programme 6th Jan 2004 - Past venues - Partial list of participants by country - Excel grid of participants 1991-2004 - Award winning Financial Times columnist sacked for refusing to censor Bilderberg - Two ways of tracking down elitists on the internet: Namebase and EliteWiki 

[This site campaigns for a press conference at all Bilderberg venues - and a declaration from the steering committee that any consensus reached must be in our public, not their private interest] 

subscribe to the PEPIS occasional email list 



Bilderberg papers from the 1970's dug out by DeepBlackLies.co.uk 

The banned articles of C. Gordon Tether - Financial Times' 'Lombard' columnist 

Bilderberg 1989: Paddy Ashdown's Diaries 

What is 'the Power Elite'? Short extract from C. Wright Mills' classic 1950's book of the same name 

Suggested letter to your MP about Bilderberg 

22Nov00 - Political Appointments: Bilderberg's Magic Wand of Power 

Tony Blair lies to the House of Commons when answering questions about himself and members of his government attending Bilderberg 

08Feb00 - What are Bilderberg meetings all about? 

05Aug99 - Bilderberger Robertson confirmed as new Secretary General of NATO 

07Jul99 - Fear Not the Forces of Darkness - Tony's 1999 article 

28Jun99 - Power Elite Public Information Service - occasional email list 

16Feb99 -Tony's open letter to the Bilderbergers - with their response 

World Government on the way - Tony's 1998 Article 

December 1998 - Two sets of Bilderberg questions tabled at the European Parliament - with replies 

The New Unhappy Lords - anti-elite poetry 

Several of my original source articles when I first started this website in 1996 

Bilderberg organisational structure: Steering and Advisory Committee members - at November 1997 

Elite and discreet - Ne plus ultra - The Economist's conference guide to Bilderberg 

Conference venues since 1954 

Bilderberg offices 

Books that comment on Bilderberg conferences 

Links to other www sites 

Prince Bernhard, creator of the Bilderbergers, was card carrying member of Hitler's SS - some Bilderberg history 

Bilderberg site written by an ex-employee of a Bilderberger - recently pulled and reinstated http://www.bilderbergers.co.uk 



Bilderberg.org - Press Room 

All press calls for Bilderberg meeting or freemasonry related enquiries
Telephone +44 7786 952037 (any time) my full contact details here 

You can contact the Bilderberg secretariat for their 'official line' here 



Bilderberg Membership and Organisational Structure (2002) 

1. Advisory Group
2. Steering Group
3. Membership 

From the Bilderberg 'Information' pamphlet - available free from the Bilderberg Office in Leiden, Netherlands. 

National totals of the 35 (34 men & 1 woman?) total steering group members: 

USA 8*; Germany 4*; Great Britain 3*; Italy 3*; France 2; Switzerland 2*; Austria 1; Belgium 1; Canada 1; Denmark 1; Finland 1; Greece 1; Ireland 1; Netherlands 1; Norway 1; Portugal 1; Spain 1; Sweden 1; Turkey 1.  

*One aspiring 'International citizen', Tommaso Padoa-Schioppa, is Italian and one, Klaus Schwab, is Swiss (totals include 'inner circle' advisory group). 

Members Advisory Group 

Or 'inner circle' 

Italy -  Giovanni Agnelli 

Great Britain -  Eric Roll of Ipsden 

USA -  David Rockefeller 

Germany (D)-  Otto Wolff von Amerongen 

[supplementary information on Eric Roll from Hansard] 

Steering Committee 

The 31 national BB 'outer circle' Steering Group Representatives: 

HONORARY SECRETARY GENERAL
Great Britain - J. Martin Taylor
Chairman, WH Smith Group PLC;
International Advisor, Goldman Sachs International 

HONORARY CHAIRMAN
Belguim - Etienne Davignon
Vice Chairman, Societe Generale de Belgique 

EXECUTIVE SECRETARY
Maja Banck-Polderman 
USA    Allaire, Paul A. - Former Chairman and C.E.O., Xerox Corporation 

P   Balsemao, Francisco Pinto - Chairman, IMPRESA, S.G.P.S.; former Prime Minister 

I   Bernabe, Franco - Chairman, Franco Bernabe & C. S.p.A. 

CDN   Black, Conrad M. - Chairman, Telegraph Group Limited 

GB   Clarke, Kenneth - Member of Parliament, former Chancellor of the Exchequer 

F   Collomb, Bertrand - Chairman and C.E.O., Lafarge 

GR   David, George A. - Chairman, Coca-Cola H.B.C. S.A. 

NL   Halberstadt, Victor - Professor of Public Economics, Leiden University 

USA    Johnson, James A. - Vice Chairman, Perseus LLC 

USA   Jordan, Jr., Vernon E. - Managing Director, Lazard Freres & Co. LLC 

TR   Kiraq, Suna - Vice-Chairman of the Board of Directors, Koq Holding A.S. 

USA   Kissinger, Henry A. - Chairman, Kissinger Associates, Inc. 

D   Kopper, Hilmar - Chairman of the Supervisory Board, Deutsche Bank A.G. 

USA   Kravis, Marie-Josee - Senior Fellow, Hudson Institute, Inc 

F   Levy-Lang, Andre - Former Chairman, Paribas 

USA   Mathews, Jessica T. - President, Carnegie Endowment for International Peace 

N   Myklebust, Egil - Chairman of the Board, Norsk Hydro ASA 

D   Nass, Matthias - Deputy Editor, Die Zeit 

FIN   Ollila, Jorma - Chairman of the Board and C.E.O., Nokia Corporation 

INT   Padoa-Schioppa, Tommaso - Member of the Executive Board, European Central Bank 

E   Rodriguez Inciarte, Matias - Executive Vice Chairman, BSCH 

D   Schrempp, Jiirgen E. - Chairman of the Board of Management, DaimlerChrysler AG 

INT   Schwab, Klaus - President, World Economic Forum 

DK   Seidenfaden, Toger - Editor-in-Chief, Politiken 

IRL   Sutherland, Peter D. - Chairman and Managing Director, Goldman Sachs International 

CH   Vasella, Daniel L. - Chairman and C.E.O., Novartis AG 

A   Vranitzky, Franz   - Former Federal Chanoellor 

S   Wallenberg, Jacob - Chairman of the Board, Skandinaviska Enskilda Banken 

USA    Wolfensohn, James D. - President, The World Bank 

Bilderberg Members 

I - Agnelli, Giovanni 

I - Agnelli, Umberto 

GB - Airey, Terence 

DK - Andersen, Tage 

A - Androsch, Hannes 

GR - Arliotis, Charles C. 

USA - Ball, George W. 

S - Barnevik, Percy 

F - Baumgartner, Wilfrid S. 

GB - Bennett, Frederic M. 

USA - Bennett, Jack F. 

INT - Bertram, Christoph 

D - Bertram, Christoph 

TR - Beyazit, Selahattin 

TR - Birgi, Nuri 

CH - Boveri, Walter E. 

USA - Brady, Nicholas F. 

GR - Carras, Costa 

E - Carvajal Urquijo, Jaime 

USA - Cary, Frank T. 

GB - Cavendish-Bentinck, Victor F.W. 

DK - Christiansen, Hakon 

I - Cittadini Cesi, Gian G. 

USA - Collado, Emilio 

USA - Corzine, Jon S. 

USA - Dam, Kenneth W. 

USA - Dean, Arthur H. 

DK - Deleuran, Aage 

NL - Duisenberg, Willem F. 

CDN - Duncan, James S. 

USA - Finley, Murray H. 

GB - Frame, Alistair 

GB - Franks, Oliver 

CDN - Frum, David 

GB - Gaitskell, Hugh T.N. 

USA - Gerstner, Louis V. 

USA - Getchell, Charles 

CDN - Griffin, Anthony G.S. 

GB - Gubbins, Colin 

S - Gustafsson, Sten 

ICE - Hallgrimsson, Geir 

USA - Hauge, Gabriel 

N - Hauge, Jens 

GB - Healey, Denis W. 

USA - Heinz, Henry J. 

D - Herrhausen, Alfred 

N - Hoegh, Leif 

N - Hoegh, Westye 

USA - Holbrooke, Richard C. 

A - lgler, Hans 

FIN - lloniemi, Jaakko 

A - Jankowitsch, Peter 

B - Janssen, Daniel E. 

NL - Karsten, C. Frits 

GB - Knight, Andrew 

I NT - Kohnstamm, Max 

A - Kothbauer, Max 

NL - Korteweg, Pieter 

CH - Krauer, Alex 

F - Ladreit de Lacharriere, Marc 

B - Lambert, Leon J.G. 

USA - Lord, Winston 

S - Lundvall, Bjorn 

CH - Lutolf, Franz J. 

CDN - Macdonald, Donald S. 

USA - MacLaury, Bruce K. 

USA - Mathias, Charles McC. 

GB - Maudling, Reginald 

NL - Meynen, Johannes 

USA - Mitchell, George J. 

F - Montbrial, Thierry de 

I - Monti, Mario 

USA - Moyers, Bill D. 

USA - Murphy, Robert D. 

DK - Norlund, Nils 

NL - Oort, Conrad J. 

USA - Perkins, James A 

GR - Pesmazoglu, John S. 

I - Prodi, Romano 

CH - Pury, David de 

USA - Ridgway, Rozanne L. 

USA - Rockefeller, David 

USA - Rockefeller, Sharon Percy 

GB - Roll of Ipsden, Eric 

F - Rothschild, Edmond de 

INT - Ruggiero, Renato 

NL - Rijkens, Paul 

GB - Sainsbury, John 

I - Saraceno, Pasquale 

F - Seilliere, Ernest-Antoine 

USA - Sheinkman, Jack 

I - Silvestri, Stefano 

GB - Smith, John 

B - Snoy et d'Oppuers, Jean C. 

D - Sommer, Theo 

USA - Stone, Shepard 

GB - Taverne, Dick 

USA - Taylor, Arthur R. 

DK - Terkelsen, Terkel M. 

N - Tidemand, Otto Grieg 

I - Valetta, Vittorio 

CH - Umbricht, Victor H. 

S - Wallenberg, Marcus 

N - Werring, Niels 

USA - Whitehead, John C. 

USA - Whitman, Marina von Neumann 

USA - Williams, Joseph H. 

USA - Williams, Lynn R. 

D - Wischnewski, Hans-Jurgen 

D - Wolff von Amerongen, Otto 

USA - Wolfowitz, Paul 

I - Zannoni, Paolo 



Lord Roll of Ipsden KCMG CB - Hansard entry 2003 

Senior Adviser of UBS Warburg (remunerated) 

Director of Pan-Holding S.A. (remunerated) 

Non-financial interest:  Hon. Fellow - London School of Economics;  Vice President, Society of Business Economists;  Hon. Member of the Advisory Committee - The Bologna Center of the Johns Hopkins University;  Member - Bilderberg Steering Committee. Trustee of the Daiwa Anglo-Japanese Foundation. 

Shareholding in J. Sainsbury 



Bilderberg participants by country 

Links to Grattan Healy's pages listing recent Bilderberg participants by country: 

Austria --------- Belgium --------- Canada --------- Denmark --------- Finland --------- France --------- Germany --------- Greece --------- Iceland --------- Ireland --------- Italy --------- Luxembourg --------- Netherlands --------- Norway --------- Portugal --------- Spain --------- Sweden --------- Switzerland --------- Turkey --------- United Kingdom --------- USA 

Miscellaneous (Bulgaria, Czech Republic, Hungary, Poland, Russia, Ukraine, Yugoslavia) 

Self-Declared Internationalist participants 

Alphabetical list of ALL participants 



Bilderberg Film 

The Secret Rulers of the World - The Bilderberg Group 

55mins - PAL - World of Wonder - Jon Ronson - UK 

This hour long Channel Four TV documentary about the 1999 Sintra Bilderberg Meeting includes interviews with Jim Tucker, Paul Luckman, Lord Healy, Alex Jones and the ADL. It was broadcast on 27th June 2001. It was part of the 'Secret Rulers of the World'  series which included programmes on The Oklahoma Bombing, Ruby Ridge, Bohemian Grove, and David Icke. I can supply no profit copies of the film to people in the UK for £10.00. If you're abroad it's £15.00. Please send a cheque, postal order, international money order or cash to 'Tony Gosling' at my contact address. Allow a week or so for the UK and three weeks for abroad. [see my videos page] 



Dutch Bilderberg programme 

Transmitted by VPRO on 7th January 2004 - 28 minutes 

http://www.vpro.nl/geschiedenis/anderetijden/index.shtml?4158511+2899536+13916757+15738492 

http://www.anderetijden.nl 

English language interviews including David Rockefeller and John Pomian (Retinger's biographer), also the voice of Hugh Gaitskell. Prince Bernhard is interviewed extensively in Dutch. If you need a VHS PAL copy I can supply one for £10.00 sterling in the UK and £15.00 abroad. 



What are Bilderberg Conferences all about? 

TG 08Feb00 - The Bilderberg Secretariat proclaims the conferences to be '...private in order to encourage frank and open discussion'. Frank and open discussion is a good thing in any forum but when those doing the discussing are some of the very most powerful financiers and media tycoons in the world it begs the question: If what they discuss is for the good of ordinary people why not publicise it! Isn't it a perverted use of the word 'open' when no-one can find out what they're saying? 

Is Bilderberg a secret conspiracy? 

When such rich and powerful people meet up in secret, with military intelligence managing their security, with hardly a whisper escaping of what goes on inside, people are right to be suspicious. But the true power of Bilderberg comes from the fact that participants are in a bubble, sealed off from reality and the devastating implications on the ground of the black-science economic solutions on the table. 

No, it's not a 'conspiracy'. The world's leading financiers and foreign policy strategists don't get together at Bilderberg to draw up their 'secret plans for the future'. It's subtler than that. These meetings create an artificial 'consensus' in an attempt to spellbind visiting politicians and and other men of influence. Blair has fallen for this hook, line and sinker. It's about reinforcing - often to the very people who are on the edge of condemning Globalisation - the illusion that Globalisation is 'good', 'popular' and that it's inevitable. 

Bilderberg is an extremely influential lobbying group. That's not to say though that the organisers don't have a hidden agenda, they do, namely accumulation of wealth and power into their own hands whilst explaining to the participants that globalisation is for the good of all. It is also a very good forum for 'interviewing' potential future political figures such as Clinton (1991) and Blair (1993). [see above for more on this] 

The ideology put forward at the Bilderberg conferences is that what's good for banking and big business is good for the mere mortals of the world. Silently banished are the critical voices, those that might point out that debt is spiralling out of control, that wealth is being sucked away from ordinary people and into the hands of the faceless corporate institutions, that millions are dying as a direct result of the global heavyweight Rockefeller/Rothschild economic strategies. 

When looking at one of the (partially reliable) participant lists it should be remembered that quite a number of participants are invited in an attempt to get them on-board the globalisation project. These are carefully selected people of influence, who have been openly critical of globalisation. Examples are Jonathan Porritt (Bilderberg 1999) and Will Hutton (Bilderberg 1997) but there are many others. Most of these kinds of participants are happy to speak about the conference afterwards, and may even be refreshingly critical. 

The Bilderberg organisers are accepted by those 'in the know' as the prophets of Capitalism. Will Hutton, deputy Editor of The Observer newspaper in London and left-leaning Economist, described private clubs of the elite as masterminded by 'The High Priests of Globalisation'. The ecclesiastical allusion is not accidental. The Bilderberg high-priests are a force against good, out to wipe morality from the earth. For the organisers Bilderberg Conferences are an annual ideological assault by the world's most power-hungry people. Not content with owning unimaginable amounts of money and property they want to use that wealth to acquire even more power for themselves. Power is the most dangerous and addictive drugs known to man. Will the craving be satisfied when a handful of men own and control everything on earth? 

And just like the Nazi party in the 1930's the global Capitalist Elite are rising in power by peaceful means. There are some very uncomfortable and unexplained connections between Bilderberg and the Nazis through the Conference's founder Prince Bernhard. 

These crown princes of capital use violence at the sharp end - the destruction of dissent - the repossession of homes men and women have worked a lifetime for - needless deaths from starvation and geopolitical machinations - this violence is notable by its absence from the annual meetings. 

One can't help but wonder, when the Bilderberg organisers, Rothschild, Rockefeller, Kissinger and the rest have completed their project of enclosing all global goods and services into their own hands, enclosing too the media to stop people freely discussing what they are up to. What then?? What happens when the men who would be gods turn out to be the global devils? 

Who is behind Bilderberg? 

Bilderberg is run by a Steering Group - if you're wondering who's responsible for so much of the capital-friendly and dissent-crushing law-making, poverty and general misery in the world this may be the place to look. Up-to-date lists are available from the Bilderberg Secretariat. This is the closest approximation to a shadow transatlantic government. And this is another hidden agenda at Bilderberg. 

There may be other groups pulling the strings behind even the Steering Group possibly even high degree occult groups such as The Masons or Illuminati! [eg.] - but that is 'conspiracy theory', Bilderberg is not. 

There must certainly be some sociopathic minds behind Bilderberg since they go to so much trouble to promote policies that lead to exploitation, inequality and despair. These individuals seem oddly switched off from the suffering they are clearly causing. Surely only pernicious people would want to control the ideology of the world's mainstream press, and undermine natural political discourse. Public opinion and democratic institutions are a threat when you want to own the world. 

The perverse objective of the Bilderberg Steering Group is to dress totalitarian ideology up to appear rational and push it out, unattributable, for mass consumption under Chatham House rules. Meanwhile, outside the Bilder-bubble, 'god-is-money' globalisation is the new religion. The greedy are given a pat on the back as they plunder both the earth and do their best to destroy the human spirit. 

See also Kinder Capitalists in Armani Specs. on the function of Bilderberg by Will Hutton 



Official (and therefore only partially reliable) participant lists for 1991, 1992, 1993, 1994, 1995, 1996, 1997, 1998, 1999, 2000, 2001 and 2002 conferences see separate pages 

Sacking of a columnist who discussed Bilderberg in the London Financial Times 



The Banned Articles of C. Gordon Tether 

Extracts from a pamphlet of 46 banned Financial Times articles entitled
'The Banned Articles of C. Gordon Tether'
Goodhead News Press - Bicester - 1977
ISBN 0 905821 00 9 

Introduction - by C. Gordon Tether 

03May76 - The Prince and the Bilderbergers 

[back cover] C. Gordon Tether entered economic journalism at the height of the 1930's slump. War service in the R.A.F. apart, he spent the whole of his working life first with the Financial News and then with the Financial Times when the two papers merged after World War II. He took over the banking and finance column under the pen-name 'Lombard' in the mid 1950's and built it into one of the papers' leading features. 

His views came to be widely quoted abroad, while in this country Sir Harold Wilson paid tribute to him on more than one occasion as one of Britain's most distinguished independent journalists. His column eventually achieved such longevity that it earned an entry in the Guinness book of Records as the longest running feature in the British press. 

Believing the meaningful freedom of the press provides the best safeguard of the democratic way of life, Mr Tether has always attached the greatest importance to the preservation of his independence. This brought him into serious conflict with the Financial Times after the appointment of a new editor in 1973, attempts being made to establish closer control over the contents of his daily columns and his choice of subject. Although the result was the increasingly frequent suppression of his work, he refused to abandon his stand. 

A disputes committee set up by the National Union of Journalists and the Newspaper Publishers Association eventually found that the Financial Times had sought to change Mr. Tether's conditions of working and that the change was concerned with eroding the independence of his work. It also, however, declared itself unable to resolve the dispute and shortly after it had reported the Financial Times took Mr. Tether's column away from him and handed it over to a team of writers. 

Introduction - by C. Gordon Tether 

On the afternoon of 20th July last, a letter from the Editor of the Financial Times, Mr M. H. Fisher, arrived on my desk. It was to inform me that he was no longer prepared to publish my copy in the Lombard column, which from that moment would be written by other writers on his staff. This marked a new turn in the struggle, in which I had been engaged for some three years, to preserve the independence of the internationally renowned column I had created and had written daily without interruption, holidays apart, for more than twenty years. 

Beyond a sentence inserted at the foot of the column a few days later saying that I had ceased to write it, no explanation was offered for my sudden departure and no indication given that it was not my wish nor my intention to desert the column. 

The attack on my independence had taken several forms, of which the most conspicuous was the total suppression of columns on an ever-increasing scale. In all nearly fifty articles suffered this fate, about half of this number during the six months before I was finally exiled on 20th July 1976. 

Al these banned articles are now being published for two reasons. In the first place, many of those who were not acquainted with the background may have been puzzled by the Financial Times' treatment of my column, or may have gained a false impression of what was involved. They will now be able to see for themselves what they were being denied the opportunity of reading. 

Secondly, their publication can make a useful contribution to the important debate on Press freedom now taking place with special regard to the writer's duty - as expressed in the NUJ's code of conduct - 'to defend the principle of freedom of the Press in relation to the collection of information and the expression of comment and criticism'. 

The Editor of the Financial Times wrote to me on 8th July 1974, '...like any other journalist on this paper you are subject to the directives of the Editor who alone decides what appears or does not appear in the Financial Times.' My experience will demonstrate what one interpretation of this proposition can mean for a writer who has devoted the whole of his working life to the creation of a responsible column that has made a not inconsiderable contribution to the national and international debate. 

C Gordon Tether
February 15th 1977 

The Prince and the Bilderbergers 

Article 30 in 'The banned articles of C. Gordon Tether' 
This censored Financial Times' 'Lombard' Column was written 3rd May 1976
Published in Verdict - November 1976 

Whatever the conclusions reached by the committee which the Dutch Government has very sensibly set up to inquire into the charge that Prince Bernhard was a recipient of Lockheed largess, one thing is certain. It is that the affair will breathe new life into  that long-smoldering controversy over the role that the Bilderberg group and its clandestine get-togethers play in world economics and business affairs. For the prince took a large part in the formation of this organisation, its first meeting having been held under his chairmanship in 1954. And, as the president, he has been the master of ceremonies at its annual conferences ever since. 

A pamphlet published by an organisation calling itself the 'American Friends of Bilderberg' says that the group owes its origin to the fact that, in the early 1950's a number of people on both sides of the Atlantic were seeking a means of bringing together leading citizens - in and out of government - for informal discussions on problems facing the Atlantic community. 'It was felt' it goes on, 'that such meetings would create a better understanding of the forces and trends affecting Western nations, and, in particular, would help to clear up differences and misunderstandings that might weaken the West.' 

Nothing much wrong with that, you might say. Are there not, indeed, many other organisations that concern themselves with the same good cause? And this being so, why should the activities of the Bilderberg group be singled out for special attention - and largely hostile attention at that? 

Two Reasons 

There seems to be two main reasons for this. One is that the 'Bilderbergers' have always insisted upon clothing their comings and goings in the closest secrecy. Until a few years back, this was carried to such lengths that their annual conclave went entirely unmarked in the world's Press. In the more recent past, the veil has been raised to the extent of letting it be known that the meetings were taking place. But the total ban on the reporting of what went on has remained in force. 

This acute concern with privacy is usually justified on the grounds - as the American Friends of Bilderberg put it - that 'the gatherings have to be closed and off the record in order to assure freedom of speech and opinion.' But there has been an inevitable tendency for conspiratologists to argue that only those with something to hide could consistently behave in such clandestine fashion. 

The other main reason why the Bilderberg set-up has come to be a favourite target for the finger of suspicion is to be found in the nature of its 'cast-list'. 

There are no members of Bilderberg as such. 'Each year' - and again I quote - 'an invitation list is compiled by Prince Bernhard in consultation with an informal international steering committee.' Yet invariably included in the 80 to 100 participants are representatives of many of the world's largest capitalist empires - men wielding immense power in the fields of economics and business. And many of these attend all the meetings , along with a number of 'regulars' operating in other parts of the corridors of power - one of them being Mr. Healy, the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 

Evidence 

It is this close identification with the megaton-weights of the international business community that has encouraged the growth of the idea that Bilderbergism is the arm of a movement whose main aim is to create - 'a world fit for multinationals to live in' - which may indeed even see itself as spear-heading the establishment of World Government by such interests. And it is because of this that prince Bernhard's involvement in the Lockheed affair must be expected to give new impetus to the Bilderberg controversy. 

It naturally has to be accepted that the Prince did not take bribes from Lockheed unless and until the investigating body has proved otherwise. But this does not alter the fact that there is a strong suggestion in what has emerged so far that he was involved in some degree in the 'wheeling and dealing' processes which have evidently played an extremely important part in the international fight for aircraft business. 

There is no difficulty in seeing that this does not prove anything so far as the Bilderberg group is concerned. But it would hardly be surprising if the fact  that light of this kind has been thrown on the activities of its top man was not seized upon as supporting evidence by those who maintain that Bilderbergism is an unseen force of great significance in world affairs that we aught to know a lot more about. 

I should add that official accounts I have seen of Bilderberg meetings issued on a 'personal and strictly confidential' basis do not contain anything that would not rank as standard fare at any international conference whose purpose was 'to clear up differences and misunderstandings that might weaken the West.' But any conspiratologist who has the Bilderbergers in his sights will quickly make the point that the real meat of their discussions - the alleged global conspiracy work - will find no place in such documentation and then proceed to ask why it is that, if there is so little to hide, so much effort is devoted to hiding it? 



Suggested letter to your MP about Bilderberg 

............MP
House of Commons
Westminster
LONDON
SW1A 0AA 

Dear.... 

I am concerned about the secretive annual Bilderberg conferences. 

Like many other British citizens I worry about the anti-democratic nature of these conferences where a selection of the most powerful politicians, business men and media chiefs from Europe and North America gather to shape international policy for the West. I believe the people of Britain have a right to know more about these secretive conferences which have so often shaped their destinies. 

Given that 'the EU was nurtured at Bilderberg meetings' I would be grateful if you would ask/table questions and or introduce early day motions to discover and make public answers to the following: 

1. Who, from the UK parliament, has been invited to attend the Bilderberg conferences? 

2. Will their attendance be publicly funded? 

3. Will the media be able to cover the meeting and, if not, why not? 

4. Will those that attend Bilderberg face parliamentary questioning on their return to the UK? 

Yours sincerely 

.................. 



22Nov00 - Bilderberg's Magic Wand of Power 

Bilderberg, it is said, has an uncanny knack of inviting people who later reach very powerful elected positions. It is another one of those surely unprovable allegations, that the most powerful people in the world are selected or 'interviewed' for supposedly democratically elected jobs, including heads of state, at Bilderberg. 

Hard evidence of anything to do with Bilderberg policy-wise is almost impossible to get hold of. All venues are swept for bugs (not that we were using any at Genval this June!) and minutes of the steering group are definitely not publicly available. 

Nevertheless, circumstantial evidence suggests Bilderberg really do have a magic wand. Take a look at the list of important career moves for the following democratic appointments:

1. Bill Clinton - Head of State - USA
Attends Bilderberg meeting, Germany, 1991 - gets Presidential Nomination Aug 1992 

2. Tony Blair - effective Head of State - UK
Attends Bilderberg meeting, Greece, 1993 - becomes party leader Jul 1994 - becomes Prime Minister May 1997 

3. Jack Santer - previous Head of State (sacked for corruption) - Europe
Attends Bilderberg, Germany, 1991 - becomes European President Jan 1995 

4. Romano Prodi - present Head of State - Europe
On Bilderberg Steering Committee mid 1980's, attends Bilderberg meeting, Portugal, Jun 1999 - sworn in as President of Europe Sep 1999 (term lasts until Jan 2005) 

5. George Robertson - CEO - NATO
Attends Bilderberg meeting, Scotland, 1998 - sworn in as Secretary General of NATO Aug 1999 

A remarkable series of coincidences. 

Addendum 2004:  Lionel Jospin, participated in Bilderberg 1996. He became Prime Minister of France in 1997 (until 2002). Also, Michel Rocard, French Prime Minister from 1988 to 1991, was for a long time member of the Bilderberg group, before becoming Prime minister. [thanks to my correspondant Monsieur Grenier] 

Who has been to Bilderberg? - participants broken down by country 

Why not see if your favourite (or maybe despised?) head of state went to Bilderberg a year or two before an important success in his or her career? Why not search the attendance lists on the Bilderberg meeting pages? 

http://www.bilderberg.org/1999.htm is a good place to start. 

I have not dug deep for this information, a few minutes on the internet is enough to put two and two together here. They, how you say, take the piss! Bon chance! 

Do please let me know if you find other Heads of State in the good old free western world world that got one of those magical Bilderberg invites, before they hit the big time. 

cheers 

Tony 

btw - The President of the European Commission is the unelected President of Europe. For those of you that haven't been told yet the European Commission is an unelected cabinet government for a corporate controlled European superstate. This apparatus is looking decidedly fascist in its unaccountable top-down structure with policy being 'suggested' to the Commission by the European Round Table of Industrialists, a group the current Bilderberg Chairman Etienne Davignon helped found. It really is a small world. 

Even MEP's will tell you their role is merely to rubber stamp directives issued by the Commission. It is verging on the critical that treaties are not signed and what admittedly imperfect national sovereignty we have left is not ceeded to such an organisation which is being given increasing power without proper accountability. 

Democratic Europe yes, Corporate Superstate no thanks very much. 



The Ashdown Diaries - Volume One 1988-1997 

Penguin - 2000 - ISBN 0 14 029775 8 - pp.42-44 

Thursday 11 May, Santiago de Compostela, Spain 

Bilderberg Conference 

At 2 o’clock to Heathrow to catch a flight to Santiago de Compostela for the Bilderberg Conference – described to me as ‘fifty people who run the world and twenty hangers on’. No doubt which category I am in! 

I discovered that the people here include Henry Kissinger, Lord Carrington (1), The King and Queen of Spain, The Queen of Holland, Phillipe Gonzalez the prime minister of Spain, Wilfried Martens the Prime Minister of Belgium, Dr. Franz Vranitzky the Chancellor of Austria, John Smith (2) and too many Tory Government Ministers to name. 

Dinner was excellent. I ate a dozen oysters and a load of shellfish. This could be fun. 

Afterwards, Cecil Parkinson (3), John Smith and I sat in armchairs drinking brandy. Cecil turned out to be rather engaging and astonishingly frank about the Government's position. He left for bed early and John and I continued for another hour or so, accompanied by considerably more brandy. 

Smith believes that the Labour Party can do it by themselves and are well on their way to just this. He rejects the idea of pacts. I got the impression of somebody who has a very quick but narrow mind. I am not sure whether this is his natural way or comes from belonging to the Labour party since birth. He is an engaging talker, but there seems to be something missing. Everything seems to be politics. 

Friday, 12 May, Santiago de Compostela 

Bilderberg Conference 

A bit of a thick head following John Smith and the brandy last night. A brief breakfast then into the meeting. We sat in a glass-panelled room overlooking the sea, slightly crowded together, Nevertheless very congenial. The first discussion was on recent developments in Eastern Europe. Tim Garton Ash (4) gave an exceptionally good talk. 

In the afternoon a discussion on arms control, chaired by Carrington, in which Henry Kissinger and Teo Sommer (the editor of Die Zeit) gave an inside view. Fascinating stuff. Kissinger was a bit hesitant to start with but his summing-up was brilliant. 

In the afternoon we talked about Europe, Giovanni Agnelli (5) and Lloyd Bentsen (6) giving their versions. The show was stolen, however, by Peter Sutherland, (7) who is very very bright. The general view is that the Soviet Union’s economy is in the most wretched state and bound to fail, along with those of most of the Eastern Bloc countries. The West should not encourage the break-up of the Warsaw Pact, but should help the process of rapprochment as far as it can. 

Saturday 13 May, Santiago de Compostela 

Bilderberg Conference 

US/Soviet relations in the morning. This was by far and away our best session, with Rosanne Ridgeway, the Chief of the Disarmament Staff in the White House, giving us her view. She is a remarkable lady with seemingly a firm grip on everything around her. However, I found her attitude to modernization quite chilling. Apparently the Soviets are about to offer deep cuts in conventional forces down to parity. She didn’t think this made any difference to the question of stationing modernized nuclear weapons in Germany. She must be mad! 

In afternoon a long discussion on monetary union in Europe. Nearly everybody attacked Mrs. Thatcher, even her closest admirers. The only exception was Cecil Parkinson, who put up a spirited loyal defence, but didn’t make any sense and had his leg pulled by everyone else. 

Sunday 14 May, Santiago de Compostela 

Bilderberg Conference 

Contacted by ITN at 11.00am, [how interesting that ITN failed to tell the public Paddy was at Bilderberg - ed.] who told me that Owen had held a meeting the night before and the SDP had decided they were no longer a national party. To put a brave face on it, Owen has apparently indicated that he will continue with ‘guerilla tactics’, whatever that means. ITN asked me for a comment and I tried not to sound triumphalist. I deliberately left the door open to the possibility of a merger, though, of course, this is not in reality a practical option. But we must look as welcoming as possible. 

At last! This long wretched period – at least in so far as Owen is concerned – appears over. I have not felt so cheered in years. 

A brilliant cloudless day. I spent the afternoon by the swimming pool, reading through the proofs of Citizens Britain (8) and making further amendments. The trick will be to ensure that reviewers see it not just as a motley collection of ideas, but as a framework for the new shape of progressive politics in Britain. 

Footnotes: 

1. Lord Carrington had just finished his appointment as Secretary General of NATO, before this he held various Cabinet positions in Conservative Governments 

2. Rt Hon John Smith MP (1938-94). At the time the Shadow Chancellor of the Exchequer. He subsequently became Leader of the Labour Party until his sudden and unexpected death. MP (Labour) for Lanarkshire North (1970-83), Monklands East (1983-94). 

3. Secretary of State for Energy. MP (Conservative) for Enfield West (Nov 1970-74), Hertfordshire South (1974-83), Hertsmere (1983-92). He now sits in the House of Lords. 

4. Fellow of St Anthony’s College, Oxford, Author of many books and articles on international affairs, especially Eastern Europe. 

5. International industrialist. 

6. The 1988 Democratic Party nominee for US Vice-President. He served in Clinton’s first Administration as Secretary to the Treasury. 

7. Formerly a European Commissioner, now an international businessman. 

8. At the beginning of 1989, I had decided to write a book as a part of my plan to reverse the decline of the Party and start building for the future. The aim was to mark out a core of ideas which would articulate what we stood for and explain why we still had a role. The book was completed in the summer and published for our Autumn Conference. 

from: The Ashdown Diaries - Volume One 1988-1997 - Penguin - 2000 - ISBN 0 14 029775 8 
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What is the Power Elite? - Opening paragraphs of C Wright Mills' classic 1950's book of the same name 

Introduction to: The Power Elite, C Wright Mills, Oxford University Press, 1956. ISBN 0 19 500680-1 

The Higher Circles 

The powers of ordinary men are circumscribed by the everyday worlds in which they live, yet even in these rounds of job, family, and neighborhood they often seem driven by forces they can neither understand nor govern. ‘Great changes’ are beyond their control, but affect their conduct and outlook none the less. The very framework of modern society confines them to projects not their own, but from every side, such changes now press upon the men and women of the mass society, who accordingly feel that they are without purpose in an epoch in which they are without power. 

But not all men are in this sense ordinary. As the means of information and of power are centralized, some men come to occupy positions in American society from which they can look down upon, so to speak, and by their decisions mightily affect, the everyday worlds of ordinary men and women. They are not made by their jobs; they set up and break down jobs for thousands of others; they are not confined by simple family responsibilities; they can escape. They may live in many hotels and houses, but they are bound by no one community. They need not merely ‘meet the demands of the day and hour’; in some part, they create these demands, and cause others to meet them. Whether or not they profess their power, their technical and political experience of it far transcends that of the underlying population. What Jacob Burckhardt said of ‘great men,’ most Americans might well say of their elite: ‘They are all that we are not.” 

The power elite is composed of men whose positions enable them to transcend the ordinary environments of ordinary men and women; they are in positions to make decisions having major consequences. Whether they do or do not make such decisions is less important than the fact that they do occupy such pivotal positions: their failure to act, their failure to make decisions, is in itself an act that is often of greater consequence than the decisions they do make. For they are in command of the major hierarchies and organisations of modern society. They rule the big corporations. They run the machinery of the state and claim its prerogatives. They direct the military establishment. They occupy the strategic command posts of the social structure, in which are now centered the effective means of the power and the wealth and the celebrity which they enjoy. 

The power elite are not solitary rulers. Advisers and consultants, spokesmen and opinion-makers are often the captains of their higher thought and decision. Immediately below the elite are the professional politicians of the middle levels of power, in the Congress and in the pressure groups, as well as the new and old upper classes of town and city and region. Mingling with them, in curious ways which we shall explore, are those professional celebrities who live by being continually displayed but are never, so long as they remain celebrities, displayed enough. If such celebrities are not at the head of any dominating hierarchy, they do often have the power to distract the attention of the public or afford sensations to the masses, or, more directly, to gain the ear of those who do occupy positions of direct power. More or less unattached, as critics of morality and technicians of power, as spokesman of God and creators of mass sensibility, such celebrities and consultants are part of the immediate scene in which the drama of the elite is enacted. But that drama itself is centered in the command posts of the major institutional hierarchies.... 

See http://www.cwrightmills.org 



05Aug99 - George Robertson confirmed as new Secretary General of NATO 

Is it mere coincidence that the only Government Minister named (there may have been others) as an attendee of last year's conference in the UK, when Kosovo was so clearly discussed, was the same George Robertson, and that the UK's previous NATO Sec Gen., Lord Carrington, was in the chair? 

Paul Keenan
mbi@btinternet.com 

NATO LEADERS CONTROLLED BY BILDERBERG 

To understand who controls the leadership of NATO, the world's biggest military operation and now the 'World Army', you only have to look at the connection of the NATO Secretary-Generals to the Bilderberg Group. 

The earlier sec-gens do not appear to have been Bilderberg attendees, but if you know different, please let me know. These were Lord Ismay (1952-1957), Paul Henri Spaak (1957-1961), Dirk U. Stikker (1961-1964), and Manlio Brosio (1964-1971). 

But from then on, the leader of NATO has become a Bilderberg appointment. 

They are: 

· Joseph Luns (1971-1984) Bilderberg Group 

· Lord Carrington (1984-1988) Bilderberg Group, chairman 1991-1998). 

· Manfred Wörner (1988-1994) Bilderberg Group 

· Willy Claes (1994-1995) Bilderberg Group 

· Javier Solana (1995-1999) Bilderberg Group 

· Lord Robertson (1999- ) Bilderberg Group 

How much easier it therefore becomes to instigate Bilderberg policy in the Gulf, Bosnia, Kosovo, etc., etc.. 



PEPIS - Power Elite Public Information Service - email list - roughly one posting every month 

Join the list by sending an email to PEPIS-subscribe@googlegroups.com
or have a look here: http://groups.google.com/group/pepis/ 

PAST 'PEPIS' MESSAGES HERE ON THIS SITE: 
From 1998, 99, 2000, 01, 02, 03, 04, 05 and 06
or http://www.groups.yahoo.com/group/pepis/messages/ ...

See also: 

· Bilderberg discussion - interactive Egroup 

· Other Email lists etc. 

PEPIS - Power Elite Public Information Service -- If you want to receive edited information, roughly monthly, about Bilderberg Conferences and closely related material, sign up below. This service will always be entirely free of charge and is part of my one-man campaign to get a press conference, open to all journalists, at these conferences. 

You will get an introductory message explaining how to remove yourself from the list should you wish to 

PEPIS may be archived in three places if you want to have a look
From 1998 - From 1999 - From 2000 - From 2001 - From 2002
http://www.groups.yahoo.com/group/pepis/
http://www.mail-archive.com/ 

Bilderberg interactive - Discussion list slowly starting: 

Post anonymously any info you have for moderated discussion of Bilderberg conferences as they happen - nutters or unsympathetic spooks need not join 

Bilderberg egroup webpage: http://www.groups.yahoo.com/group/bilderberg 

Other websites /email lists 

ALSO Do bear in mind that there has been a service specialising in material on the Council on Foreign Relations run by roundtable - contents reccommended: roundtable@geocities.com
Council on Foreign Relations - roundtable CFR criticism site http://www.geocities.com/CapitolHill/2807 

Joost Van Steenist's Power Elite email bulletins
http://members.cello.nl/jsteenis/ 



Bilderberg offices - In Europe and North America 

These numbers for Maja Banck and the Bilderberg secretariat may change. Please contact me if you find these telephone numbers are not working and/or you find new numbers and addresses. 

Current Bilderberg Steering Group pamphlets listing steering group members are available free of charge  to bona fide researchers, as well as past attendance lists. All Bilderberg secetariat press enquiries should be directed to this office. 

European Office (Location: Leiden University)
Maja Banck-Polderman (Executive Secretary)
PO Box 3017
2301 DA Leiden
The Netherlands
Phone +31 71 5280 521
Fax +31 71 5280 522 

Old European office - no longer  believed to be in use:
Maja Banck-Polderman
Bilderberg Meetings
Amstel 216
1017 AJ Amsterdam
The Netherlands
Old phone no: +31 (20) 625 0252
Old Fax: +31 (20) 624 4299 (old fax number - may be out of date) 

These were ex-directory phone numbers at The Old Bilderberg Towers, Amstel 216, from an anon. source: 626-8932, 626-8932, 624-1672 (phone of Victor Halberstaat?), 620-6278, 420-7075, 420-7400 (pretty def. Bilderberg phone), 620-9104. add +31 (20) to all if dialling from outside Amsterdam. 

Another office reported at:
Bilderberger Group 
1, Smidswater, 
Den Haag, 
Netherlands
Phone (070) 45 21 21 

North America
Charles W. Muller
American Friends of Bilderbergs, Inc.
477 Madison Ave., 6th Floor
New York, NY 10022 

Phone: +1 (212) 879 0545 

Bilderberg Public Relations. 
Charles W Muller or Ronnie Glattauer of 
Murden & Co., Georgia, USA, 

Phone: +1 (770) 945 8921 



British Prime minister, Tony Blair, lies about his 1993 Bilderberg trip when quizzed at question time 

There's heaps of evidence that he was there, so why bother to deny the trip? What has Blair got to hide? 

[image: image23.jpg]


Blair asked about Bilderberg trips, replies: "none"

 HYPERLINK "http://www.bilderberg.org/bilder.htm" \l "was" 
Was Blair at the 1993 Bilderberg Conference in Athens? Evidence - clearly Yes
Blair's rise to power following Bilderberg attendance
Further parliamentary Bilderberg questions
Letter from a worried MP, Christopher Gill 
Blair replies to parliamentary question on Bilderberg participation - From Commons written answers March 1998: 

"Mr. Christopher Gill MP: To ask the Prime Minister which members of his Government have attended meetings of the Bilderberg Group. [34298] 

The Prime Minister [holding answer 16 March 1998]: None. " 

Might the PM have forgotten the trip? No, this reply is misleading. Blair attended the 1993 Bilderberg Conference in Athens. He even belatedly declared it in the register of members' interests. His presence was reported in, to take just one source, The London Times, 4th March 1996, page 16 in an article entitled Wall Street, treason and Pat Buchanan by William Rees-Mogg, who attended Bilderberg 1993 in Athens too. 

What we are not told is that anything that took place before Blair was made PM is deemed not to have existed when replying to parliamentary questions. How convenient! 

Five proofs that Tony Blair was at the 1993 Conference in Athens... fuller details below 

1. William Rees-Mogg writing in The Times who was also there 

2. 1993 Bilderberg Press Release 

3. Parliamentary Memorandum 

4. The Times Diary 

5. The Guardian 

Firstly, confirmation from eyewitness and London Times columnist, William Rees-Mogg on 4th March 1996 

..."Last time I went to a Bilderberg conference, it was held in Athens, about three years ago. Tony Blair was there, not yet leader of the Labour Party, Conrad Black and Barbara Amiel were there, the Queen of The Netherlands was there. It was all pleasantly grand. ..... The Queen of The Netherlands is as Euro-fanatic as Ted Heath, Tony Blair is a modest good European, I have been an anti-Maastricht campaigner and Mr Black is a Canadian neo-realist who owns 500 newspapers." 

from 04Mar96 - London Times article: "WALL STREET, TREASON AND PAT BUCHANAN." 

Secondly, confirmed in a press release issued by Bilderberg Secretariat at the conference: 

(attendance list extracted from Press Release)...............
S, Carl Bildt; Prime Minister 
ICE, Bjorn Bjarnason; Member of Parliament 
CDN, Conrad M Black; Chairman, The Telegraph plc 
GB, Tony Blair; Member of Parliament (Shadow Home Secretary, Labor) <===HERE IS BLAIR!
N, Erik G.; Managing Director and CEO, Braathens SAFE 
IL, Connor Brady; Editor, The Irish Times 
GB, Rudric Braithwaite; Foreign Policy adviser to Prime Minister
............(continues) 

reference on this site 

Thirdly, confirmation from a Memorandum submitted by the Parliamentary Commissioner for Standards: 

"Complaint against Mr Kenneth Clarke 1. Mrs Lynn Riley, of Chepstow, Monmouthshire, wrote on 28 February 1997 to a Member of the House, alleging that Mr Kenneth Clarke MP had failed to register `the free trip and accommodation he received from the Bilderberg Group ... unlike Tony Blair who attended the same meeting'. She enclosed a letter from Mr Clarke dated 6 September 1995 in which he states that `my recollection is that I paid for my flight but that I was accommodated while I was there'. The Member passed the correspondence on to me………………………. 

5. Mr Clarke subsequently explained that he and Mr Blair considered that they were attending the conference as representatives of the Government and the Opposition respectively, and stated that `I was quite confident that I was at the time meeting the rules applying to Ministers, and it did not occur to me that the new rules concerning registration could apply to this visit'. " 

Fourthly, confirmation in the London Times Diary 

The London Times: diary, 24 May 1995, p16: 

"With concern about sleaze in mind, Tony Blair has belatedly listed in the updated Register of Members' Interests (published tomorrow) a visit he made in 1993 to the Bilderberg Conference in Athens as Shadow Home Secretary. His companion, Kenneth Clarke, suffers no such qualms, he hasn't registered the trip." 

Fifthly, confirmation in The Guardian, 29May97, in article headed "GALLOWAY CLEARED IN SAUDI CASE." 

By DAVID HENCKE WESTMINSTER CORRESPONDENT. 

"Committee backs Downey report on MP's role in deportation case 

.... "The former chancellor Kenneth Clarke was also cleared of any major breach of Commons rules after allegations about his attendance at a conference in Greece with Tony Blair. The committee agreed in a report published with Sir Gordon that any breach of the rules on registration was "relatively minor". Mr Clarke allegedly failed to register a free trip and accommodation at the Bilderberg Conference on European and world affairs in April 1993 when he was home secretary. Mr Clarke paid his own air fare, but his accommodation was provided by the hosts. 

GUARDIAN 29/07/97 P6 

Chronology of Blair's rise to power 

One possible reason why the Prime Minister has lied to the House of Commons about attending the 1993 Bilderberg meeting might be that it was the first stage of a business-driven, corporate press aided, selection process for his rise to political office. An 'interview' for the top job in Britain. Another is that he has been to more of these meetings than official Bilderberg attendance lists admit to. [see my article about Blair's unofficial presence at the 1998 conference in Scotland] 

1993 - April 22nd-25th - Athens, Blair attends Bilderberg
1994 - July 21st - Blair becomes party leader by block votes [article]
1997 - May 2nd - Blair becomes Prime Minister
1998 - the rest, a miserable history of betrayal of working people 

Now why not check out the magical rise to power of other western leaders approved by Bilderberg! 

Other Parliamentary Bilderberg questions 

[ Search here for latest Bilderberg questions in the Commons/Lords ]
http://www.parliament.the-stationery-office.co.uk/cgi-bin/tso_fx?DB=tso 

Commons - Prime Minister Tony Blair's written answers (20 May 1999) Bilderberg Group
Mr. John Bercow MP: To ask the Prime Minister, pursuant to his answer to the hon. Member for Hereford (Mr. Keetch) of 7 May 1999, Official Report, columns 476-77, on the Bilderberg Group, what official (i) transport and (ii) funds have been used to facilitate attendance at Bilderberg meetings of members of his Government; which members have attended meetings; what reports they have made on the meetings; and what subsequent communication they have had with others attending on subjects discussed at the meetings. [84213] [John Bercow MP]
The Prime Minister: As far as I am aware, only one member of this Government--the Defence Secretary--has attended a meeting of the Bilderberg Group. He provided a detailed account of his attendance in answers to the hon. Members for Ludlow (Christopher Gill MP) on 23 July 1998, Official Report, column 609, and for Hereford (John Keetch MP) on 20 July 1998, Official Report, column 434. 

Commons - Written Answers (8 Apr 1998) Bilderberg Group
Mr. Nicholas Winterton MP: To ask the President of the Board of Trade what assessment she has made of the operations and influence on world trade of the Bilderberg Group. [37923] 
Mrs. Roche: The Department has made no such assessments. 

Commons - Written Answers (7 Apr 1998) Bilderberg Group
Mr. Nicholas Winterton MP: To ask the Minister of Agriculture, Fisheries and Food what representations he has received on the influence of the Bilderberg group on world agricultural prices. [37924] 
Mr. Rooker: No such representations have been received. 

Commons - Prime Minister Tony Blair's written Answers (30 Mar 1998) Bilderberg Group
Mr. Christopher Gill MP: To ask the Prime Minister which members of his Government have attended meetings of the Bilderberg Group. [34298]
The Prime Minister [holding answer 16 March 1998]: None. 

Letter From Christopher Gill MP, seriously concerned about the Bilderbergers' influence 

CHRISTOPHER GILL RD MP 

HOUSE OF COMMONS
LONDON SW1A OAA 

Mr. T. Gosling, 

21 November 1998 

Thank you for your letter of the 9th November 1998 expressing your concern about the Bilderberg Group. 

I do not for one moment discount the possibility of there being some very powerful forces at work and that their intention is to undermine and destroy the nation state. 

That being said I feel sure that you will agree that we have to be practical about these things and I am at a loss to know how we as individuals can counteract the activities of such bodies as the Bilderbergers. Given the reluctance of elected politicians to acknowledge the nature of the very real threat to our democracy it seems inconceivable that they will openly attack these groups and the thought that they might actually proscribe them is just too fanciful for words. Neither am I aware of any mechanism by which individuals can be prevented from holding private meetings if they so choose nor of compelling them to publish their agenda and resolutions. The fact that their intentions may be treasonable is hardly the point if national governments see nothing wrong in their activities. 

It seems to me that the only sensible course of action as far as people like ourselves are concerned is to concentrate all our efforts on trying to convince one or other of the main political parties, firstly, to recognise the enormity of the threat to our democratic rights and secondly, to come out of their corner fighting to defend them. As a democrat I believe in using the system to achieve my political objectives. Where this belief falls down is when there is a conspiracy to deny choice and I don't mind saying that I dread the lang term consequences of continuing on down that particular road. 

At the end of the day the people will win but how much more desirable it is that they should win by the ballot rather than by the bullet. 

Please be assured that I am doing everything I know how, within the Conservative Party, to bring about a fundamental realignment before it is altogether too late. 

Yours sincerely, 

Christopher Gill MP 



Fear Not the Forces of Darkness 

7th July 1999 - Tony Gosling 

Full page on the 1999 conference 

There has been some particularly nasty disinformation around this summer's Bilderberg Conferences including a false participant list and a message on the 'June 18th global day of action' list from a made-up organisation accusing me of being taken in by Nazis [www.bilderberg.org/1999.htm#warning]. 

Please do check Bilderberg out for youself on the site I created free of speculation and racist claptrap to fill the knowledge gap from those on the 'left' and 'greens' about these global manipulators. 

The alignment of the most powerful banking, media, and political forces at unaccountable forums must be taken seriously. Will Hutton calls them 'The High Priests of Globalisation'. Vandana Shiva, at last years People's Summit in Birmingham, called Globalisation: 'The New Totalitatianism'. We would hardly expect Bilderberg - which was started by Prince Bernhard of the Netherlands - card carrying member of the SS at the beginning of World War II [www.bilderberg.org/bernhard.htm] - to be open about their activities or averse to a bit of disinformation. 

Globalisation of their ownership power is the goal. 'Public opinion' and 'democracy' are competition that must be taken out of the picture. The annual meetings attempt to persuade powerful people who are critical of Globalisation to 'get on board'. This leaves the prime movers behing the pseudo-philosophy of Globalisation as a rich and powerful clutch of unaccountable 'High Priests': David Rockefeller, Evelyn De Rothschild, Henry Kissinger etc.. The Blairs and the Clintons of this world are merely their 'followers'. 

Bilderberg appears to allow information to leak out to right-wing organisations like The Spotlight in the US so that information can be discredited as the rantings of extremists. Bilderberg produces official participant lists - which are on my site - but I have testimonial evidence [www.bilderberg.org/1998.htm#Blair] these lists are only partial and that heads of state, influential bankers and others are 'missed off' the list to make the meeting seem less newsworthy. 

Anything you can do to discredit the lies and prompt informed discussion about the Bilderbergers amongst journalists and in the newspapers/radio/TV etc. will be a service to the public. 

I think we are entering a very dangerous time in history with the prospect of Global Corporate Rule moving ever nearer. These corporations and their top-down structures are totalitarian and apparently immortal. It is important that people are informed as to the dangers but they stand little chance of that with the media becoming idealogically narrower and every day being consolidated into fewer hands. 

It is worth remembering that the solution to the cloud of darkness these great de-humanised profit machines cast across our world may well be spiritual rather than political. 

See my Tribulation page for links 



16Feb99 - Tony's open letter to the Bilderbergers - with reply 

This request to speak at the conference was an attempt to raise pivotal issues that the Bilderbergers seem unwilling to discuss: 

The rights of indigenous peoples to self-determination and the rights of all of us to land and freedom from the slavery of debt. 

[this is my old address- contact me here]
14 Lancaster Road
St. Werburghs
Bristol 
BS2 9UP 

Bilderberg Meetings
Amstel 216
1017 AJ Amsterdam
The Netherlands 

Tuesday 16 February 1999 

Dear Sir/Madam, 

My previous letter [November 1998] seems to have been mislaid by yourselves. Please could you put my mind at rest by replying to the following. I am set to have a very busy spring and it would be difficult for me were I called to speak at short notice. 

I would like the opportunity to make a three minute presentation on international land rights and economics at this spring’s Bilderberg meeting. 

I realise the usual form is that presentations are made by invitation only but I’m sure you would not wish to be totally exclusive. 

I’m certain you’ll agree it would be as well to avoid the mistakes that might come if any group pursues ‘tunnel vision’. 

I will not be offended if you cannot fit me in but I would like the courtesy of a reply, I am sure you are aware of the central importance of private property rights to the success, or otherwise, of international finance. 

yours, 

Tony Gosling 



23Feb99 - Response: 

BILDERBERG MEETINGS 

Amstel 216
1017 AJ Amsterdam
The Netherlands 

Phone +31 20 625 0252
Fax +31 20 624 4299 

Mr Tony Gosling
14 Lancaster Road
St. Werburghs
BRISTOL BS2 9UP
England 

23 February 1999 

Dear Mr. Gosling 

In response to your letter of 16 February 1999 I must confirm that Bilderberg decides on its own program and that presentations are solely by invitation. 

Sincerely, 

M. Bank
Executive Secretary 



World government on the way 

Tony Gosling - May 1998 

When 'the high priests of globalisation' hold their annual gathering in the UK you might expect it to make the news. But the media chiefs in attendance conspire to keep Bilderberg Conferences as far the public eye as possible. 

This extraordinary cartel of the world's richest bankers, media barons, multinational bosses, economists and politicians have been meeting secretly since 1954. Their alleged plutocratic plans, such as the EEC and EMU, later appear 'just to happen'. 

A closer look at three central Bilderberg figures is illuminating. 

Conrad Black, boss of the Telegraph and Hollinger news empire, hosted the 1996 conference. He is a devoted to one of the first preponents of World Government: Napoleon Bonaparte. In the early 1800's Napoleon suggested that: "Two powers like France and England, with a good understanding between them, might govern the world". 

David Rockefeller runs Chase Manhattan, the bank that is prepared, quietly, to use it's 350 billion dollar power for political ends. A leaked Chase memo showed they used Mexican indebtedness to persuade the government to 'eliminate' Zapatistas (in the troubled Chiapas region) rather than talk to them.[see the memo on my page] 

Finally Prince Bernhard of the Netherlands, who set up the annual Bilderberg Conferences, was an officer in Heinrich Himmler's elite SS or staff guard in Nazi Germany. 

Articles, reports and background on the Bilderberg Conferences as well as 'insider leaks' from the Canadian 'New World Order Intelligence Update' and the U.S. 'Spotlight' newspaper can be found on the web through: 

www.bilderberg.org/1998.htm 

The Bilderbergers provide a disturbing insight into a New World Order which may be just around the corner. How chilling that whilst these individuals have arguably more wealth and power than any other group on earth we are allowed to hear not a single word of what they say. 

In today's global network of power the Bilderbergers reign supreme. But they remain hideously silent on what their future holds for us and, more importantly, for our children and future generations. 



November 1998 to February 1999 - Bilderberg questions tabled at European Parliament by Patricia McKenna MEP 

European Parliament examining Bilderbergers 

Tony Gosling 

Since 1954 the secretive Bilderbergers have been holding private meetings that shape international economic strategy. They are one of the handful of groups that make up the annual 'Tribal Gatherings of the high priests of globalisation'*. 

Though powerful people in and out of the public sphere attend they are 'requested' never to refer to the meetings as the place the international policy consensus has been reached. 

At last elected members of the European Pariament are asking pertinent questions about the way in which cabals like the Bilderbergers compromise the integrity of senior public figures. In this case the unelected and powerful European Commissioners. 

*Will Hutton (see: the article here) 



Written questions, with evasive answers, tabled by Patricia McKenna MEP [Green Party - Ireland] to the European Commission, 3 Dec '98, in response to previous answers (see below) 

Bilderberg Meetings: (Priority question) 

Can the Commission explain more clearly its answer to my question H-0933/98, where it insists that participants attend Bilderberg *in a private capacity*, against all the evidence that these are far from being purely private meetings. If they are such, why does the Commission announce them in its Press Communiques, published by Reuters - would it announce a Commissioner attending a confernece on stamp-collecting, if that were his or her personal hobby? 

And why is it that the Commissioners attending tend to be relevant to items on the agenda - Commissioner Van den Broek for Enlargement, Former Yugoslavia and Turkey, Commissioner Bjerregaard for Global Governance (applies to climate), Commissioner Monti for the European economy (Internal Market), or Commissioner Brittan for the EU/US Market Place. And most recently, at Turnberry, Minister George Robertson was ferried by military helicopter, on the clear understanding that he was present in an official capacity, just as happened in the past with Prime Minister Blair and then Minister Kenneth Clarke, now a member of the Steering Committee. 

Does the Commission actually expect Members of Parliament to accept that British Ministers are attending these meetings in their official capacities, while Commissioners attend the same meeting in a private capacity? 

And, why would the police exclude, and even arrest and charge, card carrying journalists if these were genuinely private meetings, whereas, if that were actually so, it would be the responsibility of the organizers to control access to the meetings by journalists, and the police would merely provide security checks to ensure the safety of the participants. 

Since former Commissioners have continuing rights from, and duties to, the European Union, surely it behoves them to answer questions on these meetings, should the Commission so choose to ask them, and will the Commission now undertake to ask all former Commissioners still living whether they attended these and other similar meetings during their time as Commissioners. 

P-3880/98EN Answer given by Mr Santer on behalf of the Commission (19 January 1999) 

The Commission's reply that Members of the Commission who attended Bilderberg meetings expressed their personal views means that they were not representing the Commission, that they did not speak on behalf of the Commission and that their comments were not binding on the Commission. Naturally they were invited to attend the meetings mainly on account of their functions. The Commission considers that its Members should be free to express their views on subjects relating to the work of the Community, in particular during exchanges of views in international forums, without their participation being in any way binding on the Commission. 



Further questions: 

Participation of Commissioner Ritt Bjerregaard in 1995 Bilderberg Meeting: 

Concerning the Bilderberg meeting attended by Commissioner Bjerregaard in Bürgenstock from 8-11 June 1995, could the Commission state: 

1. What were the items which made up the total travel, and were the costs reimbursed at the time, or if not who paid them? 

2. Since Bilderberg normally pays the lavish accomodation, should this be declared by the Commissioner, 

3. Did the Commissioner receive the specified subsistence allowance for the days of this trip? 

4. Did the Commissioner take leave of absence for this trip? 

Participation of Commissioner Hans Van den Broek in 1995 Bilderberg Meeting: 

Concerning the Bilderberg meeting attended by Commissioner Van den Broek in Bürgenstock from 8-11 June 1995, could the Commission state: 

1. What were the items which made up the total travel, and were the costs reimbursed at the time, or if not who paid them? 

2. Since Bilderberg normally pays the lavish accomodation, should this be declared by the Commissioner, 

3. Did the Commissioner receive the specified subsistence allowance for the days of this trip? 

4. Did the Commissioner take leave of absence for this trip? 

Participation of Commissioner Mario Monti in Bilderberg: 

Concerning the Bilderberg meeting attended by Commissioner Monti in Toronto from May 30 to June 2 1996, could the Commission state: 

1. What were the items which made up the total travel, and were the costs reimbursed at the time, or if not who paid them? 

2. Since Bilderberg normally pays the lavish accomodation, should this be declared by the Commissioner, 

3. Did the Commissioner receive the specified subsistence allowance for the days of this trip? 

4. Did the Commissioner take leave of absence for this trip? 

Does the Commission feel that Commissioner Monti should have declared his membership of the Bilderberg Steering Committee? 

Participation of Commissioner Emma Bonino in 1998 Bilderberg Meeting: 

Concerning the Bilderberg meeting attended by Commissioner Bonino in Turnberry, Scotland from 14-17 May 1998, could the Commission state: 

1. What were the items which made up the total travel, and were the costs reimbursed at the time, or if not who paid them? 

2. Since Bilderberg normally pays the lavish accomodation, should this be declared by the Commissioner, 

3. Did the Commissioner receive the specified subsistence allowance for the days of this trip? 

4. Did the Commissioner take leave of absence for this trip? 

Participation of Commissioner Leon Brittan in 1998 Bilderberg Meeting: 

Concerning the Bilderberg meeting attended by Commissioner Brittan in Turnberry, Scotland from 14-17 May 1998, could the Commission state: 

1. What were the items which made up the total travel, and were the costs reimbursed at the time, or if not who paid them? 

2. Since Bilderberg normally pays the lavish accomodation, should this be declared by the Commissioner, 

3. Did the Commissioner receive the specified subsistence allowance for the days of this trip? 

4. Did the Commissioner take leave of absence for this trip? 

The Common answer to the 5 questions to individual Commissioners, 

Answered by Santer, newly emboldened by the Censure fiasco: 

E-3899/98EN to E-3903/98EN Answer given by Mr Santer on behalf of the Commission (5 February 1999) 

Travel and accommodation costs were covered in accordance with the provisions currently in force. 

With respect to Mr Monti's participation at the Bilderberg Steering Committee meeting, the Commission would refer the Honourable Member to the answer to her oral question H-933/98 at question time at the second November part-session. (Debates of the Parliament No November II 1998). 



Patricia McKenna's previous questions [now with answers]: November 98. To the EUROPEAN COMMISSION, Commissioner Mario Monti (Strasbourg, 5.30-7pm, Nov 17th '98) 

SUBJECT: Participation of Commissioners in Bilderberg Group 

Question: 

"Will the Commission fully inform Parliament about the content and conclusions (or consensus reached) of the Bilderberg meetings attended by various Commissioners over the years, indicating fully which Commissioners attended which meetings since 1954. If not, why not." 

"Will the Commission clarify whether Commissioners attend in their private or official capacities, since on the one hand Bilderberg and the participants normally claim they attend in their private capacities, whereas on the other hand the Commission has formally announced the participation in the past by Mrs Bjerregaard, Mr Monti, and Mr Van den Broek, and also Mr Kenneth Clarke and Mr Tony Blair have stated to the House of Commons in the past that they attended in their official capacities, and the full security apparatus of the host state not only protects the participants but also ensures the secrecy of the meetings, including the arresting and charging of journalists reporting on the meetings? Is Mr Monti's membership of the Bilderberg Group Steering Committee fully compatible with the duties and obligations of being a Member of the European Commission as per Articles 155 to 163 of the EC Treaty ?" 

Commissioner Mario Monti's reply to Question 69 (H-0933/98) tabled by Patricia McKenna 

The Bilderberg meetings are an international forum in which political leaders and economists express their personal views on topics of general interest, particularly in the spheres of foreign policy and world economics. The participants attend meetings in a private capacity and the statements which they make are not binding on the Commission; no resolutions are passed, no votes are taken and no political communiques are issued. 

For the above reasons, the Commission is unable to supply details of the substance and conclusions of such meetings, nor does it have any statistics regarding the participation of its members since the first meeting held in 1954. 

Of the current Commission Members, Mrs Bjerregaard and Mr van den Broek attended the 1995 meeting, Mr Monti the 1996 meeting and Sir Leonard Brittan and Mrs Bonino the 1998 meeting. They all spoke in a private capacity at those meetings. Mr Monti was a member of the Steering Committee between 1983 and 1993, before becoming a Member of the Commission in 1995. 

To the COUNCIL OF MINISTERS (Strasbourg, 5.30-7 pm, 18th November 1998) 

SUBJECT: Council Member participation in Bilderberg Group 

Question: 

"Will the Council fully inform Parliament about the content and conclusions (or consensus reached) of the Bilderberg meetings attended by various Council Members over the years, indicating fully which Council Members attended which meetings since 1954. If not, why not." 

"Will the Council clarify whether Council Members attend in their private or official capacities, since on the one hand Bilderberg and the participants normally claim they attend in their private capacities, whereas on the other hand Mr Kenneth Clarke and Mr Tony Blair have stated to the House of Commons in the past that they attended in their official capacities, the full security apparatus of the host state not only protects the participants but carries Ministers to the meetings (Mr Robertson at the recent Turnberry meeting) and also ensures the secrecy of the meetings and, for example, most recently Mr Campbell Thomas, a journalist and reserve police officer was arrested and charged at the Turnberry, Scotland meeting, it would appear for trying to report on the meeting for the Scottish Daily Mail, subsequently losing his position as a *special constable*?" 

Commissioner Mario Monti's reply to Question No 4. (H-0932/98) tabled by Patricia McKENNA 

In reply to the Honourable Member's question, I must stress that the Council has never had any occasion to discuss the matters alluded to. It might be pointed out in this connection that the meetings referred to took place outside the European Community framework. I should also like to draw the Honourable Member's attention to the fact that, in line with standard practice followed since the creation of the European Communities, the Council refrains from commenting on or taking a view on events outside their formal meetings. The Honourable Member will understand that, on these grounds, I am not in a position to reply to the specific question raised. 



The New Unhappy Lords 

They have given us into the hand of new unhappy lords, 

Lords without anger and honour, who dare not carry their swords. 

They fight by shuffling papers; they have bright dead alien eyes; 

They look at our labour and laughter as a tired man looks at flies. 

And the load of their loveless pity is worse than the ancient wrongs, 

Their doors are shut in the evening; and they know no songs. 

GK Chesterton - "The Secret People" 



Extracts from my first source articles: 

Many more articles here on the reports page and elsewhere - things have moved on a bit since I first read these articles! 

1. 'The Bilderberg Group, The Invisible Power House' 

With its membership selected from the power elite of Europe and North America, many wonder if the Bilderbergers are conspiring to establish a 'new world order'. 

Nexus magazine, Vol. 3 #1, Available from: 

PO Box 30, Mapleton Qld 4560 Australia.
+61 (0) 7 5442 9280 

2. 'Bilderberg Meetings, including letters from the Bilderberg secretariat' On Target Magazine 

"'Democracy' has been imposed upon one autonomous regime after another as power is centralised by this International Oligarchy as communities and cultures are decimated. We believe that this evil power is ultimately Satanic...." 

'On Target' Available from: Donald A Martin
Bloomfield Books, 26 Meadow Lane, Sudbury, Suffolk CO10 6TD, England.
Telephone (01787) 376374 

3. 'Bilderberg treason first decided it: SINGLE CURRENCY MEANS THE END FOR BRITAIN' Portman Papers 

"...ordinary people... do not know Bilderberg exists, and hence are powerless to scrutinize the highly questionable activity of this treasonous, corporatist oligarchy of influence." 

Portman Papers, Vol. 1 No 6, available from 

20 Portmans, North Curry, Taunton, TA3 6NL. 
Derek Tozer, 01823 490590. 



Bilderberg organisational structure 

Lord Carrington in his Hertfordshire garden with sculpture of a pagan god - Bilderberg Chairman 1990-99 - photo Lord Snowdon 

[image: image1.jpg]



The following Bilderberg Organisational structure is from Bilderberg pamphlet dated November 1997 - see the 2002 version 

Source: Grattan Healey, Green Party adviser to Patricia McKenna MEP at the European Parliament. 

Members Advisory Group * 

Canada: Anthony GS Griffin, Company Director. 

Germany: Otto Wolff von Amerongen, Chairman and CEO of Otto Wolff Industrieberatung und Beteiligungen GMBH. 

International: Max Kohnstamm, Former Secretary General, Action Committee for Europe; Former President, Europe University Institute. 

Italy: Giovanni Agnelli, Honorary Chairman, Fiat SpA. 

Netherlands: Ernst H. van der Beugel, Emeritus Professor of International Relations, Leiden University; Former Honorary Secretary General of Bilderberg Meetings for Europe and Canada. 

United Kingdom: Lord Roll of Ipsden, Senior Adviser, SBC Warburg Dillon Read. 

United States of America: William Bundy, Former Editor, Foreign Affairs; 
David Rockefeller, Chairman, Chase Manhattan Bank International Advisory Committee. 

* all former members of the Steering Committee 

Steering Committee: 

Chairman: Peter, Lord Carrington-Chairman of the Board, Christie's International plc; Former Secretary-General NATO. 

Secretary-General: Victor Halberstadt-Professor of Public Economics, Leiden University, the Netherlands. 

Treasurer: Pieter Korteweg-President and Chief Executive Officer, Robeco Group. 

National Representatives 

Austria: Franz Vranitzky, Former Federal Chancellor. 

Belgium: Etienne Davignon-Chairman, Société Générale de Belgique; Former Vice Chairman of the Commission of the European Communities. 

Canada: Conrad Black, Chairman, Telegraph Group Ltd; (2nd place vacant). 

Denmark: Toger Seidenfaden, Editor-in-chief, Politiken. 

Finland: Jorma Ollila, President and CEO, Nokia Corporation. 

France: Bertrand Collomb, Chairman and Executive Officer, Lafarge; Andre Levy-Lang, Chairman, Banque Paribas. 

Germany: Christoph Bertram, Diplomatic Correspondent, Die Zeit; Hilmar Kopper, Chairman of the Supervisory Board, Deutsche Bank AG; Matthias Nass, Managing Editor, Die Zeit. 

Greece: George A David, Chairman, Hellenic Bottling Company SA. 

Ireland: Peter D. Sutherland, Chairman and Managing Director, Goldman Sachs International; Former Director General, World Trade Organisation. 

Italy: Umberto Agnelli, Chairman, Instituto Finanziaro Industriale (IFIL). 

Italy/International: Renato Ruggiero, Director General, World Trade Organisation, Former Minister of Foreign Trade. 

Norway: Westye Hoegh, Chairman of the Board, Leif Hoegh & Co ASA. 

Portugal: Francisco Pinto Balsemao, Professor of Communication Science, New University of Lisbon; Chairman, Impresa SGPS; Former Prime Minister. 

Spain: Jaime Carvajal Urquijo, Chairman and General Manager, Iberfomento. 

Sweden: Percy Barnevik, Chairman, ABB Asea Brown Boveri Ltd. 

Switzerland: David de Pury, Chairman, de Pury, Pictet, Turrettini & Co Ltd. 

Turkey: Selahattin Beyazit, Director of Companies. 

United Kingdom: Kenneth Clarke, Member of Parliament; 
J. Martin Taylor, Group Chief Executive, Barclays PLC. 

United States of America: Paul A. Allaire, Chairman, Xerox Corporation; 
John S Corzine, Chairman and CEO, Goldman Sachs & Co; 
Marie-Josee Drouin, Senior Fellow, Hudson Institute Inc;
Louis V. Gerstner, Chairman, IBM Corporation;
Richard C. Holbrooke, Former Assistant Secretary for European Affairs; Vice Chairman CS First Boston;
Vernon E. Jordan, Jr, Senior Partner, Akin, Gump, Strauss, Hauer & Field, (Attorneys-at-Law);
Henry A. Kissinger, Chairman, Kissinger Associates Inc; Former Secretary of State; 
Jack Sheinkman, Chairman of the Board, Amalgamated Bank;
Paul Wolfowitz, Dean, Nitze School of Advanced International Studies; Former Under Secretary of Defense for Policy;
Casimir A. Yost, Director, Institute for the Study of Diplomacy, School of Foreign Service, Georgetown University. 

USA/International: James D. Wolfensohn, President, The World Bank; 



"Elite and Discreet" 

from The Economist - 26 Dec 1987
Our Good Conference Guide: Magic mountains for the mind 

The complete guide - Magic Mountains of the Mind - is on the Dangerous Liaisons page 

Bilderberg 

Ne plus ultra 

BILDERBERG takes its name from a Dutch hotel where, in the early 1950s, the first meeting took place under the aegis of Prince Bernhard. The occasion has outgrown the hotel, but the Dutch link remains. Among several European royals who attend as occasional guests, Queen Beatrix and her husband come regularly. A Dutch professor who has brokered coalition governments into existence on her behalf is one of the secretary-generals (the other, American, one lives in San Francisco), and Bilderberg's tiny secretariat sits in The Hague. The meetings now take place by informal rotation in countries of the Atlantic community. 

Some 100 or more attend, by invitation of a steering committee. The meetings happen once a year, in the spring. They last 2.5 days (Thursday night until Sunday lunch) and are held in varying but always comfortable surroundings - in 1987 Lake Como, before that Gleneagles. Apart from a half-day on the golf links or sleeping off the previous night's dinner, morning and afternoon sessions fill up the time. 

A mixture of able and distinguished folk attend - a sprinkling of serving prime and cabinet ministers, central-bank governors, defence and other experts. They talk, often to galvanising and fascinating effect, about the main issues of the day - East-West relations, arms control, deficits, debt, the Falklands, sanctions, whatever. Their thoughts may not be repeated outside the meetings and never are. This frustrates outsiders but helps 100 great and good people be frank with each other, as does the fact that Bilderberg members are limited to people of NATO and West European countries who know how to be kind or rude to each other without causing such misunderstandings as would occur if Indians, Fijians, Africans, Chinese or Japanese were also present. 

Elite and discreet, Bilderberg has inevitably been talked of in hushed tones by conspiracy theorists over the years. It needn't be. The lists of attenders are published, as are the agendas, and before each meeting the chairman (currently Lord Roll) holds a press conference at which few journalists bother to turn up. 

Where does the money come from? Not complicated. The steering-group members raise from business the small sums necessary to keep the organising secretariat going hand-to-mouth in The Hague. Members from the host country raise enough money to pay for the hotel and conference when it takes place on their home soil (they are allowed to ask extra guests to make this money-raising easier). Participants pay their own long-haul travel, but are usually shepherded as VIPs from the nearest airport. They also pay expenses over and above the basic bill for their hotel room - the Bilderberg custom being that a whole hotel is booked for each meeting so that Bilderbergers may be alone with each other, their words, their thoughts and, these days, their security men. 

When you have scaled the Bilderberg, you have arrived. 

* * * 

The complete conference guide - Magic Mountains of the Mind - is on the Dangerous Liaisons page 

Mike Peters' academic paper: Bilderberg and the project for European unification 



Who gets invited to Bilderberg? 

Discovering National Elites: US manual of elite target analysis, produced in 1953 but only published in 2000, describing the US policy of focusing propaganda on "priority targets" in the elite of other countries. This may explain how some people seem to be "got at" and change their views on issues such as globalisation once they reach positions of power. 

To view Discovering National Elites please try clicking below - alternatively copy and paste this link into your browser: http://www.grazian-archive.com/governing/Elite/Table%20of%20Contents.html 



Conference venues since 1954 

BILDERBERG CONFERENCES, 1954-2002 

55. 31 May - 3 June, Istanbul, Turkey - to be finally confirmed
54. 8-11 June 2006, Ottawa, Canada
53. 5-8 May 2005, Munich, Germany
52. 3-6 June 2004: Stresa, Italy.
51. 15-18 May 2003: Versailles, France.
50. 30 May - 2 June 2002: Chantilly, Virginia, USA.
49. 24-27 May 2001: Gothenburg, Sweden.
48. 1-4 June 2000: Genval, Brussels, Belgium. 
47. 3-6 June 1999: Sintra, Portugal.
46. 14-17 May 1998: Turnberry, Ayrshire, Scotland. 
45. 12-15 June 1997: Lake Lanier, Georgia, USA. 
44. 30 May -1 June 1996: Toronto, Canada. 
43. 8-11 June 1995: Zurich, Switzerland. 
42. 3-5 June 1994: Helsinki, Finland. 
41. 22-25 April 1993: Athens, Greece. 
40. 21-24 May 1992: Evian-les-Bains, France. 
39. 6-9 June 1991: Baden-Baden, Germany. 
38. 11-13 May 1990: Glen Cove, New York, USA. 
37. 12-14 May 1989: La Toja, Spain. 
36. 3-5 June 1988: Telfs-Buchen, Austria. 
35. 24-26 April 1987: Villa d'Este, Italy. 
34. 25-27 April 1986: Gleneagles, Scotland. 
33. 10-12 May 1985: Rye Brook, New York USA. 
32. 11-13 May 1984: Saltsjöbaden, Sweden. 
31. 13-15 May 1983: Montebello, Canada. 
30. 14-16 May 1982: Sandefjord, Norway. 
29. 15-17 May 1981: Bürgenstock, Switzerland. 
28. 18-20 April 1980: Aachen, W. Germany. 
27. 27-29 April 1979: Baden, Austria. 
26. 21-23 April 1978: Princeton, New Jersey, USA. 
25. 22-24 April 1977: Torquay, England. 
1976: No conference was held due to Prince Bernhard's involvement in the Lockheed Scandal. 
24. 25-27 April 1975: Çesme, Turkey. 
23. 19-21 April 1974: Megìve, France. 
22. 11-13 May 1973: Saltsjöbaden, Sweden. 
21. 21-23 April 1972: Knokke, Belgium. 
20. 23-25 April 1971: Woodstock, Vermont, USA. 
19. 17-19 April 1970: Bad Ragaz, Switzerland. 
18. 9-11 May 1969: Marienlyst, Denmark. 
17. 26-28 April 1968: Mont Tremblant, Canada.
16. 31 March - 2 April 1967: Cambridge, England. 
15. 25-27 March 1966: Wiesbaden, W. Germany. 
14. 2-4 April 1965: Villa d'Este, Italy. 
13. 20-22 March 1964: Williamsburg, Virginia, USA. 
12. 29-31 May 1963: Cannes, France. 
11. 18-20 May 1962: Saltsjöbaden, Sweden. 
10. 21-23 April 1961: St Castin, Canada. 
9. 28-29 May 1960: Bürgenstock, Switzerland. 
8. 18-20 September 1959: Yesilköy, Turkey. 
7. 13-15 September 1958: Buxton, England. 
6. 4-6 October 1957: Fiuggi, Italy. 
5. 15-17 February 1957: St Simons Island, Georgia, USA. 
4. 11-13 May 1956: Fredensborg, Denmark. 
3. 23-25 September 1955: Garmisch-Partenkirchen, W. Germany. 
2. 18-20 March 1955: Barbizon, France. 
1. 29-31 May 1954: Oosterbeek, Netherlands. 



Books that comment on the Bilderberg conferences: 

A useful source and/or starting point for the following and similar publications is: 
Bloomfield Books, 26 Meadow Lane, Sudbury, Suffolk, England, CO10 6TD. 
Telephone 01787 376374 

Atkinson, Rodney, 'Europe's Full Circle, Corporate Elites and the New Fascism', Compuprint, 1997, £7.95, ISBN 0 9525110 0 2 "Europe has come full circle. The UK faces the same political crisis as in the 1930's... suppression rather than expression of public opinion." From This England books: 01242 515156. 

Atkinson, Rodney & McWhirter, Norris, 'Treason at Maastricht : the destruction of the nation state' Compuprint, 1995. ISBN 0950935395 (pbk) 0952511010 (hbk) 

Blackstone/Plowden: 'Inside the think tank' London, 1988. 

Chesterton, A. K.: (Arthur Kenneth) 'The new unhappy lords: an exposure of power politics', Candour Publishing Co, 1972. ISBN 0851720218 (DeluXe ed.) - 0851720242 - 0851720250 (pbk.) Extract from this vitriolic author here 

De Jager C.:The Structure of the Quiet Photosphere and the Low Chromosphere, Proc. of the Bilderberg Conference Arnhem, Holland, April 17-21, 1967. Reidel 1968. [presentation at conference] 

Domhoff, G. William: 'State autonomy or class dominance? : case studies on policy making in America'. Aldine de Gruyter 1996. ISBN 0202305112 & 0202305120 (pbk) 

Engdahl, F. William: 'Mit der Oelwaffe zur Weltmacht. Der Weg zur neuen Weltordnung' Dr. Boettiger Verlags-GmbH, Wiesbaden, ISBN 3-925725-15-6 

Eringer, Robert: 'Bilderberg Group, The Global Manipulators', Pentacle, Bristol, 1980. ISBN 0 906850 04 5 Choice extracts here for your delight 

Ewertverlag S.L.: 'Secret Societies and Their Power in the 20th Century', 1995. ISBN 3-89478-654-X 

Gill, Stephen: 'American Hegemony and the Trilateral commission', Cambridge University Press, 1990, ISBN 0521362865 

Hatch, Alden: 'H. R. H. Prince Bernhard of the Netherlands; an authorized biography', Biog. of Prince Leopold Bernhard consort of Juliana, Queen of the Netherlands, Harrap, 1962. Read the chapter on Bilderberg and the one on the Nazis here 

Icke, David: 'The Robots's Rebellion', Gateway Books, 1994. ISBN 1-85860-022-7 

Icke, David: ' ...and the truth shall set you free', Bridge of Love Publications, 1995. ISBN 0-9526147-0-7 . 

Korten, David: 'When Corporations Rule the World', Earthscan, 1995, ISBN 1853834343 & 1853833134 

Krieg, A. H.: 'The Satori and the New Mandarins', Hallberg, Tampa, Florida, 1998, ISBN 087319 044 0. Note: this book lists all known Bilderberg members. http://www.sover.net/~akrieg/ 
Ligens/Loth: 'Documents on the history of European Integration', Volume 2 and 4 : Berlin/ NYC 1986/ 1991 

Pomian, John: Joseph Retinger - Memoires of an eminence grise: Sussex 1972 (very difficult to get your hands on it!) 

Rarick, John: 'Bilderberg: The cold war international', US-Congress, Congressional Record Vol.117 Part 24, 92nd Congress 1st session, Wednesday, September 15th 1971 

Ross, Gaylon, Sr.: Who´s Who of the Elite: San Marcos, Texas 1995 

Scholte, Jan Aart: 'Global capitalism and the state: International affairs', 73,3 (1997) p. 427-452 

Sklar, Holly: ed. 'The Trilateral Commission and Elite Planning for World Management'. Boston: South End Press, 1980. 604 pages; includes a Who's Who from pages 90-131. 

Sklar, Holly: 'Reagan, Trilateralism and the Neoliberals': South End Press 1986 

Van-der-Pijl, Kees: 'The making of an Atlantic ruling class', Verso, 1984, ISBN 0860918017 

------------------------------------------------------------------ 

TREASON - The New World Order, Cassandra Press, 1996. ISBN 0-945946-14-7 

------------------------------------------------------------------ 

Feature Film: "They Live" by John Carpenter. The film depicts how an alien race has infiltrated earth, slowly taking over all govenment and the World Power Elite. Released in 1989, it gives an uncomfortably accurate picture of manipulators hidden from the people. 



Links to other web sites: 

Warning! - Some of these sites and articles come from groups with right wing views. Their factual information (eg. The Spotlight) is often entirely accurate but the spin put upon it may make articles painfully vitriolic. 

One great irritation to me is racism. The assumption that because some of the world's most powerful men are Jewish bankers then all Jews are to blame, should be obvious nonsense to anyone who bothers to think it through.
Have those who research the Bilderbergers been taken in by the extreme right?????????? 

Who Controls The Australian Government? An Australian ex-politician blames the Bilderbergers http://www.senet.com.au/~brucehan/index36.htm 

New ways to break the power of the elite - site pulled by Yahoo http://members.ams.chello.nl/jsteenis/ 

Bilderberg Chairman - Etienne Davignon http://www.generale.be/CommUK/CVUK/CV2StevieUK.html 

Bilderberg Secretary General - Victor Halberstadt http://ruljis.leidenuniv.nl/group/jfof/www/halberstadt.htm 

Ever been inside a G8 meeting? You'll be suprised at the symbol on the table in front of poor old conned Mr Blair http://www.conspiracywatch.com/Illuminatisym.html 

Bilderberg and the West by Peter Thompson excerpted from the book Trilateralism edited Holly Sklar South End Press, 1980 http://www.thirdworldtraveler.com/Trilateralism/Bilderberg.html 

The Bilderberg and the Council on Foreign Relations http://towardfreedom.com/feb98/conspir.htm 

Hotel DE BILDERBERG, Oosterbeek, Holland http://www.hotels-holland.com/bilderberg/oosterbeek-debilderberg.htm 

italian translations-> http://members.xoom.com/_XMCM/razlag/wwfnazisti.html 

The News in Portugal - complete Bilderberg 1999 articles http://www.the-news.net/bildeberg/index.htm 

27Oct99 - Bilderberg steering group meet in Washington? (offsite) http://www.worldnetdaily.com/bluesky_exnews/19991012_xex_the_next_bil.shtml 

4th November 1999 SAMUEL R. BERGER NATIONAL SECURITY ADVISOR REMARKS TO THE BILDERBERG STEERING COMMITTEE http://www.pub.whitehouse.gov/uri-res/I2R?urn:pdi://oma.eop.gov.us/1999/11/5/3.text.1 

Republican and Democratic parties in the U.S. to merge? http://syninfo.com/ian/PRIVATE/1999/11/23/1999112320221128.html 

The Bilder Burger Vegetarian Sandwich http://www.happyclown.com/mcprint.html 

Etienne Davignon - new Bilderberg Chairman http://www.cordis.lu/esprit/src/biodavig.htm 

Search The UK Parliament pages for the latest Bilderberg questions http://www.parliament.the-stationery-office.co.uk/cgi-bin/tso_fx?DB=tso 

Illuminati News http://user.tninet.se/~gbl020q/illum_index.htm 

Names and who is related to what other organisations - Namebase http://www.pir.org/ 

Recent lists of names of the elite etc. http://www.biblebelievers.org.au/weekdx.htm 

Etienne F. Davignon, Chairman, Société Générale de Belgique - profile http://www.gilead.com/about/man_davignon.html 

Those who have real power typically avoid exposure and unwanted attention by denying that they have it. The Establishment exists but doesn't want the public to get the full picture of its control. http://www.biblebelievers.org.au/weekdx.htm 

The Juggernaut of Globalisation - from South Africa http://sane.org.za/news6/news6_elite.htm 

Photo Gallery of the Elite http://www.islandnet.com/~persewen/photo_index2.htm 

Bilderbergers and the Kosovo Crisis - John Whitley's site http://www.inforamp.net/~jwhitley/bild98.htm 

Nazi industrialists escape to the USA in a giant U-Boat before Hitler's fall. Prince Bernhard, Bilderberg supremo, is loitering on the coast! http://mallofmaine.com/ca35/ 

Collection of John Whitley's Bilderberg Articles http://www.inforamp.net/~jwhitley/bildpres.htm 

Rodney Atkinson on Bilderberg http://ds.dial.pipex.com/town/place/qq28/democracy/bildb.htm 

Wall Street/SS connections Bernhard/Dulles http://www.silcom.com/~patrick/mag3/pwrprnts.htm 

Black Envy - Anti Conrad Black Site http://www.blackenvy.com/ 

August '98 - Bilderberg/Cyprus war update http://www.inforamp.net/~jwhitley/BILDNEWS.HTM 

Collection of John Whitley's articles on the Bilderbergers http://www.turnercom.com/jdk/canal77.html 

Spotlight Magazine http://www.webbindustries.com/spotlight/ 

Latest Parascope articles on Bilderberg http://www.parascope.com/mx/articles/bilderberg.htm 

Secret Organisations and the legacy of the right http://www.thegrid.net/clear/moralright.htm 

Vernon Jordan Bilderberg Article http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-srv/politics/special/clinton/stories/jordan012798.htm 

Bible Prophecies and Bilderberg http://www.thelordswork.com/articles\bilder.html 

Tony Blair and Kenneth Clarke ticked off by the House of Commons over Bilderberg expenses http://www.parliament.the-stationery-office.co.uk/pa/cm199798/cmselect/cmstnprv/180iii/sp0304.htm 

Understanding the New World Order - The Bilderberg Files http://www.kreative.net/understandingNWO/utnwo11a.txt 

Norwegian Bilderberg site http://thor.prohosting.com/~bilderb/ 

German language introduction and criticism on the Bilderbergers - http://www.4rie.com/rie%209.html#anchor1343569 [noit sure about this address ed.] 

Robert Gaylon Ross, Sr.'s scary Bilderberg Page http://www.4rie.com/rie/rie3.html Old address: http://www.ld.centuryinter.net/rie/rie3.html 

Nexus Magazine. Armen Victorian's definitive, well researched article http://www.peg.apc.org/~nexus/Bilderbergers.html 

New World Order Intelligence Update http://www.inforamp.net/~jwhitley 

Biblical look at the Illuminati http://home.cdsnet.net/~rkhaeske/html/new_world_religion.htm 

Clinton approved for presidency by the Bilderbergers http://www.dcia.com/clinton.html 

America's Subversion - The Enemy Within http://www.execpc.com/~amerisub/ 

Watch out for the Power Elite http://home.sol.no/~abels/engelsk/power4.htm 

Georgia paper reports on 1997 meeting http://www.creativeloafing.com/gwinnett/newsstand/archives/061497gw/news.htm 

James Wolfenson is admired in Africa! http://www.ghana.africaonline.com/AfricaOnline/newsstand/independent/22/page09.html 

Two pages with general Bilderberg information and articles http://wwwcip.rus.uni-stuttgart.de/~tky20848/docs/BILDER2.TXT http://wwwcip.rus.uni-stuttgart.de/~tky20848/docs/BLDRBRGR.TXT 

Short biog. of Will Hutton, Editor of The Observer and Bilderberg attendee http://www.guardian.co.uk/stakeholder/issues/hutton.html 

Lots of Bilderberg references in German http://www.nizkor.org/ftp.cgi/people/m/marzahn.norbert/1996/marzahn.0696 

New World Order - Quotes and Chronology http://www.khouse.org/articles/prophetic/19970301-90.html 

Irish New World Order articles http://www.connect.ie/emc/Media/Conspiracies/ 

Bill Clinton's 'Coming Out Party' at the 1991 Bilderberg Conference http://bubblemouth.pathfinder.com/time/magazine/1998/dom/980202/jordan.html 

Excellent Bilderberg and elites analysis page http://www.sunz.com/tri.html 

Sun.tzu's analysis of Bilderberg and other elite groups http://www.ccnet.com/~suntzu75/pirn9735.htm 

George Ball talks about Ross Perot's attitude to Bilderberg http://pages.map.com/bkpowell/georgeball.htm (link down?) 

The Jeremiah project Bilderberg Pages http://www2.southwind.net/~jeremiah/nworder04.html 

The Bilder-Burger Vegetarian Sandwich http://www.happyclown.com/bilder.html 

Articles by a tenacious man who followed the Bilderbergers around http://www.livelinks.com/sumeria/politics/bilders.html 

Complete list and pics. of some of the 1996 participants http://www.abbc.com/esa/eng/sections/contents.html 

Bilderberg and the IMF http://www.abcnews.aol.com/onair/nightline/html_files/transcripts/ntl0114.html 

Bilderberg Conference, Rockefeller, Mexican oil and dead Zapatistas http://www.senderberl.com/recapturing/america/postscript2.htm 

The Lobster journal http://www.lobster-magazine.co.uk 

The end of the world and the New World Order by Tim Callahan http://www.skeptic.com/04.3.callahan-end.html 

The 'Destroy Babylon' Bilderberg Page http://www.zipcon.net/isaiah/Meeting.HTM 

An Australian Band, Black Lung, that sing about global elites http://www.cyberden.com/cyberden/imcc/pages/blhome.html 

Conspiracy booklist http://www.frugal.com/~ayli/30.con.html 

David Icke has been talking about the Bilderbergers ever since he 'left' his job in television http://www.david-icke.com/newsspr9.htm 

National Patriotic Front leader in Russia, Gennadi Zyuganov, blasts Bilderberg. http://web.bu.edu/ISCIP/content/digest/ed7.html 

Eisenhower's diary describes Bilderberg http://sunsite.unc.edu/lia/president/EisenhowerLibrary/finding_aids/DDE's_Diary.html 

List of International organisations http://www.uia.org/uialists/org/o15.htm 

Article on 1996 Bilderberg AGM http://moneymaker.com/money/bildebrg.htm 

Listed on the CV of the Prime Minister of Portugal http://www.primeiro-ministro.gov.pt/p-curriculo.html 

The art of deception, including more background on secret societies http://www.thegrid.net/clear/huck.htm 

Ark-hive, comprehensive world government and conspiracy pages http://www.netizen.org/arc-hive/hiv_sec.htm 

Bilder-burglers http://www.iahushua.com/WOI/burglar.html 

Greek site (in English) detailing Bilderberg activities from an insider's view and links page http://www.geocities.com/Athens/Forum/8604/index.html 

Bilderberg and the new world order http://www.parascope.com/mx/bilder.htm 

Peacemaking in action...? Greeks and Turks encouraged to have a drink together at Bilderberg http://www.turkey.org/news/e051496.htm 

Bilderberg brings down the Turkish government? http://www.constitution.org/piml/96062507.txt 

The Kennedy Arts Centre reiterates Wolfenson's key role in Bilderberg http://kennedy-center.org/home/html/jdwbio.html 

Healing the hurts of nations http://www.isleofavalon.co.uk/local/h-pages/palden/healhurt/hn-euro2.html#Bild 

Comment on Richard Fletcher's essay 'Who Were They Travelling With?' http://www.pir.org/books.88 

European Socialism must adapt to Bilderberg's new reality http://www.endoftheline.com/political/environ.htm 

Some Bilderbergers break silence http://www.webbindustries.com/spotlight/f_bb_art004.html 

'Civic' Bilderberg duties of James Wolfenson, President of the World Bank http://www.reedref.com/mww/greatamer10.html 

Watcher Website on the New World Order http://www.marsweb.com/~watcher/nwobild.html 

Conspiracy Nation comments on Rockefeller and the Bilderbergers http://www.europa.com/~johnlf/cn/cn8-51 

International Herald Tribune / October 9, 1996 / By Max Jakobson http://www.geocities.com/Athens/Forum/8604/tribune.htm 

A better approach? http://www.twibp.com/archives/18/1.html 

See also Power Élite www links on my bad links page 

In the end they will lay their freedom at our feet and say to us, 'Make us your slaves, but feed us' --The Grand Inquisitor, in The Brothers Karamazov by Fyodor Mikhailovich Dostoevsky -1879 



Anti-Semitism / conspiracy theory 

There is a whole page now on how those that criticise Bilderberg might or might not be anti-Jewish - this is a false accusation which has been leveled at almost anyone from the left who has criticised Bilderberg and the obsessive secrecy surrounding the conferences. The page is entitled: Are critics of Bilderberg Anti-Jewish 

Les maîtres de l'univers

Par Pepe Escobar 
le 22 mai 2003
Asia Time Online


Il peut être instructif de savoir ce que le ministre américain de la Défense, Donald Rumsfeld, ainsi que le "Prince des Ténèbres", Richard Perle, ont fait le week-end dernier. Du 15 au 18 mai, ils étaient invités à l'Hôtel Trianon Palace, à proximité du spectaculaire Palais de Versailles, pour la réunion annuelle du club de Bilderberg.

En fonction du prisme idéologique que l'on applique, le club de Bilderberg peut être soit considéré comme un lobby international ultra-privé de l'élite puissante d'Europe et d'Amérique, capable de diriger la politique internationale à huis clos ; soit, comme un "groupe de discussion" inoffensif de politiciens, d'universitaires et de magnats des affaires ; ou encore, comme une société secrète capitaliste opérant entièrement pour ses propres intérêts et complotant pour la domination du monde.

Le club de Bilderberg est considéré par un grand nombre d'élites de la finance et des affaires comme la haute chambre des grands prêtres du capitalisme. On ne peut pas poser sa candidature pour devenir membre d'un tel club. Chaque année, un mystérieux "comité de direction" élabore une liste d'invités sélectionnés ne dépassant pas 100 personnes. Le lieu de leur réunion annuelle n'est pas vraiment caché : ils ont même un quartier général à Leiden, aux Pays-Bas. Mais ces réunions sont entourées du plus grand secret. Les participants et les invités révèlent rarement qu'ils y assistent. Leur sécurité est gérée par les services de l'intelligence militaire. Mais quel est le but véritable de ce groupe secret ? Et bien, ils discutent. Ils font du lobbying. Ils essayent d'accroître sur les deux côtés de l'Atlantique leur influence politique déjà immense. Et tout le monde s'engage à respecter le plus grand secret sur ce qui y a été discuté.

Le Bilderberg mêle entre eux des présidents de banques centrales, des barons de la presse, des ministres, des premiers ministres, des rois, des financiers internationaux et des leaders politiques européens et américains. Parmi les invités de cette année, aux côtés de Rumsfeld et de Perle (le Secrétaire-adjoint à la Défense des USA, Paul Wolfowitz, en est aussi membre), se trouvait David Rockefeller - ainsi que plusieurs membres de la famille Rockefeller - Henry Kissinger, la Reine Beatrix des Pays-Bas, la Reine Sofia et le Roi Juan Carlos d'Espagne, et des hauts fonctionnaires de différents gouvernements. Le Bilderberg n'invite pas - ou n'accepte pas - d'Asiatiques, de Moyen-Orientaux, de Latino-Américains ou d'Africains.

Pour quelques-uns des plus grands financiers et stratèges politiques du monde occidental, s'ils assistent au Bilderberg, c'est, selon eux, pour affiner ce consensus virtuel et le renforcer, cette illusion que la globalisation, définie selon leurs propres termes - ce qui est bon pour les banques et les grosses entreprises est bon pour tous les autres -, est inévitable et qu'elle est pour le plus grand bien de l'humanité. S'ils ont un ordre du jour secret, le fait est que leur fabuleuse concentration de richesse et de pouvoir est complètement dissociée de l'explication qu'ils donnent à leurs invités, explication selon laquelle la globalisation bénéficie en fait aux 6,2 milliards d'êtres humains qui peuplent la terre. Certains des invités, parmi les plus anciens membres de ce club, sont devenus des acteurs majeurs. Bill Clinton en 1991 et Tony Blair en 1993 furent invités et dûment "approuvés" par le Bilderberg avant de recevoir les clés du pouvoir.

De nombreuses choses louches, et toujours inexpliquées, ont lié le premier club de Bilderberg aux Nazis, via le Prince Bernhard des Pays-Bas - père de la Reine Beatrix - qui fonda ce club en 1954 à Bilderberg (le nom du club provient d'un hôtel hollandais), dans le but "d'améliorer la compréhension entre l'Europe et l'Amérique du Nord". Bernhard fut membre des SS de Hitler. Un des autres membres fondateurs du Bilderberg est Otto Wolff von Amerongen. Il améliora activement les liens d'affaires entre l'Allemagne et le bloc soviétique et a siégé aux conseils d'administration de 26 sociétés, dont la Deutsche Bank. Peu de gens le connaissent - certainement pour de bonnes raisons : il a été lié au vol des avoirs juifs par les Nazis avant et pendant la 2ème Guerre Mondiale.

Rumsfeld est un Bilderberger actif. Comme l'est le Général irlandais Peter Sutherland, ancien commissaire européen et président de Goldman Sachs et de BP. Rumsfeld et Sutherland ont siégé ensemble en 2000 au conseil d'administration de la société d'énergie suisse ABB. Et il se trouve que ABB a vendu deux réacteurs à eau-légère à la Corée du Nord. À cette époque, bien sûr, la Corée du Nord n'était pas un membre actif de "l'axe du mal".

La réunion du Bilderberg qui s'est tenue cette année, comme par hasard, à Versailles s'est confondue avec la réunion des ministres des finances du G8 à Paris (20 minutes de Versailles en voiture) du 19 mai. La procédure est habituelle : le Bilderberg est l'occasion d'un passage en revue général de ce qui sera discuté plus tard lors de la réunion complète du G8 (Cette année [2003], elle se tiendra du 1er au 3 juin à Evian-les-Bains).

Le premier jour de travail réel du Bilderberg, le 15 mai, Jacques Chirac a prononcé un discours de bienvenue. Il a tenté d'enterrer les divisions profondes entre les invités, au sujet de la guerre d'Irak, en mettant en avant que les Etats-Unis et l'Europe Occidentale sont des allés de longue date. Mais l'accueil affable de Chirac n'a peut-être pas été suffisant pour calmer les faucons du gouvernement américain, toujours vexés par l'attitude "pacifique" de la France.

Un banquier juif d'influence européen révèle que l'élite dirigeante en Europe rapporte désormais à ses sous-fifres que l'Occident est au bord d'une déconfiture financière totale ; et donc, que le seul moyen de sauver leurs précieux investissements est de parier sur une nouvelle crise globale, centrée autour du Moyen-Orient, et qui a remplacé la crise évoluant autour de la Guerre Froide.

Selon une source du milieu bancaire de la City de Londres, connectée avec Versailles, voici ce qui a transpiré de la réunion de 2003 : les Bilderbergers américains et européens n'ont pas réussi exactement à contrôler leurs divisions ni à propos de l'invasion américaine en Irak et de son occupation, ni sur la politique intransigeante d'Ariel Sharon contre les Palestiniens. Tandis que les Bilderbergers bavardaient, Sharon a tout fait pour rejeter la feuille de route de Bush sur le Moyen-Orient, et déjà approuvée par les autres membres du soi-disant quartet : les Nations-Unies, l'Union Européenne et la Russie. Cette feuille de route, telle qu'elle est, n'est plus d'actualité : même la présence de Colin Powell - qui a fait un arrêt à Versailles pour briefer les Bilderbergers - n'a pas suffit pour persuader Sharon, même de juste discuter du démantèlement des implantations sur le territoire palestinien.

Les aventures impériales américaines donnent lieu généralement à une répétition générale lors des réunions du Bilderberg. Mais l'élite européenne était opposée à l'invasion de l'Irak par les Etats-Unis dès la réunion du Bilderberg 2002 à Chantilly, en Virginie. Rumsfeld lui-même avait promis que cela n'aurait pas lieu. La semaine dernière, tout le monde a riposté à Rumsfeld, lui posant des questions sur les infâme(use)s "armes de destruction massive". La majeure partie de l'élite européenne ne croit pas les promesses américaines, selon lesquelles les revenus du pétrole irakien "profiteront au peuple irakien". Ils savent bien que ces revenus serviront à reconstruire ce que les Etats-Unis ont bombardé. Et le débat fait toujours rage pour savoir quels types de contrats (qui ont récompensé Bechtel et Halliburton) "profiteront" à l'Europe Occidentale.

L'élite européenne, selon des proches du Bilderberg, soupçonne les Etats-Unis de ne pas avoir besoin, ou même de vouloir, d'un gouvernement central, stable et légitime, en Irak. Lorsque cela arrivera, il n'y aura plus de raison pour les Etats-Unis de rester dans ce pays. L'élite européenne voit que les Etats-Unis sont en train d'établir des "faits sur le terrain" : établir une présence militaire à long-terme et refaire couler le pétrole à flots sous contrôle américain. Ceci peut durer des années, tant que les Américains peuvent garantir suffisamment de services essentiels pour éviter que le peuple irakien ne s'engage dans une guerre pour la libération nationale.

Il fut aussi extrêmement difficile, à la réunion de Versailles, d'élaborer un consensus sur la nécessité d'une armée de l'Union Européenne totalement indépendante de l'OTAN. Bien sûr, l'establishment américain est contre une armée européenne. Mais c'est aussi le cas de certains européens, à commencer par la "majorette" anti-armée Lord Robertson, le secrétaire général de l'OTAN. L'élite européenne ne peut plus supporter la domination des Etats-Unis sur l'OTAN. Certains européens suggèrent une force séparée, mais contrôlée par l'OTAN. Les Américains prétendent qu'une force séparée dissoudrait le rôle de l'OTAN en tant qu'armée mondiale de l'ONU. Et les Américains insistent pour dire que l'OTAN ne se contente plus de défendre l'Europe : ses troupes pourraient désormais aller partout dans le monde, qu'elles soient dirigées ou non par le Conseil de Sécurité des Nations-Unies. L'impasse est toujours là.

Tous ces développements cruciaux furent discutés à huis clos. À Versailles, l'Hôtel Trianon Palace fut fermé au public et tous ceux qui n'étaient pas invités par le Bilderberg durent rendre leurs chambres. Les employés à mi-temps furent renvoyés chez eux. Ceux qui restaient furent prévenus qu'ils seraient renvoyés s'ils étaient pris en train de révéler quoique ce soit au sujet de cette réunion. Ils ne pouvaient pas parler au moindre Bilderberger à moins qu'on ne leur adresse la parole. Ils ne pouvaient pas regarder qui que ce soit dans les yeux. Des gardes armés ont complètement isolé l'hôtel en plaçant un cordon de sécurité. Quelques membres des groupes de presse étaient là - mais le public n'en sera jamais rien : les informations concernant le Bilderberg ne sont pas propres à être imprimées - ou diffusées. Aucuns journalistes d'aucuns médias, contrôlés par des magnats multinationaux du Bilderberg, tels que Rupert Murdoch, n'ont été ou ne seront autorisés à en parler, même s'ils réussissaient, d'une manière ou d'une autre, à y pénétrer sans y avoir été invités. Il n'y a pas de meilleur business que le business (privé) des élites.
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La réunion annuelle secrète du groupe de Bilderberg déterminera un grand nombre des gros titres de la presse — et de ses analyses — que l'on pourra lire dans les mois à venir. Pourtant les médias de l'establishment ont passé cette rencontre complètement sous silence. A l'exception d'une demi-douzaine de journalistes haut placés, et qui ont juré de garder le secret, peu nombreux sont ceux qui ont déjà entendu parler de ce groupe secret et très fermé qui s'appelle les Bilderbergers.

Les organes de presse du courant dominant qui se vantent de leurs exploits à mener sans limite des investigations sur des sujets interdits ont été étrangement peu disposés à lever le voile qui cache un événement majeur : la réunion annuelle secrète du Groupe de Bilderberg pour les financiers, industriels et politiciens les plus puissants de la planète.

2005 fut un mauvais cru pour le groupe de Bilderberg et son avenir semble morose. En effet, les efforts herculéens déployés pour garder secrète la réunion de cette année qui s'est tenue à Rottach-Egern [en Allemagne, à 60 km de Munich] ont lamentablement échoué. Et quand le groupe de Bilderberg est ennuyé, c'est le monde libre qui reprend espoir de contenir un peu plus, à l'aube du nouveau millénaire, ces accapareurs de pouvoir. 

Bien que le groupe de Bilderberg ait perdu un peu de son éclat passé, une chose est sûre : le secret traditionnel qui entoure ses réunions fait ressembler la franc-maçonnerie à une cour de récréation. Le personnel de l'hôtel est photographié et placé sous autorisation spéciale. Des portiers aux managers seniors, les employés sont prévenus (sous la menace de ne plus jamais travailler dans le pays) des conséquences auxquelles ils s'exposent s'ils révèlent à la presse quelque détail que ce soit au sujet des invités. Les médias internationaux et nationaux sont supposés être les bienvenus à condition de prêter serment de garder le silence. Les rédacteurs en chef sont tenus pour responsables si l'un quelconque de leurs journalistes fait un reportage par "inadvertance" sur ce qu'il s'y passe.

Lorsque Bush, Blair, Chirac, Berlusconi et compagnie participent aux sommets du G8 des dirigeants élus les plus importants du monde, ils sont accompagnés par la grande masse des médias internationaux. Dans un contraste saisissant, les allées et venues au Bilderberg se déroulent à l'abri d'un black-out publicitaire quasi-total. 

Les débats qu'ils engageront cette année — de la décision sur la manière dont le monde doit s'accommoder des relations euro-américaines à la poudrière qu'est le Moyen-Orient, en passant par la guerre d'Irak, l'économie globale et comment empêcher la guerre en Iran — et le consensus auquel ils parviendront influenceront le cours de la civilisation occidentale et l'avenir de toute la planète. Cette réunion se déroule à huis clos dans un secret total, protégée par une phalange de gardes armés.

Quel Etait l'Ordre du Jour du Bilderberg 2005 ?

Après trois années complètes caractérisées par les hostilités et les tensions entre les "Bilderbergers" européens, britanniques et américains, à cause de la guerre en Irak, l'atmosphère de sympathie qui régnait entre eux s'est retournée. Toutefois, ils sont restés unis dans leur objectif à long terme — qu'ils ont réaffirmé — de renforcer le rôle de l'ONU dans le règlement des conflits et des relations planétaires.

Cependant, il est important de comprendre que les Américains ne sont pas plus des "faucons" que les Européens ne sont des "colombes". Les Européens se sont joints au soutien de l'invasion de l'Irak en 1991 orchestrée par le Président Bush père, célébrant — selon les mots d'un prédateur renommé appartenant au Bilderberg — la fin du "syndrome américain du Vietnam". Et puis, les Européens ont aussi soutenu l'invasion de la Yougoslavie orchestrée par le Président Bill Clinton, apportant l'OTAN dans cette opération. Un sujet qui fut grandement discuté à Rottach-Egern en 2005 fut le concept d'imposer une taxe onusienne prélevée sur l'ensemble des habitants de planète par l'intermédiaire d'une taxe sur le pétrole prélevée directement à la source. En fait, ceci crée un précédent car si elle mise en application, ce sera la première fois qu'une agence non-gouvernementale (les Nations-Unies) bénéficiera directement d'une taxe sur les citoyens des nations libres et des nations asservies.

Cette proposition du Bilderberg appelle, pour commencer, à une minuscule perception par l'ONU que le consommateur remarquera à peine. Jim Tucker, du magazine Spotlight désormais interdit, a écrit il y a des années "Etablir le principe que l'ONU peut directement taxer les citoyens du monde est important pour le Bilderberg. C'est un autre pas de géant vers un gouvernement mondial. Les Bilderbergers savent que promouvoir publiquement une taxe de l'ONU sur tous les peuples de la Terre provoquerait des réactions d'indignation. Mais ils sont patients; le groupe de Bilderberg a déjà proposé, il y a des années, une taxe mondiale directe. Ils célèbrent aijourd'hui le fait que cela fait désormais partie du débat public et que les gens y font peu attention et ne s'en inquiètent guère."

Le groupe de Bilderberg veut une "harmonisation des taxes" pour que les pays ayant un haut niveau d'imposition puissent concurrencer en matière d'investissements étrangers les nations aux taxes "amicales" — y compris les Etats-Unis. Ils "harmoniseraient" les taxes en obligeant les taux américains et ceux d'autres pays à monter afin que la Suède socialiste, au taux de 58%, puisse être "compétitive".

Les ONG

L'ascension des ONG est un progrès que l'ancien Président Clinton décrit soudainement (le lendemain où cela fut discuté à Rottach-Egern) comme l'une des "choses les plus remarquables depuis la chute du Mur de Berlin". L'ironie, c'est que la déclaration de Clinton fut reprise par le Wall Street Journal — quotidien toujours représenté aux réunions du Bilderberg par son vice-président Robert L. Bartley et son rédacteur en chef de la page éditoriale, Paul Gigot.

Les Bilderbergers ont débattu vigoureusement pour que des militants écologiques non-élus et nommés par leurs soins aient, pour la première fois, une position d'autorité gouvernementale au conseil de direction de l'agence qui contrôle l'utilisation de l'atmosphère, l'espace extra-atmosphèrique, les océans, et, pour des raisons pratiques, la biodiversité. Cette invitation à ce que la "société civile" participe à la gouvernance globale est décrite comme une expansion de la démocratie.

Selon des sources au sein du Bilderberg, le statut de ces ONG serait même encore relevé à l'avenir. Leurs activités comprendraient l'agitation au niveau local, le lobbying au niveau national et la production d'études pour justifier une taxation globale par l'intermédiaire d'organismes de l'ONU tels que le Pacte Mondial [Global Plan] — un des projets favoris du Bilderberg depuis plus de dix ans. La stratégie pour faire avancer le programme de gouvernement mondial comprend spécifiquement des programmes pour discréditer des personnes et des organisations qui génèrent des "pressions politiques internes" ou des "actions populistes" et qui ne soutiennent pas la nouvelle éthique mondiale. L'objectif ultime, selon ces sources, étant de supprimer la démocratie.

Le programme environnemental des Nations-Unies, ainsi que tous les traités environnementaux placés sous sa juridiction, seraient finalement dirigés par un corps spécial de militants écologistes. Ces derniers seraient choisis uniquement parmi les ONG accréditées par les délégués de l'Assemblée Générale, qui sont eux-mêmes nommés par le Président des Etats-Unis, qui est lui-même contrôlé par le directorat enchevêtré Rockefeller/CFR/Bilderberg. [CFR = Council on Foreign Relations, le conseil aux relations étrangères]. Ce nouveau mécanisme apporterait une voie directe vers les plus hauts niveaux de gouvernance mondiale aux ONG locales, "de terrain", affiliées aux ONG nationales et internationales. Par exemple : The Greater Yellowstone Coalition, un groupe d'ONG affiliées, a récemment adressé une pétition au Comité Mondial du Patrimoine de l'UNESCO pour qu'il intervienne dans les plans d'une société privée qui voulait extraire de l'or dans un terrain privé à proximité du Parc National de Yellowstone. Le Comité de l'UNESCO est intervenu et a immédiatement classé Yellowstone comme "Site du Patrimoine Mondial en Danger". Selon les termes de la Convention du Patrimoine Mondial, les Etats-Unis ont l'obligation de protéger ce parc, même au-delà de ses limites, et jusqu'aux terrains privés si nécessaire.

Les idées qui sont discutées, si elles sont mises en application, auront pour conséquence de placer tous les habitants de la planète dans une sorte de banlieue globale, dirigée par une bureaucratie planétaire, sous l'autorité directe d'une toute petite poignée de personnes nommées. Et nous serions tous surveillés par des milliers de personnes, payées par ces ONG accréditées, avec la certitude qu'elles soutiennent le même système de croyance. Bien sûr, pour beaucoup de personnes, cela est incroyable et inacceptable.

Les Elections en Grande-Bretagne

Les Bilderbergers célèbrent le résultat qu'il voulaient obtenir. Le retour d'un Tony Blair bien plus humble au 10 Downing Street avec une majorité parlementaire réduite. Les Bilderbergers européens sont toujours en colère contre lui pour avoir soutenu la guerre de l'Amérique en Irak. Même s'ils ont donné à Blair une leçon utile de politique internationale, les Bilderbergers pensent en fait qu'il est un candidat bien plus sûr pour poursuivre le chemin vers l'intégration européenne que son rival conservateur, Michael Howard.

Le Programme des Néoconservateurs

La faction, connue sous le nom de "néoconservateurs" est arrivée à grand renfort. Ce sont eux qui ont déterminé que la sécurité d'Israël devait se faire aux dépends de la sécurité des Etats-Unis et qu'elle devait être au centre de toutes les décisions américaines de politique étrangère.

Le plus voyant parmi ce groupe est l'espion israélien Richard Perle, qui a fait l'objet d'une enquête par le FBI pour espionnage au profit d'Israël. Perle a joué le rôle décisif pour précipiter les Etats-Unis dans la guerre contre l'Irak. Il fut forcé de démissionner le 27 mars 2003 du Conseil Politique de Défense du Pentagone, après que l'on apprit qu'il avait conseillé Goldman Sachs International — participant habituel du Bilderberg — sur la manière dont cette société pouvait profiter de la guerre en Irak.

Un autre personnage néoconservateur disponible était Michael A. Ledeen, un "intellectuel parmi les intellectuels". Ledeen travaille pour l'American Enterprise Institute, un groupe de réflexion fondé en 1943, avec lequel Richard Perle est associé de longue date. L'AEI et la Brookings Institution dirigent le Joint Center for Regulatory Studies [Centre Conjoint d'Etudes Réglementaires] (JCRS) dont le but est de tenir les députés et les organismes de contrôle "pour responsables de leurs décisions en leur fournissant des analyses réfléchies et objectives sur les programmes de réglementation existants ainsi que de nouvelles propositions réglementaires". Le JCRS pousse à l'analyse coûts/bénéfices des réglementations, qui entre dans le cadre de l'objectif ultime de déréglementation de l'AEI (et des Bilderbergers).

Cette année, ces néoconservateurs furent aussi rejoints au Bilderberg par une poignée d'autres anciens décideurs et publicitaires de première importance, basés à Washington et connus pour leurs sympathies pour Israël. Il y avait parmi eux : l'ancien haut-fonctionnaire du Département d'Etat, Richard N. Haas, président du CFR et ancien Secrétaire d'Etat adjoint ("père" de l'accord de Dayton[1]) ; Richard Holbrooke ; Dennis Ross du WINEP [Washington Institute for Near East Policy, l'Institutut de Washington pour la Politique au Proche-Orient] pro-israélien, une ramification du comité israélo-américain aux affaires publiques (l'AIPAC) et de l'institut juif pour les affaires de sécurité nationale (le JINSA) ; ainsi que le tout nouveau président élu de la Banque Mondiale, Paul Wolfowitz.

Dennis Ross, Richard Perle et compagnie meurent d'envie de "faire passer le message" : procéder au nettoyage ethnique d'autant de Palestiniens que possible de la Cisjordanie et de Gaza. Voici ce que déclarait en 1989 l'ancien premier ministre Netanyahou devant des étudiants de l'université Bar-Ilan : "Israël aurait dû exploiter la répression des manifestations en Chine, lorsque l'attention du monde était focalisée sur ce pays, pour procéder à des expulsions massives parmi les Arabes des Territoires". Les résidents de la Communauté Européenne n'avaient peut-être aucune idée sur les intentions des Sionistes vis-à-vis des Palestiniens, mais, en Israël, à mon grand étonnement, le nettoyage ethnique est un sujet populaire de discussion. 50% ou plus des Israéliens pensent que le nettoyage ethnique est une bonne idée. Quand on pense que cela vient d'une nation qui est supposée se souvenir de l'Holocauste ! La réalité dépasse vraiment la fiction !

L'Energie

Un Bilderberger Américain a exprimé ses inquiétudes concernant la montée en flèche du prix du pétrole. Un "initié" de l'industrie pétrolière a fait remarquer que la croissance n'est pas possible sans énergie et que, selon tous les indicateurs, les réserves d'énergie mondiale approchent de leur épuisement beaucoup plus vite que les dirigeants du monde ne l'ont anticipé. Selon nos sources, les Bilderbergers estiment que les réserves accessibles de pétrole sont au maximum de 35 ans, compte tenu du développement économique et de la population actuelles. Toutefois, un des représentants d'un cartel pétrolier a fait remarquer la nécessité de prendre en compte dans cette équation l'explosion de la population ainsi que la croissance économique et la demande pétrolière de la Chine et de l'Inde. Selon ces conditions révisées, il y a apparemment seulement assez de pétrole pour durer 20 ans. Plus de pétrole signera la fin du système financier mondial. Tout cela a été reconnu par le Wall Street Journal et le Financial Times, deux périodiques qui sont régulièrement présents à la conférence annuelle des Bilderbergers.

En conclusion, attendez-vous à une sévère crise de l'économie mondiale dans les deux prochaines années alors que les Bilderbergers tenteront de protéger les réserves de pétrole restantes en prenant l'argent des mains des gens. Dans une récession ou, au pire, une dépression, les populations seront obligées de diminuer radicalement leurs habitudes de dépenses, assurant ainsi un plus long approvisionnement de pétrole aux riches de ce monde alors qu'ils tenteront de concocter une solution.

Durant le cocktail d'après midi, un Bilderberger européen a noté qu'il n'y a aucune alternative convaincante à l'énergie des hydrocarbures. Et un initié américain a déclaré que le monde utilise actuellement entre quatre et six barils de pétrole pour chaque nouveau baril qu'il trouve et que, dans le meilleur des cas, les perspectives de faire une découverte majeure à court terme sont minces. Quelqu'un a demandé une estimation des réserves classiques de pétrole accessibles. Le montant cité était d'environ un trillion de barils. Accessoirement, il est intéressant de noter que la planète consomme un milliard de barils tous les 11,5 jours. Un autre Bilderberger a posé des questions à propos de l'hydrogène comme alternative aux réserves de pétrole. L'officiel du gouvernement des USA a avoué, sombrement, que l'hydrogène sauveur de l'imminente crise énergétique mondiale était un conte de fées.

Cela confirme la déclaration publique faite en 2003 par IHS-Energy (société de consultants leader en recensement des réserves et des découvertes d'hydrocarbures) selon laquelle il n'y a pas eu une seule découverte de champ pétrolier dépassant les 500 millions de barils depuis les années 1920.

A la conférence Bilderberger de 2005, l'industrie pétrolière était représentée par John Browne, directeur général de BP; John Kerr, directeur de Royal Dutch Shell; Peter D. Sutherland, président de BP et Jeroen Van der Veer, président du comité de direction de Royal Dutch Shell.

Il faut se rappeler que, fin 2003, le géant pétrolier Royal Dutch Shell a annoncé qu'il avait surestimé ses réserves de quelques 20 %. La Reine Beatrix de Hollande, l'actionnaire principale de Royal Dutch Shell, est membre à part entière du groupe de Bilderberg. Son père, le prince Bernhard fut l'un des fondateurs du groupe de Bilderberg en 1954. Le Los Angeles Times a rapporté que "Pour les firmes pétrolières, les réserves comptent pour rien moins que la 'valeur de la compagnie'." En fait, Shell a réduit ses estimations de réserves non pas une, mais trois fois, conduisant à la démission de son co-directeur. A Rottach-Egern, en mai 2005, les plus hauts dirigeants de l'industrie ont tenté d'imaginer comment cacher au public la vérité sur les réserves de pétrole qui sont en diminution. Que le public prenne connaissance de la diminution des réserves et les actions baisseront, ce qui pourrait détruire les marchés financiers, conduisant ainsi à un effondrement de l'économie mondiale.

Le Referendum Constitutionnel en France

Le premier jour des rencontres secrètes au Bilderberg 2005 fut dominé par une discussion sur le referendum constitutionnel en France et pour savoir si Chirac pouvait persuader la France de voter OUI le 29 mai. Un vote pour, selon des sources au sein du Bilderberg, mettrait une grosse pression sur Tony Blair pour confier la Grande-Bretagne aux bras ouverts du Nouvel Ordre Mondial par l'intermédiaire de leur propre referendum sur le traite programmé pour 2006. Matthias Nass s'est demandé à haute voix si un vote en France contre le traité pouvait causer à coup sûr une tempête politique en Europe et éclipser les six mois de présidence européenne de la Grande-Bretagne (qui débute le 1er juillet). Les Bilderbergers espèrent que Blair et Chirac, qui ont étalé au grand jour, à plusieurs reprises, leur animosité, peuvent travailler ensemble pour leur bénéfice mutuel et leur survie politique. Un autre Bilderberger européen a ajouté que les deux leaders doivent laisser derrière eux et aussi vite que possible toutes leurs anciennes querelles sur des sujets comme l'Irak, la libéralisation de l'économie européenne et l'avenir du rabais que la Grande-Bretagne a reçu de l'UE ; et qu'ils doivent s'atteler à une intégration européenne complète, qui pourrait se désintégrer si le peuple français, souvent "têtu et obstiné" (selon les mots d'un Bilderberger britannique) ne font pas ce qu'il faut. Entendez par là : abandonner leur indépendance pour le "plus grand bien" d'un super Etat fédéral européen !

Un Bilderberger allemand initié a déclaré que le vote français pour le OUI était délicat à cause des "délocalisations. Les emplois en Allemagne et en France s'envolent pour l'Asie et l'Ukraine," (pour profiter d'une main d'œuvre bon marché). [L'Ukraine qui se presse à la porte de l'Union Européenne…] Un politicien allemand a demandé comment Tony Blair allait faire pour demander aux Britanniques d'embrasser la Constitution Européenne lorsque, à cause des délocalisations, la France et l'Allemagne connaissent des taux de chômage de 10% et que la Grande-Bretagne se porte économiquement bien.

Les Américains Hors-la-loi

Une loi aux Etats-Unis, Logan Act, stipule de façon explicite qu'il est criminel pour des hauts-fonctionnaires américains de participer à l'élaboration de politiques publiques avec des citoyens du secteur privé. Bien qu'une de ses sommités manquait au Bilderberg 2005 — l'officiel du Département d'Etat américain, John Bolton, témoignait devant la Commission des Affaires Etrangères du Sénat [américain] — le gouvernement américain était bien représenté à Rottach-Egern par Alan Hubbard, assistant du président à la politique économique et directeur du Conseil Economique National ; William Lutti, sous-Secrétaire adjoint à la Défense ; James Wolfensohn, président sortant de la Banque Mondiale; et Paul Wolfowitz, Secrétaire d'Etat adjoint et président entrant de la Banque Mondiale. En participant à la réunion du Bilderberg 2005, ces personnes enfreignent les lois fédérales des Etats-Unis.

Auna Telecomunicaciones

Lors du cocktail du samedi soir [le 7 mai] au luxueux Dorint Sofitel Seehotel Überfahrt de Rottach-Egern, en Bavière, plusieurs Bilderbergers qui se trouvaient au bar avec la Reine Beatrix de Hollande et Donald Graham, le PDG du Washington Post, discutaient de la vente prochaine du géant espagnol des télécommunications et du câble : AUNA. Auna exploite des services de téléphonie fixe, un réseau de téléphonie mobile, un système de télévision par câble et est aussi un fournisseur Internet. Un des Bilderbergers, familier avec ce sujet [probablement Henry Kravis, selon la description physique donnée par notre source présente à cette réunion], a déclaré que les activités de téléphonie mobile d'Auna pourraient rapporter quelques 10 milliards d'Euro, en tenant compte des dettes. Un autre Bilderberger (un homme de haute taille au front dégarni) a ajouté que les actifs immobilisés pouvaient atteindre 2,6 milliards d'Euro. Des sources proches de ces Bilderbergers ont déclaré en privé que Kohlberg Kravis Roberts & Co, une société de capital-investissement, est intéressée par l'achat de l'ensemble d'Auna. L'abondance de crédit bon-marché et les taux d'intérêt bas ont fait d'Auna une cible appétissante pour les investisseurs institutionnels. 

Kohlberg Kravis Roberts & Co est représentée aux réunions du Bilderberg par sa sommité, le milliardaire Henry Kravis, et sa femme, née dans une petite ville du Québec, Marie-José Kravis, cadre supérieur dans l'organisation néoconservatrice Hudson Institute. En conclusion: attendez-vous à une couverture et à un soutien favorable pour Kohlberg Kravis Roberts & Co de la part de Grupo Prisa, dont le conseiller délégué, Juan Luis Cebrian, participe toujours aux réunions super-secrètes du Bilderberg. Au cas où Kravis échouerait à constituer une offre compétitive, attendez-vous à une couverture semblable pour Goldman Sachs Group, dont Martin Taylor [son PDG] est le secrétaire-général honoraire du Groupe de Bilderberg et dont un autre Bilderberger, Peter Sutherland est le président de Goldman Sachs International ainsi que président européen de la commission trilatérale. Dans le passé, les révélations sur les réunions du Bilderberg ont alerté — des mois avant que les grands médias n'en parlent — sur l'invasion de l'Irak par les Etats-Unis, les augmentations d'impôts et la chute de Margaret Thatcher en tant que premier-ministre de la Grande-Bretagne.

L'Impasse entre l'Indonésie et la Malaisie

Une confrontation politique et militaire entre ces deux nations dans la mer de Sulawesi riche en pétrole (toutes deux proclament que la région d'Ambalat, riche en pétrole, fait partie de leurs droits territoriaux) fut le sujet d'une discussion très animée entre plusieurs Bilderbergers Américains et Européens lors d'un cocktail d'après-midi. Un Bilderberger Américain agitant son cigare a suggéré d'utiliser l'ONU pour "promouvoir une politique de paix dans la région." En fait, les Bilderbergers qui étaient assis autour de la table du salon s'accordaient pour dire qu'un tel conflit pourrait leur donner une excuse pour mettre dans cette région disputée une garnison de "gardiens de la paix" de l'ONU, et donc assurer leur contrôle ultime sur ce trésor, c'est à dire des réserves pétrolières non exploitées. 

La Chine

Les Bilderbergers américains et européens, réalisant l'urgence absolue de s'étendre dans les marchés en développement pour maintenir l'illusion d'une croissance sans fin, se sont mis d'accord pour nommer Pascal Lamy, socialiste français et partisan fanatique d'un super Etat européen, comme prochain président de l'OMC. Il faut se rappeler que Washington a donné son aval à la nomination de Pascal Lamy à la condition que les Européens soutiennent la nomination de Paul Wolfowitz comme chef de la Banque Mondiale. Selon des sources faisant partie des initiés du groupe de Bilderberg, Lamy a été choisi pour aider à diriger le système marchand mondial dans une période caractérisée par les sentiments protectionnistes de pays riches tels que la France et l'Allemagne, toutes deux titubant à cause d'un chômage élevé et réticentes à accroître l'exigence musclée du contrôle des marchés par les économies émergentes. Les Etats du Tiers Monde, par exemple, insistent sur les réductions des subventions agricoles européennes et américaines. La dynamique de libéralisation orchestrée par l'OMC s'est effondrée dans l'acrimonie à Seattle en 1999 puis à Cancun en 2003. Les Bilderbergers se sont mis d'accord secrètement sur la nécessité d'obliger les pays pauvres à entrer dans un marché mondialisé pour fournir des biens bon-marché tout en les forçant simultanément à devenir leurs clients. Le désaccord actuel avec la Chine en est un très bon exemple, puisque les Chinois ont inondé les pays occidentaux de marchandises bon-marché, dont les textiles, poussant les prix à la baisse. En échange, les Bilderbergers ont pénétré un marché émergent mûr mais vulnérable au savoir-faire supérieur des occidentaux. Des pays similaires en voie développement acquièrent lentement un meilleur pouvoir d'achat et le monde industrialisé met un pied dans leurs économies intérieures en visant des exportations bon-marché.

* * *

On ne peut rien faire d'autre que de se demander ce qui se passera après que les organisateurs du Bilderberg, Rockefeller, Kissinger, la Reine Beatrix et consorts, auront achevé leur projet de mettre la main sur l'ensemble des biens et des services de la planète.
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La planche 79 des " Désastres " de Francisco Goya montre la fée de la Liberté étendue morte sur le dos, poitrine exposée. Des personnages fantomatiques jouent autour du cadavre tandis que des moines creusent sa tombe. La vérité est morte. "Murió la verdad". Que pensez-vous de cette alternative ? Un homme averti en vaut deux. Nous ne trouverons jamais les réponses si nous ne pouvons pas poser les bonnes questions.

* * *

Daniel Estulin est un commentateur politique et vit à Madrid. Il est l'auteur de quatre livres traitant de formation en communication. 

Traduit de l'anglais par Jean-François Goulon
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Le Bilderberg a encore frappé !

Par Pepe Escobar 
le 10 mai 2005
Asia Time Online


"Il nous aurait été pratiquement impossible de développer notre plan pour le monde si nous avions été, pendant ces années, dans la lumière de la publicité. Mais le monde est plus sophistiqué et mieux préparé pour marcher vers un gouvernement mondial. La souveraineté supranationale exercée par une élite intellectuelle et les banquiers du monde est certainement préférable à l'autodétermination nationale pratiquée au cours des siècles passés …"
— David Rockefeller, membre permanent du club de Bilderberg, 1991

Cette conversation n'a jamais eu lieu. Et bien, en fait, elle a vraiment eu lieu. Quand ? Du 5 au 8 mars 2005. Où ? Au Dorint Sofitel Seehotel Ueberfahrt à Rottach-Egern, à 60 kilomètres à l'Est de Munich en Allemagne — hôtel isolé et entièrement réservé. Principaux équipements : chambres luxueuses, lac, parcours de golfe, pas de suites — pas d'épouses. Participants : environ 120 hommes et femmes d'action — politiciens, magnats, banquiers, capitaines d'industrie, soi-disant penseurs stratégiques — invités aux réunions 2005 du club ultra-sélectif de Bilderberg. Sécurité : absolument draconienne. Couverture générale par les médias : non-existante. 

Parlons du fardeau de l'homme blanc : le Bilderberg est composé strictement de l'élite "occidentale", c'est à dire, d'Américains et d'Européens. Y sont résolument exclus: l'Asie, l'Amérique Latine, le Moyen-Orient et l'Afrique. Le Bilderberg opère en maître absolu du territoire universel : ce que nous disons se produit. Même si certaines personnes des médias, triées sur le volet, savent ce qui a été décidé depuis des semaines - ou même des mois - à l'avance, ce n'est que lorsque les événements se produisent que les grands médias en parlent. Le New York Times, les trois grands réseaux américains de médias, le Financial Times, ont tous été représentés à de nombreux Bilderbergs. Mais ils sont contraints au silence des agneaux (voir le reportage de l'Asia Times Online sur le Bilderberg du 22 mai 2003 à Versailles : "Les Maîtres de l'Univers")

Le Bilderberg dispose d'une adresse — à Leiden, aux Pays-Bas — et même d'un numéro de téléphone — constamment sur répondeur à voix féminine. Mais pas de site Internet. Un petit groupe d'indépendants doit, selon un rituel annuel, se livrer à des investigations minutieuses pour lever le voile sur et les ordres du jour du Bilderberg. Parmi ceux-ci, on retrouve le Britannique Tony Gosling ou l'Américain James Tucker — qui a suivi le Bilderberg pendant 30 ans. Tucker va publier d'ici la fin de l'année un livre sur le Bilderberg. L'historien Pierre de Villemarest et le journaliste William Wolf ont déjà publié Facts and Chronicles Denied to the Public [Faits et Chroniques cachés au Public], vol. 1 et 2, qui incluent une histoire secrète du Bilderberg. Le sociologue belge Geoffrey Geuens, de l'Université de Liège, a aussi inséré un chapitre entier sur le Bilderberg dans un de ses livres. Bien que Geuens condamne l'obsession du secret du Bilderberg, il ne souscrit pas aux théories de la conspiration : il préfère étudier comment le Bilderberg dévoile la manière dont le pouvoir fonctionne ainsi que les relations incestueuses entre la politique, l'économie et les médias.

À chaque fois qu'un grand media approche le Bilderberg, il se soumet au silence des agneaux. En 2005, le Financial Times a sorti une histoire classique, à titre préventif, pour minimiser l'importance de ce qu'il qualifie de "théories de la conspiration". En fait, quiconque met en doute le club le plus puissant de la planète est taxé d'être un théoricien de la conspiration. Les "Bilderbergers", comme les lords britanniques ou les députés américains, justifient docilement que ce "club" est "juste un lieu où l'on peut discuter d'idées", qu'il est un "forum" innocent où chacun peut "s'exprimer avec franchise", et autres clichés de la même veine.

Le "Bilderberger" Etienne Davignon, ancien vice-président de la Commission Européenne, insiste catégoriquement pour dire qu'il "ne s'agit pas d'un complot capitaliste pour diriger le monde". Thierry de Montbrial, directeur de l'IFRI (Institut Français des Relations Internationales) et membre du Bilderberg depuis presque 30 ans, dit qu'il ne s'agit que d'un "club". Le communiqué de presse officiel du Bilderberg 2002, par exemple, a déclaré que "la seule activité du Bilderberg est sa conférence annuelle. Lors des réunions, aucune résolution n'est proposée, aucun vote n'a lieu et aucune déclaration politique n'est émise". Le Bilderberg est seulement "un forum international flexible, informel et non public dans lequel des points de vue différents peuvent être exprimés et une compréhension mutuelle est mise en valeur". Il s'agit en fait de tout ce qui concerne la très louable "relation transatlantique". 

Réservé aux membres
Le groupe Bilderberg — qui doit son nom à un hôtel hollandais — fut fondé en 1954 par le Prince Bernhard des Pays-Bas. Né allemand, Bernhard fut un militant nazi et un membre des SS. Il est aussi de notoriété publique que Prescott Bush était cadre dirigeant dans la banque W.A. Harriman & Co, qui finança Adolf Hitler et les Nazis avec l'aide d'Averell Harriman et du magnat allemand Fritz Thyssen. Alden Hatch a écrit une biographie du Prince Bernhard dans laquelle il insiste sur le fait que le Bilderberg fut le berceau de la Communauté Européenne — rebaptisée plus tard, Union Européenne. Il décrit l'objectif ultime du Bilderberg comme celui d'un gouvernement mondial.

La qualité de membre du Bilderberg est croisée sérieusement par le Council on Foreign Relations, la Pilgrim Society, la Commission Trilatérale et la fameuse "Table Ronde" — un groupe d'élites britanniques, issues d'Oxford et de Cambridge, cristallisé dans le journal de l'empire homonyme, fondé en 1910. La Table Ronde — qui ne reconnaît pas non plus son existence en tant que groupe officiel — a appelé à une forme plus efficace d'empire global pour que l'hégémonie anglo-américaine puisse s'étendre sur tout le 20ème siècle.

Le Bilderberg comprend régulièrement Henry Kissinger, David Rockefeller (du Conseil International de J.P. Morgan), Nelson Rockefeller, le Prince Philip de Grande-Bretagne, Robert McNamara (ministre de la défense de J.F. Kennedy et ancien président de la Banque Mondiale) , Margaret Thatcher, l'ancien président français (et principal rédacteur de la Constitution Européenne) Valéry Giscard d'Estaing, le ministre américain de la Défense Donald Rumsfeld, l'ancien conseiller à la sécurité nationale Zbigniew Brzezinski et le président de la Réserve Fédérale Alan Greenspan. La famille Rothschild a été l'hôtesse de nombreux Bilderbergs. En 1962 et en 1973, dans la station insulaire de Saltsjobaden, en Suède, les hôtes étaient la famille de banquiers Wallenberg.

Certains de ces maîtres contrôlent une plus grande partie de l'univers que d'autres. Ce sont les membres du comité directeur. On y retrouve Josef Ackermann (Deutsche Bank), Jorma Ollila (Nokia), Jürgen Schrempp (DaimlerChrysler), Peter Sutherland (ancien général de l'OTAN qui a rejoint Goldman Sachs), James Wolfensohn (le président sortant de la Banque Mondiale) et le "Prince des Ténèbres" Richard Perle. Le concepteur de la guerre d'Irak et nouveau président de la Banque Mondiale, Paul Wolfowitz est aussi un membre permanent du Bilderberg. Il se trouve que George W. Bush était dans les parages — aux Pays-Bas, pour les commémorations de la 2ème Guerre Mondiale — pendant le Bilderberg 2005. Il est possible qu'il y ait fait un tour. Bush a rencontré la Reine Beatrix des Pays-Bas, qui doit être présente à chaque Bilderberg.

Pour l'avantage de qui ?
Le Bilderberg n'est assurément pas un conseil exécutif. Il se peut que l'économiste britannique, Will Hutton, soit arrivé au plus près de la vérité lorsqu'il a déclaré que le consensus atteint à chaque réunion du Bilderberg "constitue la toile de fond de la politique mondiale". Ce que le Bilderberg décide a toutes les chances d'être mis en application par la réunion du G-8 et par les décisions du FMI et de la Banque Mondiale.

Peu importe les critiques sérieuses, innombrables, en Europe comme aux Etats-Unis, qui considèrent que le Bilderberg a tout d'un complot sioniste, jusqu'au culte mégalomaniaque du secret. Les Serbes, non sans raison, ont accusé le Bilderberg d'être responsables de la guerre des Balkans en 1999 et de la chute de Slobodan Milosevic : après tout, les Etats-Unis ont besoin de contrôler les routes vitales que constituent les pipelines des Balkans. Le Bilderberg 2002 — non pas sans controverse — est supposé avoir cimenté l'invasion et la conquête de l'Irak. Dans son A Century of War : Anglo-American oil politics and the New World War [Un Siècle de Guerre : la politique anglo-américaine sur les hydrocarbures et la Nouvelle Guerre Mondiale], F. William Engdahl détaille le déroulement du Bilderberg 1973 en Suède. Cet Américain a mis en évidence le scénario destiné à une hausse de 400% des prix des hydrocarbures de l'OPEP. Le Bilderberg n'a pas empêché le choc pétrolier ; au lieu de cela, il a planifié la manière de gérer des méga-profits — ce que Kissinger a décrit comme le "recyclage du flux de pétrodollars". Tous ceux qui comptaient étaient présents à ce Bilderberg : les grandes compagnies pétrolières et les grandes banques. Voici la conclusion de Engdhal :

Ce que les puissants, regroupés dans le Bilderberg, avaient décidé de façon évidente en ce mois de mai, était de lancer un assaut colossal contre la croissance industrielle dans le monde, afin de faire pencher la balance du pouvoir une nouvelle fois à l'avantage des intérêts financiers anglo-américains et du dollar. Pour ce faire, ils ont décidé d'utiliser leur arme la plus prisée — le contrôle des flux mondiaux de pétrole. La politique du Bilderberg était de déclencher un embargo mondial sur le pétrole, pour forcer une augmentation radicale des prix mondiaux des hydrocarbures. Depuis 1945, le pétrole mondial a été fixé en dollars, selon une habitude internationale, puisque les sociétés pétrolières américaines dominaient le marché de l'après-guerre. Une augmentation importante et soudaine des prix des hydrocarbures signifiait, par conséquent, une augmentation radicale équivalente de la demande mondiale en dollars pour payer les achats nécessaires en hydrocarbures. Les pétrodollars saoudiens se sont alors déplacés vers les "bonnes" banques à Londres et à New York pour financer les déficits du gouvernement américain. Jeu, set et match pour le Bilderberg — où les mandarins de la finance internationale gagnent toujours.

La ploutocratie internationale
Bien que pas un seul mot prononcé à l'intérieur de l'enceinte du Bilderberg n'ait le droit d'être rendu public, il est possible de deviner, avec un peu de connaissance, de quoi ils parlent. La semaine dernière, l'omniprésent Kissinger a débuté les débats en mettant en lumière la signification de la "liberté" — version Bush. Natan Sharansky, le gourou de Bush en matière de démocratie, faisait partie des participants.

Parmi les questions qui devaient logiquement intéresser le Bilderberg 2005 il y avait le rôle de l'OTAN et la nécessité que les 25 membres de l'UE approuvent la Constitution Européenne en 2005 — les conséquences d'un "non" français lors du référendum prochain du 29 mai ont dû être prises en considération. La délocalisation à grande échelle vers l'Europe [de l'Est], l'Ukraine, la Chine et l'Inde peut conduire à la mise à mort de cette constitution : les opposants français — qui ont réveillé les Allemands et les Hollandais — insistent pour dire que ce qui est bon pour les multinationales n'est pas forcément bon pour les travailleurs d'Europe Occidentale. Les critiques disent que le chapitre III de cette constitution détaille en fait la manière dont le libre échange peut vraiment tuer la protection sociale européenne.

Ils ont leurs propres raisons de s'inquiéter. Dans son livre, The Great Chessboard [le Grand Echiquier], le Bilderberger Zbigniew Brzezinski salue "une Europe Occidentale … qui reste dans une large mesure un protectorat américain". Brzezinski insiste aussi sur le fait que "l'Europe doit résoudre le problème causé par son système de redistribution sociale", qui "freine l'initiative européenne". Le père de la Constitution Européenne n'est autre que le Bilderberger Valéry Giscard d'Estaing, qui se trouve être très proche de Kissinger.

D'une perspective géopolitique, le cœur de tout ce problème est que la constitution confirme par la loi que l'Europe ne peut pas avoir une autre Défense que celle de l'OTAN, c'est à dire en dehors du contrôle des Etats-Unis. Les croyances du Bilderberg n'iraient que dans une seule direction : Une OTAN en expansion constante et contrôlée par les Etats-Unis, une UE en expansion constante vers l'Est, des délocalisations massives, des profits énormes engendrés par les corporations et une suprématie militaire américaine qui n'est pas remise en cause. Il ne faut pas s'étonner que tout cela soit l'objet d'un débat féroce dans les couloirs de Bruxelles, où quantité de diplomates et de fonctionnaires de la Commission se plaignent ouvertement de l'intimidation exercée par Washington et accusent leurs gouvernements de se vendre [aux Américains]. Il se trouve que Günther Verheugen, le commissaire européen en charge de l'élargissement de l'Union, est aussi un Bilderberger. Lorsque des membres de la Commission Européenne se rendent à un Bilderberg, leurs dépenses de voyage et leurs indemnités journalières sont payées par la Commission. Ceci disqualifie certainement l'auto présentation du Bilderberg comme étant un "club privé".

Le Bilderberg 2005 a coïncidé — par hasard? — avec la tournée de Bush chez ses amis de la Baltique et la rencontre tendue avec le président russe Vladimir Poutine. La limitation de la politique d'expansion de la Russie fut probablement en tête de l'ordre du jour du Bilderberg. La Russie s'inquiète beaucoup de ses "voisins proches" et ne voit aucune raison de retirer son armée de terre des bases de Georgie ou sa marine nationale de Sébastopol, en Crimée ukrainienne — peu importe combien de révolutions identifiées par une couleur se produisent à sa porte.

Des sources provenant de la Commission Européenne assurent que Brzezinski reste un personnage extrêmement influent. La discussion du Bilderberg à propos du contrôle de l'Eurasie se réfère toujours au "Grand Echiquier". Si Washington est un tel supporteur avide de l'entrée de la Turquie dans l'UE, c'est parce que cela signifie une influence accrue des Etats-Unis dans la région de la Caspienne et sur l'Est de la Méditerranée. Et cela agit aussi dans le sens de la limitation de l'expansion de l'Iran, de la Russie et de la Chine — auxquels, selon Brzezinski, il peut être interdit d'émerger comme des puissances rivales des Etats-Unis en Eurasie.

Une autre question controversée qui doit avoir occupé les esprits des participants au Bilderberg 2005 est d'empêcher l'Iran d'obtenir l'arme nucléaire — ce n'est qu'un détail : le but est comment empêcher l'Iran de devenir une puissance majeure eurasienne. Certains à Bruxelles n'écartent pas la possibilité d'un scénario d'intensification de la propagande pour essayer de convaincre les opinions publiques américaine et européenne de la nécessité d'une attaque contre l'Iran. Comment forcer Pékin à relever le Yuan doit aussi avoir été un sujet de discussion.

Copyright 2005 Asia Times Online Ltd. All rights reserved.

Traduit de l'anglais par Jean-François Goulon 
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Bilderberg 2006
L'arrivée des VIP sous le signe d'un discret 'B'

Andrew Mayeda et Glen McGregor, The Ottawa Citizen et Citizen News Services,
9 juin 2006 
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L'arrivée de David Rockefeller au Bilderberg 2006,
qui s'est déroulé au Brookstreet près d'Ottawa au Canada.
(Jean Levac, The Ottawa Citizen)

Les chauffeurs de limousines les détenaient, ils étiquetaient aussi les bagages - des badges marqués d'un simple B - et ils étaient le ticket d'entrée pour la réunion du Bilderberg au Brookstreet Hotel.

Accueillis à l'aéroport par des chauffeurs de limousine portant des pancartes avec la simple lettre "B", les éminences mondiales telles qu'Henri Kissinger, David Rockefeller et la Reine Béatrix des Pays-Bas ont commencé à s'introduire discrètement hier dans Ottawa pour la réunion annuelle du Groupe de Bilderberg ultra sélect.

Durant les trois prochains jours, en compagnie d'autres dirigeants politiques et d'entreprises très importants d'Amérique du Nord et d'Europe, ils sont attendus au Brookstreet Hotel de Kanata pour discuter de questions telles que la menace sur la sécurité posée par l'Iran et la direction prise par les marchés pétroliers.

La venue discrète du groupe s'est avérée en fait voyante, alors que les participants arrivaient hier à l'aéroport d'Ottawa. À l'extérieur de l'aéroport, une flotte de limousines était alignée pour convoyer les invités au Brookstreet, et à l'hôtel, des gardes de sécurité avec oreillettes en surveillaient l'entrée barricadée du parking.

Des limousines ont aussi été expédiées au centre aérien de Shell tout proche pour récupérer les participants arrivant en avion privé. Certains accompagnateurs avaient aussi la lettre "B" sur les étiquettes de leurs bagages.

Approché par un journaliste de Citizen à son arrivée, l'ancien conseiller US à la politique de défense, Richard Perle, a tiré à boulets rouges sur ceux qui critiquent l'aspect secret des réunions de ce groupe. "C'est une organisation privée", a-t-il dit. Il a réfuté l'accusation, avancée par les détracteurs du Bilderberg, selon laquelle cette organisation élabore à huis clos la politique publique. "Elle discute de politique publique", a-t-il insisté.

M. Perle a aussi réfuté les suggestions selon lesquelles l'imposante représentation de l'industrie pétrolière dans le groupe lui donne de l'influence sur les prix de l'énergie. "Si c'était le cas, je spéculerais sur les contrats pétroliers à terme", a-t-il dit. Ancien secrétaire à la défense adjoint du président Ronald Reagan, M. Perle est toujours considéré comme un conseiller influent dans les cercles conservateurs étasuniens. Il a conseillé le Président George W. Bush et on dit qu'il est un ami intime du Secrétaire à la Défense Donald Rumsfeld.

En 2003, il a admonesté publiquement le gouvernement canadien pour avoir refusé d'envoyer des troupes en Irak et il a averti le "canard boiteux"de Premier ministre, Jean Chrétien, qu'il serait bien embarrassé lorsque les armes de destruction massive seraient découvertes.

Vus aussi à leur arrivée : Jorma Ollila, le président de la Royal Dutch Shell ; Egil Myklebust, le président de Scandinavian Airlines ; James Wolfenson, le président de la Banque Mondiale ; et, Franck McKenna, ancien premier ministre du Nouveau-Brunswick et ancien ambassadeur du Canada auprès des Etats-Unis.

Selon un communiqué de presse non signé envoyé hier par fax, probablement par les organisateurs du Bilderberg, les participants comprendront aussi le Gouverneur de l'Etat de New York, George Pataki, l'assistant du Premier ministre israkien, Ahmed Chalabi, les dirigeants de Coca-Cola, du Crédit Suisse, de la Banque Royale du Canada, un certain nombre de magnats des médias et des ministres espagnols et grecs.

Le communiqué a confirmé que la réunion de cette année traitera de questions énergétiques, de l'Iran, du Moyen-Orient, du terrorisme, de l'immigration, de la Russie, des relations entre l'Europe et les Etats-Unis et de l'Asie. "Cette réunion est privée afin d'encourager une discussion franche et ouverte", dit le communiqué. "Il n'y aura pas de conférence de presse".

Si à l'aéroport, la sécurité était relativement allégée, avec seulement quelques policiers en uniforme à disposition, au Brookstreet, le parking devant l'hôtel était totalement vidé et les entrées du parking barricadées. Un véhicule de remorquage déplaçait tous les véhicules qui n'obtempéraient pas.

Des gardes de sécurité privés en blazers noirs gardaient les divers points autour du périmètre de l'hôtel, y compris le parcours de golfe situé derrière le Brookstreet. Un grand nombre de policiers d'Ottawa renforçaient aussi la sécurité. Les clients qui étaient descendus à l'hôtel le mercredi soir durent le quitter au plus tard à 8h30 du matin, plusieurs heures plus tôt que d'habitude. L'hôtel est resté fermé tout le dimanche.

Le trottoir devant l'hôtel est devenu un campement improvisé pour les théoriciens de la conspiration et pour les observateurs dédiés au Bilderberg. Parmi eux, peu sont plus hauts en couleur que James P. Tucker Jr, un écrivain de 71 ans qui dit avoir couvert toutes les conférences Bilderberg des trente dernières années.

M. Tucker, qui a publié dernièrement un livre intitulé The Bilderberg Diairy, a déclaré qu'il a passé plusieurs jours cette semaine à faire du repérage dans l'hôtel, harcelant les barmen autour de verres de jus de tomate pour glaner des informations. "Pendant des années ils ont nié leur existence même", a déclaré M. Tucker, habillé d'un costume noir à fines rayures et d'un chapeau de paille. "Eh bien ! Ils influencent sans aucun doute le monde".

Daniel Estulin, qui s'est envolé d'Espagne pour couvrir la conférence de cette semaine, est un tel habitué du circuit qu'il est tout en haut de la liste noire de la sécurité du Bilderberg.

"Leur objectif principal est de créer un gouvernement mondial dirigé par un groupe d'élites, dont l'objectif principal est de contrôler toutes les ressources naturelles de la planète", a déclaré M. Estulin, qui a emporté avec lui un petit appareil photo pour prendre des clichés des Bilderbergers à leur arrivée dans des berlines luxueuses sombres aux vitres teintées. Sur le tableau de bord de certaines d'entre elles, étaient disposées des feuilles de papier portant la marque "B".

Mais les Bilderbergers ont aussi attiré des badauds qui n'ont eu connaissance de cet événement par les médias que récemment. "Il y a toutes sortes de différences entre ce que disent les politiciens et ce qu'ils font. Ceci est juste un exemple de la manière de circonvenir le processus démocratique", a déclaré Cindy Mogensen, qui a fait une pause hier dans son travail pour enquêter sur cette conférence.
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"Même la sécurité d'un état-policier ne
peut réduire au silence un média honnête"
Les grosses surprises du Bilderberg 2006

James P. Tucker Jr.,
20 juin 2006 



Le Bilderberg s'attend à la montée des taux d'intérêts et de nombreux Américains à perdre leur maison dans les mois à venir.

En attendant, ils espèrent pouvoir faire pression sur le Président Bush pour qu'il s'abstienne d'envahir l'Iran tout en maintenant les prix du pétrole à son niveau record d'environ $70 le baril.

Timothy Geithner, le président de la Banque de la Réserve Fédérale de New York, a prédit la montée des taux d'intérêt et des difficultés pour les familles qui ont obtenu des emprunts à taux ajustable, ou à taux "variable". Il a déclaré que nombre d'entre eux risquent de perdre leur maison, alors qu'une augmentation des taux sur les emprunts immobiliers gonflent leurs mensualités de plusieurs centaines de dollars. Alors que la plupart écoutaient religieusement et que certains exprimaient leurs inquiétudes, on entendit quelqu'un dire : "Ces Américains stupides n'ont que ce qu'ils méritent !".

De nombreux Américains, surtout de jeunes familles, ont acheté des maisons coûteuses à des taux d'intérêt bas mais "variables". D'autres n'ont payé que les intérêts dus sur leur maison et pas le principal. Ce sont les plus vulnérables, a dit Geithner. Certains n'ont pas mis de mise de départ, ou si peu. En effet, certaines institutions "prêtent" la mise de départ aux acheteurs.

Lorsque la construction de logements aura atteint son apogée et que les prix commenceront à chuter, nombreux sont ceux qui trouveront qu'ils doivent plus sur leur maison que ce qu'elle ne vaut sur le marché. Ils trouveront aussi que leur emprunt - même à paiement d'intérêt seulement - n'est pas abordable. Les banques reprendront les maisons et les revendront.

Une fois encore, le terme "stupides Américains" fut entendu au milieu des gloussements de sympathie ou des silences d'indifférence. Selon une source, Allan Hubbard, l'assistant du Président Bush pour la politique économique, n'a exprimé aucune préoccupation. Les Bilderbergers européens ont dit qu'ils ne prendraient part à aucune invasion de l'Iran, option que Bush veut garder "sur la table". Malgré l'aide de l'OTAN avec 9.000 soldats supplémentaires en Afghanistan, n'espérez aucune aide si l'Iran est envahi, ont-ils dit. "Nous ne vous aiderons pas à livrer une guerre pour Israël", a dit un des participants.

Plusieurs participants firent remarquer qu'Israël possède des armes nucléaires depuis au moins 1963 et n'a jamais signé le Traité de Non-Prolifération afin qu'aucunes inspections internationales ne soient conduites. Ce fut feu George Ball, un membre agrée du Bilderberg, numéro deux du Département d'Etat sous les présidents John Kennedy et Lyndon Johnson, qui révéla en premier qu'Israël possédait des armes nucléaires.

"N'est-il pas sensé que l'Iran ait besoin d'une telle dissuasion contre Israël ?" entendit-on un Bilderberger dire. "Si vous envahissez l'Iran, Israël sera votre seul allié. Bonne chance !" L'un suggéra que "des frappes chirurgicales" - mais pas d'invasion terrestre - puissent être tolérées. Mais d'autres ont dit qu'elles seraient inefficaces.

L'Israélien Eival Gildy, chef du "bureau de coordination et de stratégie du Premier ministre", ainsi que Ziad Abou Amr, un membre du Conseil Législatif Palestinien, Président du Conseil aux Relations Etrangères et professeur de science politique à l'Université de Birzeit, faisaient partie de ceux qui écoutaient cette discussion. Ahmed Chalabi, ancien Premier ministre adjoint d'Irak et l'une des sources clés de la désinformation sur les ADM irakiennes, était aussi présent.

William Luti, l'assistant spécial de Bush à la politique de défense, et Richard Perle, l'ancien haut-fonctionnaire au Département de la Défense et toujours proche conseiller de Bush, ont répondu que les Etats-Unis ne font qu'essayer de mettre fin à la prolifération des armes nucléaires et rendre le monde "sûr". Mais un Européen a dit : "À quel point pensez-vous que le monde sera sûr si vous envahissez l'Iran et que l'Iran réplique en lançant des missiles sur votre allié israélien ? Israël atomisera l'Iran en représailles et vous aurez votre 'prolifération'."

Robert Zoellick, le Secrétaire d'Etat adjoint, a dit qu'il devrait être nécessaire de garder l'"option" de l'invasion pour faire pression sur l'Iran afin qu'il accepte d'abandonner son programme d'armes nucléaires.

"Vous avez tort", a dit l'Européen. "L'Iran refuse simplement de se laisser intimider par les Etats-Unis. Epargnez-nous beaucoup de problèmes et oubliez l'invasion de l'Iran !". Les Américains restèrent silencieux.

L'humeur au Bilderberg a été décrite comme "embarrassée" lorsqu'on en est arrivé à la question du pétrole, une discussion suivie de près par les participants enrichis par le pétrole, tels que le banquier David Rockefeller, la Reine Beatrix des Pays-Bas et Franco Bernabe, le vice-président de Rothschild Europe.

Le "problème latino-américain" a mélangé la question du pétrole avec le plan du Bilderberg d'étendre l'ALENA dans tout le continent occidentalisé et le faire évoluer en une "Union Américaine" sur le modèle de l'Union Européenne. Hugo Chavez, le dirigeant du Venezuela, ne se contente pas d'augmenter les taxes sur l'extraction du pétrole dans son pays, il essaye de créer avec les nations voisines une coalition commerciale qui bloquerait l'expansion de l'ALENA en créant la Zone de Libre Echange des Amériques.

Le consensus qui est sorti de ce Bilderberg semble être de ne pas pousser les prix du pétrole plus haut pour le moment et de se contenter des immenses profits actuels.

La barrière que constitue Chavez face à l'expansion de l'ALENA les maintient de mauvaise humeur, parce que la création d'une "Union Américaine" est l'étape cruciale vers l'objectif du Bilderberg, consistant à établir les Nations-Unies comme gouvernement mondial. 
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Bilderberg 2007 : Bienvenue aux jusqu'au-boutistes 

Par Daniel Estulin
le 21 mai 2007

article original : "Bilderberg 2007: Welcome to the Lunatic Fringe"


En 1954, les hommes les plus puissants de la planète se rencontraient pour la première fois sous les auspices de la couronne royale néerlandaise et de la famille Rockefeller dans le luxueux Hôtel Bilderberg de la petite ville hollandaise d'Oosterbeck. Pendant tout un week-end, ils discutèrent de l'avenir du monde. Lorsque cela fut terminé, ils décidèrent de se rencontrer une fois par an pour échanger des idées et analyser les affaires internationales. Ils se sont baptisés le Club de Bilderberg. Depuis lors, ils se sont réunis tous les ans dans un hôtel luxueux quelque part dans le monde pour décider du futur de l'humanité.
En plus de cinquante ans de rencontres rassemblant puissance et argent sans précédent au même endroit et en même temps, jamais aucune information n'a filtré quant aux sujets débattus lors des rencontres du Club de Bilderberg. Le Bilderberg, l'une des organisations secrètes la plus puissante du monde est gérée à partir d'un bureau de 18m², où il y a un seul employé, utilisant une seule ligne téléphonique et un seul numéro de fax. Il n'y a pas de site web et pas de plaque en laiton sur la porte. La presse indépendante n'a jamais eu la permission d'y pénétrer et aucune déclaration n'a jamais été publiée sur les conclusions des participants, ni aucun ordre du jour d'une rencontre de Bilderberg n'a été rendu public. Comment, cela peut-il être possible lorsque la liste des membres d'élite du Bilderberg comprend tous les individus les plus puissants qui dirigent le monde ?

Les dirigeants du Club de Bilderberg soutiennent que cette discrétion est nécessaire pour permettre aux participants aux débats de parler librement sans être enregistrés ou rapportés publiquement. Autrement, déclarent les Bilderbergers, ils seraient forcés de s'exprimer dans le langage des communiqués de presse. Sans aucun doute, cette discrétion permet au Club de Bilderberg de délibérer plus librement, mais cela ne répond pas à la question fondamentale : de quoi ces personnes les plus puissantes du monde parlent-elles dans ces rencontres ?

Tout système démocratique moderne protège le droit à la vie privée, mais le public n'a-t-il pas le droit de savoir de quoi leurs dirigeants politiques parlent lorsqu'ils rencontrent les dirigeants d'entreprises les plus riches de leurs pays respectifs ?

Quelles garanties les citoyens ont-ils que le Club de Bilderberg n'est pas un centre de trafic d'influence et de lobbying si on ne leur permet pas de savoir de quoi leurs représentants parlent aux réunions secrètes du Club ? Pourquoi le Forum Economique Mondial de Davos et les rencontres du G8 sont rapportés dans tous les journaux, où ils sont couverts en unes, avec des milliers de journalistes qui y participent, alors que personne ne couvre les rencontres du Club de Bilderberg, même si y participent tous les ans les présidents du Fonds Monétaire International, de la Banque Mondiale, de la Réserve Fédérale, des 100 plus puissantes entreprises du monde, telles que DaimlerChrysler, Coca Cola, British Petroleum, Chase Manhattan Bank, American Express, Goldman Sachs, Microsoft, les vice-présidents des Etats-Unis, les directeurs de la CIA et du FBI, les secrétaires généraux de l'Otan, des sénateurs américains et des membres du Congrès, des Premiers ministres européens et des leaders de partis d'opposition, des rédacteurs en chef de premier plan et des directeurs des principaux journaux du monde. Il est surprenant qu'aucun titre des grands groupes de médias ne considère que le rassemblement de telles personnalités, dont la fortune excède de loin la richesse combinée de tous les citoyens des Etats-Unis, ne vaille la peine d'être rapporté alors que le moindre voyage de n'importe lequel d'entre eux fait les gros titres des infos à la télé.

Les délégués au Bilderberg 2007 - Istanbul, Turquie, du 31 mai au 3 juin
La délégation de cette année comprendra une fois de plus tous les hommes politiques, hommes d'affaires, banquiers centraux, commissaires européens et patrons de la grande presse occidentale les plus importants. Ils seront rejoints à la table par les principaux représentants de la royauté européenne, menée par la Reine Beatrix, fille du fondateur du Bilderberg et ancien Nazi, le Prince Bernhard des Pays-Bas, et le Président du Bilderberg, le Belge Etienne Davignon, vice-président de Suez-Tractebel. Selon la liste du Comité Exécutif à laquelle l'auteur de cet article a eu accès, les noms suivants ont été confirmés comme participants officiels du Bilderberg pour la conférence de cette année (Par ordre alphabétique) :

George Alogoskoufis, Ministre de l'Economie et des Finances (Grèce) ; Ali Babacan, Ministre des Affaires Economiques (Turquie) ; Edward Balls, Secrétaire Economique au Trésor (Roy.-Uni) ; Francisco Pinto Balsemão, PDG d'IMPRESA, S.G.P.S. et ancien Premier ministre (Portugal ); José M. Durão Barroso, Président de la Commission Européenne (Portugal/International) ; Franco Bernabé, Vice-président de Rothschild Europe (Italie) ; Nicolas Beytout, Directeur de la publication du Figaro (France) ; Carl Bildt, ancien Premier ministre (Suède) ; Hubert Burda, Editeur et Directeur Général de Hubert Burda Media Holding (Belgique) ; Philippe Camus, Directeur Général d'EADS (France ) ; Henri de Castries, Président du Directoire et Directeur Génral d'AXA (France) ; Juan Luis Cebrian, Grupo PRISA media group (Espagne) ; Kenneth Clark, Membre du Parlement (Roy.-Uni) ; Timothy C. Collins, PDG de Ripplewood Holdings, LLC (Uetats-Unis) ; Bertrand Collomb, Président de Lafarge (France); George A. David, Président de Coca-Cola H.B.C. S.A. (Etats-Unis) ; Kemal Dervis, Administrateur de UNDP (Turquie) ; Anders Eldrup, Président de DONG A/S (Danemark) ; John Elkann, Vice-président de Fiat S.p.A (Italie); Martin S. Feldstein, PDG du National Bureau of Economic Research (Etats-Unis) ; Timothy F. Geithner, PDG de la Federal Reserve Bank of New York (Etats-Unis) ; Paul A. Gigot, Rédacteur en chef de la page éditoriale du Wall Street Journal (Etats-Unis) ; Dermot Gleeson, Président de AIB Group (Irlande) ; Donald E. Graham, PDG de Washington Post Company (Etats-Unis) ; Victor Halberstadt, Professeur d'Economie à l'Université de Leiden et ancien Secrétaire Général des Rencontres du Bilderberg (Pays-Bas) ; Jean-Pierre Hansen, Directeur Général de Suez-Tractebel S.A. (Belgique) ; Richard N. Haass, Président du Council on Foreign Relations (Etats-Unis) ; Richard C. Holbrooke, Vice-président de Perseus, LLC (Etats-Unis) ; Jaap G. Hoop de Scheffer, Secrétaire Général de l'OTAN (Pays-Bas/International) ; Allan B. Hubbard, Assistant du Président pour la Politique Economique, Directeur du National Economic Council (Etats-Unis) ; Josef Joffe, Directeur de la publication-Rédacteur en chef de Die Zeit (Allemagne) ; James A. Johnson, Vice-président de Perseus, LLC (Etats-Unis) ; Vernon E. Jordan, Jr., Directeur Général de Lazard Frères & Co. LLC (Etats-Unis) ; Anatole Kaletsky, Rédacteur libre au Times (Roy.-Uni) ; John Kerr of Kinlochard, Président adjoint de la Royal Dutch Shell plc (Pays-Bas) ; Henry A. Kissinger, Président de Kissinger Associates (Etats-Unis) ; Mustafa V. Koç, Président de Koç Holding A.S. (Turquie) ; Fehmi Koru, journaliste à Yeni Safek (Turquie) ; Bernard Kouchner, Ministre des Affaires Etrangères (France) ; Henry R. Kravis, Associé fondateur de Kohlberg Kravis Roberts & Co. (Etats-Unis) ; Marie-Josée Kravis, Membre du Comité de Direction de l'Hudson Institute, Inc. (Etats-Unis) ; Neelie Kroes, Commissaire, Commission Européenne (Pays-Bas/International) ; Ed Kronenburg, Directeur du Bureau Privé du siege de l'OTAN (International) ; William J. Luti, Assistant special du Président pour la Politique et la Stratégie de Défense du National Security Council (Etats-Unis) ; Jessica T. Mathews, Présidente du Carnegie Endowment for International Peace (Etats-Unis) ; Frank McKenna, Ambassadeur auprès des Etats-Unis, membre du Carlyle Group (Canada) ; Thierry de Montbrial, Président de L'Institut Français des Relations Internationales (France) ; Mario Monti, Président de l'Université Commerciale Luigi Bocconi (Italie) ; Craig J. Mundie, Directeur Technique des Stratégies Avancées et de la Politique de Microsoft Corporation (Etats-Unis) ; Egil Myklebust, Président de SAS, Norsk Hydro ASA (Norvège) ; Matthias Nass, Rédacteur en chef adjoint de Die Zeit (Allemagne) ; Adnrzej Olechowski, Dirigeant de la Plate-forme Civique (Pologne) ; Jorma Ollila, Président de Royal Dutch Shell plc/Nokia (Finlande); George Osborne, Chancelier de l'Echiquier du Gouvernement Fantôme (Roy.-Uni) ; Tommaso Padoa-Schioppa, Ministre des Finances (Italie) ; Richard N. Perle, Membre Résident de l'American Enterprise Institute for Public Policy Research (Etats-Unis) ; Heather Reisman, PDG de Indigo Books & Music Inc. (Canada); David Rockefeller (Etats-Unis) ; Matías Rodriguez Inciarte, Vice-Président et Directeur Général de Grupo Santander Bank (Espagne) ; Dennis B. Ross, Directeur du Washington Institute for Near East Policy (Etats-Unis) ; Otto Schily, ancien Ministre des Affaires Etrangères et Membre du Parlement, Membre de la Commission des Affaires Etrangères (Allemagne) ; Jürgen E. Schrempp, ancien Président de DaimlerChrysler AG (Allemagne) ; Tøger Seidenfaden, Directeur de la Publication de Politiken (Danemark) ; Peter D. Sutherland, Président de BP plc et Président de Goldman Sachs International (Irlande) ; Giulio Tremonti, Vice-président de la Chambre des Députés (Italie) ; Jean-Claude Trichet, Gouverneur de la Banque Centrale Européenne (France/International) ; John Vinocur, Correspondant senior de l'International Herald Tribune (Etats-Unis) ; Jacob Wallenberg, Président d'Investor AB (Suède) ; Martin H. Wolf, Rédacteur en chef associé et commentateur économique du Financial Times (Roy.-Uni) ; James D. Wolfensohn, Envoyé Spécial pour le Désengagement de Gaza (Etats-Unis) ; Robert B. Zoellick, Président de la Banque Mondiale et ancien Secrétaire d'Etat adjoint (Etats-Unis) ; Klaus Zumwinkel, Président du Deutsche Post AG (Allemagne) ; Adrian D. Wooldridge, Correspondant de The Economist.

Parmi les noms qui apparaissent sur la liste initiale des invités, à laquelle ce journaliste a eu accès en janvier 2007, ressortent les noms de John Brown, à présent en état de disgrâce, Directeur Général de British Petroleum, et l'ancien chef de la Banque Mondiale, viré et en état de disgrâce, Paul Wolfowitz. Il sera intéressant de voir si l'un ou l'autre de ces hommes fera une apparition au Bilderberg 2007. Cela ne gêne pas les Bilderbergers d'accueillir des malfaiteurs au sein de leur cercle tant que leurs mauvaises actions restent hors des projecteurs et du regard scrutateur du public. Une fois exposés, les coupables sont généralement rejetés. Lord Conrad Black, l'ancien directeur général du groupe de médias Hollinger est, en fait, un de ces cas.

Deux autres noms de la liste originale de janvier 2007 devraient nous faire hausser les sourcils. L'un d'eux est Bernard Kouchner, le tout nouveau Ministre français des Affaires Etrangères du gouvernement de droite de Nicolas Sarkozy. Kouchner est l'ancien fondateur de l'ONG Médecins Sans Frontières. Il était absent du Bilderberg 2006 à Ottawa, au Canada. Son poste au gouvernement a-t-il pu être arrangé avant les élections nationales françaises ? A mon avis, la palme de l'apparition surprise de l'année devrait revenir à Mahmood Sariolghalam, Professeur associé de Relations Internationales à l'Ecole des Sciences Economiques et Politiques de l'Université Nationale d'Iran. Qu'est-ce qu'un Iranien peut bien venir faire à une conférence de Bilderberg contrôlée par une alliance de l'OTAN ? Nous le aurons bien assez tôt. Le Bilderberg 2007 est certainement le bon moment pour regarder ce qui se passe en coulisse.

De quoi parlera-t-on au Bilderberg 2007 ?
A côté du bourbier en Irak, les problèmes d'énergie continuent de dominer les discussions du Bilderberg. Le pétrole et le gaz naturel sont des ressources finies non renouvelables. Une fois utilisées, elles ne peuvent être reconstituées. Au fur et à mesure que le monde tourne et que les ressources de pétrole et de gaz naturel se réduisent nous avons dépassé la moitié des possibilités de production et de découverte de pétrole. En effet, alors que la demande explose spectaculairement, en particulier avec les économies indienne et chinoise en plein essor qui veulent tous les accessoires et les privilèges de la manière de vivre des Américains, nous découvrons moins de pétrole que nous en produisons. A partir de maintenant, la seule chose qui est sûre est que l'offre continuera de baisser et que les prix continueront de monter. Dans ces conditions, un conflit mondial est une certitude physique. La fin du pétrole signifie la fin du système financier mondial, une chose qui a déjà été reconnue par le Wall Street Journal et le Financial Times, deux membres à plein temps du cercle d'initié du Bilderberg. Le rapport de Goldman Sachs sur le pétrole [un autre membre à plein temps de l'élite du Bilderberg], publié le 30 mars 2005, a augmenté la fourchette de prix du pétrole pour l'année 2005-2006 de $55-$80 le baril à $55-$105. Lors de la rencontre de 2006, les Bilderbergers ont confirmé que leur estimation du haut de la fourchette de prix pour le pétrole, pour 2007-2008, continue d'osciller entre $105-$150/le baril. Il n'est pas étonnant que Jose Barroso, le Président de la Commission Européenne, ait annoncé il y plusieurs mois, lors de l'annonce de la nouvelle politique européenne en matière d'énergie, que le temps d'une "ère post-industrielle" est venue. Pour conduire le monde dans l'ère post-industrielle, il faut d'abord détruire la base économique du monde et créer une nouvelle Grande Dépression. Lorsque les gens sont pauvres, ils ne dépensent pas d'argent, ils ne voyagent pas et ils ne consomment pas.

Tandis que l'impact économique fait son chemin et que les effets secondaires du Pic Pétrolier deviennent évidents en face de l'effondrement de la civilisation, les Etats-Unis seront obligés de défier l'Europe, la Russie et la Chine pour l'hégémonie du contrôle des ressources non renouvelables des hydrocarbures en réduction constante, dont la plus grande partie se trouve au Proche-Orient. Ce sera le point numéro deux de l'ordre du jour du Bilderberg 2007.

Le troisième point de l'ordre du jour est les relations européennes avec la Russie, pas seulement en Europe, mais aussi en Asie Centrale. Avec Moscou qui a passé un accord avec le Kazakhstan et le Turkménistan pour le transport de gaz vers l'Europe, l'objectif géostratégique des Etats-Unis de monter les pays d'Asie Centrale contre la Russie est un désastre. Tandis que les Etats-Unis disent que ceci "n'est pas bon pour l'Europe", les Européens sont divisés. L'Iran est devenu du jour au lendemain le dernier espoir de l'Amérique dans la guerre de l'énergie.

La guerre d'Iran, après deux années où le gouvernement Bush a monté toute une histoire n'est définitivement plus sur le tapis. Qui plus est, avec la France, la Russie, le Japon et la Chine qui investissent lourdement en Iran, le monde a tiré une ligne dans le sable et il sera dit aux Etats-Unis de ne pas la franchir. Il y a du sang dans l'eau et le sang dans l'eau conduit habituellement à un bon combat.

Néanmoins, les Etats-Unis ont besoin de contrôler cette région, non seulement pour leurs réserves de pétrole mais, ce qui plus important, pour aider à maintenir leur hégémonie économique sur le monde. Selon ce plan stratégique, les Etats régionaux seront transformés en domaines affaiblis de Cheiks sectaires avec peu ou aucune souveraineté et cela signifie un programme misérable de développement économique. Le chaos régional favorise la propagation du fondamentalisme islamique, qui, à son tour, renforce le processus de la désintégration politique et sociale soutenue par les Bilderbergers.

Avec Blair qui s'en va, le Royaume-Uni se verra dire une fois encore qu'il doit, quel qu'en soit le coût, faire ce qui est nécessaire pour intégrer le pays dans la Communauté Européenne.

Enfin, avec Wolfowitz qui a démissionné de la Banque Mondiale, les sommités du Bilderberg essayeront d'arriver à un consensus sur la manière de restructurer le mieux, non seulement la banque, mais son organisation sœur, le Fonds Monétaire International (FMI), dirigé par un Espagnol, Rodrigo Rato. Wolfowitz a été pris dans la controverse il y a sept semaines après que des dénonciateurs à la Banque Mondiale ont remis à l'ONG de Washington, Government Accountability Project (GAP), des documents montrant que Wolfowitz a accordé une grosse augmentation de salaire à sa petite amie lors d'un accord de détachement au Département d'Etat américain.

Nous, en tant que société, sommes à la croisée des chemins. Dans presque tous les coins de la planète, des points de tension commencent à se fracturer. Les routes que nous prendrons à partir de maintenant détermineront le futur-même de l'humanité. Ce fut l'ancien Premier ministre britannique, Benjamin Disraeli, qui déclara que "le monde est gouverné par des personnages très différents de ce qu'imaginent ceux qui ne sont pas dans les coulisses".

Ce n'est pas à Dieu de nous faire revenir de la "Nouvelle Ere Sombre" qui est prévue pour nous. C'EST DE NOUS QUE CELA DEPEND. Que nous entrions dans ce nouveau siècle avec un Etat policier électronique mondial ou comme êtres humains libres dépend de l'action que nous prenons maintenant ! Un homme averti en vaut deux. Nous ne trouverons jamais les bonnes réponses si nous ne posons pas les bonnes questions. 

Traduit de l'anglais par [JFG-QuestionsCritiques]
Le terrorisme international n'existe pas 

Par le Général Léonide Ivashov

Jeff Rense Program, le 23 janvier 2006 



L'ancien chef d'état-major des forces armées russes déclare que la guerre [contre la terreur] est une intox pour justifier la création d'un organe de gouvernement mondial.

Le Général Léonide Ivashov était chef d'état-major des forces armées russes au moment où se produisirent les attaques du 11 septembre 2001. Ce militaire, qui a vécu ces événements de l'intérieur, offre une analyse différente de ces collègues américains. Comme il l'a fait lors de la Conférence de l'Axe pour la Paix en 2005, il nous explique que le terrorisme international n'existe pas et que les attaques du 11 septembre furent le résultat d'un coup monté. Ce à quoi nous assistons est une manipulation orchestrée par les grandes puissances ; ce terrorisme n'existerait pas sans elles. Il affirme que, au lieu de simuler une "guerre mondiale contre le terrorisme", le meilleur moyen de réduire ce type d'attaques est de le faire à travers le respect de la loi internationale et de la coopération pacifique entre les pays et leurs citoyens.
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Le Général Léonide Ivashov (à gauche) lors de la Conférence de l'Axe pour la Paix (Axis for Peace)
en 2005 à Bruxelles, avec le journaliste Webster Tarpley
Ainsi que la situation internationale actuelle le montre, le terrorisme apparaît là où la contradiction s'aggrave, là où il y a un changement dans les relations sociales ou un changement de régime, là où il y a une instabilité politique, économique ou sociale, là où il y a une décadence morale, là où le cynisme et le nihilisme triomphent et là où le vice est légalisé et où le crime s'étend. C'est la mondialisation qui crée les conditions de l'apparition de ces phénomènes extrêmement dangereux. C'est dans ce contexte que la nouvelle carte du monde géostratégique est conçue, que les ressources de la planète sont en cours de redistribution, que les frontières disparaissent, que la loi internationale est déchirée en morceaux, que les identités culturelles sont gommées et que la vie spirituelle s'appauvrit…

L'analyse de la nature même du processus de mondialisation et des doctrines militaire et politique, des Etats-Unis et des autres pays, montre que le terrorisme contribue à la domination mondiale et à la soumission des Etats à l'oligarchie globale. Cela signifie que le terrorisme n'est pas quelque chose d'indépendant de la politique mondiale mais seulement un instrument, un moyen d'installer un monde unipolaire avec un seul quartier général mondial. C'est un prétexte pour effacer les frontières nationales et pour établir la loi d'une nouvelle élite mondiale. C'est précisément cette élite qui constitue l'élément clé du terrorisme mondial - ses idéologues et ses "parrains". Les réalités historique, culturelle, traditionnelle et naturelle sont les cibles principales de cette élite mondiale. Elle vise le système existant de relations entre les Etats ; les ordres nationaux et étatiques de la civilisation humaine partout dans le monde, ainsi que les identités nationales.

Le terrorisme international d'aujourd'hui est un phénomène qui combine l'utilisation de la terreur par des structures étatiques et non-étatiques comme moyen d'atteindre leurs objectifs politiques par l'intimidation des personnes, la déstabilisation psychologique et sociale, l'élimination de la résistance d'organisations puissantes et la création de conditions appropriées pour la manipulation des politiques des pays et du comportement des gens.

Le terrorisme est l'arme utilisée dans un nouveau type de guerre. En même temps, le terrorisme international, en complicité avec les médias, est à la tête du processus global. C'est précisément la symbiose entre les médias et la terreur qui permet de modifier la politique internationale et la réalité existante.

Dans ce contexte, si nous analysons ce qui est arrivé le 11 septembre 2001 aux Etats-Unis, nous pouvons arriver aux conclusions suivantes :

1. Les organisateurs de ces attaques sont les cercles politiques et d'affaires qui avaient un intérêt à déstabiliser l'ordre mondial et qui disposaient des moyens nécessaires pour financer cette opération. La conception politique de cette action a mûri là où des tensions sont apparues dans l'administration des ressources financières et autres. Nous devons regarder les raisons des attaques à la lumière de la coïncidence des intérêts du grand capital à des niveaux globaux transnationaux, dans les cercles qui n'étaient pas satisfaits par le rythme du processus de la mondialisation ou de la direction qu'elle prenait.

Au contraire des guerres traditionnelles, dont la conception est déterminée par des généraux et des politiciens, les oligarques et les politiciens qui leur sont d'habitude soumis sont ceux qui l'ont conçue cette fois-ci.

2. Seuls, les services secrets et leurs chefs actuels - ou ceux à la retraite mais qui ont gardé une influence à l'intérieur des organisations d'état - ont la capacité de planifier, d'organiser et de conduire une opération de cette ampleur. Généralement, ce sont les services secrets qui créent, financent et contrôlent les organisations extrémistes. Sans le soutien des services secrets, ces organisations ne peuvent pas exister, ne serait-ce que pour mener des opérations d'une telle ampleur dans des pays si bien protégés. Planifier et conduire une opération à cette échelle est extrêmement complexe.

3. Oussama ben Laden et "al-Qaïda" ne peuvent pas être les organisateurs ni les exécuteurs des attaques du 11 septembre. Ils ne disposent ni de l'organisation, ni des ressources nécessaires, ni des dirigeants. C'est pourquoi, il fallait créer une équipe de professionnels, et les kamikazes arabes ne sont que des extra qui ont servi à masquer l'opération.

L'opération du 11 septembre a modifié le cours des événements dans le monde dans la direction choisie par les mafias transnationales et les oligarques internationaux ; c'est à dire ceux qui espèrent contrôler les ressources naturelles de la planète, les réseaux d'information mondiaux et les flux financiers. Cette opération a aussi favorisé l'élite économique et politique américaine qui cherche aussi à dominer le monde. 
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Le Général Léonide Ivashov avec le journaliste Christopher Bollyn de l'American Free Press
L'utilisation du terme "terrorisme international" poursuit les buts suivants:

- Cacher les véritables objectifs des forces déployées partout dans le monde dans la lutte pour la domination et le contrôle ;

- Changer les exigences des gens pour une lutte contre des cibles non définies - contre un ennemi invisible ;

- Détruire les normes internationales de base et changer les concepts tels que : agression, terreur d'état, dictature ou mouvement de libération nationale ;

- Priver les peuples de leur droit légitime à se défendre contre les agressions et à rejeter le travail des services secrets étrangers ;

- Etablir le principe du renoncement aux intérêts nationaux, transformer les objectifs dans le domaine militaire en donnant la priorité à la guerre contre le terrorisme, qui viole la logique des alliances militaires au détriment d'une défense conjointe en favorisant la coalition antiterroriste ;

- Résoudre les problèmes économiques par une règle militaire sévère utilisant la guerre contre le terrorisme comme prétexte.

Pour combattre de manière efficace le terrorisme international il est nécessaire de prendre les mesures suivantes :

- Confirmer devant l'Assemblée Générale des Nations-Unies les principes de la Charte de l'ONU et de la loi internationale comme principes que tous les états sont obligés de respecter ;

- Créer une organisation géostratégique (éventuellement inspirée de l'Organisation de la Coopération de Shanghai, qui comprend la Russie, la Chine, le Kazakhstan, l'Ouzbékistan, le Kirghizstan et le Tadjikistan) avec un ordre de valeurs différent de celui des Atlantistes. Une telle organisation permettrait de concevoir une stratégie de développement des états, un système de sécurité internationale, un autre modèle financier et économique (ce qui voudrait dire que le monde reposerait à nouveau sur deux piliers) ;

- Associer (sous l'égide des Nations-Unies) les élites scientifiques à la conception et à la promotion des concepts philosophiques de l'Etre Humain du 21ème siècle.

- Organiser l'interaction de toutes les dénominations religieuses du monde, pour le compte de la stabilité du développement de l'humanité, de la sécurité et du soutien mutuel. 

* * *

Le Général Léonide Ivashov est le vice-président de l'Académie des affaires géopolitiques. Il a été le chef du département des Affaires Générales au Ministère de la Défense de l'Union Soviétique, le secrétaire du Conseil des ministres de la défense de la CEI (Communauté des Etats Indépendants), le chef de la coopération militaire au Ministre de la Défense de la Fédération Russe et le chef d'état-major interarmes des armées russes. 

Traduit de l'anglais par Jean-François Goulon
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Le Gouverneur Perry est convoqué au Bilderberg
alors que sont portées des accusations
de délit d'initié dans un rachat au Texas 

Par Aaron Dykes 
Jones Report, 1er juin 2007 

article original : "Gov. Perry Summoned to Bilderberg While Insider Trading Charges Mount in Related Texas Buyout " 

Ron Paul : Le Bilderberg est "un signe qu'il est très impliqué dans
la conspiration internationale" en tant que gouverneur du Texas,
en marge de la réunion secrète du Groupe de Réflexion du Gouvernement Mondial.


La participation du gouverneur du Texas, Rick Perry, à la réunion du Bilderberg de cette année a été rapportée aujourd'hui par le Dallas Morning News et a été confirmée par le bureau de presse du Gouverneur alors qu'il quittait Austin pour Istanbul - où se tiendra [du 31 mai au 3 juin] la réunion fermée et privée des élites venant de partout dans le monde occidental. Ce voyage pourrait violer le Logan Act qui interdit aux citoyens des Etats-Unis de mener des négociations non autorisées avec des entités étrangères.
Tandis que l'ordre du jour de cette réunion est gardé secret, le conflit d'intérêts entre le Gouverneur Perry et le Bilderberg est clair. Le Texas est envahi de plus en plus par des firmes internationales qui prennent le contrôle de terrains, de routes et de services publics nouvellement privatisés. Elles s'emparent du Texas d'une façon similaire à la prise de contrôle par le FMI des pays du tiers monde.

Rick Perry n'a pas été seulement un instrument de ce développement controversé qu'est le Trans-Texas Corridor [réseau de transport routier intégrant de nouvelles et anciennes autoroutes] - souvent présenté comme une infrastructure nécessaire pour le développement régional - il a aussi privatisé TxU (Texas Utilities), la livrant au contrôle du privé, à des firmes mondiales d'investissement lourdement impliquées dans le groupe de Bilderberg.

Le rachat de TxU n'est rien de moins que le plus gros rachat de tous les temps : 45 Milliards de dollars. Il implique au moins trois entreprises représentées chaque année au Bilderberg, chacune typique de l'investissement mondial. Ces trois entreprises sont : Goldman Sachs, représentée par son président Peter D. Sutherland (qui est aussi président de BP [British Petroleum]), Kohlberg, Kravis, Roberts & Co. (KKR), représentée par Henry R. Kravis, son fondateur et associé, et Crédit Suisse First Boston, représentée par son PDG Ronald S. Lloyd.

A présent, ce plus gros rachat de tous les temps se déploie en scandale - alors que Ajaz Rahim, chef de la banque d'investissement Faysal Bank au Pakistan, possédée par des Saoudiens, est inculpé de complicité et de fraude sur titres pour délit d'initié basé sur une information reçue du Crédit Suisse, qui l'a prévenu de l'accord sur TxU.

Hafiz Muhammad Zubair Naseem, un banquier d'investissement au Crédit Suisse Securities USA, a aussi été inculpé de complicité et fraude sur titres début mai.

On attend de voir si d'autres inculpations pourraient avoir lieu dans le scandale de délit d'initiés de TxU.

Le Gouverneur Perry a été impliqué dans la facilitation du rachat de TxU, y compris par l'émission d'un décret pour engager l'approbation accélérée des accords sur les centrales de TxU.

"L'année dernière, après des réunions privées avec les directeurs de TxU, Perry a accéléré le processus autorisant TxU à développer 11 centrales, grâce à un décret du gouverneur, divisant le délai par deux, à six mois…" 

"La vérité est que seul le Gouverneur Perry et TxU, qui s'attend à gagner beaucoup d'argent, ont pris fait et cause pour ces centrales." [NdT : Il s'agit de centrales sales à charbon très polluantes]

Alors que son décret a été mis en cause par des politiciens, son accès à des firmes mondialistes est clair - il veut prendre sa part du pillage total et littéral de la terre et des autres ressources du Texas - alors qu'intérêts publics et propriétés privées sont saisis puis revendus à des associés d'affaire et exploités à leur profit.

Les prêts d'investissement sans précédent, accordés par le Texas à des firmes étrangères, suivent de très près le projet de contrôle utilisé par le FMI dans le rachat et la saisie de nations du tiers monde - dont le FMI prend le contrôle après que des prêts impossibles ne sont pas remboursés. Les prêts du FMI eux-mêmes sont conçus de telle manière que le défaut de paiement est certain - ils sont assortis de conditions rigoureuses qui donnent des moyens de pressions et de contrôle à la banque et à ses intérêts.

Le rôle pivot du Texas dans les projets d'un gouvernement régional en Amérique du Nord, par l'intermédiaire du Trans-Texas Corridor (TTC), de même que ses relations étroites avec le Mexique, en a fait une cible centrale pour les opérations de développement global. C'est pourquoi, un accès total à des personnalités éminentes comme Perry est décisif pour le Bilderberg et son réseau mondial d'influence. Qui plus est, le Texas a été relativement libéré jusque-là du contrôle fédéral en matière de propriété terrienne et il a été en partie ciblé pour la saisie de terres privées familiales. 

Une documentation gouvernementale de 1996 a classé le Texas est classé au 9ème rang le plus bas en terrains fédéraux (avec seulement 1,194% du total possédé par l'Etat fédéral en 1996). Mais il est avant dernier en pourcentage de sa surface, avec 672.650 km2 qui ne SONT pas possédés par le gouvernement fédéral. Seul l'Alaska a plus de terres non possédées, bien que 47% de sa terre soit possédée par l'Etat fédéral et qu'une grande partie de l'Alaska n'est pas d'une grande utilité terrestre. Aucun autre Etat ne se rapproche du montant symbolique de 100 millions d'acres (404.700 km2) pour la terre disponible au contrôle fédéral (c'est à dire pas contrôlée actuellement par l'Etat fédéral) - c'est pourquoi le Texas est devenu la cible d'un contrôle extensif.

Cependant, une grande partie de cette terre texane qui n'est pas actuellement sous le contrôle de l'Etat fédéral est à présent en cours d'acquisition, par l'expropriation et autres moyens, afin de servir au programme TTC et à de nombreux autres accords bénéficiant à des grosses entreprises privées étrangères.

Rick Perry n'a pas seulement été accusé de hacher la totalité du programme TTC et de le remettre à des grosses entreprises étrangères comme Cintra-Zachry, qui dans de nombreux cas installera des péages sur des routes existantes pour son profit, il a aussi fait du lobbying pour permettre à ces grosses entreprises de garder secrets les détails de cet arrangement, face à l'opposition du Congrès du Texas et du tollé du public.

Le Gouverneur Perry a aussi apposé son veto sur une loi qui aurait limité le potentiel de profits pour les entreprises étrangères gérant des péages. Et, plus récemment, il a décrié le moratoire de deux ans sur les contrats de péages routiers aux sociétés étrangères, qu'il cherche à contourner.

Le membre du Congrès Ron Paul (Républicain, Texas) a déclaré aujourd'hui sur l'Alex Jones Show à propos de la participation annoncée de Perry au Bilderberg que "c'est une indication claire qu'il est impliqué dans la conspiration mondiale et, bien sûr, qu'il a été le promoteur de l'autoroute. Mais, n'était-il pas très net comment tant les Texans que la Législature se sont soudain exprimés, alors que Perry prenait ses distances avec le moratoire."

Ron Paul a aussi ajouté qu'il était "impressionné" que le Bilderberg était couvert par les "médias habituels", traitant Perry "d'ambitieux". 

Le gouverneur Perry a aussi été rassurant sur la kleptocratie passée du Mexique. En 2005, il avait rencontré le président d'alors, Vicente Fox, qui avait récompensé la police locale pour avoir donné un refuge aux immigrés illégaux tandis que les deux chefs discutaient d'autres affaires et de coopération, dont un accord sur l'eau. Fox a été un signataire du SPP 2005 (Security and Prosperity Partnership of North America). Alex Jones protesta à cette occasion.

Perry a d'autres conflits d'intérêt notables avec l'ordre du jour du Bilderberg, dont la promotion éhontée qu'il fait du dangereux vaccin Gardasil non testé, censé protéger contre le Papillomavirus Humain (PVH), qui peut conduire au cancer du col de l'utérus. Le Gouverneur Perry est allé jusqu'à autoriser le vaccin PVH, qui - par cette autorisation - protège opportunément Merck, le fabricant du vaccin, de toute responsabilité.

Pendant ce temps, la Fondation Rockefeller a annoncé une campagne pour promouvoir les vaccins PVH dans le monde entier, appelant à une "action immédiate pour assurer un accès mondial rapide aux nouveaux vaccins contre le cancer du col de l'utérus" - un vaccin qui ne protège qu'environ 4% des souches mutantes du papillonavirus humain et a déjà causé 1.637 réactions secondaires rapportées et tué trois fillettes. David Rockefeller a un intérêt personnel dans ce complexe pharmaceutique et il est aussi l'une des pierres angulaires du Groupe de Bilderberg, auquel il participe chaque année, même à l'âge de 92 ans.

Comme à son habitude, l'ordre du jour du Bilderberg est gardé secret, bien que cette année ce consortium timide des élites internationales, qui auraient préféré rester dans l'ombre, ait recueilli une couverture médiatique sans précédent. Dans un passé récent, des rumeurs ont circulé que Perry pourrait être dans le futur un candidat potentiel à la présidence ou à la vice-présidence. Cela aussi va bien avec la réputation du Bilderberg de faiseur de rois - à la fois George W. Bush et Bill Clinton ont participé au Bilderberg avant de remporter la présidence. La grande presse a rapporté que la nomination de John Edwards comme vice-président était le fait du Bilderberg.

L'ascension de Perry dans la politique texane est largement due à son association étroite avec le Président Bush, qui l'a poussé à la position de Vice-Gouverneur lorsqu'il était lui-même gouverneur du Texas. Il a été rapporté que le conseiller de Bush, Karl Rove, a persuadé Perry de passer au parti Républicain dans les années 80, lors d'un réalignement républicain massif dans tout l'Etat.

Paul Joseph Watson et Alex Jones ont contribué à ce reportage. 

Traduit de l'anglais par [JFG-QuestionsCritiques]
200 initiés contre le monde
Voyage à l'intérieur du Global Dominance Group
Par Peter Phillips

CounterPunch, 9 février 2006



Aux Etats-Unis, la classe dirigeante est aujourd'hui dominée par un groupe néoconservateur de quelques 200 personnes qui partagent l'objectif d'affirmer la puissance militaire des Etats-Unis dans le monde entier. Ce "Groupe de Domination Mondiale", en coopération avec les principaux fournisseurs de l'armée, est devenu une force puissante au cœur de l'unilatéralisme militaire et des processus politiques américains.

L'existence d'une classe dirigeante dominante aux Etats-Unis est largement documentée par toute une lignée de recherches sociologiques. Elle établit la politique et détermine les priorités politiques nationales. Dans son livre publié en 1956 sur l'élite du pouvoir, C. Wright Mills a expliqué, documents à l'appui, comment la Deuxième Guerre Mondiale a permis à une trinité de puissances - les élites des grandes entreprises, de l'armée et du gouvernement - de se solidifier en une structure de pouvoir centralisée, travaillant à l'unisson, à travers des "cercles plus élevés" de contact et d'accords.

Les néoconservateurs, qui plaident pour le contrôle militaire des Etats-Unis sur le reste du monde, se trouvent à présent à des postes politiques de premier plan au sein des plus hauts cercles de pouvoir des Etats-Unis. Le magazine Adbusters a résumé le néoconservatisme ainsi : "C'est une croyance selon laquelle la démocratie, aussi défectueuse soit-elle, est mieux défendue par un public ignorant, reposant sur le nationalisme et la religion. Seul un état nationaliste et militant peut faire reculer les agressions humaines. Un tel nationalisme a besoin d'une menace extérieure, et si l'on ne peut pas en trouver une, alors il faut la fabriquer".

En 1992, sous l'administration de Bush Premier, Dick Cheney a soutenu Lewis Libby et Paul Wolfowitz pour qu'ils produisent leur rapport "Defense Planning Guidance" [Conseils pour planifier la défense], qui plaidait pour la domination militaire des Etats-Unis sur toute la planète dans le cadre d'un "nouvel ordre". Ce rapport appelait les Etats-Unis à accroître leur supériorité militaire et à empêcher de nouveaux rivaux d'émerger pour défier les Etats-Unis sur la scène mondiale.

À la fin de l'administration Clinton, les défenseurs de la domination mondiale fondèrent le Project for a New American Century (PNAC). Parmi les fondateurs du PNAC, huit étaient affiliés au fournisseur numéro un du ministère de la défense, Lockheed-Martin, et sept autres, associés au fournisseur militaire numéro trois, Northrup-Grumman. Sur les vingt-cinq fondateurs, douze furent nommés ultérieurement à des postes de haut niveau dans l'administration de George W. Bush.

En septembre 2000, le PNAC a produit un rapport de 76 pages intitulé "Reconstruire les Défenses de l'Amérique : Stratégie, Forces et Ressources pour un Nouveau Siècle". Ce rapport, similaire au rapport Defense Policy Guidance de 1992, appelait à protéger la patrie américaine, à être capable de livrer des guerres sur plusieurs théâtres simultanés, à accomplir des tâches de maintien de l'ordre et à contrôler l'espace et le cyberespace. Selon ce rapport, les années 90 avaient été une décennie de négligence en matière de défense et les Etats-Unis devaient accroître les dépenses militaires pour préserver leur leadership géopolitique en tant qu'unique superpuissance mondiale. Ce rapport reconnaissait aussi que : "Le processus de transformation sera certainement long, a moins d'un événement catastrophique et catalyseur, tel un nouveau Pearl Harbor". Les événements du 11 septembre 2001 ont représenté exactement la catastrophe qui, selon la théorie des auteurs de Rebuilding America's Defenses, était nécessaire pour accélérer leur agenda de domination mondiale. La guerre permanente contre la terreur qui en a résulté a conduit à une dépense militaire massive du gouvernement américain, aux invasions de deux pays - et à la menace sur trois autres -, ainsi qu'à l'accélération rapide des plans des néoconservateurs pour assurer le contrôle militaire du monde.

Les Etats-Unis dépensent désormais pour la défense autant que l'ensemble des autres pays de la planète réunis. Le budget du Pentagone destiné à l'acquisition de nouvelles armes est passé de $61Mds en 2001 à plus de $80Mds aujourd'hui. Les ventes de Lockheed-Martin se sont accrue de 30% sur la même période, avec des dizaines de milliards de dollars de provision pour les achats futurs. De 2000 à 2004, l'action de Lockheed-Martin a été multipliée par 3. Northrup-Grunman a connu une croissance similaire grâce à ses contrats avec le DoD, qui sont passés de 3,2 milliards de dollars en 2001 à 11,1 milliards de dollars en 2004. Les contrats qu'Halliburton, dont Dick Cheney est l'ex-PDG, avait avec l'armée en 2001 se sont élevés à $427m. Dès 2003, ses contrats avec la défense étaient passés à $4,3 Mds, dont près d'un tiers provenait d'accords sans appel d'offre.

En ce début 2006, le programme du Global Dominance Group est bien installé au sein des conseils politiques des plus hauts cercles et il est habilement mis en opération à l'intérieur du gouvernement des Etats-Unis. Ce "Groupe de Domination du Monde" travaille main dans la main avec les fournisseurs de l'armée, assurant la promotion des forces américaines dans plus de 700 bases dans le monde entier.

Il y a une différence importante entre se défendre contre des menaces extérieures et penser que l'on peut contrôler militairement le monde. Lorsqu'on interroge les travailleurs américains, une majorité d'entre eux émet de sérieux doutes quant à l'acceptabilité morale et pratique de financer la domination du monde.

* * *

Peter Phillips est Professeur de Sociologie à l'Université d'Etat de Sonoma et directeur de Project Censored, une association spécialisée dans la recherche sur les médias. 


Traduit de l'anglais (États-Unis) par Jean-François Goulon
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Jose Barroso, Président de la Commission Européenne, « le temps d’une “ère post-industrielle” est venue. Pour conduire le monde dans l’ère post-industrielle, il faut d’abord détruire la base économique du monde et créer une nouvelle Grande Dépression. Lorsque les gens sont pauvres, ils ne dépensent pas d’argent, ils ne voyagent pas et ils ne consomment pas. »
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