THE ISLAMIC PARTY OF BRITAIN
PO BOX 844
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MILTON KEYNESMK®6 2YT

01908-671-756

0750-3210363

info@islamicparty.com

Date: 19/11/2011

For the attention of Elly, on behalf of Customer Service
The Independent Police Complaints Commission (IPCC)
Email: enquiries@ipcc.gsi.gov.uk

Dear Elly

Further to your e-mail dated Monday October 10™ 2011, which reads as follows:-

From: enquiries@ipcc.gsi.gov.uk

To: shelaghpidcock@hotmail.co.uk
Date: Mon, 10 Oct 2011 15:27:00 +0100
Subject: Your complaint: Tony Farrell

Dear Mr Pidcock

Want to stop hate crime?

Start here.

MUSLIMS DID
NOT DO 9-11
OR 7-7
BUT, RATHER
AS THIS
EVIDENCE
PROVES THEY
WERE BOTH
DONE BY
AGENCIES OF
THE U.S. UK
AND ISRAELI
GOVERNMENTS

Thank you for writing to the Independent Police Complaints Commission (IPCC). We
are an independent body responsible for making sure that the police complaints systemin

England and Wales works effectively and fairly.

When we receive a complaint, the IPCC must seek the complainant’s consent in order to

forward the matter to the police force concerned.

The complaint is then assessed by the police and they will decide whether to record it

officially.

However, you can only make a complaint against the police if you:

1. have been the victim of the alleged misconduct of a person serving with the
police (misconduct could include a police officer or member of police staff being
rude to you or using unnecessary force, an unlawful arrest, or a police officer abusing

your rights);

2. were present when the alleged misconduct took place, or were close enough to
see or hear the misconduct, and as a result suffered loss, damage, distress or

inconvenience, or were put in danger or at risk;

3. are a friend or relative of the victim of the alleged misconduct, and

were distressed by the effects of the incident on the victim;

4, witnessed the alleged misconduct; or are acting on behalf of any of the above.




Having considered your email, we do not think that you fal under any of the above
categories. So, we cannot pass this matter to the Professiond Standards Department (PSD) of
the South Y orkshire Police under the conditions of the Police Reform Act 2002.

However, if you fed that your complaint does fal under any of the above categories, please
contact me with your consent and details of the force and | will pass your complaint to the
relevant PSD for them to consider.

If you have any questions about the content of this letter or the police complaints process,
please contact us.

Yourssincerdly

Elly on behalf of Customer Service

Independent Police Complaints Commission (IPCC)
Tel: 08453 002 002

Email: enquiries@ipcc.gsi.gov.uk

Dear Elly, having recently watched
“Cops Behaving Badly”* a Panorama
programme by the BBC, and noting
the lame, dismissive comments made
by Deborah Glass, the IPCC’s Deputy
Chairperson, | wonder if the
organisation you both work for is (a)
impartial enough and, therefore, (b)
capable of bringing to light the
continued persecution of good, honest
people, working in the police service,
civilians like Tony Farrel, and
uniformed officers who also refuse to
“lie to order”. In Mr. Farrell’s case in
order to “fit up” Mudims
and demonise Islam, their having both
been selected as the preferred sources
of terror "necessary to fit the
predetermined ACPO profile ordained
by Downing Street, the Home Office,
and a whole host of other
governments including the United

L
TONY FARRELL
Principle Intelligence Analyst, Yorkshire Police

States and Israel — to say nothing of
AIPAC, PNAC and NATO".



MailOnline

“Hundreds of police officers resigning on
the quiet despite admitting serious offences

Chief constable who admitted gross
misconduct could receive more than
£200,000 in compensation

Campaigners want stronger
accountability among police forces North
Yorkshire Police Authority will have to make
the payment to Grahame Maxwell because
he is required to leave his £133,000 a year
post before the award of his full pension
entitlement after 30 years of service.

One Conservative MP last night labelled the
sums surrounding Mr Maxwell's pension and
potential compensation as 'staggering'.

Big payout: Outgoing North Yorkshire police
Chief Grahame Maxwell, who admitted gross
misconduct, is in line to receive more than
£200,000 in compensation

The revelations that some police officers facing
misconduct hearings are resigning quietly have
led to campaigners to call for stronger accountability among forces.

Lawyer Jocelyn Cockburn, who specialises in cases involving complaints against police,
warned of the risks of letting officers leave through the back door. 'If they are allowed to
leave the police without any stain on their character then there is the chance they will go
and work in another force, and that does happen,' she said.

One fifth of officers who were given punishments were dismissed or required to resign,
the programme found.

Greater Manchester Police Chief Constable Peter Fahy, speaking for the Association of
Chief Police Officers, said police resignations in the face of misconduct allegations can
be in the public interest.

He told the programme: ‘There is a judgment about, do you want to wait for a long drawn
out disciplinary procedure, which you know is likely to end in the officer losing their job,
or if that officer is willing to resign, is it not in the public interest again, to get them off the
payroll and to avoid the cost and expense of a hearing?'



Meanwhile, the payment to Mr Maxwell by North Yorkshire Police Authority must be
made after he leaves the force next May unless he obtains another job in the police
service.

The authority, which is already shouldering its share of severe public spending cuts,
acknowledged it was aware of the potential financial burden when it decided not to
extend Mr Maxwell's fixed term contract beyond the current five-year term.

Julian Smith, Tory MP for Skipton and Ripon, described the sums surrounding Mr

Maxwell's pension and the potential compensation as 'staggering'.
* !

" 68! ()

In light of such disturbing revelations on Panorama and the comments made in your letter
to me saying: “Having considered your email, we do not think that you fall under any of the
above categories. So, we cannot pass this matter to the Professional Standards Department
(PSD) of the South Y orkshire Police under the conditions of the Police Reform Act 2002”,
one wonders what the Professonal Standards Departments of the various Police Forces
mentioned by Panorama s Richard Britton, were doing to enforce these same conditions set
out in this sdf same Act? And or where you: “as an independent body responsible for
making sure that the police complaints system in England and Wales works effectively
and fairly” have met and upheld your own criteria? But is this really possible when we
discover the equally disturbing evidence that parts of the Police Service and some of our
County Councils are being turned into private corporate entities, and therefore, they are
not really interested in their motto — To Serve and Protect? The question the IPCC should
also be seeking answers to is. “can we expect anything better from organisations and
entities which operate with an unhealthy eye for profits and profitability at the expense of
justice?’

What followsis hard evidence confirming that such things have already come to pass: -

| nvestigation into Lancashire County Council, the
Blues and Twos Credit Union Ltd and Lancashire
Police.
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Published on www.tpuc.org (http://www.tpuc.org)
Home > Investigation into Lancashire County Council, the Blues and Twos Credit Union
Ltd and Lancashire Police.




Submitted by John Harrison Tue, 10/03/2009 - 22:07

My investigations into Lancashire County Council (LCC) started over 6 weeks ago when
| first discovered them listed on Dunn and Bradstreet’s website. It is listed there as a
company and all of the schools in the county are listed as their ‘trading names'. | was
interested to know more about the corporate status of LCC.
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LCC was not the only supposed government organization | found listed as a company on
the above website. | could not, however, find them listed at Companies House, the UK
Company Register database. This got me thinking!

From my own experience, any incorporated company registered in the UK is done so
through Companies House, which is a Trading Fund. The office registered (the
‘registered office’) can either be the main place of business, the home address of the
‘owner/s’ or their solicitors officel If the registered offices is outside the UK its not on

Companies House.

When | first phoned LCC, about 3wks ago, to ask them about what | had found on D&B |
was met with confusion from whom ever | spoke to. | spoke to many different people all
of which couldn’t answer my questions and could not put me onto some who could! Then

| found one that could!

My question was very simple: “Is Lancashire County Council acompany and if so where
isit registered?’

Thefirst answer | always got was “LCC isaloca authority, not a company”. My reply to
this was very simple too: “If that is the case, then why can | pay nearly $500 for Dun and
Bradstreet International Business report. What information have they got that is worth
$500 that |, as a member of the public, can't get off you for free? Do members of the
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public have to pay tens of thousands of pounds to get individual reports on al its branch
trading activities?’

By this point | had asked whoever was on the phone if they had internet access. “Yes’
would always be the reply so | would direct them to the above website before asking the
above questions.

The response from this was usually one of amazement. They would accept they new
nothing and offered assistance by trying to find someone who could! | must say, everyone
| spoke to did their best to find me an answer. Then | got astrange reply.

One man came back on the phone after having me on hold and said, “I have asked around
and no one seems to know. Someone did tell me, though, that they had had a similar
enquiry last year and they were told they would have to write in as a complaint but no
one knew what had happened since”’. He told me | should do the same.

| phoned back the next day, this was last week, and finally got through to someone who
could answer my first question —Is LCC (Lancashire County Council) a company?

This gentleman told me that it was, and that it was registered at Companies House. This
wasn’t news to him but he did not know the ins and outs. He said it had specia status and
that it wasn't the same as al the other companies. He also thought it had been set up by
Roya Charter!

Really? Like the Bank of England?!?
So | went to www.compani eshouse.gov.uk

What | found is disturbing to say the least! Lancashire County Council is registered. Its
number is 666! The full number is IPO0666¢ but if you can accept that zero is NOT a
number then the only number | seeis 666! (FSA no. 666C)

Search this number at the above website and you will see Lancashire County Council.
You will also see that has been removed and is no longer trading! | phoned companies
house and they told me that it was a credit union and was registered with the Financial
Services Authority! The women couldn’'t tell me whether or not they were my county
council and referred me to the FSA.

| phoned the FSA and spoke to a lovely woman called Maria (tel. 0207 066 4916) who
was very knowledgeable and very helpful! Not often you get the two together! First she
told me that the ‘IP and 'C' prefix to the number meant it was formed under the
Industrial and Provident Act 1965 and the Credit Union Act 1979.

She then went on to tell me the following: ‘LCC was incorporated in 2002. Its registered
office was 3rd Floor, Christ Church Precinct, County Hall, Preston. It was completely
dissolved on the 24th January 2008'.
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Furthermore - All of the Assets and Liabilities of LCC were transferred on
November 12th 2007 to another company called the The Blues and Two's Credit
Union Ltd.
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The registered address of this company is Lancashire Police Headquarters, PO Box
77, Hutton, Preston. They now own all of LCCsassets and liabilities!

| told her that | was confused because | paid council tax to a company called LCC. She
said | shouldn’'t because that company no longer exists and no one is trading with that
name!?!



Now | was really confused and | got back on the phone to my local borough council and
managed to speak to the head of collections! He was stunned to silence and kept saying,
“1 don’'t know what to say!”

| tried in vain to have my questions answered from both my county and borough councils.
Many, many phone calls all with the same reception — shock and aw! Still my questions
went unanswered!

Then, on Sun, 1st March 2009, | had a meeting at Preston Police station with a WPC
Sergeant Logan 2870. | had actualy gone in to submit formal allegations against 3
officers who had stopped me outside Preston Magistrates 5days earlier.

| decided to talk to her about what | had found out about LCC and asked her whether the
Police would investigate the matter if LCC would not deny that it is they | am looking at

on Companies House!

She sat there in silence as | explained. Previous to this, when | had been explaining the
Law to her and how her officers were breaking it, she had kept talking over me and been
very dismissive. Now she just sat there.

She suddenly piped up and said: “That can’t possibly be true!”

Towhich | said: “You are not entitled to make that decision”

She repeated herself but this time | could see something going on behind her eyes! She
was thinking about it! Then she said this: “It can’t possibly be true because Lancashire
County Council pay my wages!”

“Redly!” | said, “I thought you were employed by the police? Sergeant! Are you not?”’

And that brought an end to my first visit to Preston Police station!

Since then, | had to phone the police 0845 number for something and the man who
answered said “Lancashire Constabulry”

“Oh, isthat not Lancashire police Authority?’ | replied.

“No sir, thisis Lancashire Constabulry!” he said

“Well my council tax pays Lancs Police Authority, not Lancs Constaburly!”

“You need to speak to your council about that sir!”

So | did! Trying to get hold of any one at the top at your council is hard but today

(5.3.09) | got a cal from a man caled Gary who is head of corporate finance at South
Ribble Borough Council.



| told him afew things and he very quickly sounded very worried! It was either because |
was right or because he new | was right! He said he was going to look into it because it
was very serious. Also, he said that al the money they collect as tax, every penny, goesto
Lancs County Council!

“Then why am | paying you to pay them? What’ s going on?’

| then read a few extracts from the Industrial and Provident Act 1965 to him. Now, I'm
not sure but | believe he def....ted right there on the spot!

He said he was going to check the names on accounts because he thought that what they
paid to LCC was paid to an account with a different name!!! | told him it was probably
the Blues and Twos! He just said he would get back to me as soon as he could!

That’s where we are up to. Still no conformation as to whether or not LCC (IPO0666c) is
my county council! But after reading various Acts | can see how it is!!!

The funny thing is, South Ribble Council, have a Liability Order against the legal fiction

known as MICHAEL THOMAS DOBSON. They have been hassling me for months, as |
had been conned into thinking it was me! Since | started the above process | hadn’t heard
athing until 2days ago when they sent me avery polite letter asking if | would like to pay
by direct debit! Ha ha!

The other thing to note is that not one other county council is listed on companies house!
Weird!” John Harris, Tuesday, 10/03/2009 - 22:07

ONE YEAR LATER

FROM: Daniel Chamberlain
9 April 2010

Dear Lancashire County Council,
Was this council bought out in 19967 If so, by whom?
Y ours faithfully,

Freedom of Information - Lancashire County Council
14 April 2010

Dear Mr. Chamberlain,

Request for information under the Freedom of I nformation Act 2000

We are writing to acknowledge receipt of your email dated 9*th April 2010, in which you request
the disclosure of information under the provisions of the above Act.

We have begun a search for the information you require and shall contact you again when we are
in a position to respond further. Should we envisage any delays, or require more details from you,
we will contact you immediately.



In the meantime, if you have any queries about the above, do not hesitate to contact us, quoting
your reference: 787.278

Yours sincerely,

Freedom of Information | Accessto Information Team
Lancashire County Council, PO Box 78,

County Hall, Preston, PR1 8XJ

Tel: 01772 533997

[1]www.lancashire.gov.uk

Lancashire, a place where everyone matters
References - Visible links - 1. http://www.lancashire.gov.uk/

Freedom of Information - Lancashire County Council
30 April 2010

Dear Mr. Chamberlain,
Request for information under the Freedom of I nformation Act 2000

Further to your email, dated 9 April, in which you request the disclosure of information under the
provisions of the above Act, we are now in a position to respond.

Lancashire County Council holds no information relevant to your request,
as the County Council was not @ought out€in 1996.

Yours sincerely,

Freedom of Information Team
Lancashire County Council

PO Box 78

County Hall

Preston

PR1 8XJ

Tel. 01772 531116

[1] www.lancashire.gov.uk

show quoted sections

Lancashire, a place where everyone matters
References

Visiblelinks

1. file:///tmp/www.lancashire.gov.uk

ELLY PLEASE NOTE: THISWASFREEDOM FROM INFORMATION. THEY
SHOULD HAVE TOLD HIM NO, NOT IN 1996 BUT RATHER IN 2002.

For moreinformation go to: http://www.tpuc.org/node/588
http://www.whatdotheyknow.com/request/who_owns_the council

Therefore Elly, all those who work at the IPCC, must be capable of reading between
such lies.

Which brings us back to the issue of Tony Farrell, and his judtified case against wrongful /
unfair dismissa, which in the light of the kid glove treatment used when senior police officers,
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such as Maxwell are involved, and apparently hundreds of others who have dso committed
serious disciplinary offences, and yet, in spite of their bad behaviour, end up receiving either
compensation and/or a sanitised leaving certificate to boot, which is monstrous when set
againgt the treatment of Tony Farrell, who has an exemplary, unblemished service record, and
yet, unlike them, heistreated like acrimina because he refusesto act like them or be prepared
to lie to order — his Tribuna was Act Il in this Pythonesque South Yorkshire Sdtire — a
parody presided over by three stultifying hand-picked men of straw — the Crucible Thesatre
would have been a much more suitable venue.

As an English convert to Islam, and Leader of The Islamic Party of Britain, it is the
bounden duty of every Muslim to follow the instructions laid down by God's final
Messenger, instructions which also apply to al other peoples including Jews and the
Goyim - instructions which demand that, when we witness something happening which is
either wrong, unfair, unjust or dishonest — such as the Tria and treatment of Tony Farrell
that we must try and correct such things with our own hands — which would include
carrying out a citizen’s arrest — particularly of someone planning to carry out an act of
terrorism regardless of his or her race, colour or creed - failing which, we must at least
speak out against such things, and if neither of these options are open to us that, we must
at least hate all such iniquities in our hearts; on the basis of which, | feel obligated and
qualified to identify with elements mentioned in all four of your bullet points above, and
several more besides.

In your correspondence, you highlighted the following comments from my petition to
reinstate Mr. Farrell, which, by the way, | stand by:-

“TONY FARRELL REFUSED TO GO ALONG WITH THE SOUTH YORKSHIRE
POLICE AUTHORITY’S CONSPIRACY TO COVER UP THE TRUTH ABOUT 9-11,
AND 7-7 AND NOW HILLSBOROUGH, HE HAD COME TO REALISE THAT THE 5
MONKEY BRAINWASHING TECHNIQUE HAD BEEN SUCCESSFUL IN BLINDING
THE CHIEF CONSTABLE AND THE REST OF THE FORCE TO THE FACT THAT
THEY WERE PART OF THE VERY CONSPIRACY THAT THEY WERE DENYING
EXISTED”

However, from what | hear you say, you are either unaware or choose to ignore the fact
that this is the way the British-Anglo-American black propaganda industry and it® false
flag operations have been carrying on for severa hundred years, with one of the first of
these “contrived events’ being documented in 1793, as the “War of Jenkins's Ear” which
was triggered by similar dodgy dossiers to those produced for Tony Blair, and similarly
concocted from a farrago of equally “twisted facts’. Therefore, when Tony Farrell, the
Principal Intelligence Analyst for the South Yorkshire Police Authority, refused to go
along with these Snigg Hill shibboleths or acquiesce in the use of such time honoured
Weapons of Mass Deception, which from the Crusades onwards have been used to
subvert the truth about Islam and demonise Muslims such as Mohammed Hamid
currently languishing in HMP Long Lartin and a whole host of others incarcerated
without justification or trial at Guantanamo bay.

The reasons why Tony Farrell’s acquiescence was desperately needed by the then Chief
Constable, Merdydd Hughes, was to justify him submitting his budget for fighting yet
another “bogus threat of Islamic terror” as a result of which the fate of Mr. Farrell, and
his “Strategic Terror Threat Assessment” became matters of personal and collective
responsibility for all British Muslims and the World Wide Islamic Community,
amounting to some 1.5 billion people — who could not and did not fail to recognise or
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appreciate his commitment and courage in upholding the Ninth Commandment of the
Decalogue - that of refusing to: “Bear fase Witness against his neighbour/s’, and in so
doing upheld not only the true Law of Moses, which Jesus came to fulfil, but the Fina
edition of that same body of Sacred Law reveaed to their successor Muhammad — may
God' s Peace and Blessing be upon them al, of which more later.

With relatives of my own currently and formerly in the police and armed services
certainly since the time of Indian Mutiny of 1857, they know what they are expected to
do when faced with "difficult" decisions, such as those faced by Mr. Farrell — (i.e. aways
to turn a blind eye and only to tell the truth when there is no other way out) bearing out
Napoleon’s contention that: “the police invent more than they discover”. In addition to
Panorama’s Cops Acting Badly another case in point being the appalling behaviour of the
MET in their handling of the News of The World phone hacking scandals. However,
unlike most of the Sheffield officers handling the case of Tony Farrell - who were either
(a) downright cowards, (b) hindered by their Masonic Oaths and / or (c) bound by their
adherence to the equally subversive policies of Common Purpose, Mr. Farrell refused to
turn a blind eye, compromise his principles or prostitute his position of trust in becoming
yet another yes-man for the revenue hungry accounts department of the South Y orkshire
Force or the equally dishonest and misguided policymakers of Whitehall, steeped in their
ancient culture of B-S-E, ever-ready to Blame-Someone-Else for the country’s troubles,
but never ever to question themselves or the destructive City of London institutions
which have been at the heart of this country’s travails for the past eight hundred years,
with the money changers once again moving to silence their critics by evicting the
protesters from tent city outside the temple, on this occasion St. Paul’s, and as Paul was a
tent maker being charge for Loitering within tents would be afitting irony.

The City of London has been the cause of such recurring troubles since the founding of
the Corrupt and Corrupting Bank of England in 1694, which, in the words of William
Cobbett MP, came to produce what the world never saw before “starvation in the midst of
abundance” and later compelled William Gladstone, on becoming Prime Minister, to
warn the nation that: “from becoming the banker’s bank” it [the Bank Of England] had
“become the government’s government”.

Elly, had South Y orkshire’s Chief Constable, and his colleagues, had a genuine interest in
protecting the nation from the real threat by real terrorists who reside in the Financial
Centres of this country and the rest of the world, they would have taken the time to
evauate Mr. Farrell’s claims by investigating the evidence he had compiled to the point
where it became (1) evident that his analysis was correct, (2) his sources sound and,
therefore, (3) unimpeachable; or found them to be completely wrong and dismissed his
claims accordingly; which, as you know, they did not and could not have done, because
his findings were and still are soundly based and pass forensic investigation on all counts,
placing him in good ministerial company with the likes of the late Robin Cook and
Michael Meacher M.P., who six years earlier had come to the same conclusions Mr.
Farrell, had reached about 9-11, aong with hundreds more such as the Commercial
Architect Richard Gage, who specialises in the fireproofing of high-rise buildings, and is
a founder member of - Architects & Engineersfor 9-11 Truth, who proves conclusively
in his public talks and university lectures, that: “the Twin Towers and WTC building
number 7 (which was not even hit by an aircraft), were all brought down by explosive
charges using “controlled demolition technology”. As he states and conclusively
demonstrates “no steel framed, or concrete clad building, has ever collapsed due to fire
aone — and certainly they have never collapsed at free-fall gravitational speed or
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produced gargantuan clouds of pulverised concrete and atomised cement”, which is clear
when viewing the film footage and seismographic earthquake charts - which recorded
every explosive charge which was detonated in achieving PNAC's long-awaited:
“Second Pear|l Harbor — in order for a half-witted American President “as much a freak
of eugenic nurture as nature” to deliver a second conveniently timed - Day of Infamy
Speech, manufactured in order to justify America entering a war which they had
already planned as was the first Day of Infamy Speech delivered by President
Roosevelt, following the avoidable events which were allowed to take place at Pearl
Harbor on December 7" 1941.

As with Pearl Harbor, the resulting 9-11 attacks also took thousands of innocent
American lives, which were similarly contrived to create enough public outrage to justify
America s longstanding plan to launch Kissinger's WAR FOR OIL, which as you will
see, was originally planned to be launched on the Muslim inhabitants of the Arabian Gulf
countries in 1975, together with the invasion of Afghanistan, in order to ensure for the
Unocal Oil Corporation a safe exit route for the estimated 60 to 200 billion barrels of
Caspian oil and 236 trillion cubic feet of the region’s reserves of natura gas to say
nothing of it's mineral wealth and rare earth deposits’.

Also, it should not be forgotten that at that time, President Karzi was the regional agent
for Unocal.

It is also interesting to note that the Architectural firm, which designed the original Twin
Towers to withstand any such airborne impact, has not yet been put on the stand or asked
to return the fees it took for what would, under normal circumstances, make them liable
to befined and jailed for criminal negligence and/or gross professional incompetence.

THIS BOGUS WAR ON TERROR: The following article which appeared in the

Guardian, on September 6th, 2003, was written by Michael Meacher, MP, who from
May 1997 to June 2003 was Britain’s Minister for the Environment.

guardian.co.uk

guardian

M ICHAEL MEACHER

"‘i-‘\
,ﬁ/

ol &
Thiswar on terrorism is bogus

http://www.guardian.co.uk/politics/2003/sep/06/september1l.iraq
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“The 9/11 attacks gave the US an ideal pretext to use force to secure its global
domination. Massive attention has now been given - and rightly so - to the reasons why
Britain went to war against Irag. But far too little attention has focused on why the US
went to war, and that throws light on British motives too. The conventional explanation is
that after the Twin Towers were hit, retaliation against al-Qaida bases in Afghanistan was
a natural first step in launching a globa war against terrorism. Then, because Saddam
Hussein was aleged by the US and UK governments to retain weapons of mass
destruction, the war could be extended to Iraq as well. However this theory does not fit
all the facts. The truth may be a great deal murkier.

“We now know that a blueprint for the creation of a globa Pax Americana was drawn up
for Dick Cheney (now vice-president), Donald Rumsfeld (defence secretary), Paul
Wolfowitz (Rumsfeld® deputy), Jeb Bush (George Bush® younger brother) and Lewis
Libby (Cheney® chief of staff). The document, entitled Rebuilding America® Defences,
was written in September 2000 by the neoconservative think tank, Project for the New
American Century (PNAC).

“The plan shows Bush® cabinet intended to take military control of the Gulf region
whether or not Saddam Hussein was in power. It says: "while the unresolved conflict
with Iraq provides the immediate justification, the need for a substantia American force
presence in the Gulf transcends the issue of the regime of Saddam Hussein."

“The PNAC blueprint supports an earlier document attributed to Wolfowitz and Libby
which said the US must "discourage advanced industrial nations from challenging our
leadership or even aspiring to alarger regiona or global role". It refers to key allies such
as the UK as "the most effective and efficient means of exercising American global
leadership”. It describes peacekeeping missions as "demanding American political
leadership rather than that of the UN". It says "even should Saddam pass from the scene”,
US basesin Saudi Arabiaand Kuwait will remain permanently... as"lran may well prove
as large a threat to US interests as Iragq has'. It spotlights China for "regime change”,
saying "it istime to increase the presence of American forcesin SE Asia’.

“The document also calls for the creation of "US space forces' to dominate space, and the
total control of cyberspace to prevent "enemies’ using the internet against the US. It aso
hints that the US may consider developing biological weapons "that can target specific
genotypes [and] may transform biological warfare from the realm of terror to a politically
useful tool".

Finally - written a year before 9/11 - it pinpoints North Korea, Syria and Iran as
dangerous regimes, and says their existence justifies the creation of a "worldwide
command and control system”. Thisis ablueprint for US world domination. But before it
Is dismissed as an agenda for rightwing fantasists, it is clear it provides a much better
explanation of what actually happened before, during and after 9/11 than the global war
on terrorism thesis. This can be seen in several ways.

First, it is clear the US authorities did little or nothing to pre-empt the events of 9/11. It is
known that at least 11 countries provided advance warning to the US of the 9/11 attacks.
Two senior Mossad experts were sent to Washington in August 2001 to aert the CIA and
FBI to a cell of 200 terrorists said to be preparing a big operation (Daily Telegraph,
September 16 2001). The list they provided included the names of four of the 9/11
hijackers, none of whom was arrested.
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It had been known as early as 1996 that there were plans to hit Washington targets with
aeroplanes. Then in 1999 a US nationa intelligence council report noted that "al-Qaida
suicide bombers could crash-land an aircraft packed with high explosives into the
Pentagon, the headquarters of the CIA, or the White House".

Fifteen of the 9/11 hijackers obtained their visasin Saudi Arabia. Michael Springman, the
former head of the American visa bureau in Jeddah, has stated that since 1987 the CIA
had been illicitly issuing visas to unqualified applicants from the Middle East and
bringing them to the US for training in terrorism for the Afghan war in collaboration with
Bin Laden (BBC, November 6 2001). It seems this operation continued after the Afghan
war for other purposes. It is also reported that five of the hijackers received training at
secure US military installations in the 1990s (Newsweek, September 15 2001).

Instructive leads prior to 9/11 were not followed up. French Moroccan flight student
Zacarias Moussaoui (now thought to be the 20th hijacker) was arrested in August 2001
after an instructor reported he showed a suspicious interest in learning how to steer large
airliners. When US agents learned from French intelligence he had radical Islamist ties,
they sought a warrant to search his computer, which contained clues to the September 11
mission (Times, November 3 2001). But they were turned down by the FBI. One agent
wrote, a month before 9/11, that Moussaoui might be planning to crash into the
Twin Towers (Newsweek, May 20 2002).

All of this makes it al the more astonishing - on the war on terrorism perspective - that
there was such slow reaction on September 11 itself. The first hijacking was suspected at
not later than 8.20am, and the last hijacked aircraft crashed in Pennsylvania at 10.06am.
Not a single fighter plane was scrambled to investigate from the US Andrews airforce
base, just 10 miles from Washington DC, until after the third plane had hit the Pentagon
at 9.38 am. Why not? There were standard FAA intercept procedures for hijacked aircraft
before 9/11. Between September 2000 and June 2001 the US military launched
fighter aircraft on 67 occasions to chase suspicious aircraft (AP, August 13 2002). It
isa US legal requirement that once an aircraft has moved significantly off its flight
plan, fighter planes are sent up to investigate.

Was thisinaction simply the result of key people disregarding, or being ignorant of,
the evidence? Or could US air security operations have been deliberately stood
down on September 117 If so, why, and on whose authority? The former US federal
crimes prosecutor, John Loftus, has said: " The information provided by European
intelligence services prior to 9/11 was so extensive that it is no longer possible for
either the CIA or FBI to assert a defence of incompetence.”

Nor is the US response after 9/11 any better. No serious attempt has ever been made to
catch Bin Laden. In late September and early October 2001, leaders of Pakistan® two
Islamist parties negotiated Bin Laden® extradition to Pakistan to stand trial for 9/11.
However, a US officia said, significantly, that "casting our objectives too narrowly"
risked "a premature collapse of the international effort if by some lucky chance Mr. Bin
Laden was captured”. The US chairman of the joint chiefs of staff, General Myers, went
so far as to say that "the goal has never been to get Bin Laden" (AP, April 52002).
The whistle blowing FBI agent Robert Wright told ABC News (December 19 2002) that
FBI headquarters wanted no arrests. And in November 2001 the US airforce
complained it had had al-Qaida and Taliban leadersin its sights as many as 10 times
over the previous six weeks, but had been unable to attack because they did not
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receive permission quickly enough (Time Magazine, May 13 2002). None of this
assembled evidence, all of which comes from sources already in the public domain,
is compatible with theidea of areal, determined war on terrorism.

The catalogue of evidence does, however, fall into place when set against the PNAC
blueprint. From this it seems that the so-called "war on terrorism” is being used largely as
bogus cover for achieving wider US strategic geopolitical objectives. Indeed Tony Blair
himself hinted at this when he said to the Commons liaison committee: "To be
truthful about it, there was no way we could have got the public consent to have
suddenly launched a campaign on Afghanistan but for what happened on
September 11" (Times, July 17 2002).

Similarly Rumsfeld was so determined to obtain a rationale for an attack on Iraq
that on 10 separate occasions he asked the CI A to find evidencelinking Iraq to 9/11;
the CIA repeatedly came back empty-handed (Time Magazine, May 13 2002).

In fact, 9/11 offered an extremely convenient pretext to put the PNAC plan into action.
The evidence again is quite clear that plans for military action against Afghanistan and
Irag were in hand well before 9/11. A report prepared for the US government from the
Baker Ingtitute of Public Policy stated in April 2001 that "the US remains a prisoner of its
energy dilemma. Iraq remains a destabilising influence to... the flow of oil to international
markets from the Middle East". Submitted to Vice-President Cheney® energy task group,
the report recommended that because this was an unacceptable risk to the US, "military
intervention™ was necessary (Sunday Herald, October 6 2002).

Similar evidence exists in regard to Afghanistan. The BBC reported (September 18
2001) that Niaz Niak, a former Pakistan foreign secretary, was told by senior
American officials at a meeting in Berlin in mid-July 2001 that " military action
against Afghanistan would go ahead by the middle of October" .

Until July 2001 the US gover nment saw the Taliban regime as a sour ce of stability*
in Central Asia that would enable the construction of hydrocarbon pipelines from
the oil and gas fields in Turkmenistan, Uzbekistan, Kazakhstan, through
Afghanistan and Pakistan, to the Indian Ocean.* But, confronted with the Taliban@
refusal to accept US conditions, the US representatives told them " either you accept
our offer of a carpet of gold, or we bury you under a carpet of bombs" (Inter Press
Service, November 15 2001).

NOTE HERE MEACHER IS REFERRING TO A WARNING GIVEN TO A
SENATE SUBCOMMITTEE BY JOHN MARESCA OF UNOCAL OIL IN 1998

TESTIMONY
BY JOHN J. MARESCA
VICE PRESIDENT, INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS
UNOCAL CORPORATION

TO THE HOUSE COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS
SUBCOMMITTEE ON ASIA AND THE PACIFIC -
FEBRUARY 12, 1998
WASHINGTON, D.C.
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“Next we would like to hear from Mr. John J. Maresca, vice president of international
relations, Unoca Corporation. You may proceed as you wish:

Mr. Maresca. “Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I1t® nice to see you again. | am John Maresca,
vice president for international relations of the Unocal Corporation. Unocal, as you know,
is one of the world® leading energy resource and project development companies. |
appreciate your invitation to speak here today. | believe these hearings are important and
timely. | congratulate you for focusing on Central Asia oil and gas reserves and the role
they play in shaping U.S. policy. | would like to focus today on three issues.

“First, the need for multiple pipeline routes for Centrad Asian oil and gas
resources.

Second, the need for U.S. support for international and regional efforts to achieve
balanced and lasting political settlements to the conflicts in the region, including
Afghanistan.

“Third, the need for structured assistance to encourage economic reforms and the
development of appropriate investment climates in the region. In this regard, we
specifically support repeal or remova of section 907 of the Freedom Support Act.

“Mr. Chairman, the Caspian region contains tremendous untapped hydrocarbon reserves.
Just to give an idea of the scale, proven natural gas reserves equal more than 236 trillion
cubic feet. The region®total oil reserves may well reach more than 60 billion barrels of
oil. Some estimates are as high as 200 hillion barrels. In 1995, the region was producing
only 870,000 barrels per day. By 2010, western companies could increase production to
about 4.5 million barrels a day, an increase of more than 500 percent in only 15 years. If
this occurs, the region would represent about 5 percent of the world®total oil production.
One major problem has yet to be resolved: how to get the region® vast energy resources
to the markets where they are needed. Central Asiaisisolated. Their natural resources are
landlocked, both geographically and politically. Each of the countries in the Caucasus
and Central Asia faces difficult political challenges. Some have unsettled wars or latent
conflicts. Others have evolving systems where the laws and even the courts are dynamic
and changing. In addition, a chief technical obstacle, which we in the industry face in
transporting oail, is the region® existing pipeline infrastructure. Because the region®
pipelines were constructed during the Moscow-centred Soviet period, they tend to head
north and west toward Russia. There are no connections to the south and east. But Russia
is currently unlikely to absorb large new quantities of foreign oil. 1t® unlikely to be a
significant market for new energy in the next decade. It lacks the capacity to deliver it to
other markets...From the outset we have made it clear that the construction of the
pipeline we have proposed across Afghanistan could not begin until a recognized
government is in place that has the confidence of governments, lenders, and our
company. "

Note: As mentioned above President Hamid Karzai wag/is the regional agent for
UNOCAL! Back to the Guardian and Meacher:

“Given this background, it is not surprising that some have seen the US failure to avert
the 9/11 attacks as creating an invaluable pretext for attacking Afghanistan in a war that
had clearly already been well planned in advance. There is a possible precedent for this.
The US nationa archives reveal that President Roosevelt used exactly this approach in
relation to Pearl Harbor on December 7 1941*. Some advance warning of the attacks was
recelved, but the information never reached the US fleet. The ensuing national outrage
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persuaded a reluctant US public to join the Second World War. Smilarly the PNAC
blueprint of September 2000 states that the process of transforming the US into
"tomorrow® dominant force" is likely to be a long one in the absence of "some
catastrophic and catalyzing event - likea new Pear|l Harbor" .

‘Hi ¥

! ‘_J
PROJECT FOR THE

NEw A MERICAN CENTURY

“The 9/11 attacks allowed the US to press the "go" button for a strategy in accordance
with the PNAC agenda which it would otherwise have been politically impossible to
implement.

“The overriding motivation for this political smokescreen isthat the US and the UK
are beginning to run out of secure hydrocarbon energy supplies. By 2010 the
Muslim world will control as much as 60% of the world@ oil production and, even
more importantly, 95% of remaining global oil export capacity. As demand is
increasing, so supply isdecreasing, continually since the 1960s.

“Thisisleading to increasing dependence on foreign oil supplies for both the US and the
UK. The US, which in 1990 produced domestically 57% of its total energy demand, is
predicted to produce only 39% of its needs by 2010. A DTI minister has admitted that the
UK could be facing "severe" gas shortages by 2005. The UK government has confirmed
that 70% of our eectricity will come from gas by 2020, and 90% of that will be imported.
In that context it should be noted that Irag has 110 trillion cubic feet of gasreserves
in addition to itsail.

“A report from the commission on America®national interestsin July 2000 noted that the
most promising new source of world supplies was the Caspian region, and this would
relieve US dependence on Saudi Arabia. To diversify supply routes from the Caspian,
one pipeline would run westward via Azerbaijan and Georgia to the Turkish port of
Ceyhan. Another would extend eastwards through Afghanistan and Pakistan and
terminate near the Indian border. This would rescue Enron® beleaguered power plant
at Dabhol on India® west coast, in which Enron had sunk $3bn investment and whose
economic survival was dependent on access to cheap gas.

“Nor has the UK been disinterested in this scramble for the remaining world supplies of
hydrocarbons, and this may partly explain British participation in US military actions.
Lord Browne, chief executive of BP, warned Washington not to carve up Iraq for its own
oil companies in the aftermath of war (Guardian, October 30 2002). And when a British
foreign minister met Gadaffi in his desert tent in August 2002, it was said that "the
UK does not want to lose out to other European nations already jostling for
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advantage when it comes to potentially lucrative oil contracts’ with Libya (BBC
Online, August 10 2002).

“The conclusion of all this analysis must surely be that the "global war on
terrorism” has the hallmarks of a political myth propagated to pave the way for a
wholly different agenda - the US goal of world hegemony, built around securing by
force command over the oil suppliesrequired to drive the whole project. Is collusion
in this myth and junior participation in this project really a proper aspiration for British
foreign policy? If there was ever need to justify a more objective British stance, driven by
our own independent goals, this whole depressing saga surely provides al the evidence
needed for aradical change of course”. meacherm@parliament.uk

Elly, 1 have not yet spoken to Mr. Meacher about his views on 7-7, but simply viewing
the Panorama prequel contained in Muad’'dib’s: 7-7 The Ripple Effect on YouTube
http://mtrial.org/ripple and other reconstructions of the events and the forensic data, one
is left in no doubt that these subsequent London bombings were an integra part of these
selfsame: “Mocked-up Contrivances, Stage-Managed to justify their Bogus War on
Terror and their continuing occupations of Iraq and Afghanistan and prepare a pretext for
an Isragli sponsored assault on Iran, as the fina stage in establishing David Ben Gurion’s
1962 prediction of a: “World Government in Jerusalem”.

In Life Magazine and Look Magazine of the 16th of January 1962, Mr. David Ben
Gurion, Zionist, atheist and first prime minister of Isragl stated while still in office: -

“The image of the world in 1987 as traced in my imagination: The Cold War will be a
thing of the past. Internal pressure of the constantly growing intelligentsia in Russia for
more freedom and the pressure of the masses for raising their living standards may lead to
a gradual democratization of the Soviet Union. [Glasnost and Perestroika were right on
time in 1987 and went according to Ben Gurion’s plan and time table] On the other hand,
the increasing influence of the workers and farmers, and the rising Political importance of
men of science, may transform the United States into a welfare state with a planned
economy [Obama is America' s Gorbachev]. Western and Eastern Europe will become a
federation of autonomous states having a Socialist and democratic regime. With the
exception of the U.S.S.R. as a federated Eurasian State, all other continents will become
united in a world alliance at whose disposal will be an international police force. All
armies will be abolished and there will be no more wars. In Jerusalem, the United Nations
will build a shrine of the prophets to serve the federated union of al continents; this will
be the seat of the Supreme Court of Mankind [Already constructed], to settle all
controversies among the federated continents, as prophesied by Isaiah. Higher education
will be the right of every person in the world. A pill to prevent pregnancy will slow down
the explosive natural increase in China and India. And by 1987 the average life-span of
man will reach 100 years.”

Masquerading as a real ‘“War on Terror’, Ben Gurion, has set out the real Anglo-
American-EU-Isragli-PNAC Agenda — based from the start on: “Reasoned Barbarism -
self-deception and mindless violence’. Note everything he predicted - except man’s 100
years average life expectancy - has been completed

In a recent letter to David Cameron, | referred to the demonisation of Muslims and this
artificial war on terror as follows: -

19



“Prime Minister, as with the demonising of the Irish, the Germans and the Japanese so
comes the latest wave demonising ‘ Raghead Arabs', mainly Muslims and of course Islam
as part of NATO/Kissinger’s on-going NSSM200/WFO - War For Oil.

From memory, the movie - The Long Kiss Goodnight, was al about the first
failed attempt to create Pearl Harbor 11, using bombs on the Twin Towersin New Y ork,
during which, Mitch (Samuel Jackson), isinformed that in their next attempt they would
need to kill at |east 4,000 people, to which hereplies:

Mitch: “You're telling me that you're gonna fake some terrorist thing,
just to scare some money out of Congress?”

Leland Perkins: “Well, unfortunately, Mr. Hennessey, | have no idea
how to fake killing 4,000 people - so we're just gonna have to do it for
real. Blame it on the Muslims, naturally. Then | get my funding”.

Hence Prime Minister, al the false flag pyrotechnics and spectaculars including 9/11, 7-
7, PAN AM 103 and a host of other murderous events, for which evidence has been
fabricated, planted or falsified are designed to further demonise Muslims and discredit
Islam — Most fair minded people are still ashamed of the Guildford 4, the Birmingham 6,
and the Maguire 7, and so they should be! They should also be ashamed of the original
attack on Pearl Harbor in 1941, devised by Captain Sidney Rogerson and Captain Basil-
Liddell Hart, a plan which was conceived, written and published in London in 1938,
under the title Propaganda In The Next War. The planned attack on Pearl Harbor, was
fully known about by Winston Churchill, who connived directly with President
Roosevelt, who, in turn, connived with Captain Henry Stimson, U.S. Secretary of State
for War, Genera George Marshall, responsible for the Marshall plan, Cordell Hull,
Secretary to the Navy, aong with Admirals Knox and Stark. Whilst Senator Gerald Nye,
of North Dakota, was acting as the principal whistle blower against their subterfuge, and
who, on April 25" 1939, placed a public warning on the Congress Record about this
cunning British plan to use Japan to attack America. The plan was in order to provide the
U.S. with the pretext she would need in order to participate in the NEXT WAR that the
bankers from London, Wall Street, Berlin and Basel, were already planning. — everyone —
including the media - turned a blind eye and a deaf ear to Nye and his stark, accurate
warnings. For details see the report below which | incorporated as part of the Foreword
and front cover to the second edition of - PROPAGANDA IN THE NEXT WAR,
which | republished in 2002.

1939 “In a Congressiona speech in the United States Senate on April 25th 1939,

recorded in the Congressional Record, 76™ Congress, Vol.84, N0.82, pages 6597-6604,
Senator Gerald P. Nye, of North Dakota, warned:-
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"There has been published a series of works under the title @he
Next War.©One of the volumes in this series is entitled
1 'Propaganda In The Next War." This particular volume was

- written by one Sidney Rogerson. | have been unable to obtain
any trace of hisbackground or of his connections; but the editor-
in-chief of al these works, including the one entitled
®ropaganda in the Next WarCis a man whose name is recog-
nised the world over as an authority in Great Britain. He is non-
other than Capt. Liddell Hart, associated with the London

Times, a writer and a military authority in Europe. The
following are quotations from this authority:

®or sometime the issue as to which side the United States would take hung in the
balance, the final result was a credit to our propaganda [i.e. British]. There remain the
Jews. It has been estimated that of the world Jew population of approximately
15,000,000, no fewer than 5,000,000 are in the United States; 25% of the inhabitants of
New York are Jews. During the Great War we bought off this huge American Jewish
Public by the promise of the Jewish national home in Palestine, held by (General)
Ludendorf to be the master stroke of alied propaganda, as it enabled us not only to
apped to Jewsin America but to Jews in Germany aswell."©

"To persuade her (the United States) to take our part much more difficult, so difficult as
to be unlikely to It will need a definite threat to America, a threat, moreover which will
have to be brought home by propaganda citizen, before the republic will again take arms
in an external quarrel... The position will naturally be considerably eased if Japan were
involved, and this might and probably would bring America in without further ado. At
any rate, it would be the natural and obvious object of our propagandists to this, just as
during the Great War they succeeded in embroiling the United States with Germany.
Fortunately with America, our propagandais on firm ground. We can be entirely sincere,
as our main plank will be the old democratic one. We must clearly enunciate our belief in
the democratic form of government, and our firm resolve to adhere to it. Our minor
propaganda will aim at attaching the support of important sections, such as the Jews,
probably by the declaration of a clear-cut policy on Palestine, and of our intentions, if
victorious, to put an end to anti-Semitic persecutions and of the Roman Catholic
community in similar terms...In the realm of the moving picture industry we may be able
to depend on the natural bias of the United States film manufacturers in favour of Great
Britain as opposed to Germany, Japan, or Italy, and on their command of the machinery
of international film distribution. This will be an asset both with the stock entertainment
picture and the news reels." [Pages 148-149]

1940: The U.S. Steel Magnate, George Armstrong, informs us that at the time of him
finishing “The Rothschild Money Trust” in 1940, that: "The President has dispatched the
fleet to the Pacific. This is for the purpose of war with Japan. It can be of no other
purpose. If Japan will only torpedo one of these boats, the Jewish Press, the Jewish Radio
and the Jewish Cinema the do the rest. The Jewish Admiral Taussig stated to a
Congressional Investigating Committee that @&ar with Japan is inevitable, [The
Rothschild Money Trust, page 64]

He then goes on to state that: "They ®ought-off the huge American Jewish Public@with
the promise of Palestine and with them they bought the powerful metropolitan Jewish
press and the Wilson Administration”. But the next time it would require an act of
aggression in line with Rogerson’ s suggestion; a suggestion that eventually came to pass.
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On pages 68-69 of his autobiography The Game
Player, Miles Copeland, a founder member of the
CIA, confirms that President Roosevelt allowed the
Japanese to destroy America’'s Pacific Fleet at Pearl
Harbor and with it over 2500 of his own people.
Having already broken Japanese codes, Copeland’'s
new boss informed him about the meeting that had

taken place between Admiral Sidney William
Sauers (Souers), thefirst head of the CIA and President Harry Truman.

When Sauers (pictured left) promised President Truman, that: America
would never again suffer an attack like the one at Pearl Harbor, President
Truman, responded: “that he obviously had not received or read his secret
briefing, otherwise he would have known that “President Roosevelt got
the intelligence, and he decided to let the Pearl Harbor attack happen as a
way of arousing an otherwise apathetic populace.”

Thisis confirmed below by the actua diary entries made by Captain Henry Stimson, the
acting U.S. Secretary of State for War, in which we find the following
admission mentioned by Charles A. Beard, in his : “ President Roosevelt
and the Coming Of The War 1941 — A Study In Appearances &
Realities” which was published by Yale University Press, the admission
being (as mentioned above) that he (Stimson), together with General
Marshall, Admiral Stark, U.S. Secretary of the Navy Knox, Cordell Hull,
and Roosevelt were all sitting in the Oval Office, on the 25" of November, more than one
week before the attack on Pearl Harbor, scheming: “how to manoeuvre the Japanese into
firing the first shot without allowing to much danger to ourselves...” Roosevelt’s “Day of
Infamy” speech was written long prior the actual attack on December 7™ 1941. For
Roosevelt, unlike Churchill: “did not role his own speeches”.

U.S. SECRETARY OF STATE FOR WAR.

Captain Henry Stimson’s Diary Entry for November 25th 1941:
“Then at 12 O’ clock we (viz General Marshall and 1) went to the White
House, where we were till nearly half past one. At the meeting were
Hull, Knox, Stark, and myself. The President instead of bringing up the
Victory Parade...brought up the event that we were likely to be attacked
— perhaps as soon as next Monday, for the Japanese are notorious for making an
attack without warning, and the question was what we should do. The question was —
how we should maneuver the Japanese into firing the first shot without allowing too
much danger to ourselves. In spite of the risk involved, however, in letting the
Japanese fire the first shot, we realized that in order to have the full support of the
American people it was desirable to make sure that the Japanese be the ones to do this
so that there should remain no doubt in anyone's mind as to who were the aggressors.”

CENTRAL TELEVISION STUDIOS BIRMINGHAM —ENGLAND
SEPTEMBER 14" 1990
PREL UDE TO THE FIRST GULF WAR
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David M Pidcock L eader of thelslamic Party of Britain

“....Having been introduced to the other guests, as David Pidcock, Leader of the
Islamic Party of Britain - Miles Copeland, in a stage whisper said: “So Dave what
are you going to say tonight?” 1 said — (1) The sinking of the Lusitania was the
Pretext for America entering World War |; (2) The sinking of her fleet at Pearl
Harbour was the pretext for her entering World War 11, and (3) the sinking of the
U.S. Kuwait, isthe pretext for her occupying the oilfields of the Gulf and the Hijaz.”

Hesaid: “O Christ! we're going to have problemswith you — but you're absolutely
right”.

At which Christopher Monkton (Leader Writer for the London Evening Standard)
choked and spat hisdrink all over General Sir John Hackett. Needlessto say | was
prevented from raising this or any other point during the entire program —
Afterwards Copeland came to speak to me and confirmed his remarks. And said
“when Muslims wake up and start to think for themselves, then Huston will surely
have a problem and will have to alter the way it deals with them!” He inscribed my
copy of his Autobiography - THE GAME PLAYER with: “David, you must study
this! in depth . Best wishesMiles’
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MY END NOTE FOR - PROPAGANDA IN THE NEXT WAR READS:

“The success of the Japanese attack on Pearl Harbor, therefore, was due to the fact that it
was part of a much wider, long-term plan, which served certain vested interests of the
black propagandists working for the various financial sectors, a plan and a process which
is dtill in force today. It happened because, as Truman understood and Roosevelt stated:
“Nothing happens by accident. If a thing happens, it happened because it was planned
that way”.

Finally: -Joseph Goebells —who, like Copeland, Liddel-Hart, and Rogerson, also knew
a thing or two about propaganda, and why governments feel the need to tell lies to their
people, admitted: “1f you tell a lie big enough [like Pear| Harbor, Pan-AM 103, 9-11,
7-7, Hillsborough, Dr David Kelley, et al] and keep repeating it, the lie can be
maintained [but] only for such a time as the State can shield the people from the
political, economic and or military consequences of the lie. It thus becomes vitally
important for the State to use all its powers to repress dissent - for the truth is the

23



mortal enemy of the lie — and thus, by extension, the truth is [or becomes] the
greatest enemy of the state.”

Here' show and why 7-7 was planned and executed

Elly, a viewing of the: 7-7 RIPPLE EFFECT posted on Y outube, provides sufficient
evidence for anyone with an honest open mind to realise that the London Bombings were
indeed fase flag events, planned years in advance and, in the case of London, as
astonishing as it now seems, was actually broadcast by the BBC, in LONDON UNDER
ATTACK more than 12 months before the actua events on July 7" 2005.
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=nY2NXPI625A

“LONDON UNDER ATTACK” the BBC PANORAMA program broadcast on May
16™ 2004 at 22:50 BST: was described as follows: “This film is amock exercise of what
might happen in London if there was a terror attack now. In a unique fusion of drama,
research and expert discussion, Panorama puts Britain’s emergency plans to the test. Set
in the future — but only just — the City of London is thrown into chaos by a series of
terrorist attacks. The fictional day of terror unfolds through the immediacy of rolling
news bringing the catastrophic attacks into our living rooms.” Appearing in the program
which was hosted by Gavin Essler, were: David Blunkett — Home Secretary, Michael
Portillo M.P., Spin Doctor Lance Price, lan Hoult (Emergency Planning Officer, for
Hampshire), Anne Gallop, Deputy Chair London Fire & Emergency Planning Authority
and Peter Power of Visor Consultants described as: “aformer Senior Metropolitan Police
Officer between 1971- 1992; Director of BET Group Security 1992-94; Visor Consulting
1995 to 7-7 and beyond; also further described in the credits as a “Crisis Management
Specidlist & Government Advisor” who specified the exact plan which he and Visor
actualy ran with their Isragli client, who chose exactly the same scenario outlined on
Panorama the previous year: Which he described as a “training exercise” involving a
building, housing a “company in the City with 1000 employees’ along with American
banks: For details also view:

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=nY2NXPI625A

Peter Power —Dupe or Accomplice?

* * +

LIVE BREAKING NEWSEMERGENCY NUM BER 0870-1566-344

ITV NEWSLONDON JULY 7™ 2005.

TIME 20:20 — 21 —

INTERVIEW WITH PETER POWER HEAD OF VISOR CONSULTANTS

PETER POWER: “Today we were running an exercise for a company bearing in mind
that | am now in the private sector. And we sat everyone down in the City - 1000 people
in the whole organisation — the crisis team - but the peculiar thing was that we had based
our scenario on simultaneous attacks on the London underground and mainline stations.
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So suddenly we had to switch an exercise from fictional to real and one of the first things
is [to] get that bureau number and a list of people missing and tell them — and it took a
long time.”

ITV PRESENTER:
“Just to get this right - you are actualy working today on an exercise that virtualy
envisaged this scenario?’

PETER POWER: “Almost precisaly! Until 2 o’clock this morning, because its our job,
it's my company, Visor Consultants, we specialise in helping people to get their crisis
management response going from slow time into thinking to quick time doing and we
chose our scenario with their assistance which was based on a terrorist attack because
they are close to a building that houses Jewish businessmen in the City and there are
more American banks in the City than there are in New York — a logical thing to do and
[..”

ITV PRESENTER time 20.21

“How extraordinary today must feel for you asit unfolds? Y ou mentioned afew moments
ago there, our experience with Irish Republicans, and of course it was very different
wasn't it, for however perverted their behaviour the IRA believed it had a code of honour,
and tended to issue warnings athough they often came too late to do any good?

[Ends]

FOWERLD BY
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NOTE — PETER POWER’S CLIENT WITH A THOUSAND EMPLOYEES WAS
VERINT SYSTEMS—-AN ISRAELI COMPANY WHICH RUNSALL THE CCTV
SURVEILLANCE ON THE LONDON UNDERGROUND. NOTE ALSO THAT
BENJAMIN NETANYAHU AND RUDOLPH JULIANI WERE BOTH IN
LONDON ON THAT SAME DAY, JUST ASTHEY WERE IN NEW YORK ON 9-
11 WHERE GULIANI WAS ALSO OVERSEEING A SIMILAR TERROR
TRAINING EXERCISE THAT SAME 9-11 DAY.

NOTE ALSO ON THAT FATEFUL JULY 7™ DAY THAT TONY BLAIR AND
HIS PARTNER IN CRIME GEORGE W. BUSH WERE HOSTING THE G-8
GATHERING AT GLENEAGLESHOTEL IN SCOTLAND.

9-11 & 7-7JUST LIKE PEARL HARBOR IN 1941, WHICH WASDESIGNED TO
GAVE ROOSEVELT THE PRETEXT FOR ENTERING WORLD WAR 2, WERE
PLANNED TO PROVIDE BLAIR WITH HISPRETEXT TO GO TO WAR, JUST
AS 9-11 WAS ENGINEERED TO PROVIDE THE PRETEXT FOR BUSH TO
CARRY OUT KISSINGER’'S LONG RANGE “WAR FOR OIL AGENDA” AND
OTHER GEOPOLITICAL OBJECTIVES SUCH AS “POPULATION
REDUCTION BY ECONOMIC MEANS WHERE POSSIBLE, BY MILITARY
MEANS WHERE NECESSARY” ALL OF WHICH IS SET OUT IN NSSM-200:
HIS National Security Study Memorandum 200 IN 1974.
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The 31st G8 summit was held from July 6 to July 8, 2005 at the Gleneagles Hotel in
Auchterarder, Perth and Kinross, in Scotland and hosted by British Prime Minister Tony

Blair. The locations of previous G8 summits to have been hosted by the United Kingdom
include: London (1977, 1984, 1991); and Birmingham (1998).

Report: Israel Was Warned Ahead of First Blast
ISRAELI NEWS PAPER/SERVICE

(IsraelNN.com) Army Radio quoting unconfirmed reliable sources reported a short
time ago that Scotland Yard had intelligence warnings of the attacks a short time
before they occurred.

The Israeli Embassy in London was notified in advance, resulting in Finance
Minister Binyamin Netanyahu remaining in his hotel room rather than make his
way to the hotel adjacent to the site of the first explosion, a Liverpool Street train
station, where he was to address and economic summit.

At present, train and bus service in London have been suspended following the
series of attacks. No terrorist organization has claimed responsibility at this time.

Israeli officials stress the advanced Scotland Yard warning does not in any way
indicate Israel was the target in the series of apparent terror attacks.”

NOTE: In the run up to the infamous events on 7-7, there were two hoax bomb
scares staged in Sheffield and Nottingham.
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Subsequent to Tony Farrell’s, dismissal, his suspicions were further confirmed when he
had the opportunity to review the evidence about some earlier “false flag events’
beginning as early as 1793, with The War of Jenkins's Ear and more recent events such
as Pearl Harbor, 9-11 and 7-7, which were similarly calculated to “provoke a desired
response from an existing enemy or in order to create a new one out of a previous aly”
and in the process. “arouse otherwise apathetic domestic populations’ in keeping with
Lord Pamerston’'s, comments that the British: “don’t have permanent friends or
permanent enemies only permanent interests’ for which read: Hirohito, Yamamoto,
Sadam, Ghadaffi, Mubarak, et a.

The Book Friendly Fire: Provides hard evidence that Tony
Farrell was correct in concluding that just as the U.S. Military
had Drafted Plans to Terrorize U.S. Cities in order to Provoke
War With Cuba and lIraq, that the British Authorities were
equally capable and had indeed resorted to similar tactics in
facilitating the false flag attacks on July 7™ 2005.

http://more.abcnews.go.com/sections/us/dailynews/jointchiefs 010501.html

By David Ruppe

NEWY ORK, May 1 — In the early 1960s, America's top military leaders
reportedly drafted plans to Kkill innocent people and commit acts of
terrorism in U.S. cities to create public support for a war against Cuba.

Code named Operation Northwoods, the plans reportedly included the
possible assassination of Cuban émigrés, sinking boats of Cuban refugees
on the high seas, hijacking planes, blowing up a U.S. ship, and even
orchestrating violent terrorism in U.S. cities. [9-11 was just such an event]

The plans were developed as ways to trick the American public and the
international community into supporting a war to oust Cuba's then new leader,
communist Fidel Castro. (Or as President Truman put it “to wake up an
otherwise apathetic populace”)

America's top military brass even contemplated causing U.S. military casualties,
writing: "We could blow up a U.S. ship in Guantanamo Bay and blame
Cuba,” and, "casualty lists in U.S. newspapers would cause a helpful wave
of national indignation.”

Details of the plans are described in Body of Secrets (Doubleday), a new book
by investigative reporter James Bamford about the history of America's largest
spy agency, the National Security Agency. However, the plans were not
connected to the agency, he notes:

“The plans had the written approval of all of the Joint Chiefs of Staff and were
presented to President Kennedy's Defense Secretary, Robert McNamara, in
March 1962. But they apparently were rejected by the civilian leadership and
have gone undisclosed for nearly 40 years.
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"These were Joint Chiefs of Staff documents. The reason these were held secret
for so long is the Joint Chiefs never wanted to give these up because they were
so embarrassing,” Bamford told ABCNEWS.com.

"The whole point of a democracy is to have leaders responding to the public will,
and here this is the complete reverse, the military trying to trick the American
people into a war that they want but that nobody else wants."

“...the struggle between "Democracy” and "Fascism" may be
characterised as a struggle between money-lending, or the system by
which currency originates in debt to groups of private individuals,
whose aim has been the manipulation of the price-level of the different
countries, and money as a stable measure of value facilitating the
exchange of real wealth...” Dr. DenisFahey - The RULERS OF RUSSIA.

Elly, Winston Churchill, said: “ A fanatic is someone who can’t change his mind, and
won’t change the subject!” Heis also credited with saying “History will be kind to
me for | shall write it.” Therefore before leaving the subject of Pearl Harbor/
Harbour, it is extremely important to see and compar e the official version of events
which is scurrilous disinformation at best and anything but the truth. Keeping in
mind the actual diary accounts and testimony taken from the actual game players
involved, here is what is being pedalled and taught at our universities and believed
by people at cabinet and war office level. We all have our scholars for dollars, but
when it comes to bending things Rutgers Professor Warren F. Kimball and his crew
put Yuri Geller to shame. They say that “forensic evidence is better than hearsay”
but choose to ignore it when it suits the selective defence of their own heroes and
sacred cows.

RUTGERSUNIVERSITY

Warren F. Kimball
Robert Treat Professor Emeritus
Rutgers

Ph.D., Georgetown
E-mail: wkimball@andromeda.rutgers.edu

http://www.winstonchur chill.or g/learn/m
ythgmyths/he-knew-of-pear|-harbour -
attack

Research and Teaching Interests

History of United States foreign policy and diplomacy; Franklin Roosevelt and the
2nd World War; United States history since 1945.
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ELLY, TONY FARRELL ISA VICTIM OF THESE SAME WILFUL, MYOPIC
FAILURES WHICH ISWHY | FEEL COMPELLED TO REPEAT STIMSON’'S
DIARY ENTRY FROM PAGE 21 ABOVE: November 25th 1941: “Then at 12
O'clock we (viz General Marshall and 1) went to the White House, where we were till
nearly half past one. At the meeting were Hull, Knox, Stark, and myself. The President
instead of bringing up the Victory Parade...brought up the event that we were likely to
be attacked — perhaps as soon as next Monday, for the Japanese are notorious for
making an attack without warning, and the question was what we should do. The
guestion was — how we should maneuver the Japanese into firing the first shot without
allowing too much danger to ourselves. In spite of the risk involved, however, in letting
the Japanese fire the first shot, we realized that in order to have the full support of the
American people it was desirable to make sure that the Japanese be the ones to do this
so that there should remain no doubt in anyone's mind as to who were the aggressors.”
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At the beginning of Hegelmo’s hagiographic diatribe, above, designed to maintain
the illusion that neither Churchill and Roosevelt were guilty of war crimes (against
their own people) we were informed that: Mr. Helgemo's career included a spell at the
CIA, that he was also president of the Washington Society for
Churchill (making him hardly impartial or objective). Whose
article first appeared in the Finest Hour 101, in the Winter of
1998-99".

However the following testimony is from someone who
spent more than just “a spell at the C.I.A” and had access
to all it’s murky secrets. William Joseph Casey (March 13,
1913 — May 6, 1987) who was the Director of Centra
Intelligence from 1981 to 1987. In this capacity he oversaw
S— the entire United States Intelligence Community and
personally directed the Central Intelligence Agency
(CIA).Casey, a native of Elmhurst, Queens, New York,
graduated from Fordham University in 1934 and earned a law degree from St. John®
University School of Law in 1937. During World War 11, he worked for the Office of
Strategic Services (OSS) — the predecessor to the CIA — where he became head of
its Secret Intelligence Branch in Europe” He was awarded the Bronze Star Medal
for meritorious achievement”

On page 7, of hisimportant book THE SECRET WAR AGAINST HITLER - Casey
reveals the truth that the two alleged scholars Helgemo and Kimball both ridicule
and attempt to deny:-Casey " The British had sent word that a Japanese fleet was
steaming east toward Hawaii." Washington, in an order of Nov 26th as a result of
the "first shot" meeting the day before (in the presence of Roosevelt, Marshall,
Stimson, Hull, Knox and Stark) ordered both US aircraft carriers, the Enterprise
and the Lexington out of Pear|l Harbor: " as soon as practicable.”

“This order included stripping Pearl of 50 planes or 40 percent of its already
inadequate fighter protection. In response to Churchill@ message, FDR secretly
cabled him that afternoon - " Negotiations (with Japan off). Services expect action
within two weeks." Note that the only way FDR could have linked negotiations with
service action, let alone have known the timing of the action, was if he had the
message to sail. In other words, the only service action contingent on negotiations
was Pear| Harbor”.
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“26th Nov. 3 A.M. - Churchill sent the urgent secret
message to FDR, probably containing the above
message. This message caused the greatest agitation in
" DC. Because of all of Churchill®@ voluminous
correspondence with FDR, thisisthe only message that
has not been released (on the grounds that it would
damage national security)”.

“Furthermore [Admiral] Stark testified that "On November 26 there was received
specific evidence of the Japanese intention to wage offensive war against Great Britain
and the United States."

“26 Nov. - the "most fateful document” was [Cordell]

Hull@ 8 point ultimatum that Japan must withdraw
from Indochina and all China. FDR@ Ambassador to
Japan called this. " The document that touched the
button that started thewar."

So much then, for the honesty and veracity of our intrepid
Hagiographers Helgemo - Kimball and Co. As
previously mentioned in 1939/40, George Armstrong, who
was a supporter of Senator Nye, had also warned America
about an imminent war with Japan was on the cards he

said: “The President has dispatched the fleet to the Pacific
Ocean. This is for the purpose of war with Japan. It can be of no other purpose. If Japan will
only torpedo one of these boats, the Jewish Press, the Jewish Radio and the Jewish Cinema will
do therest. The Jewish Vice Admiral Taussig stated to a Congressional Investigating Committee
that: ‘War with Japan isinevitable.”” [The Rothschild Money Trust, page 64]

Elly, hereis the confirmation: “Vice Admiral Joseph Knefler Taussig was called to testify
before a Senate Committee a year and a half before the Japanese attack on Pear| Harbor.
He told the Senate Committee that events pointed to an eventual war with Japan. He
documented his statement with the now famous Fanaka Memorial of 1927 as a blueprint of
Japanese expansionist ambitions. Taussig’'s statement stirred up
a hornet’s nest in Washington, D.C., and the Navy Department
was quick to repudiate his*“poor judgement.”

On October the 9" 2003, The Daily Mirror, carried the following
dissembling statement made by Frank Knox U.S. Navy Secretary,
on the 4™ of December 1941, which the Mirror claims to have been
one of the most embarrassing “Empty Boasts’ of All time: “No
matter what happens the US Navy is not going to be caught
napping.” Elly, just like Helgemo and Kimball - The Daily
Mirror had not done it's homework either, because our Mr. Knox was at that meeting at the
Whitehouse and knew on the 27" of November that the Japanese attack was about to happen —
the only ones “caught napping” were those betrayed and sacrificed by Roosevelt and the
American Administration —* As a way of arousing an otherwise apathetic populace’.

But, Elly, just when you thought it couldn’t get worse. Most people are aso unaware that both
of George W. Bush’'s grandfathers - Prescott Bush and Herbert Walker, were involved in
bringing Adolf Hitler, to power, along with Montague Collet Norman, the longest ever serving
governor of the Bank Of England. Bush and Walker, were arrested in 1942, for trading with the
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enemy — both Grandpa Bush and Walker were caught red handed and charged with indulging in
“un-American Activities” for running the Nazi Union Bank on Broadway. In September 2004,
The GUARDIAN published a 3 page article about this well kept family secret, under the
following title:-

HOW BUSH'S GRANDFATHER HELPED HITLER'SRISE TO POWER

Which contained some of the information which | had provided, a year earlier, in 3
articles published in ‘THE GULF TODAY’' entitled “WHEN BUSH COMES TO
SHOVE AN OPEN LETTER TO AMERICA”.

Following the publication of part one, an official from the American Embassy, in
Abu Dhabi, (believed to be the Ambassador) called P.V.Annand, the Newspaper’s
Editor at the offices of Dar Al Khaleg, in Sharjah, to try and prevent the
publication of parts 2 and 3, fortunately PV, stuck to his guns just as he had done
following the attacks on 9-11., after which George W. Bush, had declared that 9/11
was America’s second Pear|l Harbor, following which, he publicised some of the
statements| had made at Press Conferencesin Dubai and Sharjahi.e. “ That if thisis
the case, then he, (President Bush) like President Roosevelt, will have known all about
it long prior to September 11™ and will have connived with the rest of the Bush family
in the planning and orchestration of this monstrousterrorist outrage and that, just like
Pear| Harbor it will have been allowed to happen as a way of creating the pretext for a
second Gulf War.”

When David Mack, the former American Ambassador to the UAE, was asked about
the likelihood of this being the case — and having been provided with a copy of my

evidence at a meet the press gathering at the offices of Dar Al Khalegj, this former
Vice President of the Middle East I nstitute and Deputy Assistant Secretary of State
for Near Eastern Affairs, declined my invitation to respond and departed shortly
thereafter. Therefore, when reviewing the forensic evidence about these events, any
honest resear cher with a good memory and a critical eye for detail, will come to the
conclusion that, just like Pearl Harbor, 9/11 was a fully orchestrated inside job,
designed and engineered to achieve similar aims and objectives through the
application of “superior” high-rise demolition technology and terrifyingly effective
propaganda which was so successful in achieving America’s justification for
entering WW2 back in 1941, which the real archives show that the attack on Pearl|
Harbor was a sdlf-inflicted, fully stage-managed, tactical, Anglo-American Exercise
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in Applied Deception through Terror. Furthermore if (1) the Bush family could
finance Hitler, (2) bring him to power and (3) get away with it, what makes people
think that 9-11 was beyond their capabilitiesor treacherous design work.

s Gilf a@ (W)

Today

WHEN BUSH COMESTO SHOVE - AN OPEN
LETTER TO AMERICA.

Thefirst of athree-part article by David M Pidcock
Leader of thelslamic Party of Britain

e o To President George W. Bush. The White House, Washington DC.
1.When Bush comesto  |JSA.
Shove. Telephone number:001-202-456-1111.

> TheunhidableNazi ~ Email: president@whitehouse.gov
link, the unquenchable ~ April 11" 2003.
thirst for oil
Sir, | have forwarded for your perusal, via your embassy in London, a
3. When the copy of Propaganda In The Next War, originaly published in 1938,
super power facesthe . . .
test of good and evil and written by one British army Qaptan _Sydney Roge!rson, vyho,
amongst other things, became the chief publicity and public relations
advisor to the Army Council, a the War Office in London. A book
which proves conclusively that: the Japanese attack on Pearl Harbour
was part of an Anglo-American stratagem designed to provide

Explore

Dubai America with a 9-11 type pretext for entering World War |1, just as
with us. the sinking of the Lusitania provided her with a 9-11 pretext for
entering World War |, at a critical time to save Britain from almost

certain defeat. As the evidence shows, it is clear that by November
1917, Britain had, to al intents and purposes, aready lost the Great
War.

However, her conjuring up of the Balfour Declaration (promising
Palestine to the Jews) did the trick, atrick held by General Ludendorf,
to have been: “the master stroke of Allied propaganda’ as it enabled
her not only to appeal to the Jews of America but to the Jews of
Germany as well, the rest, as they say, is history but a version written
by the victors. Furthermore, both these events occurred with the full
knowledge and connivance of two United States Presidents —
Woodrow Wilson and Franklin Delano Roosevelt; acts for which both
should have been impeached for treason — perhaps even now, they
should both be impeached posthumously? For the pages of history,
which politicians and others hope will aggrandise and immortalise
their reputations should not be the usua hagiographic sanitised
versions [his story instead of history] but rather the truth, the whole
truth and nothing but the truth.
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The evidence for such treasonable conspiracies can be found in
numerous, objective publications, such as Wall Street & The Rise of
Hitler (by Professor Anthony Sutton), Wall Street & The Rise of
Bolshevism by the same author; Tragedy & Hope (by Carol Quigley)
etc; and in George Armstrong’s decisive work: The Rothschild Money
Trust, first published in 1940, which, amongst other things, sheds
additional light on some of these all-important i ssues.

Armstrong, an American steel manufacturer, was not taken-in by the
propaganda of the day declaring that: “It has taken 22 years to find
out the whole story of our betrayal into World War |. We are indebted
to Senator Gerald P. Nye of North Dakota for digging into the records
and bringing to light the Balfour-Lansing correspondence by which
President Wilson is shown to have agreed to enter the war long prior
to the (1915) sinking of the Lusitania...in his tireless effort to keep
this country out of the war, Senator Nye discovered and reveaed the
truth and the rea reason for president Wilson's change of
front...Prior to these revelations we thought we entered the war
because of the sinking of the Lusitania and the violation of our rights
as neutral...but it was not the rea reason, as conclusively shown by
the Bafour-Lansing correspondence. It was only a (9-11 type) pretext
to secure the support of Congress and the people. There can be no
doubt about the fact that, prior to president Wilson's second election
in 1916 (they used the slogan) ‘he kept us out of the war’...And there
can be no doubt that he was re-elected on that slogan. Why then did
he his position soon after his election?’

Which reminds us of your father’s pre-election promises on which he
too reneged. Having consistently stated: “Read my lips, NO NEW
TAXES,” and yet by June 26", 1990, he too, had changed his
position, leading one to conclude that Napoleon was correct when he
said that authoritarian governments — like the recent one in Baghdad —
required not to explain themselves remain silent. On the other hand,
representative governments, (such as yours claims to be) and required
to do so “disguise the truth and lie with impunity”.
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PART 11
The Unhidable Nazi link, the
unquenchable thirst for ail

BY DAVID M PIDCOCK

AVRELL HARRIMAN, later married Winston
Churchill® daughter-in-law Pamela -- the mother of
Winston Churchill J. Who was, until quite recently,
America® Ambassador to France. Believe it or not, the
arch-fascist banker, Montagu Norman, and the longest
serving governor of the Bank of England, who originally
worked for Brown Brothers Bank, almost single-handedly
rearmed Germany, through his floatation of German
Municipal Bonds. His close friend and confidant, Hjalmar
Schacht, of JP Morgan, another Wall Street firm, went to
Berlin to become Hitler® banker, who, aong with other
Wall Street bankers, were not hanged for their war crimes
at Nuremburg. As Churchill® letters show, Norman and
Schacht were still communicating via the BIS (Bank for
International Settlements) in Basdl, as late as 1942, until
he ordered Norman to desist. Much earlier, Churchill had
threatened: "to turn king® evidence against Montague
Norman and have him hanged for treason.”

"The (Nazi) firm was originaly known as WA Harriman
& Company. The link between the Harriman company®
American investors and Fritz Thyssen started in the
1920s, through the Union Banking Corporation, which
began trading in 1924. In just one three-year period, the
Harriman firm sold more than $50 million of German
bonds to American investors. (Your great grandfather),
"Bert" Waker was Union Banking® president, and the
firm was located in the offices of Averill Harriman®
company at 39 Broadway in New York. "In 1926 Bert
Walker did a favour for his new son-in-law, Prescott
Bush. It was the sort of favour families do to help their
children make a start in life, but Prescott came to regret it
bitterly. Walker made Prescott vice president of WA
Harriman. The problem was that Walker® specialty was
companies that traded with Germany. As Thyssen and the
other German industrialists consolidated Hitler® political
power in the 1930s, an American financial connection was

39



needed. According to our sources, Union Banking became
an out-and-out Nazi money-laundering machine. . . ."
(Come back BCCI all isforgiven)

"In [1931], Harriman & Company merged with a British-
American investment company to become Brown
Brothers, Harriman. (Your grandfather), Prescott Bush
became one of the senior partners of the new company,
which relocated to 59 Broadway, while Union Banking
remained at 39 Broadway. But in 1934 Walker arranged
to put his son-in-law on the board of directors of Union
Banking. "Walker also set up adeal to take over the North
American operations of the Hamburg-Amerika Line, a
cover for IG Farben® Nazi espionage unit in the United
States. The shipping line smuggled in German agents,
propaganda, and money for bribing American politicians
to see things Hitler® way. The holding company was
Walker® American Shipping & Commerce, which shared
the offices at 39 Broadway with Union Banking. In an
elaborate corporate paper trail, Harriman® stock in
American Shipping & Commerce was controlled by yet
another holding company, the Harriman Fifteen
Corporation, run out of Grandpa Waker® office. The
directors of this company were Averill Harriman, Bert
Walker, and Prescott Bush...In a November 1935 article in
Common Sense, retired Marine General Smedley D.
Butler blamed Brown Brothers, Harriman for having the
U.S. marines act like @acketeersCand @angstersCin order
to exploit financially the peasants of Nicaragua. . . ."

Hiding assets

"...A 1934 congressiona investigation alleged that
Walker®@®amburg-Amerika Line subsidised awide range
of pro-Nazi propaganda efforts both in Germany and the
United States.©Walker did not know it, but one of his
American employees, Dan Harkins, had blown the whistle
on the spy apparatus to Congress. Harkins, one of our best
sources, became Roosevelt® first double agent . . . (and)
kept up the pretence of being an ardent Nazi sympathiser,
while reporting to Nava Intelligence on the shipping
company® deals with Nazi intelligence. "Instead of
divesting the Nazi money,” said the congressional
investigators: "Bush hired a lawyer to hide the assets. The
lawyer he hired had considerable expertise in such
underhanded schemes. It was Allen Dulles.

According to Dulles® client list at Sullivan & Cromwell,
his first relationship with Brown Brothers, Harriman was
on June 18, 1936. In January 1937 Dulles listed his work
for the firm as "Disposa of Stan (Standard Oil) Investing



stock." As mentioned: "Standard Oil of New Jersey had
completed a major stock transaction with Dulles® Nazi
client, 1G Farben. By the end of January 1937 Dulles had
merged al his cloaking activities into one client account:
"Brown Brothers Harriman-Schroeder Rock." Schroeder,
of course, was the Nazi bank on whose board Dulles sat.
The "Rocks' were the Rockefellers of Standard Oil, who
were already coming under scrutiny for their Nazi deals.
By May 1939 Dulles handled another problem for Brown
Brothers, Harriman, their "securities custodian accounts."

"If Dulles was trying to conceal how many Nazi holding
companies Brown Brothers, Harriman was connected
with, he did not do a very good job. Shortly after Pearl
Harbour, word leaked from Washington that affiliates of
Prescott Bush® company were under investigation for
aiding the Nazis in time of war. (Like your father®aid to
Saddam Hussein)...The government investigation against
Prescott Bush continued. Just before the storm broke, his
son, (your father) George, abandoned his plans to enter
Yale and enlisted in the US Army. It was, say one of our
sources among the former intelligence officers, a valiant
attempt by an eighteen-year-old boy to save the family®
honour. (Not so much a question of saving private Ryan
but of saving Private Bankers)

Defending family honour

"Young George was in flight school in October 1942,
when the US government charged his father with running
Nazi front groups in the United States. Under the Trading
with the Enemy Act, all the shares of the Union Banking
Corporation were seized, including those held by Prescott
Bush as being in effect held for enemy nationas. Union
Banking, of course, was an affiliate of Brown Brothers,
Harriman, and Bush handled the HarrimansCinvestments
as well. "Once the government had its hands on Bush®
books, the whole story of the intricate web of Nazi front
corporations began to unravel. A few days later two of
Union Banking® subsidiaries -- the Holland American
Trading Corporation and the Seamless Steel Equipment
Corporation -- adso were seized. Then the government
went after the Harriman Fifteen Holding Company, which
Bush shared with his father-in-law, Bert Walker, the
Hamburg-Amerika Line, and the Silesan-American
Corporation. The US government found that huge sections
of Prescott Bush® empire had been operated on behalf of
Nazi Germany and had grestly assisted the German war
effort.”
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In his "Reminiscences’ John D. Rockefeller, the great
deceiver and founder of the (Double) Standard Oil
Company informs us. @ne of our greatest helpers has
been the State Department in  Washington. Our
ambassadors, ministers and consuls have aided to push
our way into new markets to the utmost corners of the
world.®

As Washington reporter, Jack Anderson, put it in 1967:
©@.the State Department has often taken its policies right
out of the executive offices of the oil companies. When
Big Oil can®get what it wants in foreign countries, the
State Department tries to get it for them. In many
countries, the American Embassies function virtually as
branch offices of the Oil Combine...The State Department
can be found almost always on the side of the "Seven
Sisters,” as the oil giants are known... Just as the
Rockefellers make sure they are running our perennially
disastrous foreign policy, you can bet your last devalued
dollar that the Rockefeller Mafia controls the national and
international money game. The Rockefellers have made
the (US) Treasury Department virtually a branch of the
Chase Manhattan Bank.© (Source The Rockefeller File,

page 159])
Early warnings

"But even more astonishing is the fact that these darlings
of the Jewish establishment control al the oil in Arab
lands. In a footnote on page 19 of the Rockefeller File,
Garry Allen quotes Dr Malcolm Stern® genealogy from
his book The Grandees: America's Sephardic Elite, which
convincingly establishes the fact that the Rockefellers are
Sephardic Jews. And yet, "The family controls oil
holdings worth hundreds of millions in Arab lands, yet
Nelson has remained the darling of organised Jewry in
New York City. Without such support he could never
have been elected governor of New Y ork State four times.
Just how the family manages this bit of wizardry boggles
themind..."

The enduring Avarice of the American oil establishment
and their sister Condol eezarice, goes back along way, and
has now achieved their lifelong ambition of controlling at
source the oil reserves of Mesopotamia, "petroleum” for
which Lawrence admitted later that he had betrayed those
"brave confiding Arabs." In 1919, Sir Arthur Hirzl, of the
India Office Political Department, warned that: "If we
remain in Irag, we run the danger of Feisal calling in the
Americans, and it should be born in mind that the
Standard Oil Company of New York has been trying to
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take over Irag since 1913."

America and Britain whilst trying to bring the rest of the
world under their control through their "machinations’
and systems of "false belief" -- comein the name of Christ
but act as ravening wolves in sheep® clothing. Lincoln
also understood and predicted the type of corruption,
which would result from the "enthronement of
corporations' such as Enron, World Com, and the Federa
Reserve System; and the kind of political scandals (such
as the infamous "Chad" scandals associated with your
recent election), which, he said, would eventually lead to
the destruction of the American Republic, by those who
wish to see World Government with its headquarters in
Jerusalem. And whilst it might be difficult for you (and
the rest of the born again Christians and Zionists in your
cabinet and amongst your advisors) to perceive yourself
and this administration as the real aggressors and enemies
of peace in the current crusade you are waging in the
Middle East, it is our/my duty to inform you of these
uncomfortable facts. From your body language and
rhetoric it is clear that America is that "transgressor
nation" mentioned in the Biblical prophecies of Daniel
and Esdras.
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PART I11
When the super power facesthetest of
good and evil

DANIEL 8: 23-25 is clearly describing America (and her
alies): "And in the latter time of their kingdom, when the
transgressors are come to the full, a king of fierce
countenance, and understanding dark sentences/prophecies,
shall stand up. And his power will be mighty, but not by his
own power: and he shall destroy wonderfully (with smart
weapons of mass destruction) and shall prosper, and
practice, and shall destroy the mighty and holy people
(upholders of the true religion of Abraham the Muslim). And
through his policy he will cause craft/cunning to prosper.
And he shall magnify himself in his heart, and by peace he
shall destroy many ("We will, in the name of peace, go with
those who go with us willingly, and remove Saddam
Hussein" -- CNN 16/1/2003): He shall also stand up against
the prince of princes; but he shall be broken without hand."

"And when it said to them: ®ake no mischief on earth,@hey
say: @/e are only peacemakers.Cindeed, they are themselves
the mischief makers, but they perceive it not..." Qur’an Surah
2: Verse Il. Which comes close to your declaration reported
by CNN on Jan.16 2003: "We will, in the name of peace, go
with those who go with us willingly, and remove Saddam
Hussein."

There are only two possible candidates for the title Prince of
Princes -- either Christ Jesus the son of Mary or Al Mahdi.
The Muslims will be happy with either candidate and be the
first to follow them when they return. For both will be in
Jerusalem, working in concert with each other when these
portentous event take place. You should be aware that the
second coming of Christ is confirmed in both the Qur@n and
the Hadith.

To return to the status and identity of America as the
"transgressor kingdom" mentioned by Danid, let us not
forget that presidents today are ssimply temporary, elected
kings. And we find the following in 2 Esdras XII: 11-34:

44



Where he says. "The (American) eagle, whom thou sawest
come up from the seq, is the kingdom which was seen in the
vision of thy brother Daniel. But it was not expounded unto
him, therefore, now, | declare it unto thee. Behold, the days
will come, that there shall arise up a kingdom upon earth, and
it shall be feared above al the kingdoms that were before
it.."

Now no discerning, thinking person amongst the Muslims,
has ever considered Saddam Hussein, a Socialist Baath Party
member, to be a Muslim, let alone, a practicing one. Saddam
Hussein, fals into that category of leaders who, we are
reliably informed, would come at the end of time and,
according to sound prophetic Hadith, and dominate the weak
amongst the people of Islam, leaders who, would rise from
the most corrupt, violent sections of society. Which is why
the British, the French, the Germans, the Russians and the
Americans, al aided and abetted him and many others like
him at the expense of the ordinary man in the street.
Furthermore, it should also be born in mind that Baath
Socialism was created by Micha Aflag, a Marxist-Christian
Arab.

War at theend

In the more recent prophecies of Islam we find the following
predictions: In a rare hand written book -- said to have been
plagiarised by Nostadamus, and its contents understood by
Albert Pike, Mazzini and Palmerston, -- dating from around
300 years after the Hijra, circa 961 AD, and found in the
Islamic Library "Kitab Khana' of Istanbul. In the book
entitled Al Mehdi on the Doorstep, there is a narration of the
Prophet Muhammad (PBUH), reported by Abu Huraira who
informs us thus:

"Their war at the end of time will be a world war and will
come after two previous ones in which much will perish. The
first will be started by one whose nick name will be the "great
one" (Kaser?) then the world will speak the name
Hitler.....after the Hijri year 1300 and a few tens of years the
ruler of the Romans will see that that a world war must
happen (World War | occurred in 1914/1332 Hijri), and Allah
shall will it to happen. And a few more tens of years shall
pass and a man will appear as a scourge on the Romans who
will come from the land caled German, his name is like
"Herr," he will wish to rule the world, and will fight all in the
land of ice and bounty, and then the wrath of Allah will reach
him after years of fire, he is then killed by the secret (forces
of the) Russians (Hitler®jaw is still in Russia, it was taken to
Moscow by Elena Rzhevskya trandator for the Russian
Secret Police in 1945). After the Hijri year 1300 count 50 or
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60 years and a man will rule Egypt called Nasser, the Arabs
will call him their hero, and Allah will humiliate him in two
wars and he shall not achieve victory, but Allah shal will
Egypt to have victory during His beloved month Ramadan
(the war in 1973)....and Allah will permit a victory for Egypt
and the Arabs with a black "Sada," whose father is Anwar,
but he will make a treaty with those who robbed Magjid Al
Agsa in the land of sadness...and in Irag, a strongman....a
Sufyani.....one of his eyes are half closed (it could be by
now? It could also be a metaphorical reference: in that Dajjal,
the anti-Christ, is entirely blind in his spiritual eye, Saddam
has some redeeming features in that he is both good and
evil?) and whose name is from confrontation (Sidam) and he
is a confronter (Saddam) to all who oppose him, the world
will gather against him in the little "Kuwt" that he entered
while being deceived (deceived by April Glaspie or as sheis
now referred to Florence of Arabia) and there is no good in
that Sufyani except with Isslam and he will be both good and
bad.....and woe to he who betrays the trustworthy Mehdi. In
the Hijri year 1400 and count 20 or 30 years...(we are now in
Hijri year 1423) the trustworthy Mehdi will appear, (in 2004,
there will be a solar eclipse at the beginning of Ramadan and
a Lunar eclipse on the 14th of Ramadan) he will fight the
whole world and both the Daeen (Christians) and the
Maghdoob alayhim (Jews) will join against him with the
hypocrites in the land of Isra and Mirg (Palestine) at Mount
Megidon (Megido/Armageddon) and there will come out
against him the Queen of the world and deception, an
adulteress called America, who will incite the world to
deviation and infidelity...and the Jews of the world at that
time will rule Quds and (Jerusalem) the holy city. And all
nations will come to fight by sea and air except those in the
land of extreme cold and the land of extreme heat. And the
Mehdi (the Prince of Princes) will see that all the world does
plot against him, but he will see that Allah® plan is stronger
than al, and he will see that the World belongs to Allah and
to Him it will return, and that the World is but a tree that
Allah] wills him to rule from its roots to its branches.......and
Allah will throw down on them (the unbelievers) a disastrous
punishment and burn their land and seas and skies and the
sky will rain down a harmful shower, the people of the Earth
will curse the infidels, and Allah shall will the defeat of the
unbelievers'.

Now it would be foolhardy of you to dismiss this or any other
Hadith out of hand, because of other prophetic narrations
reported by this same Abu Hurayra, which have actually
come true in every detall in particular the fall of
Constantinople in 1908 to 70,000, illegitimate, Jewish,
Masonic Young Turks. Therefore, as the leader of America, it
is incumbent on you to reflect on its contents and recognise
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that might is not necessarily right, and that you are simply
being used, as were the Pharaohs, Assyrians, and other super
powers of earlier times, who God sends periodically to test
the faith of those who claim to be true believers in His
religion. Don® forget, that whilst being disbelievers in the
true faith of Abraham that both the Bible and the Qur@n refer
to these marauding superpowers as. "servants of God" but not
"righteous servants'. As He says. "We will surely test you
with good and evil."

"The sign of Al Mahdi® appearance (and by implication the
second coming of Christ) will be war banners coming from
the west, lead by a man with a disability from "Kinda." This
Hadith was reported by Nuaim Ibn Hammad, in Al Fitan page
205, on the authority of Kaab. It has not gone unnoticed that
General Richard Meyers, Commander of the US Joint Chiefs
of Staff, was on crutches when he declared war on
Afghanistan in October 2001 and that he is still in charge
today.

Fall of the mighty

Anglo-America® crusading hand has been at work in the
region for many years, but, as the signs portend, not for much
longer. The destruction of the last "blaspheming horn"
mentioned in the book of Daniel and Revelation can only
relate to America. Therefore, through your Bush family links
to Chapter 322, which include most of the Old Line
American families and their descendants involved in the
Skull & Bones Society, that bastion dedicated to maintaining
the Luciferian Doctrine -- i.e. that God has begotten, not
created by fiat, a consubstantial son and that greed is good --
families with names such as: Whitney, Perkins, Stimson,
Taft, Wadsworth, Gilman, Payne, Davidson, Pillsbury,
Sloane, Weyerhaeuser, Harriman, Rockefeller, Lord, Brown,
Bundy, Bush and Phelps. The Qur@n asks you to remind
them of the fate of Korah and others who went before you,
and of the Bible®reminder to recall the Archangel®words to
Lucifer following his nose dive from such a lofty position:
"Oh, how are the mighty fallen?

From even a cursory glance at the skyline of America®
principal city, dominated as it is by the Washington
Monument, a 555 ft solar phallic deity set amidst a sea of
Masonic architecture, designed and planned by Occult,
Rosicrucian Cabbalists, it is clear into which camp America
fals.

The Muslims and in particular the Arabs are waking up to the
realisation that they must return to their core values -- they
must go back to the future, they must indeed go back if they
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are to have any future at al, and stop calling on the non-
believers to act as the disposers of their affairs. In other
words, they must cease being: "so far from God, and close to
the USA." They will find complete success once they revisit
their Book, and invoke the prayers of the earlier Muslim
Israglite communities invaded and threatened by previous
tyrants such as Nimrod, Pharaoh and the kings and emperors
of Persiaand Rome.

The Islamic prayer for protection from despots and dictators
and offered up by the Muslim prophets Moses and Aaron
during the long Exodus is. -- "O Allah’a, make us not the
means by which other are tested.”

Mr President, | regret to inform you, that you have been
tested, and found wanting!

David M Pidcock

Leader of the Islamic Party of Britain
PO Box 844, Oldbrook,

Milton KeynesMK6 2YT.

England.

E-Mail:info@islamicparty.com

Elly, my Post Script for PROPAGANDA IN THE NEXT WAR which | had
republished in Dubai, one year earlier than the above articles - reads as follows. “When
the evidence finally emerges as to the real identity of the masterminds behind the events
of September 11™ and thisis viewed in the light of the plot for the movie “Wag The Dog”
it seems hard to imagine that George W Bush Jr, together with a sizeable contingent from
his entourage and the Joint Chiefs of Staff, will be able to escape impeachment for what
could justifiably be termed Slaughter gate 911. Particularly when linked to the collapse of
Enron, and the possible winding up or “shredding” of Arthur Anderson. For, as someone
rightly remarked — The Plot Sickens”.

David M Pidcock - January 27" 2002 — Dubai, UAE

Elly, an earlier military pretext was contrived
for America's war with Spain which was the
sinking of the US.Main. On that occasion the
UNITED STATES ended up owning Cuba
and the Philippines, aided and abetted by the
likes of William Randolph Hearst, ‘the
originad image manipulator’ who, when it
came to exercising editoria control over
tabloid headlines, said: ‘We don’t report the
~3] hews - we make it’. After the US Maine was

1 suspiciously destroyed, Hearst, and Joseph

L4 FATLERA DEL ONCLE SAM (per M. Mocrd),
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Pulitzer decided that the Spanish were to blame, and they publicized thistheory as fact
in their New York City papers using sensationalistic and astonishing accounts of
"atrocities” committed by Spain in Cuba. Their press exag?erated what was happening
and how the Spanish were treating the Cuban prisoners.!* The stories were based on
truth but written with incendiary language causing emotional and often heated responses
among readers. A common account states that, in the opinion of his illustrator Frederic
Remington that conditions in Cuba were not bad enough to warrant hostilities, Hearst
responded: " You furnish the pictures and 1@ furnish the war." ¥

“This new "yellow journalism" was, however, uncommon outside New York City, and
historians no longer consider it the major force shaping the national mood.*® However,
as with 9-11, public opinion, nationwide did demand immediate action, overwhelming
the efforts of President McKinley, the Speaker of the House Thomas Brackett Reed and
the business community to find a negotiated solution”. Hence it can be said that: “A
mediathat presents only half the range of opinion is presenting no information at all”.

A point confirmed in the famous some say infamous response by John Swinton, aretiring
editor of The New York Times, to atoast proposed to an independent press:

“One night, probably in 1880, John Swinton, then the pre-eminent New Y ork journalist,
was the guest of honour at a banquet given him by the leaders of his craft. Someone who
knew neither the press nor Swinton offered a toast to the independent press. Swinton
outraged his colleagues by replying:-

"There is no such thing, at this date of the world®history, in America, as an independent
press. You know it and | know it. There is not one of you who dares to write your honest
opinions, and if you did, you know beforehand that it would never appear in print. | am
paid weekly for keeping my honest opinion out of the paper | am connected with. Others
of you are paid similar salaries for similar things, and any of you who would be so foolish
as to write honest opinions would be out on the streets looking for another job. If |
allowed my honest opinions to appear in one issue of my paper, before twenty four hours
my occupation would be gone.

"The business of the journalists is to destroy the truth, to lie outright, to pervert, to vilify,
to fawn at the feet of mammon, and to sell his country and his race for his daily bread.
You know it and | know it, and what folly is this toasting an independent press? We are
the tools and vassals of rich men behind the scenes. We are the jumping jacks, they pull
the strings and we dance. Our talents, our possibilities and our lives are all the property of
other men. We are intellectual prostitutes.” (Source: Labor® Untold Story, by Richard O.
Boyer and Herbert M. Morais.

samedi 30 juillet 2011
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Elly, staying with France for the moment, next year will be the Bi-centenary of the Battle
of Waterloo, and no doubt much will be made of the defeat of Napoleon, however, as
with Pearl Harbour practically al of what we have been told about the Napoleonic
conflict is entirely false having been created by the victors in the City of London. Hereis
the correct view based on actual French archives. In the new Foreword to the English
trandlation of Napoleon Et’'l Islam, undertaken by James Gibb-Stuart, a former RAF
Navigator, and renowned monetary reformer, | included the following facts about
Napoleon and his real agenda:

NAPOLEON
Etl’ | SLAM

By Christian Cherfills
ORIGINALY PUBLISHED IN
1914. TRANSLATED FROM THE
FRENCH ORIGINAL BY JAMES-
GIBB STUART IN 1997/8

WITH A NEW FOREWORD BY
DAVID M. PIDCOCK

Published by UTUSAN
Publishers in Kuala Lumpur in

2001
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NEW FOREWORD

As the prevailing accounts of history were authored by the victors of past disputes, it is often
difficult, in some cases impossible, to discover where those conflicts (together with the ones of
today), found their origins. Prompting Napoleon’s remarks that: “History is constructed from lies
which are no longer contested...[coupled with]... the police invent more than they discover...”
The perennia strife in Northern Ireland and Palestine serve to illustrate the folly of trying to
impose peace settlements without first establishing justice — in placing blame where it truly
belongs. This difficulty also extends to locating, let aone obtaining, impartial accounts of
Napoleon and the Napoleonic wars providing further evidence that they too have been doctored to
suit the officia line accommodating to the beneficiaries of the conflict - who were not the
common folk of England, Ireland, Scotland and Wales, but, rather, those who financed
Wellington and the negative programme of black propaganda which succeeded in preventing a
clear picture of Napoleon's beneficial reforms reaching the poor, down-trodden masses, in the
United Kingdom. Masses, who, following Wellington’s victory at Waterloo, and his subsequent
appointment as Prime Minister, fared even worse than before. The bad harvests of 1829, the
hardship among the weavers of Northern England, together with the overall national suffering
were referred to in the King's speech as being:”...beyond the reach of legidative control or
remedy”, were clearly laid at Wellington's door. As Prime Minister, he had to bear the brunt of
popular outrage and like Napoleon before him became the butt of fickle political cartoonists like
William Heath who, in 1830, depicted him with eyes closed: ‘Playing Blind Mans Buff - With
The Poor.” The caption at the bottom of the picture reads. “There is none so blind as Him who
will not see.” The important lesson to draw from this situation is the fact that the usurers in the
City of London, such as Baring and Rothschild, together with the entire Court of the Bank of
England, had successfully used Wellington, Nelson and British troops to prevent Napoleon's
policies taking effect. | believe it was Lord Acton, a little later on in the 19th century, who
endorsed Napoleon®view — together with those of David Ricardo and Abraham Lincoln, that the
world would not be free-of-war until the tables of the money changers were overturned once and
for al. Unfortunately, as the history of war clearly demonstrates, his call went unheeded, astime
and again they succeeded to getting nation to fight against nation rather than to fight against them
and their pernicious monetary policies. Leaving us to ponder the fact that as Lord Acton warned:
“The issue which has swept down the centuries and must be fought sooner or later is the people
versus the banks.”

Many of the myths created by Britain's black propaganda agency were comprehensively
demolished in a feature by Jess McAJee, in the April 1996 edition of ‘Focus’ The Magazine of
Discovery. Myth number one being that Napoleon was a foul despot who cared nothing for his
people: “It is tempting to conclude” he says, “that seeing as Boney spent millions on the war
effort, he did little for ordinary Frenchmen. The truth is that his legal and congtitutional reforms
were a century ahead of their time. One of the acts of his rule was to draw up a revolutionary
constitution: three elected assemblies to vote in new laws, an independent court of appeal, and
three consuls to be elected every three years. The constitution was even put to a nationa
referendum - and approved by an astonishing majority of 3,011,007 votes to 1,562. Another
lasting Napoleonic legacy is the Code Civil - aso known as the Code Napoleon - till
predominantly the law of France, Belgium and Luxembourg. The fundamentals it grants are
equality under the law, the ending of feudal rights, the inviolability of property, the freedom of
conscience, and the right to divorce. Napoleon inserted a clause obliging parents to feed children
if required - even when they were adult. He was only just dissuaded from giving grandparents the
right to protect grand children from parenta abuse’. For Muslims this will come as no surprise
when they realise that 96% of the Code-Civil i.e. The Code Napoleon is drawn entirely from
Islamic jurisprudence based on the Figh or rulings of Imam Malik.

McAree goes on to successfully counter a number of other myths. For example the myth that
Napoleon was a cheat and a liar and could not be trusted: “The standard view has Boney as the
ultimate aggressor who broke al treaties and refused to make peace. But in redlity the real cheats
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were Britain and her alies. Far from refusing peace, Napoleon repeatedly sought it - but was
rebuffed by Europe’s crowned heads. They gave him an untrustworthy reputation because they
despised him and feared that France's revolutionary republicanism might be contagious. As the
Whig statesman Edmund Burke wrote to foreign minister William Grenville: “It is not the enmity
but the friendship of France that is truly terrible. Her intercourse, her example, the spread of her
doctrines are the most terrible of her arms.” Another major myth is that his reforms achieved
nothing: “Wrong again: most of them till work well to this day. Napoleon opened primary
schools and founded the modern lyc’ ee system. He also created new universities, a dozen schools
of law and teacher training colleges. More money was spent on education in Napoleon’s empire
than on anything else - and this a a time of almost perpetual war. Surprising for a “Jacobin
terrorist”, he even encouraged private schools, which eventualy outnumbered their state
counterparts. Today the French education system is streets ahead of our own - al thanks to
Boney, the thinking man”

On the subject of Nelson and Wellington McAree states. “Nelson may have died a hero’s death at
Trafalgar in 1805. But his victory set back European freedom a century... Although brilliant
commanders, both were on the wrong side. By beating Napoleon on land and sea, they denied the
world the prosperity and political freedom it could have enjoyed under hisrule’.

Satirists like George Cruikshank, who were given free vent in caricaturing Napoleon, went from
poking fun to admitting, in his ‘Monument to Napoleon’ that he too had been pandering to ‘the
cravings of the mob’: “As for me, who have skeletonised him prematurely, paring down the
prodigy even to his hat and boots, | have but “carried out” a principle adopted amost in my
boyhood, for | can remember the time when | did not take some patriotic pleasure in persecuting
the great enemy of England. Had he been less than that, | should have felt compunction for my
cruelties; having tracked him through snow and through fire, by flood and by field, insulting,
degrading, and deriding him everywhere, and putting him to several humiliating deaths. All that
time, however, he went on “overing” the Pyramids and the Alps, as boys “over” posts, and
playing at leapfrog with the sovereigns of Europe, so as to kick a crown off at every spring he
made - together with many crowns, and sovereigns, into my coffers. Deep, most deep, in a
personal view of matters, are my obligations to the agitator - but what a debt the country owes to
him !

By contrast, this book by Christian Cherfils, attempts to provide us with a more balanced account
of Napoleon the First. Of particular interest to Muslims are the eye witness accounts of the events
and exchanges which took place some 200 years ago between Napoleon and the Sheikhs of Al-
Azhar University in Cairo which help us to form a more accurate assessment of his religious
sentiments, sensitivities, and his officia policies on religion which, to put it mildly, are in
opposition to the farrago of: “silly,” “spiteful,” “coarse” calumnies, which have, with a few
notable exceptions, been the stock-in-trade of most British historians and commentators from that
day to this. It is astonishing, that this book, which first saw the light of day in 1914 AD, has not
been used more effectively in setting the record straight. And that more efforts were not made by
the Arabs living, or should we say existing under French Colonia rule, to use its contents to
disarm and win over their oppressors. The basis of most, if not all, domestic and international
conflicts, are the result of economic injustices over-spilling national boundaries. The archives
show that Napoleon recognised this - particularly how it affected relations between France and
England - and how the banking system encouraged it to spill over into the internationa arena to
draw attention away from its own malign involvement. Fractional reserve banks and bankers are
the sole beneficiaries of the beggar-thy-neighbour economics which have so dominated the world
since the founding of the Bank of England in 1694. In the past, as in the present, the system
always succeeds in diverting attention away from the part it plays in creating those deficiencies
which cause the trade wars which escalate into the shooting variety. Blaming its victims or an
external enemy for the difficulties caused by its own policiesis the hall mark of English banking.
Napoleon, came to realise that the problems which beset Europe at that time were - like the
problems of today - caused by escalating debt through the interest charged on money, which is
why he took steps to eradicate it. On this point adone, he stands head and shoulder above
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Wellington who was a tool of the Rothschilds. On being shown a graph of debt repayments
caused by interest and compound interest Napoleon is said to have remarked: “It is amazing that
this monster interest has not devoured the whole of humanity, it would have done so long ago had
not bankruptcy and revolution acted as counter poisons.”

Which helps to explain his agreement, with the Grand Sanhedrin of France, under which, for
certain concessions, the Jews agreed to give up usury - i.e., the practice of lending money at
interest. On the 9th of February, 1807, Rabbi David Sinzheim, together with forty-six other rabbis
and twenty-five laymen assembled in the Hotel de Ville, and confirmed the decision of its parent.
As previously mentioned, it is important to remember that: the ‘ Code Napoleon,” which had the
practical effect of helping to emancipate the Jews of Europe is amost entirely Islamic.
Furthermore, there can be little doubt that the 600 year Islamic period in Spain, which the Jews
call their “Golden Period”, in which Jews, Christians and Muslims lived quite harmoniously, can
be attributed to an absence of interest in the economy. Though "Conflict is ever the companion of
interest" people have short memories.

From a Judeo-Christian perspective the antipathy towards Napoleon is perhaps more
understandable - particularly in the light of his'official' conversion to Islam at the end of the 18th
century. Following which, the caricaturist, James Gillray, depicts him wearing a turban with the
caption reading: “Democratic Religion - Napoleon turning Turk.” This may well have been in
response to the official headlines in the Gazzette National ou Le Moniteur Universd which
announced Napoleon’s conversion to Islam on the 6th of the 12th 1798, and his adoption of the
name Ali Bonaparte. Which brings usto asignificant bone of contention regarding the contents of
this book. It isclear, from reading the original Preface by Sherif Abd el-Hakim, that he must have
been commenting on selected extracts unaware of the entire contents of the book for he speaks
uncritically of Napoleon® "love" for Islam and his "blissful sojourn™ amongst the Muslims. On
the other hand we have the attitude of, allegedly, “well informed Mudims’ who have tried to
dismiss, out of hand, his conversion as a purely cosmetic exercise: “The pragmatic gamble of an
astute, cynical operator who, when it suited him, professed whatever creed was necessary to
achieve his palitical objectives.”

Speaking from personal experience, as a politically active European convert, the publication of
this fact could not have helped him palitically as it galvanised the disparate forces of Polytheism
and high finance into an effective, zealous aliance, with unlimited financial resources at their
disposal to mobhilise sufficient men, materials and black propaganda to frustrate his reforms.
Being notorious for often throwing out their babies with the bath water, one of the main
stumbling blocks for Muslims in studying this book, and turning it into a useful weapon, stems
from ainjudicious declaration by Napoleon which stated that he believed that he was destined to
achieve greater military victories than the Prophet Muhammad, a man he greatly admired: (See
Document xxxviii). Furthermore, or so it would appear, he believed that he (like the Mahdi), was
destined to play a major, preordained role, in the revival of Islam. Thisis not unusual for zealous
converts or converts wishing to appear zealous. His Russian campaign, according to McNair
Wilson, was not a migudged, reckless affair, but a situation forced upon him through a
treacherous betrayal. Muslims would do well to recall that the Sudanese Mahdi - who attracted a
huge following - but could not have been the one ordained to revive Islam, because he did not
fulfil the criteria set down in al the authentic Hadith literature. It was not uncommon, even
amongst divinely inspired prophets, peace be upon them all, for them to introduce some personal
elements of desire into the messages they were entrusted to convey, a point clearly made in verse
52 of Surah 22 the Hajj or the Pilgrimage in the Qur'an: “Never did we send an apostle or a
prophet before you (Muhammad), but when he framed a desire, Satan through some vanity into
his desire: but Allah will cancd anything vain that Satan throws in...” Napoleon, after all, was
only human.

Further examples of the negative propaganda against Napoleon can be found in John Ashton’'s
major reference work: ‘English Caricatures and Satires On Napoleon The First.” The Preface to
the 1888 edition carries the following admission: “The majority of the caricatures are humorous;
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others silly, or spiteful. And some too coarse for reproduction.” Particularly in relationship to
Napoleon’s ancestry of which, Ashton points out: “I have been thus diffuse on his ancestry,
because English satirists could not tell the truth on the subject - they were too swayed by the
passion of the moment, and had to pander to the cravings of the mob.”

Having said that - The Memoria of Napoleon by William Hazlitt, the British essayist and critic
(1778-1830), is afitting tribute to Bonaparte, who, whatever the case may be, must be regarded as
an enlightened individual, certainly when compared with the likes of Nelson, Wellington and

Rothschild: -“He put his foot on the neck of Kings, who would have put
their yokes upon the necks of the People: he scattered before him with
fiery execution, millions of hired dlaves, who came at the bidding of
their Masters to deny the rights of others to be free. The monument of
greatness and of Glory he erected, was raised on ground forfeited again
and again to humanity - it reared its majestic front on the ruins of the
shattered hopes and broken faith of the common enemies of mankind. |f
he could not secure the freedom, peace, and happiness of his country, he
made her a terror to those who by sowing civil dissension, and exciting
foreign wars, would not let her enjoy those blessings. They who had
trampled upon Liberty could not at least triumph in her shame and her
despair, but themselves became objects of pity and derision. Their
determination to persst in extremity of wrong, only brought on them
repeated defeat, disaster, and dismay: the accumulated aggressions
their infuriated pride and disappointed malice meditated against others,
returned in just and aggravated punishment upon themselves: they
heaped the coals of fire upon their own heads. they drank deep and
long, in gall and bitterness, of the poisoned chalice they had prepared
for others: the destruction with which they threatened a people daring
to call itsalf free, hung suspended over their heads, like a precipice,
ready to fall upon and crush them. ‘A while they stood abashed,
abstracted from their evil purposes, and felt how awful Freedom is, its
power how dreadful. Shrunk from the boasted pomp of royal state into
their littleness as men, defeated of their revenge, baulked of their prey,
their schemes stripped of their bloated pride, and with nothing left but
the deformity of their malice, not daring to utter a syllable or move a
finger, thelords of the earth, who had looked upon men as of an inferior
species, born for their use, and devoted to be their saves, turned an
imploring eye to the People, and with coward hearts and hollow tongues
invoked the Name of Liberty, thus to get the people once more within
their unhallowed grip, and to stifle the name of Liberty for ever.”

[No doubt a reference to the likes of Léfitte, the Liberal Banker, who, following the July
Revolution, whilst on his way to the Hotel D€ Ville, let dlip the remark to the Duke of Orleans:
‘Hence forth the bankers will be in control’].”

Further evidence, Ms. Elly, why Tony Farrell, had no aternative but to refuse to alter his
findings in order to provide the bogus pretext demanded by Chief Constable Hughes and
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other members of the Snigg Hill mob, which, whilst demonising Muslims, |eft the red
terrorists and their Whitehall/Whitehouse/Tel-Aviv ringmasters free to continue George
W’s ongoing misguided crusade against the Issam and those trying to uphold or
defend it’s principles.

President told Palestinians God also
talked to him about Middle East
peace
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is directly in line with Admiral Jack Fisher’s, longstanding policy of “strategic
denial” which began in 1882, and, as we can seg, is till running, undiminished, under
Obama, in 2011.

57



Biblical Prophesy and thelrag War - Bush, God,
lrag and Gog

By Clive Hamilton

May 23, 2009 "Counterpunch" -- The
revelation this month in GQ (Gentleman’'s
Quarterly) magazine that Donald Rumsfeld
as Defense Secretary embellished top-secret
wartime memos with quotations from the
Bible prompts a question. Why did he believe
he could influence President Bush by that
means?

The answer may lie in an alarming story
about George Bush’s Christian millenarian

beliefsthat hasyet to cometo light.

In 2003 while lobbying leaders to put together the Coadlition of the Willing, President
Bush spoke to France's President Jacques Chirac. Bush wove a story about how the
Biblical creatures Gog and Magog were a work in the Middle East and how they must be
defeated.

In Genesis and Ezekiel Gog and Magog are forces of the Apocalypse who are prophesied
to come out of the north and destroy Israel unless stopped. The Book of Revelation took
up the Old Testament prophesy: “And when the thousand years are expired, Satan shall
be loosed out of his prison, And shall go out to deceive the nations which are in the four
quarters of the earth, Gog and Magog, to gather them together to battle ... and fire came
down from God out of heaven, and devoured them.”

Bush believed the time had now come for that battle, telling Chirac: “ This confrontation
iswilled by God, who wantsto use this conflict to erase his people’ s enemies beforea
New Agebegins’.

The story of the conversation emerged only because the Elysée Palace, baffled by Bush's
words, sought advice from Thomas Romer, a professor of theology at the University of
Lausanne. Four years later, Rémer gave an account in the September 2007 issue of the
university’s review, Allez savoir._The article apparently went unnoticed, although it was
referred to in a French newspaper.

The story has now been confirmed by Chirac himself in a new book, published in
France in March, by journalist Jean Claude Maurice._Chirac is said to have been
stupefied and disturbed by Bush’sinvocation of Biblical prophesy to justify the war
in Iraq and “wondered how someone could be so superficial and fanatical in their
beliefs’.

In the same year he spoke to Chirac, Bush had reportedly said to the Palestinian
foreign minister that he was on “a mission from God” in launching the invasions of
Iraqg and Afghanistan and was recelving commands from the L ord.
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There can be little doubt now that President Bush’s reason for launching the war in
Iraq was, for him, fundamentally religious. He was driven by his belief that the
attack on Saddam’s Iraq was the fulfilment of a Biblical prophesy in which he had
been chosen to serve astheinstrument of the Lord.

Many thousands of Americans and Iraqis have died in the campaign to defeat Gog
and Magog. That the US President saw himself asthe vehicle of God whose duty was
to prevent the Apocalypse can only inflame suspicions across the Middle East that
the United Statesison a crusade against | slam.

Thereis a curious coda to this story. While a senior at Yale University George W.
Bush was a member of the exclusive and secr etive Skull & Bones society. His father,
George H.W. Bush had also been a “Bonesman”, as indeed had his father. Skull &
Bones' initiates are assigned or take on nicknames. And what was George Bush
Senior’s nickname? “Magog”.

Clive Hamilton isa Visiting Professor at Y ae University He can be reached at:

mail @clivehamilton.net.au .

Notes. Jocelyn Rochat, ‘ George W. Bush et le Code Ezéchiel’, Allez Savoir!, No. 39, Septembre 2007
http://www.rue89.com/2007/09/17/un-petit-scoop-sur-bush-chi rac-di eu-gog-et-magog
http://www.plon.fr/ficheLivre.php?ivre=9782259210218

http://www.pal estinechronicle.com/view _article details.php?id=14890

http://www.guardian.co.uk/world/2005/oct/07/irag.usa

Elly, Bush and Rumsfeld are completely out of their depth when it comes to
inter preting scripture correctly, and for the right reasons — enlightenment. To think
that Arabs, Afghans, Iranians or North Africans, fall into the camps of Gog or
Magog is absurd to say the least. Because they do not descend from Japheth, one of
the 3 surviving sons of Noah. But rather, in the case of the Arabs, Afghans and
possibly the Iranians from Noah’s 1% son Shem, with the North Africans being a
combination of Semitic and Hamitic races descending from Noah’s 3 son Ham. A
point raised by Arthur Koestler in his famous book THE 13™ TRIBE, in which he
asks about the odd situation existing in Palestine: “what are the children of Japheth doing
in the tents of Shem”, referring to Israglis who were non-Semitic converts to Judaism,
who's great, great, grandfather was Japheth” a question he directed to the Ashkenazi,
Eastern European Jews, who can be seen in the following listing as descending from
Japheth via Gomer.
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http.://www.freemaninstitute.com/RTGham.htm

Elly, both Bush and Rumsfeld, never had the plot to lose in the first place. They have
failed to recognise that they, themselves, are the malevolent apocayptica horsemen
descended from Gog and MaGog or more correctly MacGog meaning a Son-of-Gog, as
in McDonald indicating that one's father’s name was Donald. O’ Donald indicates that
one’s grandfather’s name was Donad. In the Gaelic language as in Arabic and Aramaic
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the name for Jesusis|Isa In Ireland heis caled |sa Mac Mariam i.e Jesus the son or mac
of Mary. In Aramaic heiscaled IsaBar Allah’a, in Arabic Isa lbn Marayam.

Oil and theorigins of the: ‘War to make theworld safe for Democracy’
By F. William Engdahl, 22 June, 2007

In this article, William Engdahl, informs us that in the late 19" century, petroleum had
little commercial interest. The development of the internal combustion engine had not yet
revolutionized world industry. However, one man, Admiral Jack Fisher, understood the
military/geo-strategic and geo-political implications of petroleum for future control of the
world, it's sea lanes, other modes of mechanised transport and making the world safe for
democracy.

“In apublic address in September 1882, Britain® Admiral Lord Fisher, then Captain Jack
Fisher, argued to anyone in the British establishment who would listen, that Britain must
convert its naval fleet from bulky coal-fired propulsion to the new oil fuel. Fisher and a
few other far-sighted individuals began to argue for adoption of the new fuel. He insisted
that oil-power would allow Britain to maintain decisive strategic advantage in future
control of the seas. Fisher argued the qualitative superiority of petroleum over coa as a
fuel. A battleship powered by a diesel motor burning petroleum issued no tell-tale smoke,
while a coal ship®emission was visible up to 10 kilometers away. It required 4 to 9 hours
for a coal-fired ship@motor to reach full power, an oil motor required a mere 30 minutes
and could reach peak power within 5 minutes. To provide oil fuel for a battle ship
required the work of 12 men for 12 hours. The same equivalent of energy for a coal ship
required the work of 500 men and 5 days. For equal horsepower propulsion, the oil -fired
ship required 1/3 the engine weight, and almost one-quarter the daily tonnage of fud, a
critical factor for a fleet whether commercial or military. The radius of action of an oil-

powered fleet was up to four times as great as that of the comparable coal ship”.!*”

“In 1885 a German engineer, Gottlelb Daimler, had developed the world® first
workable petroleum motor to drive a road vehicle. The economic potentials of the
petroleum era were beginning to be more broadly realized by some beyond Admiral
Fisher and his circle. By 1904 Fisher had been named Britain’s First Sea Lord, the
supreme naval commander, and immediately set to implement his plan to convert
the British navy from coal to oil. One month into his post, in November 1904, a
committee was established on hisinitiative to “ consider and make recommendations
asto how the British Navy shall secureitsoil supplies.” At that time it was believed
the British Isles, rich in coal, held not a drop of oil.

The thought of abandoning the security of domestic British coal fuel in favor of
reliance on foreign oil was a strategy embedded in risk. The Fisher Committee had
been dissolved in 1906 without resolution of the oil issue on the election of a Liberal
government pledged to work for arms control. By 1912, as the Germans began a
major Dreadnought-class naval construction program, Prime Minister Asquith
convinced Admiral Fisher to come out of retirement to head a new Royal
Commission on Oil and the Oil Enginein July 1912".
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“Two months later on Fisher’s recommendation, the first British battleship using
only oil fuel, the Queen Elizabeth, was begun. Fisher pushed the risky oil program
through with one argument: “In war speed is everything.”

“Winston Churchill had by then replaced Fisher asFirst Lord of the Admiralty and
was a strong advocate of Fisher’s oil conversion. Churchill stated in regard to the
Commission finding: “We must become the owners or at any rate the controllers at
the source of at least a proportion of the oil which we require.” ¥ From that point,
oil conversion of the British fleet dictated national security priority to secure large
oil reserves outside Britain.

“In 1913 less than 2% of world oil production was produced within the British
Empire*™™ By the first decade of the 20™ Century securing long-term foreign petroleum
security had become an essential factor for British grand strategy and its geopolitics. By
1909, a British company, Anglo-Persian Oil Company held rights to oil exploration in a
60-year concession from the Persian Shah at Maidan-i-Naphtun near the border to
Mesopotamia’.

NOTE: hence the undermining activities waged against the Ottoman Muslim
Empire which contained and still contains the majority of recoverable, exportable
mineral oil and the cynical betrayal of the Arabs by T.E. Lawrence of Arabia—*“for
a cheap and speedy victory over British Petroleum interestsin Mesopotamia”].

“That decision to secureits oil led England into a fatal quagmire of war which in the end
finished the British Empire as the world Hegemon by Versailles in 1918, though it would
take a second World War and several decades before that reality was clear to all.”

[ Eric J. Dahl, ‘Naval innovation: from coal to oil,’ Joint Force Quarterly, Winter, 2000. The details
on oil versus coal powered ships is found in Anton Mohr, The Oil War, (New York, Harcourt, Brace &
Co., 1926), 113-115. Anton Zischka, Oelkrieg: Wandlung der Weltmacht Oel, Leipzig, Wilhelm
Goldmann Verlag, 1939) 293 for additional comparative data of oil over coal.”” winston Churchill,
quoted in Peter Slulgett, Britain in Iragq: 1914-1932, (London, Ithaca Press, 1976, 103-4. 51 Anton
Mohr, The Oil War, (New York, Harcourt, Brace & Co., 1926), 118-120.

Elly, back in 1998, | had the great good fortune of being able to speak directly with James
E. Akins, in Washington, the former American Ambassador, to Saudi Arabia, and to
received from him in writing verifiable facts, which clearly help us to understand the
historical origins of past, present and future confrontations in the Gulf as outlined by
Michael Meacher and Engdahl above. It is clear from his candour and the nature of his
disclosures that Ambassador Akins did not conform to the traditional definition of a
diplomat i.e., that of being - “An honest man sent abroad to lie for his country.” This may
have been the intention of those who sent him but, just like Tony Farrell, he proved to be
a man of principle and considerable courage. As far as he was concerned, the policy
currently being pursued by America and her willing, and not so willing coadjutors, is the
same one devised by the author of NSSM 200, the war criminal Henry Kissinger, back in
the mid 1970’ s which, according to Ambassador Akins, called for the depopulation not
only of Saudi Arabia, and it’s re-population with Oklahoma and Texas oilmen - but of the
entire Arabian peninsular including Kuwait and the United Arab Emirates. This will
come as no surprise to those who have studied Kissinger, and his National Security
Memorandum 200, which sees “ population growth” as the greatest threat to American
interests and calls for the depopulation of at least 13 other countries with a maximum
global population reduced to some 500 million. In the following letter, addressed to me
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and faxed to my home in England on the 20" of February 1998, Ambassador Akins made
the following, astonishing disclosures, subsequently confirmed by his 1975 — ‘WAR
FOR OIL’ REPORT, which, after a five year delay, | obtained in its entirety from the
State Department in Washington, which | will append for your perusal and assessment.

“Dear Mr. Pidcock, in early 1975 some twelve articles appeared in American newspapers
and magazines on “How we can solve our economic problems.” The basic idea was that
we would occupy the Arab oil fields from Kuwait to Duba (not Irag), expel the
indigenous populations, “not more than 2 million, bring in Texan and Oklahoma oil men
who would produce the oil. The inevitable cries of “imperiaism” from the third world
would be immediately stilled by our selling them oil for $2.50 a barrel. The reaction of
the Soviet Union and the Arabs themselves was conveniently ignored. It was clear that
the articles came from a single “deep background” briefing. | assumed it was given by
some idiot in the Pentagon or the CIA and said on American television that: “anyone who
proposes solving our domestic economic problems in this manner is a madman, a
criminal or an agent of the Soviet Union.” The oilfields would have been destroyed by
the Arabs and, under the best of circumstances, they could not have been restored to
production for two years during which the economies of Europe, Japan and the United
States would have collapsed. | wrote a long report on the subject; it had low

classification:++ and should be available from the State Department under the Freedom of
Information Act. Congress subsequently did a study on the same subject and backed me
on every point. Subsequently several of those who were present at the briefing revealed
that Henry Kissinger was the one who gave it. Many assumed that | was fully aware of
this when | made my statement on the subject. This was untrue; | may be daring but | am
not suicidal; had | known the identity of the briefer | would still have opposed the idea
but | would have been more cautious in my choice of words. Kissinger was not amused
and my diplomatic career was terminated shortly thereafter.

“In 1990 in the run up to the Gulf war, | said publicly - perhaps in England as well - that
Saddam, through his invasion of Kuwait, had given the US the opportunity to destroy the
infrastructure of Irag, which | considered the most important Arab country and, as a
bonus, to occupy the Arab oilfields as recommended in 1975, but with no losses, indeed,
with the cooperation of the Gulf Arabs....

HENRY KISSINGER KING FAISAL JAMESE. AKINS
IN THIS GLUM PHOTOGRAPH KISSINGER HAS JUST LEARNED THAT KING FAISAL WAS
CONTEMPLATING SELLING SAUDI OIL FOR GOLD —NEEDLESSTO SAY HE WAS NOT
AMUSED — THE SAUDI KING WAS ASSASSINATED SHORTLY THEREAFTER BY A
NEPHEW, BASED IN AMERICA
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“1 never suggested nor did | believe then or now that our plan was to exterminate the Iragi
people to make way for the settlement of Soviet Jews. In fact, until | read your account of
Ms.(Kitty)Little's paper (calling for the impeachment of Tony Blair), | had no idea that
anyone held such ideas. Ms. Little did not invent the story about Israeli plans to occupy
all thelands ‘from the Nile to the Euphrates, including Medinain Saudi Arabia.

“The Zionists at the Versailles conference (1919) presented a map of Eretz Israd; its
borders would include all of Palestine, al of southern Lebanon up to Sidon, all of
southern Syria, not just the Golan, including the entire Jebel Druze, and all of inhabitable
Trans-Jordan.

NILE MEDINA EUPHRATES
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“The Herut party (now part of Likud) uses asits logo this map superimposed by an arm
carrying arifle and the word ‘Kahk” - only thus.

“This concept has never been disavowed by the Herut/Likud. Israeli expansionist aims
were and are bad enough; there is no need to exaggerate them. As for Iraq as a place for
settlement of Soviet Jews, | believe Ms' Little is confused. The late Rabbi Kahane said
that within three months of his becoming defense minister, Israel will be ‘free’ of its
Arab population - by this he meant Arabs in Israel as well as those in the occupied
territories. And the main area of settlement of these Arabs would be Irag, with its
adequate land, water and oil. Even Kahane never talked about Israel occupying Irag.

“l served in Iraq for 4 years and have a great affection and admiration for its people. They
have the great misfortune to be governed by a monster. | have long said that within 10
years of the overthrow of Saddam a demilitarized Iraq would be known as the Japan of
the Middle East. “I’m no longer sure of this; some of the best Iragi minds are out of the
country and many will never return; Iragq’s education and health systems - comparable in
many ways to the best in the west - have been destroyed, children who are near starvation
cannot learn much at school.

“1 would like to see sanctions lifted; they have failed completely in their stated goal of
removing Saddam who is stronger, internally, than he was in 1990. Starving, desperate
peoples do not make revolutions; their only concern is finding enough calories to survive
the day. Many in the Middle East believe the US needs Saddam in power to retain its
hold on the Arabs of the peninsula.

While I am not privy to the workings of official American political circles| doubt if there
is any such intention. Americans don't think in such terms, at least those currently in
power (in Feb 1998) don't. | myself believe Saddam must go - and the sooner the better -
before [the] resurrection of Irag can begin...”

[ends]
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Cover page of Akin’s 32 pagereport entitled

WAR FOR OIL (WITH ARMAGEDDON ASFUN CITY)
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NOTE THE BLACK DATE STAMP

Recealved

JAN or JUN 29 2002

However, for obviousreasons, the envelope with it’sdamning
contents was not posted on to me by the American Embassy in
L ondon until August 2003 long after theinvasion of Iraq

James E. Akins is described in the 1986-87 International edition of Who's
Who as an: “American diplomatist, writer and lecturer. Born in 1926;
educated at Akron University; U.S. Navy 1945-46; undertook relief work
with non-profit organisations. 1948-50; taught in Lebanon 1951-52; held
numerous diplomatic posts in Paris 1954-55, Strasbourg 1955-56,
Damascus 1956-57, Kuwait 1958-60, Baghdad 1961-64; Washington,
D.C. 1965-67, Dir. Fuels and Energy Office 1968-72; U.S. Ambassador
to Saudi Arabia 1973-75. Publications. numerous articles on oil
(including the attached War For Oil) and energy policy and the Middle
East.

DEPARTMENT OF STATE
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Al RGRA M?750067-0617
CONIFIDENTIAL

TO: Department of State

INFO:Abu Dhabi, Algiers, Amman, Beirut, Bonn, Brussdls,

USEC Brussdls, Cairo, Caracas, COMIDEASTFOR, Canberra,

Copenhagen, Dhahran, Doha, USMTM Dhahran, Jakarta, Kuwait,

Lagos, Libreville, London, Manama, Moscow, Muscat, Ottawa,

Paris, OECD Paris, Quito, Rabat, Rome, Sanaa, Stockholm,

Tehran, Tel Aviv, The Hague. Tokyo, Tripoli, Tunis,

USCINCEIJR, Vienna, Welling.

FROM: Amembassy Jidda DATE: April 13, 1975

SUBJECT: War for Oil

REF
The attached paper was written to be given as a speech in the United States. Many Arabs,
particularly Saudi Arabs who were most intimately threatened in the various articles on
occupation of Arab oilfields, believed that the U.S. Government inspired the articles, that it
was preparing the U.S. public for a new war. This Embassy believed the speculation should
be stopped by a forthright condemnation of the idea of invasion. The Department, however,
believed that it might stimulate more public doubt on the subject and suggested that the
paper be submitted as an airgram or given as a classified talk to a Washington audience. It
is herewith submitted. It could be given later as a speech.

The military aspect of invasion has been discussed with the American military officers in
Saudi Arabia. The action of Iran which is crucia in many of the invasion articles, has been
discussed with the Iranian Ambassador in Saudi Arabia. The technical aspects of
destruction of the oil fields have been discussed with Aramco staff. The conclusion, of
course, is my own.

Enclosure No. 1
As stated
AKINS

CONFIDENTIAL

AMB: JEAKins.er:rfs DRAFTTNG Date 4/5/75

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

Dept Of State, RPS/IPS, Margaret P.Grafield, Dir.

) Release ( )Excise ( )Deny ( )Declassify
[Date 7/25/003 Exemption]

NOTE: THIS IS AN OCR TEXT VERSION MADE FOR EASE OF ELECTRONIC TRANSMISSION AND
DOWNLOADING FROM THE INTERNET.

69



THE CONTENTS ARE IDENTICAL ONLY THE FONTS & LAYOUT DIFFER SLIGHTLY FROM ORIGINAL

Enclosure No. |
Jidda A-23
CONFIDENTIAL
INDEX
WAR FOR OIL:
ARMAGEDDON ASFUN CITY
.  Introduction 2
II. TheFawsinthe Basic Premise
and the Moral Issue 6
IIl. The Reactions of Othersto
Invasion 10
IV. Thelnvason and Its Costs
V. Saudi Actions and Reactions 20
VI.  TheLength of the Cutoff and
the Consequences 25
VIl The Alternatives to War 29
VIl Conclusion 32

James E. Akins- Jidda
March 1, 1975
Revised March 30, 1975

CONFIDENTIAL

Enclosure No. 1 Jidda A~23 Page 2 of 34

70



CONFIDENTIAL

WAR FOR OIL:

ARMAGEDDON ASFUNCITY

l. Introduction

Secretary of State Henry Kissinger in an interview in January said the United States would react with
force if we were being strangled by a cut-off in oil deliveries. The question was hypothetical, but no
one could maintain that there could have been any other response than the one he made. To have
intimated that we would ssmply alow ourselves to be “strangled” would have called for his
immediate impeachment. Secretary Kissinger in a subsequent interview said that he obvioudy had
not meant there could be military action just to bring down oil prices.

The implications of the first remark nonetheless were noted with concern in most of the
Organization of Petroleum Exporting tries (OPEC) and in Europe. Many of them condemned the
Secretary and the United States for this “provocation.” Saudi Arabia made no public statement and
no representations to us. Saudi officials told us in private discussions that they understood what the
Secretary meant and they trusted us. In spite of significant differences of opinion and actions on the
Middle East problem - they regarded their friendship with us as a cornerstone of their foreign policy.
They knew we knew this and they knew Saudi Arabia was too important to the United States and its
alliesfor usto jeopardize this close association.

Enclosure No | Jidda A-23 Page 3 of 34
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The invasion issue would probably have been quietly forgotten had it not been picked up,
embellished, and presented to the world in five separate articles, all of which were widely quoted
and discussed in the United States, Europe, and the Middle East. The first was in a prominent journal
of intellectual opinion - it appeared shortly after Secretary Kissinger’s statement and was reproduced
in the Sunday edition of Washington’s morning newspaper. Then there were two articles in widely-
circulated American newspapers which were based on “sources’ inside the Pentagon Then in mid-
February, the Sunday edition of another major newspaper carried a detailed account of how many
actions could be taken against OPEC short of war but that even war could be carried out if necessary
and occupation of Arabia should be easy. Most recently and most provocatively was the lead article
in the March issue of a literary magazine. Some of the articles and the related commentary
concentrated on military action against al the Arabs, some against the Arabs of the Persian Gulf but
a common theme to al of them was the necessity of occupying Saudi Arabia. Some insisted this
move be taken immediately as the West was already being “strangled’ by the high oil prices; dl five
articles agreed this would be done in time of war. And al five agreed that only Saudi Arabia had
enough oil to force down world oil prices. The premise, on which all the articles were based, was
that the high price of oil is the main problem the world' s economy faces today; that inflation and
unemployment are caused by the price of oil and that there is no way we could or should cooperate
with the OPEC countries. This being accepted, the authors continued that we have the right to take
the oil, that we could take it with a minimum of difficulty, that supplies would be disrupted for only
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a very short time, that Saudi Arabia and its OPEC alies would be powerless to react, and that the
Soviet Union, because Saudi Arabia was a “friend” of the United States, would not intervene or
alow its Middle East alies to intervene. Invasion, it was argued, would be simple, cheap and easy.
Furthermore, it would be moraly justified, in fact, it isamora imperative for us to take over Saudi
Arabia, produce its oil and sell it for amost nothing. The world’'s inflation would then be cured;
unemployment would end; and we would devote - ourselves to the task of finding new energy
sources when the Saudi oil would finally be exhausted.
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The losers would clearly be the Saudis. To some, the dispossession of six million Saudis would be
regrettable, but - it would be argued - a small price to pay for world happiness. The 200 million
living in other OPEC countries - Indonesia, Iran, Venezuela, Nigeria, Algeria, would of course also
be hurt but they would not be invaded. Their loss of income would just be one of life's difficulties to
which they would have to adjust.

The January article was answered by | F Stone in the New York Review of Books February 5. In his
essay - ‘War for Qil,” Mr. Stone condemned the immorality of the invasion proposal and details how
it could lead the world and particularly the United States to disaster. The invasion proposal, as such,
was attacked by Terence McCarthy in the March issue of Ramparts. His thesis was that the United
States, unable to discipline itself into facing its interna economic problems, would attempt an
external solution. It would try to seize the Arab oil fields, restore its own prosperity, and reduce
Europe and Japan to vassalage. It would aso run the very rea risk of a nuclear war in which the
Soviet Union, because of its still fairly primitive society, would be the rel ative winner.

| gave a press interview in Jidda in early March in which | characterized those who call for war as
being criminally in-sane. The interview was widely quoted in Saudi Arabia and the Arab world and
Prince Fahd, now the Saudi Crown Prince, said this went along way toward defusing the issue. Sec-
retary Kissinger in Riyadh on March 19 said again that war for economic reasons was impossible,
that our policy was “cooperation not confrontation*” His statement was quoted in the Arab world,
but was lost in the United Statesin the flurry over the deterioration of Southeast Asia.

*NOTE: (1) REMEMBER AMBASSADOR AKINS SAYING ABOVE: THAT WHILST HE MAY BE BRAVE
HE WASNOT SUICIDAL: AT THAT TIME, 1975, AMBASSADOR AKINSWAS COMPLETELY UNAWARE
THAT IT WAS KISSINGER WHO HAD PROPOSED THE IDEA OF “WAR FOR OIL” AND IT WAS
KISSINGER WHO HAD ALSO BRIEFED THE PRESS. (2) ASHE POINTED OUT IN HISFAX AND E-MAIL
LETTERSTO ME IN FEBRUARY 1998. IN SPITE OF IT HAVING “A LOW CLASSIFICATION” IT STILL
TOOK 5YEARS—-FROM 1998 TO AUGUST 2003 IN ORDER TO GET A COPY —ASMENTIONED ABOVE
FROM THE STAMP ON THE ENVELOPE IT WAS FURTHER DELAYED FOR 1 YEAR IN LONDON
FROM IT'S DATE OF RECEIPT JUNE 29 2002 UNTIL THE SECOND GULF WAR WAS WELL
UNDERWAY.
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The feeling of unease in the Middle East continued. True, the polls and letters to the editors in the
United States strongly condemned the invasion idea, and the articles by Stone and McCarthy were
favorably quoted. Y et even those who opposed a war for oil assumed that it was a possibility. Some
even publicly expressed their fears that the United States was preparing its people for a new military
adventure. This fear, unfortunately, was shared by many in: the Middle East -some even in Saudi
Arabia

There was another flurry of excitement in the Middle East — In particularly in Saudi Arabia - at the
time of the death of King Faisal. We were alleged to be aerting the Seventh Fleet, to be preparing
our citizens for evacuation, to be spreading the story of disturbances in the Kingdom in order to
justify occupation of the oil fields to prevent sabotage. No matter that there had been no
disturbances.

The main reason for this continuing fear of war is amost certainly that there has been no strong,
detailed condemnation of the invasion concept by a member of the American -Administration, no
analysis of why it could bring only disaster to the United States and to the world, and why - it could
not be considered for both moral and practical reasons. Thisiswhat | intend to do.
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Il The Hawsin the Basic Premise - and the Moral Issue

There can be no doubt that the sudden rise in ail prices by 400 percent has contributed to the world's
current economic ills. But it is conveniently forgotten that the world faced a serious inflation before
the massive oil price increases of 1974; that unemployment was large and growing, that wages were
growing faster than productivity;’ in short, that we were living beyond our means. Imported energy
helped our economic expansion for over twenty years. ‘It enabled us to escape the consequences of
increasing real wages faster than productivity increased. Oil was very cheap. Its price, even in
current dollars, declined from 1950 to 1972 and its 1972 price in constant dollars was half that of the
early 1950's. The oil producing states increased their incomes only by allowing production to grow
faster than real prices declined. All of the oil producers, by 1970, had come to redlize that their oil
reserves were finite, in some cases quite small; all could see-when their oil’ production would Start
to decline and all bad begun to think of how to increase income per barrel. All that is;- except Saudi
Arabiawhich was and is unique. It is atruism to state that oil is a wasting asset, that once used it is
gone forever. But most consumers chose to ignore-this; they compared the profit on a barrel of oil
with the’ profit on a bushel of wheat and they seemed convinced that the comparison was valid. The
oil producers, on their side, believed they must maximize their income, invest their money and
prepare to face the post-oil age. With the shortages caused by the Arab oil boycott in late 1973, all
OPEC countries saw what the world would pay for oil. The Shah of Iran announced that OPEC
would no longer subsidize the industrialized West. The era of cheap oil, he said, was over forever.
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OPEC took advantage of its new knowledge to increase oil prices, some say to intolerable levels. It
would surely have been far better if the world had agreed to a gradua increase in oil prices, the
consumers before 1973 were not willing to consider such ideas. Our professiona soothsayers told us
oil prices were low of necessity and would go even lower. We believed them and we did nothing to
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develop aternative sources of energy. But can it be pretended that the current high cost of oil is the
sole source of our economic problems? Or can anyone seriously think that a forced reduction of oil
prices could miraculously solve all our problems? To think so is to share the fairytae beliefs of
certain academicians newly converted to the dubious pleasures of militarism. Alan Greenspan, the
President’s chief economic advisor put (it) very well recently: We had inflation before the oil price
increases and we would still haveit if oil prices decline. Inflation, he said, is a productivity problem,
not a commodity problem. No discussion of price gouging would be complete without some
reference to our own role in food exports. The same magazine which in March carried an article
caling for the immediate invasion of Saudi Arabia carried in its (1975) February issue an article
which, asserted that our monopoly of food exports was more complete than OPEC’s in oil and much
more damaging to the underdeveloped countries. Wheat prices go up by 400 percent; rice by 300
percent; soybeans by as much and we speak only of “market forces” of supply and demand” but the
effect on the consumer is as brutal as that caused by any cartel. Even if oil prices were as crucial to
the world’ s economy as is pretended, and even if food prices or declining productivity were
irrelevant, could we seriously propose invasion, an act of international brigandage so contrary to our
national traditions and repugnant to our religious heritage?
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Senator James McClure Of Idaho asked in January if our Viet-Nam venture would have been
justified in the eyes of the New’ Hawks if we had said we had gone to South Asiato appropriate its
rice to feed the world's poor. To say that we have the right simply to take oil or any commodity
because its price is too high, as our authors have suggested, threatens the relatively stable political
order the United States has hammered together since the Second World War. After a successful
seizure of the Arabian oil fields - why not foreign deposits of bauxite, lead, zinc, tin, chrome, and
other resources in short supply? Even renewable resources such, as rubber, cotton and food, would
seem fair game. To postulate that.- the United States and only the, United States would be allowed
dispensation for such imperialistic action would be naive. Yet one who purports to be a “defense
consultant” concluded his article calling for invasion of Arabia by asking why we needed to spend
$85 billion a year for our Armed Forces if we were not going to try to get something out of
them. Presumably he had never heard of Defense or of Deterrence.

There are ample recent historical precedents for aggression of this sort, but they are not ones we
should be quick to quote. Japan went to war to establish its “Greater East Asian Co-prosperity
Sphere”; that .is, to secure access to land, tin, rubber, rice and oil. Hitler said had a right to Poland
because the efficient Germans could use the land more effectively than the “lazy Slavs.” Hitler also
found the concentration of wealth in the hands of Jewish merchants an intolerable burden to Aryan
pride. While neither the Japanese nor the Nazis pretended to benefit the entire world, the paradlels
between their actions these new proposals are close enough to be uncomfortable.

CONFIDENTIAL

Enclosure No. 1 Jidda A-23 Page 9 of 34

Senator McClure commented on his amazement at the call for invasion and wonders why it had not
been soundly denounced in the United States, particularly by those who deplored our Viet-Nam war.
Why, he asked is every newspaper in the country not besieged with letters decrying the immorality
of such an idea’ He and others have commented on the curious transformation of Viet-Nam doves
into Middle East hawks. The entire idea of invasion by the United States should be laid to rest solely
by the moral argument. There should be a wave of indignation, of outrage that the idea considered
and even justified by respected intellectuals. Invasion for economic reasons is something one would
expect to read only in standard communist propaganda describing the moral bankruptcy of America.
Unfortunately, the idea continues to be discussed; and the conclusion in some parts of the world - at
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least Europe and the Middle East - is that someone may be trying to soften up the American
people for a new war, that American morality - at least as publicly expressed - has been blunted. |
such isthe case, and | am certain it is not, then it would still be necessary for us to examine
carefully how United States interests would be affected by such a war before advocacy of war
betrandated into policy.

CONFIDENTIAL
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I1. The Reactions of Othersto-Invasion

The plan of the New Hawks is to occupy- the oilfields-of Saudi ‘Arabia. Some include Qatar,
Bahrain and Kuwait in their targets, but clearly these states are peripherad. — Saudi Arabia, it is
argued,” would be quite sufficient by itself to satisfy our energy needs. Saudi Arabia after ‘the
seizure of its ail fields, might be allowed enough income to pay for its essential imports, but the rest
of the revenue from the oil sales would be distributed among the poor of the world. This Robin Hood
aspect of aggression alegedly would win us the tacit if not the overt’” support of the under developed
world. And the resulting low oil prices would bring us the applause of the developed world ‘from
Western Europe to Japan.

To suggest that any nation would applaud invasion because of the conscience money we would pay
(from someone-else's pocket) assumes its inability to draw some obvious conclusions. The Arabs
and Iran have been generous in eco-nomic assistance far more so than the U.S. has ever been in per
capita terms. In 1974 Saudi Arabia gave to Arabs for arms and reconstruction and to other states
more assistance - a total of $3 billion - than did the United States with a GNP 50 times greater. In
addition, last year it loaned $2 billion to the World Bank and the International Monetary Fund. In
fact, total OPEC assistance has been at least as great as whatever the Less Developed Countries
(LDCs) could hope from oil sales at new rock-bottom prices. The direct total OPEC aid, according to
an OECD study, has ailmost precisely offset the current higher oil prices to the LDCs, and the several
billions given to the IBRD and the IMF have eased the burden till further on the LDCs.
Nonetheless, the aid has not been uniformly distributed and it cannot be denied that the high ail
prices have hurt some countries badly. They still expect OPEC to assist them and OPEC would be
well advised to implement fully the enlarged aid program it has discussed.
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After an invasion for oil, the questions every producer of raw materials would have to ask himself
would be: (1) How’ much of this new source of petroleum wealth will | get? He might just conclude
it would be insignificant; and (2) When will the United States decide my bauixite, cobalt, or copper
would justify its appropriation? He could conclude it would be quite soon. In any case the support of
the LCD’s for invasion would be minimal; they are too recently freed- of colonial-masters to
welcome the emergence of a new colonialism, no matter how elevated it would claim its motives to
be. And, asirrational and irritating as it may seem to us, most LDCs really seem to enjoy vicariously
the new strength of OPEC,; If OPEC does not help them soon with their financial problems they
could, however ever, change, their views quite completely.

The opposition of the other Arab states seems to have been ignored in the invasion plans. Many of
the many not be-particularly well disposed to Saudi Arabia or its leaders, but it is inconceivable that
Syria, Jordan, Egypt, Libya, and Irag would not do everything they could to frustrate an American
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invasion of another Arab country. Part of our folklore about the Arabs is that they do not always
behave rationally; they sometimes cut off their noses to spite their faces. There is some truth in this.
But if our plan is to destroy them, there would be little incentive for them to show any restraint
whatsoever. We will come back to this later.

The reaction of other OPEC countries — Indonesia, Venezuela, Nigeria — would be hostile. While
they might not be invaded, once the battle for natural resources began, there would be no guarantee
of their own immunity from attack. And no OPEC country would react to an invasion of Saudi
Arabia by giving away its natural resources merely to curry our favor. A more logica reaction would
be for them to sell their oil for whatever they could get $25 - $30 a barrel and then to do everything
in their power - to insure that the United States did not flood the world with cheap Saudi oil. To
suggest, as do some of our author, that we would get full cooperation from Iran in such a military
venture is also extraordinarily naive. The Shah of Iran wishes to restore his country ancient grandeur
and he has a good chance of success. But to achieve this goal Iran will need to sell its oil at or near
its present level. If the avowed or the implicit purpose of invasion of Saudi Arabiawould be to break
OPEC, to drive oil prices down to $2 or. $1 a barrel or perhaps even lower, Iran could do nothing but
cooperate with the Arabs in opposing the U.S. landings.

One of the most fanciful of the invasion ideas has been the admission that Iran would try to come to
Saudi Arabia s defense and the assertion that the Iranian military forces could be parayzed simply
by allowing key American advisors to go on vacation the day before the landings. This assumes the
Iranians would be both too stupid to notice what was happening and too incompetent to act without
their American advisors. No one who knows the Iranians - whatever else he may think of them - has
ever suggested that they are stupid. While no one pretends that the Iranian Army and Air Force are
the most powerful in the world, they are at least capable of mining the Straits of Hormuz and of
giving the Saudis support against the landings of American troops - all without their American
advisors. The proposal to buy the Shah off by giving him Kuwait is scarcely worth considering. It's
not ours to give; it's not the Shah’s to take and even if he had it, he would be forced to sell its ail for
avery, low price - scarcely enough to- maintain a quarter of his current development program.
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It is assumed that neither the Saudis nor the Iranians would turn to the Soviet Union for
assistance. Neither likes the communists; both fear the Soviet Union. But if the United States
proved to be not the ally and friend they had counted on, then we must count on an immediate
and total reversal of their policy. Both, in order to protect themselves from devastation, would
expect the Soviet Union to offer protection. They would, of course, recognize the dangersin
accepting it but dealing with the Russians would still give them a chance of survival, whereas
the Americanswould have demonstrated themselvesto be the active enemy.

Can we assume, as our authors do, that Russia would refrain from making an offer? Hardly.
The Russians could not afford merely to stand by in Iraq and click their tongues at American
perfidy and expect to win the acclaim of the under developed world for their moderation. Their
support would have to be visible and effective if they were not to be exposed and ridiculed as
paper, tigers. And who is to suppose that they would want to remain uninvolved when the
prize of control over Middle East ail or the consolation of depriving the West of its oil would
not only be available but. would be proferred to them? Russian support need not be great
troops - volunteers - in Saudi Arabia or Irag to hamper the landings would be easy enough to
provide. Delivering a few rocketsto guerrillas and laying a few minesin the Straits of Hormuz
would be even easier.
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One author has suggested that the Russians now look with considerable distaste at the emergence of
an anti-communist, conservative, monarchist bloc in the Persian Gulf. They would welcome its
destruction by the United States That, in itself, would be sufficient reward for Russian restraint.
This, of’ course, brings up the question of why the United States would be interested in destroying
this conservative anti-communist bloc. But it is not answered by the author.
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An interesting aspect of the invasion proposal is that we do not talk about invading any
country in the Middle East commonly classed as unfriendly, not Iraq and not even Libya, for
that might provoke a Russian retaliation. We consider attacking only one of our closest friends
or, assome put it, our “clients.”

The world-wide reaction to the call for invasion of Saudi Arabia, if it is ever taken serioudly,
would surely bethat friendship with the United Statesis more danger ous than its enmity; that
the close relationship between Saudi Arabia and the United States which has proven so
profitable to America would not protect Saudi Arabia but would ensureits demise. The Saudis
themselves, If they concludethethreat isreal, would review their ‘special relationship’ with us.
Some Saudis are, in fact, worried. But those who know what they could and would do to
frustrate the success of any invasion attempt are more relaxed. These Saudis assume the
United Statesis not yet afflicted with a drive to national suicide, that the inflammatory articles
are either designed to advance the interests of the Soviet Union by destroying the influence of
the United States with the Middle East, or are inspired by anti-Semitism in its Arab rather
than Jewish variation.

Even Australia and New Zealand might question the value of American friendship and move
closer to the USSR or. China. Then, of course, there is Canada - our closest friend. We have
great economic’ interests there. We have intimate political, social, and military ties with
Canada. And there is the famous 3,000-mile undefended frontier. One might paraphrase the
professor who wanted to get some good out of the Pentagon by asking why we made the 100-
year effort to lull - the Canadians into a sense of security if we do not ever intend to take
advantage of it
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The same reasoning that would lead us to occupy Saudi Arabia could more logically take us north of
our border. Canada already has announced that in three years it will suspend oil exports to the
United States. It would then have a considerable shut-in oil production capacity which we could
readily use. Its tar sands at Athabasca would also add measurably to our petroleum wealth. But it
would be Canada’s other resources - water above all which would make its invasion more attractive
than invasion of Saudi Arabia
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v The Invasion and its Costs

We could not invade Saudi Arabia without having to face unacceptable military and political
opposition, and without the oil fields being unacceptably damaged.

Any invasion plan for the Middle East ideally would assume at least minimal cooperation from
Europe. But can we seriously believe we could use the Azores or Greece or Italy or Germany to
support such an attack now? France, Germany and Japan already have concluded purchase arrange-
ments for Saudi oil. A dozen other countries are preparing to reach similar agreements. All of them
could be expected to react adversely to any such American adventure. We would have to expect to
be isolated and our invasion would have to be launched directly from the United States; it would
have to be carried out by long-range aircraft stopping only in Israel -- our “forward base” in the area.

We have aways maintained that Israel was not our colony, could never play the role of America's
agent in the Middle East. Isragl has taken precisely the same position. Its support of an attempted
invasion by us would end any hope it would have of successful integration with its Arab and Middle
Eastern neighbors. Turkey and Iran would surely end their relationships with Israel and its regional
isolation would be complete. In return for its support Israel would be justified in exacting the
maximum in U.S. support for its own positions. The U.S. commitment to Israel would then be total
and permanent. And Israel might be our only aly, asinvasion for economic goals would surely leave
NATO in shambles.

The basic assumption of the proponents of the invasion is that it could be organized quickly and
quietly, before world reaction could be brought to bear against the United States, before there could
be any organized resistance and most importantly before there would be extensive sabotage of the
oil fields. It is claimed that the occupation of the oil fields would be safe end almost instantaneous
firing of the oil wells is dismissed as unimportant; we are told al the world’s fire fighters are
concentrated in Texas, and could be brought to the spot with no difficulty. Finally, it is confidently
asserted, the oil would probably be flowing again in 30 days - or 90 days at the outside. The parallel
between Arabia and Geku in Russia or Ploesti in Rumania is considered apt by the proponents of
invasion. In fact, it is said the Arabs are less capable of sabotage than the Germans - less capable
even than the Russiansin destructive talents.

That the United States could mount an invasion as quickly as the would-be agressors pretend is
questionable. To gather a force in Germany without its being detected is unlikely even if the
Germans permitted it; to organize the invasion in the United States to fly the troops to Israel without
their being noted is inconceivable. —

We do have a powerful military machine but our record of secrecy is not good, and long before the
operation actually began, the word would get to the Arabs - via the Soviet Union or Iran, even the
American press, if not through their own intelligence resources. Precautionary measures for the
destruction of the oil fields have already been taken in Saudi Arabia, and before thefirst plane
was over the country destruction would have begun. No, the surprise element cannot be taken for
granted even less now than before, as a result of the frequent articles and the mere frequent
comments in the United States press and television about the invasion.
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Some thought is given by the would-be invaders to protecting the American Citizens in the oil city
of Dhahran -about 5,000 of them - athough their safety surely could not be assured. No mention is
made of the other 10,000 Americans in the rest of Saudi Arabia the tens of thousands of American
workers, businessmen and tourists in other parts of the Arab world. Arabs, particularly Saudis, are
traditionally hospitable and generous to guests; but if an American invasion force were trying to
annihilate their country, the lives of a substantial number of these Americans would be lost.

The problem of maintaining the military force and what-ever civilian workers that come to the oil
fields would be formidable; they would be surrounded by a thousand miles of desert on all sides but
one; they would have to be sustained by planes, flying over air space where Arabs would be advised
and assisted by the Russians. Only to the east would be “open sea’; it would not be in the interest of
any of the surrounding countries, least of all Iran, to allow it to remain open to our ships. Harassment
of ships by land-based planes from Irag or South Yemen or even by Soviet submarines must be
assumed. These factors would not be as negligible as the would-be aggressors seem to believe - if
indeed they have considered them.

Our academic militarists should know that throughout the Middle East the Arab states - perhaps
formally - will be at war with us. Our strategic position in the Mediterranean would be further
weakened, Jordan would have to be occupied to assure our air link to Arabia, and our military efforts
might be further diffused to defend our flanks. American assets would be nationalized, and the many
thousands of Americans in other Arab countries would be in persona danger. Academicians who
pretend to military knowledge owe it to their readers, their students and their profession to examine
their facts more seriously before proposing actions which could have disastrous consequences the
United States and the world. War is too important to be | eft to inexperienced social scientists
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V. Saudi Actions and Reactions

Another crucia error in the invasion plan is the assumption that the Saudi Arabs could do nothing to
frustrate the occupation even if they conclude that preparations for invasion were under way.

First of all, no competent soldier believes that the landing of American airborne troops would be as
easy and cheap as our professors tell us. The Saudis would have more time than the few hours the
New Hawks allow them. And the Saudis would ask for and almost certainly would get support from
Arab or Soviet planes or pilots operating from Syrian, Iragi or Jordanian bases and from the Iranian
Air Forcein easy range from just across the Persian Gulf.

Of some considerable importance, are the air defense missiles which guard the oil installations at the
oil center of Dhahran. Effective eectronic suppression or blanketing of the area would be difficult,
and the Saudis have shown excellent aptitude in maiming and operating the missile sites. While they
have not always shown diligence in maintaining them, they are likely to be vigilant once there are
signs of an impending invasion.

The new imperialists forget, if they have even known, that the Saudi oil fields are now run by Saudi
Arabs -14,000 of them with an average service of 15 years. Far from being unskilled and
incompetent, many of them are highly trained in the United States. They are fully aware of every
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aspect of the operation of the ail fields, fully aware of their vulnerability, and they have precise
knowledge of what can be done to put them out of commission. They could do this efficiently and
easily.

Oil installations and pipes at sea. for example, are protected from corrosion by mounting on them a
dlight negative charge. By mistake, these electrical charges were reversed a few years ago and the
pipes were made slightly positive. In 16 hours they were put out of commission. This presumably
would be done on purpose as soon as an invasion attempt was launched. But it really is not necessary
to look at anything as exotic asthis.

Pipelines at sea - and on land - are vulnerable enough to mere conventional destruction - simply
blowing them up. Every oil field in its normal operation has large quantities of explosives ready and
ideally suited to pipe destruction. The lines could be cut in hundreds of spots. To say that the
invaders should carry with them large diameter pipe recognizes the problem, but no one says where
the pipe would come from, nor can they. There is no large supply of large diameter or even medium
diameter pipe available in the world today. Even if there were, the replacement of the pipelines
system would-take years. It should be noted that --Saudi Arabia has somewhat more than the few
dozen miles of pipe one of the New Hawks asserted: it has 4,000 miles of large diameter pipelines,
and over 33,000 miles of smaller diameter connecting pipe.

Then let us look at the refinery which would have to be secured, as our New Hawks tell us. If they
knew anything about refinery operation they would know it could be put permanently out of
commission in a few hours by running it full blast and cutting off. its oil charge - rather like a tea
kettle on a hot fire after all the water has boiled off. In a short time a few hours - it would burn itself
out. The 200,000 barrel a day refinery on Bahrain would be shut down almost as an afterthought, as
it gets two- thirds of its crude through a submarine pipeline from Saudi Arabia.

CONFIDENTIAL
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The vital storage tanks and the liquified petroleum gas facilities could be set on fire in a few hours
and replacing them, even under idea circumstances, would take two years. The gas turbine
generators - be completely destroyed by an expert in minutes and their replacement would take
years.

The 54 gas-oil separation plants (GOSPs), where the pressure on the oil is gradually reduced,
releasing its gas and allowing the oil to be shipped, are extraordinarily sensitive and extraordinarily
vulnerable. They are now heavily guarded by the Saudi National Guard against possible sabotage but
of the National Guard supported sabotage rather than trying to prevent it, these GOSPs could be
destroyed and their replacement would take years. They are scattered throughout the oil producing
area and securing them would be an impossible task for the invaders.

All Saudi oil is exported through only three long piers which could be destroyed with ease, although
if material and workers were at hand they could probably be put back into operation within a year or
so and all Saudi oil goes through narrow sea lanes which could be blocked by sinking a few super
tankersin them.

Then, there is the question of the wells themselves. They could be fired - and easily. To contend, as
several of our authors do, that the fires could be put out just as easily is honsense mouthed only by
those who have never seen an-oil well fire. Fortunately there have rarely been two mgjor oil well
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fires in the world at one time. The number of fire fighters specialized in this type of blaze is so
limited that when there are two, one has to wait while the other is extinguished, Oil well fires
frequently burn for months in spite of frantic efforts of the field owners to put them out. A relative
unimportant well at Abu Rudeis in Isragli occupied - Sinai was accidentally ignited by an Isragli
shell last year, and it took almost three months to extinguish it. What if there were ten fires or a
hundred? A hundred fires, burning in the giant Ghawar field and fed by gas pressure of the field
itself, could last for years until the field was exhausted putting it back into operation would be
difficult if not impossible. Those who seek World War |1 parales should know Baku’s production
was about one percent of Saudi Arabia stoday and because each well produced so little the field was
much less susceptible to sabotage. Ploesti, likewise, was incomparably below the production level of
Saudi Arabia s Eastern Province.

A final apocalyptical measure which the Saudis could easily take would be the destruction of the
Berri field - offshore in the Persian Gulf. The field pressure is enormous and keeping it under control
can under normal circumstances is one of the oil company’s most pressing concerns. If it were
allowed to run freely each of its 35 wells would spew 100,000 barrels of sour, high sulfur oil - atotal
of 3.5 million barrels or seven Torry Canyons' every day into the shalow, confined waters of the
Persian Gulf every day for at least six months, probably a year and possibly two. Preventing its
ignition would be impossible and all traffic in the Gulf would be stopped indefinitely. What would
happen to Iran and Pakistan, countries lying downwind of this fire, is not known. The carbon
monoxide, the sulphur oxides and the heat could make life unpleasant and perhaps impossible in this
area

Given the effectiveness of the other actions that could be taken and the length of tine the oil fields
could be kept out of production by less drastic and less permanent actions, the on-shore wells
probably would not be fired and the Berri field probably would not be released. Once sanity were
restored to the world, the fields could again, after several years, be produced. It would, however, be
dangerous for us to assume that the Arabs under all circumstances, would refrain from using ultimate
weapon. When they are faced with “strangulation” they too could be expected to take the strongest
and most drastic measures. they too would have little mere to lose.

VI.  The Length of the Cutoff end the Consegquences

The Arab employees of the Arabian American Oil Company (ARAMCO) believe, and their
American colleagues concur, that it would be at least two to three years before anything near the
present production levels could be resumed after the destruction of the oil field facilities, even if the
local population cooperated in the restoration and there were an adequate functioning work force on
hand. The shortage of oilfield equipment in the world today is notorious. While it must be assumed
that if there were successful occupation of Eastern Arabia the restoration of its fields would get
highest priority - higher than U.S. domestic needs and higher than the North Sea - it would be two
and probably close to three years before the equipment, much of which would be unique to Saudi
Arabia, could be built, brought out and installed. If the invaders withdrew immediately, it might
be possible to achieve these ideal conditions. But resumed operation under military occupation
would be such mere difficult. The New Hawks assume a docile local work force which could be
handled ssmply by increasing its wages. This again is an incredible assumption; that Arab
wor kers have no patriotism, indeed no interest other than money that they would participate
in the destruction of their country merely for an increase in salary. This shows a lack of
knowledge of the people who live and work in Saudi Arabia; But perhapsthis proposal is mere
camouflage, for the alter native solution is always mentioned drive them into the desert.
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A tactic similar to the one Hitler applied in occupied areas of Poland but not one that should
commend itself to late 20th century Americans.
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Bringing in American technicians to run the fields in war-time conditions would not be
as easy as the Hawks pretend. They would have to be taken from jobs in the United
States or elsewhere - probably by drafting them into service, for it would be war. And they would
have to replace the entire Saudi work force. Then there would be the questions of how would they be
maintained; where would their food and their water come from and where would they get their
equipment! The talk of securing Dhahran and the giant Ghawar field sounds simple but it ignores the
fact that oil in Arabiais produced over alarge area, from Kuwait - four hundred miles to the south -
and al of this would have to be occupied. Ghawar itself is 150 miles long, but by itself it would be
insufficient for the demands placed on it. Occupying Kuwait and Qatar as well, as one author
suggested, would make matters even more difficult. Concealing guerrillas in this large stretch of
open territory is dismissed by the proponents of war as impossible. Again they are wrong. While
Eastern Arabiais fairly flat and has few trees, it is far from being featureless there are oases, there
are scrub bushes, there are gullies, there are many places where guerrillas can be hidden. And we
must assume that they will be given the full support and advice by countries as diverse as North
Viet-Nam and Iran.

It should be noted that in Vietnam it was frequently impossible for our low-flying aircraft to spot
guerrillas hiding in the daylight in open fields and in paddies. In Saudi Arabia the difficulties in
finding lost parties in the desert are notorious even with a concerted effort, and with those who are
lost exerting every effort to be noticed. No, the invaders would have to consider total expulsion of
the million inhabitants, construction, and patrolling of a thousand mile fence from the Persian Gulf
near Kuwait around the Saudi oil fields and installations and back to the Gulf, they would have to
import their entire labor force and ruthlessly exterminate every Arab who appeared - a
process revolting to most Americans.
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Of course, even if this could be done it would still not shorten the two or three year shut-down. If
protection against sabotage were not complete - and it is impossible to believe that it could be - then
the shut-down would be even longer. In fact, given the inevitable hostility of the country and its
aliesit isdifficult to believe production could ever be brought back to present levels.

We have spoken about a move against the Arabs if we are being strangled, but what if the world is
facing strangulation because of action caused by the United States? What would happen to the
economies of Western Europe and Japan - or the United States for that matter - when the world is
deprived not only of Saudi oil but of all oil passing through the Straits of Hormuz? Who would ship
through the straits in war conditions and how would he accomplish it? Perhaps some high priced
Iranian oil would be available (assuming the Saudi off shore fields were not destroyed), but even that
could not be counted on in a protracted war situation. And how much oil under these circumstances
would be available from Irag, Abu Dhabi or Qatar? Could we count on any oil from the Arab
Mediterranean oil producers? Could Europe or Japan survive without half of their energy and two-
thirds of their oil? What would be their prospects of resisting a Russian takeover? Would they want
to? American friendship would have proven to be an expensive luxury.
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Presumably the International Energy Agency sharing agreement would immediately come into force.
But it would not be a case of Europe and Japan diverting their imports to a boycotted United States.
The United States with two-thirds of its oil produced at home would be relatively well off. Europe
and Japan could demand that we share our oil wealth Unfortunately for them we could not, for there
is no way to bring domestic oil to port for export. All we could do is direct the world’s remaining oil
- from Venezuela, Nigeria and Indonesia - to them and this would mean an even greater disaster for
our eastern seacoast for it would be ailmost totally deprived of petroleum energy. This is a solution
unlikely to promote internationa or even domestic tranquillity, Our international isolation would
very likely be complete. If we would then accept retreat to our own bordersour days as a great
nation would end. The alternative, to which we could then find ourselves drawn would be even
wor se: nuclear war.
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VIlI. The Alternativesto War

This Armageddon scenario is postulated because it is alleged there are no alternatives. It is alleged
that capital accumulation in the OPEC countries. - will be so enormous the world will not be able to
adjust to it. The New Hawks heap scorn on those who say the problem can be handled in the context
of normal trade, banking and investment Y et the alternatives to war are in fact straightforward and
not at all esoteric. They would entail some transfer of real wealth, but this would not be the first time
in history this had happened, They could entail some temporary levelling off in increasing standards
of living, but this need be only of short duration. Charles Schultz, new with the Brookings Institute,
wrote in the Washington Post the end of January that “over the Seventies we might have expected
real consumption per capita to grow by 30 percent; the higher oil prices, when fully paid for, will
reduce thisto 27 or 28 percent. Important yes. But worth aMiddle East War?’ Robert Rocsa, Carroll
Wilson and three non-Americans, in an excellent article in the January issue of Foreign Affairs,
pointed out that high oil prices are a form of forced saving - a means of capital accumulation - and
they suggest how this could be put into productive use in Europe, Japan, and the underdevel oped
world. A proposal for an OPEC mutual fund would bring the money into the areas where it was
needed, would supply capital for new ventures, would create a new wealth, and we would have a no-
lose situation. Professor Richard Cooper of Yae even thinks there is an excellent chance “this
second great Arab eruption into Western history will, in the end, leave both the West and the Middle
East more sound and secure than ever before

The Arabs would profit through their investments and the developed world would aso profit
through a renovation or the expansion of its industry and increased employment. Some of the new
American industry might be partially owned by foreigners, but this would not be a new experiencein
our history. Nor should it be objections: a country which itself has made such massive foreign
investments.

The figures of surplus OPEC funds have been grossly exaggerated. We have heard of capital
accumulations or unspent money of $1.2 - $1.6 trillion in the next decade. The most recent U.S.
Treasury studiesindicate it will be more in the order of $300 billion. Some of this will be invested in
the United States, some will be invested elsewhere. If we are lucky enough to entice half of it to the
United States, i.e., $150 billion, this would amount to less than 4 percent of the $4 trillion of new
investment we need in the next decade.
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While some OPEC countries night be able to gain positions of influence in a few companies, their
accumulated capital scarcely would permit a “take over of American industry.” Some American
companies do not find Arab or OPEC capital to be in any way offensive or dangerous and are now
trying to get Saudi capital into the States. While relatively little has come yet, there is no doubt it
will come unless legal obstacles are placed inits way.

Saudi Arabia has already agreed thisyear to place enough in Treasury notesand FNMA issues
to cover more than half our balance of payment deficit - scarcely action of an enemy country. |
would not venture to say how much longer they will continue their investment in view of the
provocative statements and articles coming out of the United States. Not very long if the invasion
threats are taken serioudly. | hope, however, we can end now al speculation that the United States
could consider invasion of an oil producer merely to bring down oil prices - or indeed for any other
reason than actual “strangulation” in its precise meaning: that is, we are dying and we take desperate
action, no matter how dangerous, to save ourselves from desth. Scarcely a description of the gasoline
shortages of the winter of 1973-74, or of the economic situation in the world today - even if our
problems could all be ascribed to high oil prices.
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VI1IIl. Conclusion

There are severa crucial questions which need to be asked about all those who are advocating
confrontation economic or military. We need to know their motives. Why are they proposing risking
the destruction of the Western aliance, even nuclear war? Why are they advocating a policy in
which the only concelvable winners would be the two great communist nations? And neither of them
could “win” a nuclear war, any more than could we. Why the concentration on the Arabs as the
enemies when other countries in OPEC have been fully as anxious to maximize their income from
oil? And why the concentration on Saudi Arabia, one of our closest friendsin the Middle East? What
interest do the advocates of aggression have in damaging relations with the Arabs in general and
Saudi Arabiain particular? And why do they so resolutely reject the cooperative approach which has
been advocated and described by Secretaries Kissinger and Simon, and by Messrs Roosa, Wilson
and Cooper? Is it simply to deprive the Arabs of their “oil weapon,” and remove pressure on
Israel? This hardly seems possible, as even Israel could not “win” in such a world catastrophe.
Per haps these New Hawks have no motive at all; their guiding light may be simply malice and
stupidity.

If the New Hawks are trying to frighten the OPEC countries into submission or into a dramatic
reduction in their oil prices, they have not succeeded. If they are smply trying to disturb or destroy
American relations with OPEC, with the Arabs and especialy with Saudi Arabia, they have been
somewhat more successful - primarily because, until now, there has been no detailed rebuttal of the
war call. And they also seem to have put a fright into al these in OPEC as well as the developed
world — who know the ultimate victor in such an adventure would be Russian imperialism but
nonetheless believe invasion is possible simply because they question America s sanity.

Fortunately, the world can relax. The arguments for invasion fall of their own weight. Those who
understand the difficulty in preparing a major secret operation are appalled at this call to war; they
are joined by those who know how an oil field is operated and who know the ease of its destruction
end the difficulties in its restoration and by responsible political scientists who know what would
happen in a Europe or a Japan deprived of oil for severa years. In short, everyone who knows
anything of the military, of our system of alliances, of the difficulties in producing oil after oilfield
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installation has been destroyed, concludes that talk of invasion for economic reason must be one
gigantic bluff perpetrated by writers of distorted and immoral imagination, of varied degrees of
sanity and with varied motives but with no authority.

The United States is governed by moral men of good will. But “morality” is a subjective
characteristic and we cannot expect the world to assume the United States, for moral reasons, would
recoil from an imperialistic war. Self-interest is more objective and the world should know that
we are gover ned by rational men who are not bent on committing national suicide.

The American public shows no tendency whatsoever to follow the New Hawks to Armageddon. The
initial reaction in January to the invasion proposal seems now, to have been one of pure disbelief. It
was this troubling silence to which Senator McClure addressed himself. But as the stories of
Invasion continued and enlarged, American outrage has grown. If the provocateurs were launching
trial balloons, they must have been surprised at the rapidity with which they were pricked. Let us
now put this story to rest. We should not forget it, as it illustrates how fragile peaceis; and it illus-
trates how we could be drawn into another disaster for “noble’” motives. This time however, we'll
look morecritically at the consequences than we did in Viet-Nam.
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END

Noam Chomsky, confirmed Ambassador Akins contention when he penned the
following for the 1998 edition of the Sunday Observer dated February the 2l,st: “Nor
should it be forgotten that before August 1990 Saddam Hussein was a favored trading
partner of the US and UK. He was ‘our kind of guy’. Saddam Hussein remains a monster
and a serious threat as he was when he conducted his most awful crimes with US/UK
support. But the reaction of his former backers reeks of cynicism and hypocrisy. And
their current designs - even putting aside considerations of international Law - may well
make aterrible situation even worse.” Elsewhere Chomsky made mention of the fact that
over a decade before this Saddam Hussein offered to destroy all his WMD so long as
Israel agreed to do the same.

http://lwww.veter anstoday.com/2011/01/31/cong-r on-paul-classified-cable-pr oves-us-
okd-saddams- kuwait-invasion/

CONGRESSM AN RON PAUL: Classified
Cable Proves US Ok’d Saddam’s Kuwait
| nvasion

January 31, 2011 posted by Gordon Duff - 75 Comments
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RON PAUL
HOW THE 20-YEAR WAR STARTED

ANOTHER “WILD CONSPIRACY THEORY” PROVEN TRUE....

Editor’s note: Though Ron Paul totally sidesteps his previous statements on 9/11
and the role of Israel and its friends in both conflicts, choosing instead to push
blame on to the Republican party and a cabal of oil companies, there are telling
facts to be gleaned from the Wikileak cable meant to discredit the United States.
When a reasonable and acute thinker quickly comes to the conclusion that the
influence of Israel is far greater in Washington than any oil company and the
rationale for targeting lraq served only the strategic interests of Isradi
expansionism and was not, in any way, related to accessing oil openly available on
the world market, we can escape the artifices of Mr. Assange and his handlers along
with the “ soft soap” of Ron Paul and his“kow-tow” to AIPAC.”

[Congressional Record: January 26, 2011 (House)] [Page H503] Amazingly, the
released cable was entitled:-“ Saddam’s Message of Friendship to President
Bush.” (published below)

In it, Ambassador (April) Glaspie affirmed to Saddam that: “the President had instructed
her to broaden and deepen our relations with Irag.” As Saddam Hussein outlined Irag’s
ongoing border dispute with Kuwait, Ambassador Glaspie was quite clear that, “we took
no position on these Arab affairs.”

There would have been no reason for Saddam Husseln not to take this assurance at face
value. The U.S. was quite supportive of hisinvasion and war of aggression against Iran in
the 1980s. With this approval from the U.S. Government, it wasn't surprising that the
invasion occurred. The shock and surprise was how quickly the tables were turned and
our friend, Saddam Hussein, all of a sudden became Hitler personified.

The document was classified, supposedly to protect national security, yet this
information in no way jeopardized our security. Instead, it served to keep the truth
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from the American people about an event leading up to our initial military
involvement in Iraq and theregion that continuesto today.

{time} 1440

The secrecy of the memo was designed to hide the truth from the American people
and keep our government from being embarrassed. This was the initial event that
had led to so much death and destruction—not to mention the financial costs-these
past 20 years.

Our response and persistent militarism toward Iraq was directly related to 9/11, as our
presence on the Arabian Peninsula—and in particular Saudi Arabia—was listed by a Qaeda
as a mgjor grievance that outraged the radicals (sic) who carried out the heinous attacks
against New Y ork and Washington on that fateful day.

Today, the conflict has spread through the Middle East and Central Asia with no end in
sight.

The reason this information is so important is that if Congress and the American people
had known about this green light incident 20 years ago, they would have been a lot more
reluctant to give a green light to our government to pursue the current war—a war that is
ongoing and expanding to this very day.

The tough question that remains is was this done deliberately to create the justification to
redesign the Middle East, as many neo- conservatives desired, and to secure oil supplies
for the West; or was it just a diplomatic blunder followed up by many more strategic
military blunders? Regardless, we have blundered into awar that no one seems willing to
end.

Julian Assange, the publisher of the WikiLeaks memo, is now considered an enemy of
the state. Politicians are calling for drastic punishment and even assassi nation; and, sadly,
the majority of the American people seem to support such moves.

But why should we so fear the truth? Why should our government’s lies and mistakes be
hidden from the American people in the name of patriotism? Once it becomes acceptable
to equate truth with treason, we can no longer call ourselves afree society.”

CONGRESSM AN RON PAUL: Classified Cable ProvesUS Ok’d
Saddam’s Kuwait Invasion

Reference D Created Released Classification Origin
1990-07-25 2011-01-01 Embassy
90BAGHDADA4237 12:12 21:09 SECRET Baghdad
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O 2512467 JUL 90

FM AMEMBASSY BAGHDAD

TO SECSTATE WASHDC | MVEDI ATE 4627

| NFO AMEMBASSY ABU DHABI | MVEDI ATE
AMEMBASSY CAI RO | MMVEDI ATE

AMEMBASSY KUWAI T | MVEDI ATE

AVEMBASSY RI YADH | MVEDI ATE

ARABLEAGUE COLLECTI VE

SECRET SECTION 01 OF 05 BAGHDAD 04237

E. O 12356: DECL: OADR
TAGS: MOPS PREL US KU | Z

SUBJECT: SADDAMSS MESSAGE OF FRI ENDSHI P TO PRESI DENT BUSH

Af1. SECRET - ENTI RE TEXT.

Af2. SUMMARY: SADDAM TOLD THE AMBASSADOR JULY 25 THAT MUBARAK HAS
ARRANGED FOR KUWAI TI AND | RAQ DELEGATI ONS TO MEET IN RI YADH, AND THEN
ON JULY 28, 29 OR 30, THE KUWAITI CROWN PRINCE WLL COVE TO BAGHDAD FOR
SERI QUS NEGOTI ATI ONS.  "NOTH NG WLL HAPPEN' BEFORE THEN, SADDAM HAD
PROM SED MUBARAK.

- - SADDAM W SHED TO CONVEY AN | MPORTANT MESSACGE TO PRESI DENT BUSH: | RAQ
WANTS FRIENDSH P, BUT DOES THE USG? |RAQ SUFFERED 100,000'S OF
CASUALTIES AND | S NOW SO POOR THAT WAR ORPHAN PENSI ONS W LL SCON BE CUT;
YET RICH KUWAIT WLL NOT EVEN ACCEPT OPEC DI SCIPLINE. IRAQ IS SICK CF
WAR, BUT KUWAIT HAS | GNORED DI PLOVACY. USG MANEUVERS W TH THE UAE WLL
ENCOURAGE THE UAE AND KUWAI T TO | GNORE CONVENTI ONAL DI PLOMACY. | F | RAQ
IS PUBLICLY HUMLIATED BY THE USG |IT WLL HAVE NO CHO CE BUT TO
"RESPOND, " HOWEVER | LLOG CAL AND SELF DESTRUCTI VE THAT WOULD PROVE.

--ALTHOUGH NOT QUI TE EXPLI CI' T, SADDAMSS MESSAGE TO US SEEMED TO BE THAT
HE WLL MAKE A MAJOR PUSH TO COOPERATE W TH MJUBARAKGS DI PLOVACY, BUT WE
MUST TRY TO UNDERSTAND KUWAITI/UAE "SELFISHNESS" |S UNBEARABLE.
AMBASSADCR MADE CLEAR THAT WE CAN NEVER EXCUSE SETTLEMENT OF DI SPUTES BY
OTHER THAN PEACEFUL MEANS. END SUMVARY.

Af3. AVBASSADOR WAS SUMMONED BY PRESI DENT SADDAM HUSAYN AT NOON JULY 25.
ALSO PRESENT WERE FONM N AZl Z, THE PRESIDENT'S OFFI CE DI RECTOR, TWO
NOTETAKERS, AND THE | RAQ | NTERPRETER

Af4. SADDAM WHOSE NMANNER WAS CORDI AL, REASONABLE AND EVEN WARM
THROUGHOUT THE ENSUING TWO HOURS, SAID HE WSHED THE AMBASSADCOR TO
CONVEY A MESSAGE TO PRESI DENT BUSH. SADDAM THEN RECALLED IN DETAIL THE
H STORY OF IRAQ S DECI SION TO REESTABLI SH DI PLOVATI C RELATI ONS AND I TS
POSTPONI NG | MPLEMENTATI ON OF THAT DECI SI ON AT THE BEG NNI NG OF THE WAR,
RATHER THAN BE THOUGHT WEAK AND NEEDY. HE THEN SPCKE ABCOUT THE MANY
"BLONG" QUR RELATI ONS HAVE BEEN SUBJECTED TO SINCE 1984, CH EF AMONG
THEM | RANGATE. | T WAS AFTER THE FAW VI CTORY, SADDAM SAID, THAT |IRAQ
M SAPPREHENSI ONS ABOUT USG PURPOSES BEGAN TO SURFACE AGAIN, |[|.E.,
SUSPI CI ONS THAT THE U. S. WAS NOT HAPPY TO SEE THE WAR END.

Af5. PICKING H'S WORDS WTH CARE, SADDAM SAID THAT THERE ARE "SOME
CIRCLES" IN THE USG |INCLUDING IN CIA AND THE STATE DEPARTMENT, BUT
EMPHATI CALLY EXCLUDI NG THE PRESI DENT AND SECRETARY BAKER, WHO ARE NOT
FRIENDLY TOWARD | RAQ- U.S. RELATIONS. HE THEN LI STED WHAT HE SEEMED TO
REGARD AS FACTS TO SUPPCRT THI S CONCLUSI ON: " SQOVE Cl RCLES ARE GATHERI NG
I NFORVATION ON WHO M GHT BE SADDAM HUSAYN S SUCCESSOR; " THEY KEPT UP
CONTACTS I N THE GULF WARNI NG AGAI NST | RAQ THEY WORKED TO ENSURE NO HELP
WOULD GO TO | RAQ ( READ EXI M AND CCC) .
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Af6. I RAQ THE PRESI DENT STRESSED, IS IN SERI OUS FI NANCI AL DI FFI CULTI ES,
WTH 40 BILLION USD DEBTS. | RAQ WHOSE VI CTCORY IN THE WAR AGAI NST | RAN
MADE AN HI STORIC DI FFERENCE TO THE ARAB WORLD AND THE WEST, NEEDS A
MARSHALL PLAN. BUT "YOU WANT THE O L PRI CE DOWN, " SADDAM CHARGED.

Af7. RESUMNG HI'S LI ST OF GRI EVANCES WHI CH HE BELI EVED WERE ALL | NSPI RED
BY "SOME CIRCLES'" IN THE USG HE RECALLED THE "USI A CAMPAI GN' AGAI NST
HI MSELF, AND THE GENERAL MEDI A ASSAULT ON | RAQ AND I TS PRESI DENT.

A18. DESPITE ALL THESE BLOWS, SADDAM SAID, AND ALTHOUGH "WE WERE
SOVEWHAT ANNOYED, " WE STILL HOPED THAT WE COULD DEVELOP A GOOD
RELATI ONSHI P. BUT THOSE WHO FORCE O L PRICES DOM ARE ENGAG NG I N
ECONOM C WARFARE AND | RAQ CANNOT ACCEPT SUCH A TRESPASS ON I TS DI GNI TY
AND PROSPERI TY.

A19. THE SPEARHEADS (FOR THE USG) HAVE BEEN KUWAI T AND THE UAE, SADDAM
SAI D. SADDAM SAI D CAREFULLY THAT JUST AS | RAQ WLL NOT THREATEN OTHERS,
IT WLL ACCEPT NO THREAT AGAINST | TSELF. "WE HOPE THE USG WLL NOT
M SUNDERSTAND: " | RAQ ACCEPTS, AS THE STATE DEPARTMENT SPOKESMAN SAl D,
THAT ANY COUNTRY MAY CHOOSE I TS FRIENDS. BUT THE USG KNOAS THAT I T WAS
I RAQ NOT' THE USG WH CH DECI SI VELY PROTECTED THOSE USG FRI ENDS DURI NG
THE WAR-- AND THAT | S UNDERSTANDABLE SI NCE PUBLIC OPINION IN THE USG TO
SAY NOTHI NG OF GEOCGRAPHY, WOULD HAVE NMADE |IT IMPOSSIBLE FOR THE
AMERI CANS TO ACCEPT 10, 000 DEAD I N A SINGLE BATTLE, AS | RAQ DI D.

A110. SADDAM ASKED WHAT DOES IT MEAN FOR THE USG TO ANNOUNCE IT IS
COW TTED TO THE DEFENSE OF I TS FRIENDS, | NDI VI DUALLY AND COLLECTI VELY.
ANSVERI NG H'S OAWN QUESTI ON, HE SAI D THAT TO I RAQ | T MEANS FLAGRANT BI AS
AGAI NST THE GO .

Af11. COM NG TO ONE OF HI'S MAIN PO NTS, SADDAM ARGUED THAT USG MANEUVERS
WTH THE UAE AND KUWAIT (SIC) ENCOURAGED THEM IN THEIR UNGENEROUS
POLICIES. THE I RAQ RIGHTS, SADDAM EMPHASI ZED, WLL BE RESTORED ONE BY
ONE, THOUGH I T MAY TAKE A MONTH OR MJCH MORE THAN A YEAR | RAQ HOPES THE
USG WLL BE I N HARMONY W TH ALL THE PARTIES TO TH S DI SPUTE.

Af12. SADDAM SAI D HE UNDERSTANDS THAT THE USG | S DETERM NED TO KEEP THE
O L FLONNG AND TO MAINTAIN ITS FRIENDSHI PS I N THE GULF. WHAT HE CANNOT
UNDERSTAND | S VWHY WE ENCOURAGE THOSE WHO ARE DAMAG NG RAQ WHICH IS
VHAT OUR GULF MANEUVERS W LL DO

Af13. SADDAM SAID HE FULLY BELIEVES THE USG WANTS PEACE, AND THAT IS
GOOD. BUT DO NOT, HE ASKED, USE METHODS WHI CH YOU SAY YQOU DO NOT LI KE,
METHODS LI KE ARM TW STI NG-

Af14. AT THI'S PO NT SADDAM SPOKE AT LENGTH ABOUT PRIDE OF IRAQS, WHO
BELI EVE IN "LIBERTY OR DEATH. " IRAQ WLL HAVE TO RESPOND IF THE U. S
USES THESE METHODS. | RAQ KNOWS THE USG CAN SEND PLANES AND ROCKETS AND
HURT | RAQ DEEPLY. SADDAM ASKS THAT THE USG NOT FORCE | RAQ TO THE PO NT
CF HUMLIATION AT WHCH LOG C MJST BE DI SREGARDED. | RAQ DCES NOT
CONSI DER THE U. S. AN ENEMY AND HAS TRI ED TO BE FRI ENDS.

Af15. AS FOR THE | NTRA- ARAB DI SPUTES, SADDAM SAID HE IS NOT ASKI NG THE
USG TO TAKE UP ANY PARTI CULAR ROLE SI NCE THE SOLUTI ONS MUST COVE THROUGH
ARAB AND BI LATERAL DI PLOVACY.

Af16. RETURNING TO HI' S THEME THAT | RAQ WANTS DI GNI TY AND FREEDOM AS WELL
AS FRIENDSH P WTH THE U. S., HE CHARGED THAT I N THE LAST YEAR THERE WERE
MANY OFFI Cl AL STATEMENTS WHI CH MADE | T SEEM THAT THE U. S. DOES NOT WANT
TO RECI PROCATE. HOW FOR EXAMPLE, SADDAM ASKED, CAN WE | NTERPRET THE
I NVI TATION FOR ARENS TO VISIT AT A TIME OF CRISIS IN THE GULF? WHY DI D
THE U. S- DEFENSE M NI STER MAKE "1 NFLAMVATORY" STATEMENTS?
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Af17. SADDAM SAI D THAT THE | RAQ S KNOW WHAT WAR |'S, WANT NO MORE OF | T--
"DO NOT' PUSH US TO I T; DO NOT MAKE |IT THE ONLY OPTI ON LEFT WTH WH CH WE
CAN PROTECT OUR DIGNITY. "

Af18. PRESI DENT BUSH, SADDAM SAID, HAS MADE NO M STAKE I N HI S PRESI DENCY
VIS-A-VIS THE ARABS. THE DECISION ON THE PLO DI ALOGUE WAS "M STAKEN, "
BUT I T WAS TAKEN UNDER " ZI ONI ST PRESSURE" AND, SADDAM SAI D, 1S PERHAPS A
CLEVER TACTI C TO ABSORB THAT PRESSURE.

Af119. AFTER A SHORT DI VERSION ON THE NEED FOR THE U.S. TO CONSI DER THE
HUMAN RI GATS OF 200,000 ARABS WTH THE SAME VI GOR AND | NTEREST AS THE
HUMAN RI GHTS OF THE | SRAELIS, SADDAM CONCLUDED BY RESTATI NG THAT | RAQ
WANTS AMERI CAN FRI ENDSHI P "ALTHOUGH WE W LL NOT PANT FOR I T, WE WLL DO
OUR PART AS FRI ENDS. "

A120. SADDAM THEN OFFERED AN ANECDOTE TO |LLUSTRATE H S PO NT. HE HAD
TOLD THE | RAQ KURDI SH LEADER IN 1974 THAT HE WAS PREPARED TO G VE UP
HALF OF THE SHATT AL-ARAB TO I RAN TO OBTAIN ALL OF A PROSPEROUS | RAQ
THE KURD HAD BET THAT SADDAM WOULD NOT G VE HALF THE SHATT-- THE KURD WAS
WRONG EVEN NOW THE ONLY REAL ISSUE WTH IRAN IS THE SHATT, AND I|F
G VING AWAY HALF OF THE WATERWAY IS THE ONLY TH NG STANDI NG BETWEEN THE
CURRENT SI TUATI ON AND | RAQ PROSPERI TY, SADDAM SAID HE WOULD BE GUI DED
BY WHAT HE DI D I N 1974.

A121. THE AMBASSADOR THANKED SADDAM FOR THE OPPORTUNITY TO DI SCUSS
DI RECTLY WTH H M SOVE OF H'S AND OUR CONCERNS. PRESI DENT BUSH, TOO,
WANTS FRI ENDSHI P, AS HE HAD WRI TTEN AT THE 'ID AND ON THE OCCASI ON OF
| RAQ S NATI ONAL DAY. SADDAM | NTERRUPTED TO SAY HE HAD BEEN TOUCHED BY
THOSE

Af22. AVMBASSADOR RESUMED HER THEME, RECALLING THAT THE PRESI DENT HAD
I NSTRUCTED HER TO BROADEN AND DEEPEN OUR RELATI ONS W TH | RAQ. SADDAM HAD
REFERRED TO "SOMVE ClRCLES" ANTIPATHETIC TO THAT AIM SUCH Cl RCLES
CERTAI NLY EXI STED, BUT THE U.S. ADM NI STRATION 1S |INSTRUCTED BY THE
PRESI DENT. ON THE OTHER HAND, THE PRESIDENT DOES NOI' CONTROL THE
AMERI CAN PRESS; IF HE DID, CRITICISM OF THE ADM NI STRATI ON WOULD NOT
EXI ST. SADDAM AGAIN |INTERRUPTED TO SAY HE UNDERSTOOD THAT. THE
AMBASSADOR SAI D SHE HAD SEEN THE DI ANE SAWYER SHOW AND THOUGHT THAT IT
WAS CHEAP AND UNFAIR BUT THE AMERI CAN PRESS TREATS ALL POLITI Cl ANS
W THOUT KI D GLOVES- - THAT IS QUR WAY.

http://ww. yout ube. com wat ch?v=Puel TSLawR4 SADDAM | NTERVI EW

http://en.w ki pedi a. org/ wi ki / Di ane_Sawyer SADDAM | NTERVI EW

A123. WHAT IS IMPORTANT |S THAT THE PRESIDENT HAS VERY RECENTLY
REAFFI RVED HI' S DESI RE FOR A BETTER RELATI ONSHI P AND HAS PROVEN THAT BY,
FOR EXAMPLE, OPPGCSI NG SANCTIONS BILLS. HERE SADDAM | NTERRUPTED AGAI N.
LAUGH NG HE SAID THERE IS NOTH NG LEFT FOR IRAQ TO BUY IN THE U. S.
EVERYTH NG | S PRCHI Bl TED EXCEPT FOR WHEAT, AND NO DOUBT THAT WLL SOON
BE DECLARED A DUAL- USE | TEM SADDAM SAI D, HOWNEVER, HE HAD DECI DED NOT TO
RAISE THI'S |SSUE, BUT RATHER CONCENTRATE ON THE FAR MORE | MPORTANT
| SSUES AT HAND.

Af24. AMBASSADOR SAID THERE WERE MANY | SSUES HE HAD RAI SED SHE WOULD
LIKE TO COMENT ON, BUT SHE WSHED TO USE HER LIMTED TIME WTH THE
PRESI DENT TO STRESS FI RST PRESI DENT BUSHGS DESI RE FOR FRI ENDSHI P AND,
SECOND, H'S STRONG DESIRE, SHARED WE ASSUME BY | RAQ FOR PEACE AND
STABILITY IN THE MD EAST. IS IT NOT REASONABLE FOR US TO BE CONCERNED
VWHEN THE PRESIDENT AND THE FOREIGN M NI STER BOTH SAY PUBLICLY THAT
KUWAI TI ACTI ONS ARE THE EQUI VALENT OF M LI TARY AGGRESSI ON, AND THEN WE
LEARN THAT MANY UNITS OF THE REPUBLI CAN GUARD HAVE BEEN SENT TO THE
BORDER? IS I T NOT REASONABLE FOR US TO ASK, IN THE SPIRIT OF FRI ENDSHI P,
NOT CONFRONTATI ON, THE SI MPLE QUESTI ON: WHAT ARE YOUR | NTENTI ONS?
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Af25. SADDAM SAI D THAT WAS | NDEED A REASONABLE QUESTI ON. HE ACKNOW.EDGED
THAT WE SHOULD BE CONCERNED FOR REG ONAL PEACE, IN FACT IT IS OQUR DUTY
AS A SUPERPONER. "BUT HOW CAN WE MAKE THEM (KUWAI T AND UAE) UNDERSTAND
HOW DEEPLY WE ARE SUFFERI NG " THE FINANCI AL SI TUATION IS SUCH THAT THE
PENSI ONS FOR W DOAS AND ORPHANS W LL HAVE TO BE CUT. AT THI'S PO NT, THE
I NTERPRETER AND ONE OF THE NOTETAKERS BROKE DOWN AND WEPT.

Af26. AFTER A PAUSE FOR RECUPERATI ON, SADDAM SAI D, | N EFFECT, BELIEVE ME
I HAVE TRIED EVERYTH NG WE SENT ENVOYS, WROTE MESSAGES, ASKED FAHD TO
ARRANGE QUADRAPARTI TE SUM T (1 RAQ SAG UE, KUWWAIT). FAHD SUGGESTFD O L
M NI STERS | NSTEAD AND WE AGREED TO THE JEDDAH AGREEMENT ALTHOUGH I T WAS
VELL BELOW OUR HOPES. THEN, SADDAM CONTI NUED, TWO DAYS LATER THE KUWAI TI
O L M N STER ANNOUNCED HE WOULD WANT TO ANNUL THAT AGREEMENT W THIN TWO
MONTHS. AS FOR THE UAE, SADDAM SAI D, | BEGGED SHAYKH ZAYI D TO UNDERSTAND
OUR PROBLEMS (WHEN SADDAM ENTERTAINED H'M IN MOSUL AFTER THE BAGHDAD
SUM T), AND ZAYID SAID JUST WAIT UNTIL | GET BACK TO ABU DHABI. BUT
THEN HS M N STER OF O L MADE "BAD STATEMENTS. "

Af27. AT THI'S PO NT, SADDAM LEFT THE ROOM TO TAKE AN URGENT CALL FROM
MUBARAK. AFTER H S RETURN, THE AMBASSADOR ASKED | F HE COULD TELL HER | F
THERE HAS ANY PROGRESS I N FI NDI NG A PEACEFUL WAY TO DEFUSE THE DI SPUTE.
THI'S WAS SOMETHI NG PRESI DENT BUSH WOULD BE KEENLY | NTERESTED TO KNOW
SADDAM SAID THAT HE HAD JUST LEARNED FROM MUBARAK THE KUWAITIS HAVE
ACREED TO NEGOTI ATE. THE KUWAI TI CROAN PRI NCE/ PRIME M NI STER WOULD MEET
IN RI YADH W TH SADDAMES NUMBER TWD, | ZZAT | BRAHIM AND THEN THE KUWAI TI
WOULD COMVE TO BAGHDAD ON SATURDAY, SUNDAY OR, AT THE LATEST, MONDAY,
JULY 30.

Af28. "1 TOLD MUBARAK, " SADDAM SAI D, THAT "NOTHI NG W LL HAPPEN UNTI L THE
MEETI NG " AND NOTH NG W LL HAPPEN DURI NG OR AFTER THE MEETING I F THE
KUWAITIS WLL AT LAST "d VE US SOMVE HOPE. "

Af29. THE AMBASSADOR SAID SHE WAS DELIGHTED TO HEAR THIS GOOD NEWS.
SADDAM THEN ASKED HER TO CONVEY H S WARM GREETI NGS TO PRESI DENT BUSH AND
TO CONVEY H S MESSAGE TO H M

Af30. NOTE: ON THE BORDER QUESTION, SADDAM REFERRED TO THE 1961
AGREEMENT AND A "LINE OF PATRCL" | T HAD ESTABLI SHED. THE KUWAITIS, HE
SAI D, HAD TOLD MUBARAK | RAQ WAS 20 KILOVETERS "IN FRONT" OF THI' S LI NE
THE AMBASSADCOR SAI D THAT SHE HAD SERVED I N KUWAI T 20 YEARS BEFORE; THEN,
AS NOWN WE TOOK NO POSI TI ON ON THESE ARAB AFFAI RS.

Af31. COWENT: I N THE MEMORY QF THE CURRENT DI PLOVATI C CORPS, SADDAM HAS
NEVER SUVMONED AN AMBASSADOR. HE | S WORRI ED.

ACCORDI NG TO H'S OMWN PCLI TI CAL THEORI ZING (U.S. THE SOLE MAJOR POVAER I N
THE M DDLE EAST), HE NEEDS AT A M NIMJM A CORRECT RELATI ONSHIP W TH US
FOR OBVI QUS GEOPCLI TI CAL REASONS, ESPECIALLY AS LONG AS HE PERCEI VES
MORTAL THREATS FROM | SRAEL AND | RAN. AMBASSADOR BELI EVES SADDAM SUSPECTS
OUR DECISION SUDDENLY TO UNDERTAKE MANEUWVERS WTH ABU DHABI IS A
HARBI NGER OF A USG DECI SION TO TAKE SIDES. FURTHER, SADDAM HI MSELF
BEG NNI NG TO HAVE AN | NKLI NG OF HOW MJUCH HE DOES NOT UNDERSTAND ABOUT
THE U. S., 1S APPREHENSI VE THAT WE DO NOT' UNDERSTAND CERTAI N PCLI TI CAL
FACTORS VHICH INHIBIT HM SUCH AS: --HE CANNOT ALLOW H MSELF TO BE
PERCEI VED AS CAVING IN TO SUPERPONER BULLYING (AS U'S HAMDUN FRANKLY
WARNED US I N LATE 1988);

--1RAQ WHI CH LOST 100, 000€S OF CASUALTIES, IS SUFFERING AND KUMAIT IS
"M SERLY" AND " SELFI SH. "

A132. IT WAS PROGRESS TO HAVE SADDAM ADM T THAT THE USG HAS A
"RESPONSI BI LI TY" IN THE REG ON, AND HAS EVERY RI GHT TO EXPECT AN ANSWER
VWHEN WE ASK IRAQ S INTENTIONS. H'S RESPONSE I N EFFECT THAT HE TRIED
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VARI QUS DI PLOVATI C/ CHANNELS BEFORE RESORTING TO UNADULTERATED
I NTI' M DATI ON HAS AT LEAST THE VI RTUE OF FRANKNESS. H S EVMPHASI S THAT HE
WANTS PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT IS SURELY SINCERE (IRAQ S ARE SICK OF WAR),
BUT THE TERMS SOUND DI FFI CULT TO ACH EVE. SADDAM SEEM5 TO WANT PLEDGES
NOW ON O L PRI CES AND PRODUCTI ON TO COVER THE NEXT SEVERAL MONTHS.

GLASPI E
1990-07-25 [JULY 7™ 1990]

2003 invasion of Iraqg

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/2003_invasion_of _Irag#Casus belli_and_rationale

Result Decisive Coadlition victory

The 2003 invasion of Iraq (March 19-May 1, 2003), was the start of the conflict known
as the Irag War, or Operation Iragi Freedom, in which a combined force of troops from
the United States, the United Kingdom, Australia and Poland invaded Iraq and toppled
the regime of Saddam Hussein in 21 days of major combat operations. The invasion
phase consisted of a conventionally fought war which concluded with the capture of the
Iraq capital Baghdad by United States forces.

Four countries participated with troops during the initial invasion phase, which lasted
from March 19 to April 9, 2003. These were the United States (148,000), United
Kingdom (45,000), Australia (2,000), and Poland (194). 36 other countries were involved
in its aftermath. In preparation for the invasion, 100,000 U.S. troops were assembled in
Kuwait by February 18.!% The United States supplied the magjority of the invading
forces, but also received support from Kurdish irregularsin Iragi Kurdistan.
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According to U.S. President George W. Bush and British Prime Minister Tony Blair, the
reasons for the invasion were "to disarm Iraq of weapons of mass destruction, to end
Saddam Hussein® alleged support for terrorism, and to free the Iragi people."!?!
However, former chief counter-terrorism adviser on the National Security Council
Richard A. Clarke believes Mr. Bush came into office with a plan to invade Irag.!??
According to Blair, the trigger was lrag® failure to take a "final opportunity” to disarm
itself of nuclear, chemical, and biological weapons that U.S. and British officias called
an immediate and intolerable threat to world peace.!”! In 2005, the Central Intelligence
Agency released a report saying that no weapons of mass destruction had been found in

Iraq.l*

On February 15, 2003, a month before the invasion, there were worldwide protests
against the Irag war, including arally of three million people in Rome, which islisted in
the Guinness Book of Records as the largest ever anti-war raIIy.[29] According to the
French academic Dominique Reynié, between January 3 and April 12, 2003, 36 million
people across the globe took part in almost 3,000 protests against the Iraq war.!*!

Attempts to avoid war
Main article: Failed Iragi peaceinitiatives

In December 2002, a representative of the head of Iragi Intelligence, General Tahir Jalil
Habbush al-Tikriti, contacted former Central Intelligence Agency Counterterrorism
Department head Vincent Cannistrar o stating that Hussein "knew there was a campaign
to link him to September 11 and prove he had weapons of mass destruction (WMDs)."
Cannistraro further added that "the Iragis were prepared to satisfy these concerns. |
reported the conversation to senior levels of the state department and | was told to stand
aside and they would handle it." Cannistraro stated that the offers made were all "killed"
by the George W. Bush administration because they allowed Hussein to remain in power,
an outcome viewed as unacceptable. It has been suggested that Saddam Hussein was
prepared to go into exileif allowed to keep $1 billion USD.[®?

Egyptian president Hosni Mubarak® national security advisor, Osama El-Baz, sent a
message to the U.S. State Department that the Iragis wanted to discuss the accusations
that the country had weapons of mass destruction and ties with a-Qaeda. Iraq also
attempted to reach the U.S. through the Syrian, French, German, and Russian
intelligence services. Nothing came of the attempts,[citation needed

In January 2003, Lebanese-American Imad Hage met with Michael Maoof of the U.S.
Department of Defense® Office of Specia Plans. Hage, a resident of Beirut, had been
recruited by the department to assist in the War on Terrorism. He reported that
Mohammed Nassif, a close aide to Syrian president Bashar al-Assad, had expressed
frustrations about the difficulties of Syria contacting the United States, and had attempted
to use him as an intermediary. Maoof arranged for Hage to meet with civilian Richard
Per le, then head of the Defense Policy Board.®3/[®4

In January 2003, Hage met with the chief of Iragi intelligence® foreign operations,
Hassan a-Obeidi. Obeidi told Hage that Baghdad did not understand why they were
being targeted, and that they had no WMDs. He then made the offer for Washington to
send in 2000 FBI agents to confirm this. He additionally offered petroleum concessions,
but stopped short of having Hussein give up power, instead suggesting that elections
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could be held in two years. Later, Obeidi suggested that Hage travel to Baghdad for talks;
he accepted.®?

Later that month, Hage met with General Habbush and Iragi Deputy Prime Minister Tariq
Aziz. He was offered top priority to U.S. firms in oil and mining rights, UN-supervised
elections, U.S. inspections (with up to 5,000 inspectors), to have a-Qaeda agent Abdul
Rahman Yasin (in Iragi custody since 1994) handed over as a sign of good faith, and to
give "full support for any U.S. plan” in the Arab-Israeli peace process. They aso wished
to meet with high-ranking U.S. officials. On February 19, Hage faxed Maloof his report
of the trip. Maloof reports having brought the proposa to Jamie Duran. The Pentagon
denies that either Wolfowitz or Rumsfeld, Duran®bosses, were aware of the plan.[®

On February 21, Maoof informed Duran in an email that Richard Perle wished to meet
with Hage and the Iragis if the Pentagon would clear it. Duran responded "Mike, working
this. Keep this close hold." On March 7, Perle met with Hage in Knightsbridge, and
stated that he wanted to pursue the matter further with people in Washington (both have
acknowledged the meeting). A few days later, he informed Hage that Washington refused
to let him meet with Habbush to discuss the offer (Hage stated that Perle® response was
"that the consensus in Washington was it was a no-go"). Perle told The Times, "The
message was @ell them that we will see them in Baghdad.@/cation needed]

[edit] Casus belli and rationale
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/2003_invasion_of_Irag#Casus_belli_and_rationale

Casus belli and rationale
Main article: Rationale for the Irag War

George Bush, speaking in October 2002, said that “ The stated policy of the United States
is regime change... However, if Hussein were to meet al the conditions of the United
Nations, the conditions that | have described very clearly in terms that everybody can
understand, that in itself will signa the regime has changed”.[®® Citing reports from
certain intelligence sources, Bush stated on March 6, 2003 that he believed that Hussein
was not complying with UN Resolution 1441.[%®!

In September 2002, Tony Blair stated, in an answer to a parliamentary question, that
“Regime change in Iraq would be a wonderful thing. That is not the purpose of our
action; our purpose is to disarm Irag of weapons of mass destruction...”®” In November
of that year, Blair further stated that, “So far as our objective, it is disarmament, not
régime change - that is our objective. Now | happen to believe the regime of Saddam is a
very brutal and repressive regime, | think it does enormous damage to the Iragi people...
so | have got no doubt Saddam is very bad for Irag, but on the other hand | have got no
doubt either that the purpose of our challenge from the United Nations is disarmament of
weapons of mass destruction, it is not regime change.”®®

At a press conference on January 31, 2003, Bush again reiterated that the single trigger
for the invasion would be Iraq’ s failure to disarm, “ Saddam Hussein must understand that
if he does not disarm, for the sake of peace, we, aong with others, will go disarm Saddam
Hussein.”[®¥ As late as February 25, 2003, it was till the officia line that the only cause
of invasion would be a failure to disarm. As Blair made clear in a statement to the House
of Commons, “| detest his regime. But even now he can save it by complying with the
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UN® demand. Even now, we are prepared to go the extra step to achieve disarmament
peacefully.” ™

Additiond justifications used at various times included Iragi violation of UN resolutions,
the |[£6]\C]I government® repression of its citizens, and Iragi violations of the 1991 cease-
fire!*

The main allegations were that Hussein possessed or was attempting to produce weapons
of mass destruction which Saddam Hussein, had used such as in Halabja, ™" possessed,
and made efforts to acquire. Particularly considering two previous attacks on Baghdad
nuclear weapons production facilities by both Iran and Israel which was alleged to have
postponed weapons development progress. And that he had ties to terrorists, specifically
al-Qaeda.

While it never made an explicit connection between Iraq and the September 11 attacks,
the George W. Bush administration repeatedly insinuated a link, thereby creating a false
impression for the U.S. public. Grand jury testimony from the 1993 World Trade Center
attack trials cited numerous direct linkages from the bombers to Baghdad and Department
13 of the Iraqi Intelligence Service in that initial attack marking the second anniversary to
vindicate the surrender of Iragi armed forces in Operation Desert Storm. For example,
The Washington Post has noted that,

While not explicitly declaring Iragi culpability in the September 11, 2001,
terrorist attacks, administration officias did, at various times, imply a link. In
late 2001, Cheney said it was "pretty well confirmed" that attack mastermind
Mohamed Atta had met with a senior Iraqi intelligence official. Later, Cheney
caled Irag the "geographic base of the terrorists who had us under assault now
for many years, but most especially on 9/11."1"!

Steven Kull, director of the Program on International Policy Attitudes (PIPA) at the
University of Maryland, observed in March 2003 that "The administration has succeeded
in creating a sense that there is some connection [between Sept. 11 and Saddam
Hussein]". This was following a New York Times/CBS poll that showed 45% of
Americans believing Saddam Hussein was "personally involved” in the September 11
atrocities. As the Christian Science Monitor observed at the time, while "Sources
knowledgeable about U.S. intelligence say there is no evidence that Hussein played arole
in the Sept. 11 attacks, nor that he has been or is currently aiding Al Qaeda... the White
House appears to be encouraging this false impression, as it seeks to maintain
American support for a possible war against Iraq and demonstrate seriousness of
purpose to Hussein@ regime.” The CSM went on to report that, while polling data
collected "right after Sept. 11, 2001" showed that only 3 percent mentioned Iraq or
Saddam Hussein, by January 2003 attitudes "had been transformed” with a Knight Ridder
poll showing that 44% of Americans believed "most” or "some" of the September 11
hijackers were Iraqj citizens.™

The BBC has also noted that while President Bush, "never directly accused the former
Iragi leader of having a hand in the attacks on New York and Washington", he,
"repeatedly associated the two in keynote addresses delivered since September 11",
adding that, " Senior members of his administration have similarly conflated the two." For
instance, the BBC report quotes Colin Powell in February 2003, stating that, " We@e
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learned that Iraq has trained al-Qaeda members in bomb-making and poisons and
deadly gases. And we know that after September 11, Saddam Hussein@ regime
gleefully celebrated the terrorist attacks on America." The same BBC report also
noted the results of a recent opinion poll, which suggested that "70% of Americans
believe the Iragi leader was personally involved in the attacks."! ™!

Also in September 2003, the Boston Globe reported that "Vice President Dick Cheney,
anxious to defend the White House foreign policy amid ongoing violencein Irag, stunned
intelligence analysts and even members of his own administration this week by failing to
dismiss awidely discredited claim: that Saddam Hussein might have played arole in the
Sept. 11 attacks."!"® A year later, presidential candidate John Kerry alleged that Cheney
was continuing "to intentionally mislead the American public by drawing a link between
Saddam Hussein and 9/11 in an attempt to make the invasion of Iraq part of the global
war on terror."l"

Throughout 2002, the Bush administration insisted that removing Hussein from power to
restore international peace and security was a mgor goa. The principa stated
justifications for this policy of "regime change" were that Irag® continuing production of
weapons of mass destruction and known ties to terrorist organizations, as well as Iraqg®
continued violations of UN Security Council resolutions, amounted to a threat to the U.S.
and the world community.

The Bush administration® overal rationale for the invasion of Irag was presented in
detail by U.S. Secretary of State Colin Powell to the United Nations Security Council on
February 5, 2003. In summary, he stated, “We know that Saddam Hussein is determined
to keep his weapons of mass destruction; he® determined to make more. Given Saddam
Hussein® history of aggression... given what we know of his terrorist associations and
given his determination to exact revenge on those who oppose him, should we take the
risk that he will not some day use these weapons at a time and the place and in the
manner of his choosing a a time when the world is in a much weaker position to
respond? The United States will not and cannot run that risk to the American people.
Leaving Saddam Hussein in possession of weapons of mass destruction for a few more
months or years is not an option, not in a post—
September 11 world” 1”2

Colin Powell holding a model via of anthrax
while giving presentation to the United Nations
Security Council on February 5, 2003 (still
photograph captured from video clip, The
White House/CNN)

Since the invasion, the U.S. and British
government  statements concerning  lragi
weapons programs and links to terrorist organizations have been discredited.

While the debate of whether Iraq intended to develop chemical, biological, and nuclear
weapons in the future remains open, no WMDs have been found in Irag since the
invasion despite comprehensive inspections lasting more than 18 months.”™ In Cairo, on
February 24, 2001, Colin Powell had predicted as much, saying, "[Hussein] has not
developed any significant capability with respect to weapons of mass destruction. He is
unable to project conventional power against his neighbours."® Similarly, assertions of
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significant operational linkg@tionededl heyyyeen the Iragi regime and al-Qaeda have
largely been discredited by the intelligence community, and Secretary Powell himself
eventually admitted he had no incontrovertible proof .82

Marquis, Christopher (2004-01-09). "Powell Admits No Hard Proof in Linking Irag to Al
Qaeda.". New York Times.

http://www.nytimes.com/2004/01/09/politics/ 09POWE.html ?ex=1388984400& en=6bb5457574b
8ecld& ei=5007& partner=USERLAND.

DIPLOMACY

By CHRISTOPHER MARQUIS

Published: January 9, 2004

WASHINGTON, Jan. 8 — Secretary of State Colin L. Powell conceded Thursday that
despite his assertions to the United Nations last year, he had no "smoking gun" proof of
a link between the government of Iragi President Saddam Hussein and terrorists of Al
Qaeda.

"I have not seen smoking-gun, concrete evidence about the connection,” Mr. Powell
said, in response to a question at a news conference. "But | think the possibility of such
connections did exist, and it was prudent to consider them at the time that we did."

Mr. Powell's remarks on Thursday were a stark admission that there is no definitive
evidence to back up administration statements and insinuations that Saddam Hussein
had ties to Al Qaeda, the acknowledged authors of the Sept. 11 attacks. Although
President Bush finally acknowledged in September that there was no known connection
between Mr. Hussein and the attacks, the impression of a link in the public mind has
become widely accepted — and something administration officials have done little to
discourage.

Mr. Powell offered a vigorous defense of his Feb. 5 presentation before the Security
Council, in which he voiced the administration's most detailed case to date for war with
Irag. After studying intelligence data, he said that a "sinister nexus" existed "between
Irag and the Al Qaeda terrorist network, a nexus that combines classic terrorist
organizations and modern methods of murder."

Without any additional qualifiers, Mr. Powell continued, "lraq today harbors a deadly
terrorist network, headed by Abu Musaab al-Zargawi, an associate and collaborator of
Osama bin Laden and his Al Qaeda lieutenants."
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He added, "lraqi officials deny accusations of ties with Al Qaeda. These denials are
simply not credible."

On Thursday, Mr. Powell dismissed second-guessing and said that Mr. Bush had acted
after giving Mr. Hussein 12 years to come into compliance with the international
community.

"The president decided he had to act because he believed that whatever the size of the
stockpile, whatever one might think about it, he believed that the region was in danger,
America was in danger and he would act," he said. "And he did act."

In a rare, wide-ranging meeting with reporters, Mr. Powell voiced some optimism on
several other issues that have bedeviled the administration, including North Korea and
Sudan, while expressing dismay about the Middle East and Haiti.

But mostly, the secretary, appearing vigorous and in good spirits three weeks after
undergoing surgery for prostate cancer, defended his justification for the war in Iraq. He
said he had been fully aware that "the whole world would be watching," as he
painstakingly made the case that the government of Saddam Hussein presented an
imminent threat to the United States and its interests.

The immediacy of the danger was at the core of debates in the United Nations over how
to proceed against Mr. Hussein. A report released Thursday by the Carnegie
Endowment for International Peace, a nonpartisan Washington research center,
concluded that Iraqg's weapons programs constituted a long-term threat that should not
have been ignored. But it also said the programs did not "pose an immediate threat to
the United States, to the region or to global security."

Mr. Powell's United Nations presentation — complete with audiotapes and satellite
photographs — asserted that "leaving Saddam Hussein in possession of weapons of
mass destruction for a few more months or years is not an option." The secretary said he
had spent time with experts at the Central Intelligence Agency studying reports.
"Anything that we did not feel was solid and multisourced, we did not use in that
speech," he said Thursday.

He said that Mr. Hussein had used prohibited weapons in the past — including nerve
gas attacks against Iran and Iragi Kurds — and said that even if there were no actual
weapons at hand, there was every indication he would reconstitute them once the
international community lost interest.

All asProphesied 1400 years earlier by the Prophet M uhammad: -
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Hadith 1 - And this one by a Tabaee from Al Sham (Syria), fromthe sane

book compilation: "And in lrag a tyrant nman ...(eroded text)...a
sufyani, one of whose eyes are half closed, and his nane is from
confrontation (Sidan) and he is Saddam (A confronter) to all who
confront him..the world gathered against himin the [ esser "Kuwt"... he

entered it while he was deceived (by the Anerican Anbassador, April
A aspi e who SAID THAT: “SHE HAD SERVED | N KUWAI T 20 YEARS BEFORE; THEN,
AS NOW WE TOOK NO POSI TION ON THESE ARAB AFFAIRS’)...and there is no
goodness in this Sufyani except by Islam and he is both Good and Evil
and woe to he who betrays the trustworthy Al Mehdi...”
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SOELLY -CUI BONO -WHO BENEFITS?

AND WHO ARE THE REAL TERRORISTS?

AN OPEN LETTER TO DAVID CAMERON
PRIME MINISTER AND THE CABINET.

10 DOWNING STREET.
LONDON
SW 1A 2AA

DATE MAY 27th 2011

THE CONTINUING WAR ON TERROR —BUT WHO ARE THE TERRORISTS?

Dear Prime Minister,

It is said that truth is always
thefirst casualty of war and no
where is this more apparent
than in the West’s global war
on terror, however, where
Samud P. Huntington, would
have us believe that: “ The West
won the world not by the
superiority of its ideas or values
or _religion (to  which few
members of other civilizations
were converted) but rather by its

superiority in applying organized violence. Westerners often forget this fact non-

Westerners never do*." | disagree, however, because the historical evidence proves
that the West did indeed win the world through its superiority of ideas, but ideas
relating to the creation and application of Negative Deceitful Propaganda which
continues to provide it with convenient pretexts in order for it to apply organised
violence whenever and wherever it finds it profitable or expedient to do so.
Therefore the killing of Osama Bin Ladin (if he isindeed dead) will not resolve the
problem of terror because the issues that he allegedly stood for are smply
manifestations of far greater socio-economic problems which, sooner or later, will
have to be confronted by all concerned, particularly Western governments, if weare

to avert thefinal descent into ‘bellum omnium in omnia’ — Thomas Jeffer son

Of All Againgt All.”

s“War

100



* p.51. Clash of Civilizations and the Remaking of the New World Order.

| am writing this letter to you and your cabinet in response to recent statements and
speeches you have made particularly the one in Munich in which, whilst accepting that:
“poverty, western foreign policy, and a lack of democracy in Muslim countries are
contributory factors’ to British terrorism, you then claim that the actual root cause is
“Islamist ideology” which surely begs the question that if Democracy is the solution, why
does terrorism continue to rear its ugly head here in this same Democratic Isle? But, of
course, as you well know, things are rarely what they seem to be on the surface, as
George Szamuely, informed us back in 2002: “Who would think” he said “that starting in
the late 1970s that Israel helped build up the most fanatical and intolerant fundamentalist
Muslims as rivas to the nationalist PLO. The terrorist organization Hamas is largely an
Israeli creation. A UPI story last year [2001] quoted a U.S. government official as saying:
“The thinking on the part of some of the right-wing Israeli establishment was that Hamas
and the other groups, if they gained control, would refuse to have anything to do with the
peace process and would torpedo any agreements put in place...This has been
longstanding Isragli policy.” Source: The New York Press Volume 15, Issue 17, April
2002. [Note: As we also know this policy was very successful until April 27" 2011 when
Hamas and the Palestine Authority met to try and resolve their internecine differences —
setting their newfound alliance in concrete afew days ago in Cairo on May 4™ 2011.

Much earlier than Szamuely, the existence and purpose of such deceptive strategies were
identified by Oswald Spengler, in his monumental ‘Decline of the West’ (1918-1922) in
which he explains that:- “There is no proletarian, not even a Communist movement
which does not operate but in the interests of money, or move in adirection other than the
one indicated to it by money, [and] or exist longer than the time permitted to it by money,
without the idealists among its |eadership having the slightest notion of that fact.”

History tells us exactly whereto start and
whereto finish

Marcus Tullius: “A nation can survive its fools, and even the ambitious.

But it cannot survive treason from within. An enemy at the gates is far

less formidable, for he is known and carries his banner openly. But the

traitor moves amongst those within the gate freely, his sly whispers
rustling through...all the aleys, heard in the very halls of government itself. For the traitor
appears not atraitor; he speaks in accents familiar to his victims, and he wears their face
and their arguments, he appeals to the baseness that lies deep in the hearts of al men. He
rots the soul of a nation, he works secretly and unknown in the night to undermine the
pillars of the city, he infects the body politic so that it can no longer resist. A murderer is
lessto fear. The traitor is the plague.”
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THOMAS JEFFERSON: “Single acts of tyranny may be ascribed to the accidenta
opinion of aday, but a series of oppressions, begun at a distinguished period, unalterable
through every change of ministers, too plainly prove a deliberate, systematic plan of
reducing usto slavery.”

‘MI5 believed that the Jewish underground
wanted to assassinate Churchill’

YITZHAK SHAMIR:“Neither Jewish morality nor Jewish tradition can beg

SEeRieRe = oA d ISR SY O RIEI® We are very far from any moral
hesitations when concerned with the national struggle. First and foremost,

terror isfor usa part of political war appropriate for the circumstances of
[ eV Yitzhak Shamir, Israeli prime minister and a member of Jewish terrorist
group ‘Lehi’, wrote thisin his article entitled published in 1943 in Lehi’s

journal, “Hazit”. AND PRECISELY BECAUSE OF HIS TERRORIST RECORD, THAT
YITZHAK SHAMIR WASELECTED BY ISRAELISTO BE THEIR PRIME MINISTER:

By Duncan Gardham, Security Correspondent 8:04PM BST 03 Apr 2011
9 =%, C J

> )

“British military intelligence records revea that officials feared that pre-state Zionist
militia Lehi was plotting to murder the prime minister of the U.K. A member of one of
the Jewish underground militant groups that sought to end the British Mandate in
Paestine and establish the State of Isragl suggested that then-Prime Minister of the
United Kingdom, Winston Churchill, should be assassinated, according to the British
newspaper The Telegraph. Records of the British military intelligence unit MI5 reveal
that a member of the Lehi pre-state militia confessed when captured by mandate
authorities that a fellow Lehi member wanted to assassinate high-ranking British
politicians, including Churchill and the then - Foreign Secretary Ernest Bevin”.

This threat of assassination by Jewish Terrorists would have come as no surprise to
Churchill, because he had already warned the world about Jewish Terrorism more than 20
years earlier an article for the ‘Illustrated Sunday Herald’ entitled: ‘Zionism versus
Bolshevism; A struggle for the soul of the Jewish People.’ On February 8th 1920 he
wrote: “Some people like Jews and some do not; but no thoughtful man can doubt the
fact that they are beyond all question the most formidable and the most remarkable race
which has ever appeared in the world. Disradli, the Jew Prime Minister of England, and
Leader of the Conservative Party, who was always true to his race and proud of his
origin, said on a well known occasion: ‘The Lord deals with the Nations as the Nations
deal with their Jews.” Certainly when we look at the state of Russia, where of al
countries in the world, the Jews were most cruelly treated, and contrast it with the
[current good] fortunes of our own country which seems to have been so providentially
preserved amid the awful perils of these times, we must admit that nothing that has since
happened in the history of the world [1868 to 1920] has falsified the truth of Disradli’s
confident assertion...”

Good Jews and Bad Jews. The conflict between good and evil which proceeds
unceasingly in the breast of man nowhere reaches such an intensity as in the Jewish race.
The dual nature of mankind is nowhere more strongly or moreterribly exemplified.
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We owe to the Jews in the Christian revelation a system of ethics which, even if it were
entirely separated from the supernatural, would be incomparably the most precious
possession of mankind, worth in fact, the fruits of all other wisdom and learning put
together. On that system and by that faith, there has been built out of the wreck of the
Roman Empire the whole of our existing civilisation. And [yet] it may well be, that this
same astounding race, may at the present time [1920] be in the actua process of
producing another system of morals and philosophy, as malevolent as Christianity is
benevolent, which if not arrested, would shatter irretrievably all that Christianity has
rendered possible. It would almost seem asif the gospel of Christ and the gospel of Anti-
Christ were destined to originate among the same people; and that this mystic and
mysterious race had been chosen for the supreme manifestations, of both the divine and
the diabolical”.

Of the national patriotic Russian Jews, orthodox in their beliefs, The non-atheist, non-
secular, non-Zionist, non-Bolshevik, non-Masonic variety who have been expendable
pogrom fodder for the actions of the other variety throughout history, Churchill has this
to say: “The National Russian Jews, in spite of the disabilities under which they have
suffered, have managed to play an honourable and useful part in the national life even of
Russia..”

The International Jews: “In violent opposition to all this sphere of Jewish effort rise the
schemes of the International Jews. The adherents of this sinister confeder acy are mostly
men reared up among the unhappy populations of countries where Jews are persecuted on
account of their race. Most if not all of them, have forsaken the faith of their forefathers,
and divorced from their minds all spiritual hopes of the next world. This movement
among Jews is not new. From the days of Spartacus Weishaupt [1748-1811, Founder of
the Bavarian Illuminati] to those of Karl Marx, and down to Trotsky (Russia), Bella Kun
(Hungary), Rosa Luxemburg (Germany), and Emma Goldman (United States of
America), this world-wide conspiracy for the overthrow of civilization and for the
reconstitution of Society, on the basis of: arrested development, envious malevolence,
and impossible equality, has been steadily growing. It played as a modern writer, Mrs.
Nesta H. Webster, has so ably shown, [SECRET SOCIETIES & SUBVERSIVE
MOVEMENTS] adefinitely recognisable part in the tragedy of the French Revolution. It
has been the mainspring of every subversive movement during the 19th century; and now
at last this band of extraordinary persondities from the underworld of the great cities of
Europe and America have gripped the Russian people by the hair of their heads and have
become practically the undisputed master of that enormous empire.

Terrorist Jews. There is no need to exaggerate the part played in the creation of
Bolshevism and in the actua bringing about of the Russian Revolution by the
International, and for the most part atheistical, Jews. It is certainly a very great one; it
probably outweighs all others. With the notable exception of Lenin, the majority of the
leading figures are Jews."

NOTE: Dr. Cham Weizmann in the Jewish Chronicle, London, December 16th, 1932,
said that Lenin had taken part in Jewish students meetings in Switzerland thirty-five years
earlier. [The Jews, page 5] He is generaly regarded as Russian, but there is doubt. The
Rev. D. Fahey says. “Mr. Field remarked in his book *All these things' [that] Lenin was
married to a Jewess [and] spoke Yiddish in his family circle...” [The Rulers of Russia,

page 28]
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Others have this to say:- “Lenin was born on April 10th, 1870, in the vicinity of Odessa,
Southern Russia, as a son of I1ko Sroul Goldmann, a German Jew, and Sofie Goldmann, a
German Jewess, Lenin was circumcised as Hiam Goldmann. [Common Sense, April
1963] Lenin was left behind by a company of prisoners, and later his convict father, 11ko
Sroul Goldmann, wrote inquiring his whereabouts. [Russia Under the Jews, page 86]
Lenin was picked up and adopted by Oulianoff. [ The Secret World Government, page 36]
The original Lenin was a half-blooded Jew, that is to say, the original Ulianov who bore
the name of Lenin was so, but there is ground to believe that the present Lenin is
personating that man who is now dead, and that the actua Lenin of the Bolshevik
businessis what he looks, afull-blooded Jew” . [The Jews in Russia, page 5]

More recently on Monday, May. 23, 2011 a Moscow museum put Lenin® Jewish roots on
public display:

By MANSUR MIROVALEYV - Associated Press

MOSCOW — For the first time ever, ordinary Russians can now see documents that
appear to confirm long-standing rumors that Vladimir Lenin had Jewish heritage. In a
country long plagued by anti-Semitism, such heritage can be a significant taint, especially
for the founder of the Soviet Union who is ill revered by many elderly Russians.
Among dozens of newly released documents on display at the State History Museum is a
letter written by Lenin® eldest sister, Anna Ulyanova, saying that their maternal
grandfather was a Ukrainian Jew who converted to Christianity to escape the Pale of
Settlement and gain access to higher education.

In this Wednesday, May 18, 2011 photo a visitor
looks at a drawing showing Vladimir Lenin
flanked by Felix Dzerzhinsky, right, and Y akov
Sverdlov in Red Square, on display at the
exhibition in the State History Museum in
Moscow, Russia. For the first time ever, ordinary
Russians can now see documents that appear to
confirm long-standing rumors that Vladimir Lenin
had Jewish heritage.
- Sergey Ponomarev /AP Photo

In this Wednesday, May 18, 2011 photo visitors look at documents on display at the
exhibition in the State History Museum in Moscow, Russia. For the first time ever,
ordinary Russians can now see documents that appear to confirm long-standing rumors
that Vladimir Lenin had Jewish heritage. In the background is an original desk Lenin
worked at.

- Sergey Ponomarev /AP Photo

BACK TO: ‘Zionism versus Bolshevism by Winston S. Churchill: “Moreover, the
principle inspiration and driving power comes from the Jewish leaders. Thus Tchitcherin,
a pure blooded Russian is eclipsed by his nomina subordinate Litvinoff, and the
influence of Russians like Bukharin or Lucharski cannot be compared with the power of
Trotsky or of Zinovieff the Director of the Red Citadel (Petrograd) or of Krassin or
Radek - all Jews. In the Soviet institutions the predominance of Jews is even more
astonishing. And the prominent, if not indeed the principle, part in the system of
Terrorism applied by the extraordinary Commissions for Combating Counter Revolution
has been taken by Jews, and in some notable cases by Jewesses. The same evil
prominence was obtained by Jews in the brief period of terror during which Bella Kun
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[Cohen] ruled in Hungary. [In a period of rule lasting 133 days Bela Kun is reported as
having murdered over 700,000 Hungarians| The same phenomenon has been presented in
Germany especidly in Bavaria, so far as this madness has been allowed to prey upon the
temporary prostration of the German people. Although in al these countries there are
many non-Jews every whit as bad as the worst of the Jewish Revolutionaries, the part
played by the latter in proportion to their numbers in the population is astonishing...The
fact that in many cases Jewish interests and Jewish places of worship are excepted by the
Bolsheviks from their universal hostilities has tended more and more to associate the
Jewish Race in Russia with the villainies which are being perpetrated...”

LEADERSOF THE RUSSIAN REVOLUTION

George Armstrong pointed out in his *Rothschild Money Trust’ that the Jewish Russian
revolution occurred in 1917 when they were fighting World War |. against Germany
which had at that time a cabinet completely dominated by key ministers who were
predominantly Jewish. Bethmann Holweg, chancellor and spokesman, was a descendent
of the Rothschilds, Walter Rathenau, treasurer, and Felix Warburg, head of the spy
system, together with five other members of the Kaiser’s Cabinet, were Jews. The Jewsin
1914 were more completely in control of Europe than they were in 1844 when Disradi’s
“Sidonia’ (Rothschild) visited the various capitals of Europe. Sidonia then with words of
prophecy visioned the revolution and world at war: ‘That mighty revolution which is at
this moment preparing in Germany ... is entirely developing under the auspices of Jews
who almost monopolise the professorial chairs of Germany.’ [page 59-61]

Chaim Weizman, Zionist Leader and first president of Israel, 1948-1952: “We told
the authorities in London: We shall be in Palestine whether you want us there or not. You
may speed up or slow down our coming, but it would be better for you to help us,
otherwise our constructive force will turn into a destructive one that will bring about
ferment in the entire world.” quoted in The Struggle for World Power, page 20]

Lenin (left) in 1923 in last stages of ®rainrot@r neurosyphilis
of the brain. Pavlov: " Revolution was made by a madman with
syphilis of the brain." - Professor Ivan Pavlov(1928), one of the
few doctors daring enough to speak the truth about Lenin.
Professor Pavlov (1849-1936) was famous for his Paviov® dog
experiments and was a Nobel prize winner (1904) and
Academician of the Russian Academy of Sciences. This is what
Lenin said as people were getting ready to assist those in a
famine ravaging the Volga region in 1890& *“ Psychologically,
thistalk of feeding the starving is nothing but an expression of
saccharine-sweet sentimentality so characteristic of our intelligentsia” [8,pg15] V.I.
Lenin.

In 1939 George Armstrong wrote in ‘ The Rothschild Money Trust’ that the purpose of
World War |. was to establish The League of Nations, the worldwide Gold Standard and
Paestine for the Jews. “And with the exception of Palesting”, he says, [this] “is the
purpose of World War 11.” [page 60]

Though Winston Churchill mentions the astonishing numbers of Jews in positions of
influence at the time of the Revolution he named only a few. Of the 25 Leaders of the
revolution al of them were Jews including Lenin. The following are the names of those
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leaders from The American Official Services Report, Volume 111 of United States Senate
Document No. 62, 66th Congress, First Session:

Assumed Name Real Name Nationality
Lenin Oulianow Russian * [Jewish]
Trotsky (Trotzky) Bronstein Jewish
Stecklof f Nakhames Jewish
Martoff Zederbaum Jewish
Zinovieff Apfelbaum Jewish
Kameneff Rosenfeld Jewish
Dan Gourevitch Jewish
(Y urewitsch)

Ganetzky Fuerstenberg Jewish
Parvus Helpfand Jewish
Uritzky Padomilsky Jewish
Larin Lurge Jewish
Bohrin Nathanson Jewish
Martinoff Zibar Jewish
Bogdanoff Zilberstein Jewish
Garin Garfeld Jewish
Suchanoff Gimel Jewish
Kamnel ff Goldmann Jewish
Sagersky Krochmann Jewish
Riazanoff Goldenbach Jewish
Solutzeff Bleichmann Jewish
Piatnitzky Ziwin Jewish
Axelrod Orthodox Jewish
Glasunoff Schultze Jewish
Zuriesain Weinstein Jewish
Lapinski L oewensohn Jewish

On February 12th 1919 before a committee of The United States Senate the Rev. George
Simons, who was Superintendent of the Methodist Episcopal Church in St. Petersburg
from 1907 to October 1918, made the following statement: “In December 1918, out of
388 members of the Revolutionary Government, only 16 happened to be real Russians;
all the rest were [International] Jews, with the exception of one U.S. Negro. Two-hundred
and sixty-five of these Jews came from the lower East side of New Y ork... Such has been
the condition of affairs in the U.S.S.R. from that day to this. Though a number of Jews
were liquidated in the so called ‘Moscow-Purge’, this affected the situation in no way. It
merely signified that one Jewish faction had triumphed over, and liquidated, another.
There has never been anything in the nature of a Gentile revolt against the Jewish
domination.” [Rulers of Russia, page 27-28]

Prime Minister, long prior to the establishment of the State of Isragl, in 1948, several
Jewish underground military organizations operated in what was then mandatory
Paestine, these included the Hagana, the Irgun Tzvai Leumi, and the Lochamei Herut
Israel, dso known by its Hebrew acronym Lehi, and often called the Stern Gang after its
leader Yair Stern. These underground groups conducted military campaigns against
symbols of British power and are partially credited with convincing the British
government to withdraw its troops from Paestine and hand responsibility over to the
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United Nations, who then voted in 1947 to partition the country into Jewish and Arab
states.

Not so surprising if we recall Ben Gurion’s boast that “the United Nations is a Jewish
ideafrom A to Z”, he, better than most, also knew perfectly well that the United Nations
is the Super Government mentioned by master strategist Theodor Herzl and embodied in
his notorious Master Plan drawn from Machiavelli, The Talmud and Satanic Archives
from the Luciferian Masonic Brotherhood - AKA: The Protocols of The Learned Elders
of Zion - which in reality are only a dramatised version of his persona diaries and
plagiarisms.

Eliyahu Ben-Zuri, the Lehi member which the Telegraph reports is said to have desired
Churchill’s death, was executed for the murder of another British official in the region,
Lord Moyne, the U.K.’s minister resident in the Middle East. It was Ben-Zuri who killed
Moyne, a confidant of Churchill, in Cairo.

These encrypted reports were sent by a British military officer to his superiors in London
only after Ben-Zuri was hung in 1944. In a 1946 telegram, a mgjor in the British armed
forces wrote, “Stern Group are training members to go to England to assassinate
members of His Majesty’ s Government, especially Mr. Bevin.”

British officials apparently feared an assassination attempt on Bevin's life during a
planned visit to Egypt to initial a diplomatic accord. “If a fanatic intended to carry out
an assassination and was prepared to disregard his own safety there would be very
little that he could not do,” an MI5 memo stated. The 1940’ s records reported on in the
Telegraph reved that the concerns held by British officias over Jewish nationalist
suicide-assassins are not entirely dissmilar from the fears of Israeli government officials
over the threat of Palestinian suicide bombers today.

Churchill defined a fanatic as: “someone who can’t change his mind and won'’t
changethe subject”.

And all of the following come under Churchill’s definition of fanatics — all of whom
were ultimately diagnosed as suffering from Israel’s 3000 year old ‘Superiority
Complex’ otherwise known as the Ozymandias Syndrome - in other words — all
were declared to be‘clinically insane'.

Herzl, Jabotinsky, Begin, Shamir, Sharon, Netanyahu, et a or perhaps el a might be
more appropriate! All followed that demented, rabid, irrational brand of Judeo-Tamudic
Zionism, a direct result of ther traditiona indoctrination at elementary schools or
Cheider in which they are indoctrinated and afflicted with a condition “so rare in
other races, but occurring quite frequently among Jews — that of male hysterial” Which
when coupled with their collective schizophrenia and congenital paranoia leads them to
misinterpret all the signs warning them that tolerance of the Goy is not to be taken asign
of gentile stupidity or indifference to their crimes against us and the rest of humanity.
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For example, Arch Terrorist Menachem Begin, who was the Prime Minister of Israel
between 1977 and 1983 claimed that: “Our (Jewish) race is the
Master Race. We are divine gods on this planet. We are as
different from the inferior races as they are from insects. In fact,
compared to our race, other races are beasts and animals, cattle at
best. Other races are considered as human excrement. Our destiny
is to rule over the inferior races. Our earthly kingdom will be
ruled by our leader with a rod of iron. The masses will lick our
feet and serve us as our slaves." "[The Palestinians are] beasts
walking on two legs." Menahim Begin, speech to the Knesset,
quoted in Amnon Kapeliouk, "Begin and the Beasts'. New
Statesman, 25 June 1982.

Begin's Zionist rant sounds much like the core theme of Salman Rushdie’s book “ Satanic
Verses” which claims that it is man who creates God or the supernatural through the force
of and projection of his own desires. “In a nutshell, Nietzsche's philosophy is that man
has, in the past, projected outwards, power that resides within himsdf; and this
resemblent projection or image eventually came to be worshipped as God. Therefore, as
man begins to realise this, he can take back the power into himself and by so doing
become, as it were, superman again. As a philosophical notion, thisideais at least worthy
of debate. There is, however, a big difference between knocking about the intellectual
idea of Superman, on the one hand, and insisting that one is personally becoming this
God or Superman, on the other: This latter prospect isindicative of insanity”.

C. G. Jung had some sympathy with Nietzsche's philosophy - i.e. that man projects
aspects of himself into or onto external images, which he then imbues with power. [One
can explain, for instance, some aspects of the Hindu pantheon of gods in these terms, and
the age-old techniques used in the imitative process of cabbalistic black magic, with
Shabatai Zvi , David Alroy , and Aleister Crowley , being some of its better known
adepts.] “Recognising this process and then taking responsibility for these forces that
properly originate within the self, was seen by Jung as an indispensable step in becoming
a mature and whole human being. Jung emphasised, however, the need for humility in
dealing with these normally unconscious forces within the self. Otherwise he warned that
the Ego becomes soldly inflated with a sense of power-producing or rather (certainly in
the case of al Zionist leaders) paranoid and grandiose arrogance, with the symptoms of
disintegration of the self and frank insanity following later” — asis certainly the case with
Benjamin Netanyahu.

“Remember, Jung attributed Nietzsche's own insanity to his lack of Humility. After all,
humility only comes from recognising that, whatever the power of the self, one is
ultimately a servant of God”.

So from where do they derive such repulsive, demonic, anti-
human policies? The answer to this question can only come from
a comprehensive study and analysis of the origins and the
spiritual force behind such: “overweening arrogance, deceit,
pugnacious self righteousness and duplicity.” From his clinical
records Benjamin Netanyahu, stands head and shoulders above or
should we say below all previous contenders in his degree of rank
insanity and grandiose arrogance.
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Netanyahu was described by Moyshe Yatom, his personal Psychiatrist as:
On Steroids ... ‘A black-hole of self-contradiction’ .

Here is an excerpt from his notes on Isragl’s current Prime Minister which explains his
recent display of chutzpah in his recent TV encounter with Obama and his address to
Congress:-

Psychiatrist of Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu Commits Suicide
Saturday, 12 June 2010 00:05 Michael K. Smith, Psychiatrist of Israeli Prime
Minister Benjamin Netanyahu Commits Suicide. Anguished Suicide Note Cites
‘Deluge of Doublethink’ In Driving Kind-Hearted Shrink to Despair:- “Moshe Yatom, a
prominent Israeli psychiatrist who successfully cured the most extreme forms of mental
illness throughout a distinguished career, was found dead a his home in Td Aviv
yesterday from an apparent self-inflicted gunshot wound. A suicide note at his side
explained that the Isragli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu, who has been his patient
for the last nine years, had: “sucked theliferight out of me.” “I can’t take it anymore,”
wrote Yatom. “Robbery (for him) is redemption, apartheid is freedom, peace activists are
terrorists, murder is self-defense, piracy is legality, Paestinians are Jordanians,
annexation is liberation, theres no end to his contradictions. “Freud promised
rationality would reign in theinstinctual passions, but he never met Bibi Netanyahu.
This guy would say Gandhi invented brass knuckes.”

Psychiatrists are familiar with the human tendency to massage the truth to avoid
confronting emotionally troubling material, but Y atom was apparently stunned at what he
caled the “waterfall of lies” gushing from his most illustrious patient. His persona
diary details the steady disintegration of his once invincible personality under the barrage
of self-serving rationalizations put forth by Netanyahu.

“I'm completely shocked,” said neighbor Yossi Bechor, whose family regularly
vacationed with Yatom's family. “Moshe was the epitome of the fully-integrated
personality and had cured dozens of schizophrenics before beginning work on Bibi.
There was no outward indication that his case was any different from the others.”

But it was. Yatom grew increasingly depressed at his complete lack of progress in
getting the Prime Minister to acknowledge reality, and he eventually suffered a series
of strokes when attempting to grasp Netanyahu’ s thinking, which he characterized in one
diary entry as* a black hole of self-contradiction.”

The first of Yatom’'s strokes occurred when Netanyahu offered his opinion that the 911
attacks on Washington and New York “were good.” The second followed a session in
which Netanyahu insisted that Iran and Nazi Germany were identical. And the third
occurred after the Prime Minister declared Iran’s nuclear energy program was a
“flying gas chamber,” and that all Jews everywhere “lived permanently in Auschwitz.”
Yatom’s efforts to calm Netanyahu's hysteria were extremely taxing emotionally and
routinely ended in failure. “ The alibi is always the same with him,” complained another
diary entry. “The Jews are on the verge of annihilation at the hands of the racist

goyim and the only way to save the day isto carry out BHCHINCINCEEeien

Y atom was apparently working on converting his diary into a book about the Netanyahu
case. Several chapters of an unfinished manuscript, entitled “Psychotic On Steroids,”
were found in his study. The excerpt below offers arare glimpse at the inner workings of
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a Prime Minister's mind, at the same time as it reveals the daunting challenge Yatom
faced in seeking to guide it to rationality:

“Monday, March 8: “Bibi came by at three for his afternoon session. At four he refused
to leave and claimed my house was actually his. Then he locked me in the basement
overnight while he lavishly entertained his friends upstairs. When | tried to escape, he
caled me a terrorist and put me in shackles. | begged for mercy, but he said he could
hardly grant it to someone who didn’'t even exist.” Michael K. Smith is the author of
"Portraits of Empire" and "The Madness of King George," from Common Courage Press.
He can be reached at proheresy@yahoo.com

Thereforethe following should come asno surprise -
http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/'world-europe-15635476
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C. G. JUNG: WHY WE NEED RELIGION

“What are religions? Religions are psychotherapeutic systems. What are we doing, we
psychotherapists? We are trying to heal the suffering of the human mind, of the psyche or
the human soul, and religions deal with the same problem. Therefore our Lord himself is
a healer; he isadoctor; he heals the sick and deals with the troubles of the soul; and this
Is exactly what we call psychotherapy.

It is not a play on words when | call religion a psychotherapeutic system. It is the most
elaborate system, and there is great practical truth behind it. | have a clientele which is
pretty large and extends over a number of continents, and where | live we are practically
surrounded by Catholics; but during the last thirty years | have not had more than about
six practising Catholics among my patients. The vast majority are Protestants and
Jews.” [Jung’' s Analytical Psychology, page 181-182]

Here are some of the reasons why the Jews behave the way they do. According to clinical
data collected in the latter part of the 19" century, Jewish inbreeding and eugenics has
had several negative side effects which are rarely, if ever, discussed; the main one being
the higher propensity of Jews which have menta disorders; the venerable Jewish
Encyclopedia provides the following data:-

http://www.j ewishencyclopedia.com/view.jsp?artid=149& letter =I

hEncyclopedia.com

“Mental disease. Among the Jews the proportion of insane has been observed to be
very large. From statistics collected by Buschan he concludes that they are four to
six times mor e liable to mental disease than are non-Jews. ... A similar phenomenon
has been observed in other countries. In the various provinces of Germany and also
in Denmark the percentage of Jewish insaneisvery large, asis seen from thefigures
in the appended table: ... In this table the proportion of Jewish, insaneisin nearly
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all places very large, in some cases more than double that of the non-Jewish
population.”

"As is the case with all the physical, mental, and intellectual traits of the Jews,
consanguineous marriages have been considered a cause of a great part of the
insanity among them. The Jews, it iswell known, are very neurotic, asis manifested
by the frequency of various nervous affections among them (see Nervous Diseases);
and themarriage of relativeswho ar e affected by a neurotic taint has been positively
proved to be detrimental to the succeeding generation.”

http://www.jewishencyclopedia.com/view.jsp?ar tid=149& letter =I #ixzz1M mOvdsle

“The Jews are more subject to diseases of the nervous system than the other races
and peoples among which they dwell. Hysteria and neurasthenia appear to be most
frequent. Some physicians of large experience among Jews have even gone so far as
to state that most of them are neurasthenic and hysterical.”
http://www.] ewishencyclopedia.com/view.jsp?artid=193& letter=N

By:

“Menta disease. Among the Jews the proportion of insane has been observed to be very
large. From gatistics collected by Buschan he concludes that they are four to six
times more liable to mental disease than are non-Jews. Lombroso quotes Servi ("Gli
Israeliti di Europa,”" 1872) to the effect that in Italy there is one insane among 391 Jews,
nearly four times as many as among the Catholic population of that country. Verga
("Archivio di Statistico,” 1880) shows that in 1870 there was one insane among 1,775
Catholicsin Italy, while with the Jews it reached the alarming proportion of one insanein
384 of population. A similar phenomenon has been observed in other countries. In the
various provinces of Germany and also in Denmark the percentage of Jewish insane is
very large, asis seen from the figures in the appended table: see table below
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In this table the proportion of Jewish, insane isin nearly all places very large, in some cases more
than double that of the non-Jewish population. Maximoff and Sikorsky have shown that similar
conditions prevail in Russia. Among the troops in Kiev they found the following proportions of
insane. see tables
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Frequency of Hysteria Among Jews.

“The Jews are more subject to diseases of the nervous system than the other races and
peoples among which they dwell. Hysteria and neurasthenia appear to be most frequent.
Some physicians of large experience among Jews have even gone so far as to state that
most of them are neurasthenic and hysterical. Tobler claimsthat all the Jewish women
in Palestine are hysterical; and Raymond says that in Warsaw, Poland, hysteriais very
frequently met with among both Jewish men and Jewish women. The Jewish population
of that city alone is amost exclusively the inexhaustible source for the supply of
hysterical males for the clinics of the whole Continent ("L&tude des Maladies du
Systéme Nerveux en Russie," p. 71, Paris, 1889). Asregards Austria and Ger many the
same neurotic taint of the Jews has been emphasized by Krafft Ebing, who states
that nervous diseases, and especially neurasthenia, affect the Jews with exceptional
severity ("Nervositdt und Neurasthenische Zustande,”" p. 54, Vienna, 1895). Binswanger,
Erb, Jolly, Md&bius, Léwenfeld, Oppenheim Féré, Charcot, Bauveret, and most of the
other specialists in nervous diseases, speak of this in their monographs on neurasthenia
and hysteria, and point out that hysteria in the male, which isso rarein other races,
IS quite frequent among the Jews. In New York city it has been shown by Collins that,
among 333 cases of neurasthenia which came under his observation, more than 40 per
cent were of Jewish extraction, although his clientele was not conspicuously foreign
("Medical Record," March 25, 1899).

Causes.

The following causes are usually assigned for the nervousness of the Jews: (1) The fact
that they are town-dwellers, and that diseases of this kind are most frequently observed in
the populations of the modern large urban centers. (2) The peculiar occupations of the
Jews. neurasthenia is seen most often among the commercial classes, bankers, and
speculators. Thisview isnot sustained by the fact that neurasthenia and hysteria are
(also) met with in the poorer classes of Jews, in laborers and artisans, just as often
as in the richer classes. (3) Consanguineous marriages are aso blamed by many
physicians, but the modern view that such marriages, when contracted between healthy
individuals, are not at all detrimental to the health of the offspring contradicts this theory.
(4) The repeated persecutions and abuses to which the Jews were subjected during the
two thousand years of the Diaspora are to be considered when speaking of their neurotic
taint. Such massacres as occurred in Kishinef in 1903 were of frequent occurrence during
the Middle Ages; and their effect on the nervous system of the Jews could not be other
than an injurious one. Organic as well as functional derangements of the nervous
system aretransmitted hereditarily from one generation to another.

Education.

The education of the Jewish child in the eastern European ghettos must be recalled when
speaking of the nervousness of the Jews. The Cheder, in which he begins at a quite early
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age to spend the greater part of the day in studying Bible and Tamud, is aso an
important factor in the production of nervousness among the Jews. Asiswell known, the
intellect of the Jewish child is very precocious, and on this account the nervous system
suffers severely.

A Cheder (aternatively, Cheider, inHebrew  , meaning "room") is atraditional
elementary school teaching the basics of Judaism and the Hebrew language.

A Cheder in Meron, Isragl, 1912

Mortality.

Hysteria and neurasthenia are only rarely, if at al, fatal, and consequently their extent can
not be appreciated by a study of the causes of death among the Jews. But the case is
different when the degenerative organic nervous diseases are considered. Minor and
othersinsist that these diseases are less frequently met with among the Jews than among
the rest of any given population; while other physicians claim that all the diseases of the
nervous system, both functional and organic, are very prevalent among Jews...”

In New York.

“...From these and other available statistics it appears that the Jews are less predisposed
than are other races to those forms of organic diseases of the brain and spina cord which
are liable to prove fata. This has been pointed out by Minor of Moscow, who analyzed
3,214 cases of nervous diseases in his practise, including those of 1,480 Jews and 1,734
Christians. He concludes that, so far as he could discover, the Jews are not more
predisposed than Christians to all nervous diseases. On the contrary, the most serious
organic diseases of the brain and spinal cord, chronic inflammation of the cerebral blood-
vessels, etc., are far more often met with among Christians than among Jews. Minor is
satisfied that the main, if not the exclusive, reason lies in the facts that the Jews are not
alcoholics and that they only rarely suffer from syphilis. The only disease from which
Minor found the Jews to suffer more often than non-Jews was hysteria, particularly
hysteriain the male.
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Which is why only psychiatrists can explain
| srael@ behaviour:

54 CO45 54 45
46 5N 45 54 45

Our leaders©ongoing irrational policies suggest
that they are afflicted with several severe mental
IlInesses.

By Gideon Levy Tags: Gideon Levy Benjamin Netanyahu Israel news

Our wild world of crime has recently been sent for observation. From the bodyguard of
the IDF Chief of Staff to the killers of their own children - al have been sent for
observation. The time has come, as is the custom around here, to send the country for
observation, too. Maybe with ongoing treatment from specialists, the diagnosis that will
save us can be made.

There are numerous reasons for the observation. A long series of acts that have no
rational explanation, or really any explanation whatsoever, raise the following suspicions:
a loss of touch with reality; temporary or permanent insanity, paranoia,
schizophrenia and megalomania; memory loss and loss of judgment. All of this must
be examined, under careful observation.

The psychiatric specialists might be so kind as to try to explain how a country with
leaders committed to a two-state solution continues to direct huge budgets toward
building more settlements in territories it intends to vacate in the future. What
explanation could there be, if not from the psychiatric realm, for a 10-month halt to
residential construction in the settlements, to be immediately followed by more
construction? How can a country be so tight-fisted when it comes to healthcare spending
on its citizens, whose poor are getting poorer - and yet when a portion of the roads in the
West Bank are aready deemed as dangerous, they build more and more roads there
leading from nowhere to nowhere?

They should explain how the state prosecutor can announce his intention to expropriate
more privately-owned Paestinian land at the settlement of Ofra - the "largest illegal
settlement in the territories” (in the words of the defense minister® adviser on settlement
issues) - when Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu, in his address at Bar-1l1an University
last year, explicitly committed not to do so, and President Shimon Peres did more of the
same in a meeting with Egyptian President Hosni Mubarak.
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They should explain what lies behind the decision to examine annexing Highway 443,
which runs through the West Bank, as Isragli territory - as a way of defeating the recent
High Court of Justice ruling opening it to Palestinian motorists. How can a country that
preaches the rule of law dare outfox the High Court through "bypass’ laws? And how
have an insignificant minority - the settlers - sown fear and managed to extort the country
for so many years?

Psychiatric specialists should make clear how a country that® been dealt a report as
potentialy disastrous for it as the Goldstone report can so adamantly and stubbornly
refuse to convene the commission of inquiry the report provides as an escape clause. How
can a nation that has so desperately fought for its international image and standing, and
which is so dependent on the world® benevolence, appoint such a thuggish and violent
figure as Avigdor Lieberman as its No. 1 diplomat? Half the world is closed to the
foreign minister and we suffer the consequences.

Why didn® Israel consider presenting, even through some illusion, a nicer face to the
world than Lieberman®threatening visage? Why doesn® a country so ostracized by so
much of the world not ask itself, even for a moment, what part it played in shaping
that position of isolation, from which it simply attacks and points fingers at its
critics? How can a society which has already existed with a cruel occupation in its
backyard for two generations refuse to deal with it, continue feeling so good about
itself and evade any kind of self-examination or even an inkling of moral
equivocation?

What kind of explanation can be given for the fact that a nation with a clear secular
majority has no system for civil marriage, no buses or trains operating on Shabbat? How
in such a country are wealthy municipal governments required to transfer funds to
religious councils, of al places, rather than other needs? How can a country that hasto
deal with a domestic Arab minority which has maintained surprising loyalty to the
country for more than 60 years do everything to put it down, humiliate and exclude
it, treat it unfairly and engender a sense of frustration and hatred within it?

Can it be rationaly explained how a country, to which all of the Arab nations have
presented a historic peace proposal, refuses to even discuss this? It is a country that the
president of Syria (whose major aly, Iran, is threatening Isragl) is begging to come to a
peace agreement with, yet it remains insistent in its refusal. Only psychiatric experts
could possibly explain how the continued occupation of the Golan Heights and the
missed opportunities for peace relate to security or logic. At the same time, they
should try to explain the connection between the sanctity of historic sites and sovereignty
over them. And above all, they should clarify how such a smart and talented society
participatesin this march of folly without anyone objecting.

True, it@® a difficult case to figure out - all the more reason to recommend the
country be sent for observation.” http://www.haaretz.com/misc/article-print-
page/netanyahu-was-right-1.2938862trailingPath=2.169%2C2.225%2C2.227%2C
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The time has come to take off our hats to the prime minister. Benjamin Netanyahu®
predictions have proved accurate, and his prophecies are coming true right before our
eyes. Now we can proudly declare that our government is led by a man of vision, a
statesman who has foretold the future. Even his greatest critics can®deny it; the facts
speak for themselves.

Netanyahu said the whole world is against us. Wasn®he right? He also said we live under
an existentia threat. 1sn®it beginning to look like that? Give it another minute and
Turkey will be at war with us too. Netanyahu said there® no chance of reaching an
agreement with the Arabs. Wasn®that spot on? Our prime minister, who saw danger
lurking in every alleyway and enemies waiting around every corner, who has always
taught that there is no hope, who has drummed into us that we shall forever live by the
sword (just as his father the historian [Professor Ben-Tzion Netanyahu] taught him ),
knew what he was talking about.

We haven®had anyone like him since David Ben-Gurion. He® a genuine prophet whose
every prediction comes true, one after the other - someone who can redlly be proud of his
accomplishments. Enough mockery, enough ridicule. For Netanyahu is not only a
prophet; his leadership has swept up the entire country. There is no longer anyone who
can stop him from realizing his vision, and soon the pundits will be writing that
Netanyahu was right.

This country now has a blind captain in the cockpit, flying his blindfolded passengers
with exemplary precision toward the destination he envisioned. If there had still been any
object of his scaremongering that had not yet been attained before this week, along came
the outrageous seizure of the flotilla, and that goal too was in the bag.

If anyone was still entertaining a glimmer of hope that our pilot wasn®totally blind, that
he had some special sight-enhancing gadget, along came his declaration that the blockade
of Gaza would continue. Let the world and wisdom and Gaza al go to hell, and
incidentally Israel too - and dash that glimmer of hope as well. After the saws and knives
seized on the Marmara have been publicly exhibited, we will be able to convince
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ourselves once and for all that there isindeed adanger lurking in every aley, an Al-Qaida
operative on every ship, weapons on every deck - and even that the Marmara was an
existential threat, no less, just as our leader had foreseen.

Of course, no one will demand to see the guns that the activists are alleged to have fired,
or the video footage in which Israeli soldiers are seen firing, or the confiscated
photographs taken by journalists. For us, the pictures of the severe beatings that the IDF
Spokesman® Office has rel eased are enough.

Some 7 billion human beings (less about 5 million Isragli Jews) are wrong. They haven®
got a leader like Netanyahu, and that® why they go on thinking that seizing passenger
ships in international watersis an act of piracy, no different from the deeds committed by
the pirates of Somalia. They think (wrongly of course) that Israel has no right to stop a
fleet of boats; that the victims are the people of Gaza and the bleeding passengers, not the
naval commandos who raided the ship and were beaten; and that the aggressors were the
troops who were dropped onto the ship from a helicopter, killing nine civilians with live
fire and wounding dozens.

The world iswrong and Netanyahu, with usin tow, isright. We will not lift the blockade.
For four years it has yielded not an ounce of benefit, just damage, but what does that
matter? Giddyup! Let® fulfill Netanyahu® vision. We® become an even more despised
country and won®have a single friend left in the world, not even the United States. True,
it was Netanyahu® predecessor, Ehud Olmert, who began this terrible landslide with
Operation Cast Lead, after which the world became intolerant of al violent behavior by
Israel, but Netanyahu isfollowing in his path.

Despite it dl, his vision has not yet been realized in full. He gave rise to one hope: an
"economic peace"’ that would bring prosperity to Paestinians and Israelis. But as yet
there has been no greater saboteur of Isragli exports than Netanyahu, and soon everything
produced here will have to be sold no further afield than Petah Tikva. Even prophets are
entitled to err on occasion, but he had better not give rise to any more hopes.

About half of Israelis want a commission of inquiry, according to a poll published
yesterday. It can be assumed that this is only because our soldiers were beaten and
humiliated. Why, what else is there to investigate? After al, we have a prophet-statesman
whose predictions are coming true, one after the other, and the redeemer is (not) coming
to Zion”".
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Prime Minister Cameron, how do you respond to such damning disclosures? But there are
more which bring us to the former Israeli Prime Minister Shimon Peres, who was a recent
guest of yours at number 10, who featured in a recent Isragli Television documentary on
an officia Israeli government channel stating that he was directly responsible for
arranging the assassination of Isragli President Yitzak Rabin? Here is the inside story by
the famous Israeli writer and broadcaster Barry Chamish, the Isragli Government film can
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“On the first Thursday of April 2011, at 9 PM, Israel®
government-owned TV Channel-One, grew up and in doing
so cemented my reputation for accuracy. The channel
presented a 90 minute documentary and follow up discussion
proving that Secretary of State Henry Kissinger and Israel
Defence Minister Moshe Dayan cooked up Israel® nearly
disastrous Yom Kippur War so that the Arabs would win.
The film is directed by Yoram Irbamatz and is called, Who
Murdered Daddy? It investigates the July, 1, @3 murder of
Col. Yosef Alon in Washington based on evidence gathered
by his wife Dvorah and his two daughters. Here is the

Hebrew film with some 20% in English during interviews of American investigators:
http://www.iba.org.il/media/ ?recorded=1& starting=V01_1 2011-04-06_ 230932

“Beginning in 1970, Alon was assigned for three years to the Israeli Embassy in
Washington as the assistant air and naval attache. He worked vigorously to procure
sophisticated American F-4 Phantoms and other weaponry for the Isragli Air Force as his
country battled Egypt. Then on July 1, @3 Col. Alon, one of the founders of the Isradli
Air Force, was gunned down by his house in front of his wife and daughters. It was a
sophisticated hit and not an act of terror which would have included killing his family as
well. For reasons that forced the Alon family to find his killer by themselves, the FBI and
Mossad closed his file shortly after. Neither identified the killer nor his reasons for
murder.

“Former President Ezer Weizman knew both answers but would never say. "If | told what
| know, the nation would go into shock," he hinted. "Alon was a loud-mouthed drunk and
couldn®be relied on to keep a secret.”

“What secret could have got him assassinated? The one my old friend, the history Prof.
Uri Milstein, told on the show. " Kissinger and Dayan decided to give the Arabs their
pride back by not preparing the IDF for war. It would cost Israel 100 or 200
sacrificed soldiers, but then the Arabswould talk peace."

“Bentsi Tsfoni searched Alons out to tell his story to them. He was a soldier in the
Engineering Corps who just prior to the Yom Kippur War dug up and exploded all the
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landmines along the 120 km length of the Suez Canal. He asked his superior why he was
doing such a crazy thing and was told, "The army has a new diplomacy." [And although]
Not said, the new diplomacy was [designed like Pearl Harbor and 9-11] to lose, but the
viewersall got it.

“The author Nomi Frankel was responsible for all top secret IDF radio transmissions and
she swears she witnessed the following communication between the IDF Chief of Staff
Gen. David Elazar and Dayan. Elazar wanted a full scale mobilization and reinforcements
for histroops aong the Suez because war was imminent. Dayan replied, "No. We have an
agreement with Kissinger not to attack Egypt." Elazar was murdered shortly after the
war.

“As a military attache in the Israeli Embassy, Alon discovered, or was even apprised of,
the plot to lose a war that autumn. Alon® oldest daughter concluded that, "My father
would never have permitted that plan to go forward."

“Gen. Yaacov Agassi gave the documentary® lasting message: "Alon was murdered by
an American squad with highly sophisticated intelligence after receiving the go-ahead
from Dayan."

“And so ends the film but not the truth that was missing. And | know what was left out.
First, | had been covering the Dayan plot for over 15 years. | wrote the following
recently:-

“Finally we have the reason Moshe Dayan turned into Israel's top traitor of his day. As
Chief-Of-Saff of the IDF, Dayan HAD to have given the order for his Air Force to sink
the Liberty. Pres. Johnson may have given the actual command, the American navy did
nothing to rescue the stricken ship, but Dayan had the blood of 37 American sailors on
his hands and if he didn't play major league ball, he and Israel would be turned into
friendless lepers.

“ Dayan began quickly, by handing over control of the Temple Mount, won by Israel
with buckets of blood, to the Jordanian Wakf, the consequences of which are felt deeply
to this day. Then in October 1973, as Defence Minister, under the duress of Henry
Kissinger, Dayan agreed to give Egypt and Syria a full day to regain lost territory. The
consequence of not pre-empting the Yom Kippur War was over 2000 dead Jewish soldiers
in two days. After Pres. Carter forced PM Begin to take Dayan into his cabinet as foreign
minister in 1977, Dayan abused his position to sway Begin to accept an accord with
Egypt, that gave up every square inch of the Snai to Sadat. This decision led directly to
Egypt today allowing the Snai to be a rocket funnel for Hamas.

“Now here is the Israeli who had to have approved Alon® murder, his boss, Ambassador
Yitzhak Rabin. Rabin had falen hard under Kissinger® spell and even went on the
stumps for Nixon in 72. Not a month after Alon® assassination, he published an analysis
in the Washington Post asserting that the Arabs would and could not go to war against
Israel for another generation, a message which lulled and then murdered Israglis in their
thousands. If the Americans got their approval for Alon®elimination from Israel, it could
only have been from the top of the heap in the US, Ambassador Rabin. And this the
documentary could not say. Only one fallen saint at atime.
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“Rabin approved Alon@ murder for peace, Pres. Shimon Pereslater approved
Rabin@ murder for peace. Nothing has changed.”
[ENDS]

PRIME MINISTER, NEITHER PERES, NETANYAHU OR ANY OTHER
MEMBER OF AN ISRAELI GOVERNMENT OR THE IDF SHOULD EVER BE
MADE WELCOME AGAIN AT NUMBER 10 DOWNING STREET IN THE
FUTURE! PARTICULARLY MASS MURDERERS UNLESS FOR THE
PURPOSE OF YOU MAKING A CITIZENS ARREST!
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Professor Lev Grinberg, Director of the Hubert Humphrey Center for Public
Affairs at Ben Gurion University of the Negev, published an article entitled,
“Symbolic Genocide’, in the Belgian daily newspaper, La Libre Belgique of March
29, 2004. There he accused Israel of perpetrating “symbolic genocide” against the
Palestinian people. After reading some extracts of this article in trandation,
Education Minister Limor Livnat declared that Ben Gurion University can no
longer serve as Lev Grinberg's academic home and communicated her position to
the University’s President, Professor Avishai Braverman. In its lead editorial of
April 25, 2004, Ha aretz, took the position that the Minister’s intervention was
outrageous, and that if Greenberg had committed the crime of incitement, he should
be brought to law, but basically, his academic freedom should be r espected.

Rather than joining the public debatein Israel, our first step will be to give some of
the original French text of the article in La Libre Belgique. We shall then place
these statements in context and fill in some of the missing steps of the author’s
reasoning process. Thearticle' sfirst paragraph reflects Grinberg' sbasic views:
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The murder of Sheikh Ahmad Yassin is part of a general policy carried out by the
government of the State of Israel which could be described as symbolic genocide.
Incapable of getting beyond the trauma of the Shoah and the insecurity that it
caused, the Jewish people, supreme victim of genocide, is currently inflicting a
symbolic genocide on the Palestinian people. Because the world will not permit a
total elimination, it isa partial annihilation that isgoing on. As a child of the Jewish
people, and as an Israeli citizen, | condemn this abominable act and appeal to the
international _community to save Israel from itself; specifically, | exhort the
European community to intervene in a direct and forceful manner to stop this blood
bath. The complex ties between the Jewish people and Europe have not yet been
severed, and it is time to act; not because Europe should exorcize its guilt, but
indeed becauseit isalso responsiblefor the future of theworld.

In this succinct statement, Grinberg has managed to include quite a few different
thoughts: Israel has a policy of perpetrating symbolic genocide against the
Palestinian people;

Israel suffers from the collective trauma of the Holocaust and, as a result, is
behaving psychotically, which means that having reached a state of collective
insanity, it isno longer responsiblefor its actions;

Having once been the victim, Israel is perpetrating the same crime against the
Palestinians. Today’'s Israel is behaving in a manner similar to that of Nazi

Germany;

If it were not prevented from doing so by world opinion }l srael would

out a full program of annihilation which means that |srael’g
intentions are basically criminal (and that the Jewish stateis criminal);

Because of Israd’s collective psychotic condition that results in
irresponsible behavior and criminality, the world and particularly
Europe must intervene for its own good and to save Israel from itself.
(Later in the text Grinberg recommends UN — but not American
intervention)...

....Ha'aretz has viewed the situation from a legalistic position: whether or not
Grinberg s words consist of incitement. They may or they may not. However, there
is more at stake here than freedom of speech, because Grinberg has in effect
committed a political act of some consequence. He accused Israel of criminal intent
without presenting real evidence. [how much more do they want?].

The important issue here is the basic and fundamental assault on the legitimacy of
the State, because, if the State is criminal, its authority cannot be legitimate, and it
then becomes a moral duty to rise up against it. Thisis the dangerous and har mful
message that Professor Lev Grinberg has propagated”. [ends]
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In thelight of a morerecent Rabbinical Fatwa [in 2009] about the killing of enemies
of thelsraeli State one wonderswhat will happen to people like Professor Grinberg,
now who are found guilty of — weakening the sovereignty of Israel by speaking out
against it [thisapplies even righteous Jews and Gentiles)

“The book, co-authored by Yoss Elitzur, states that
Jews are alowed to kill "those who, by speech,
weaken our sovereignty”, adding that it is permissible
"to kill the Righteous among Nations even if they are
not responsible for the threatening situation.
(including babies)."

Maariv newspaper of |srael
The Complete Guideto Killing Non-Jews

http://didiremez.wor dpr ess.com/2009/11/09/settl er -r abbi-publishes-the-complete-guide-to-killing-non-jews/

Hereisafull trandlation of an article in the Maariv newspaper of Israel
The Complete Guide to Killing Non-Jews

Wednesday, November 18, 2009 at 9:18AM

Gilad Atzmon

Introduction by Gilad Atzmon
It is rather impossible to grasp the magnitude of the crimes against humanity performed
by the Jewish state in the name of the Jewish people unless one elaborates on Jewish
culturein the light of Judaic teaching.

Zionism was founded as a secular movement. It was there to provide the emancipated
Diaspora Jew with a ‘national home land’ of his or her own. However, Zionism was
rather effective in transforming the Old Testament from a spiritual text into a land
registry. As the truth of Israeli barbarism is unfolding a devastating continuum is being
established between Israeli murderous policies and Judaic Goy hating.

It would be fair to argue that Judaic teaching is not monolithic. As we know, one of the
only Jewish collectives that stands aong (side) the Palestinians call themselves the Torah
Jews (Neturei Karta), a Jewish orthodox sect. In other words, the Torah must have a
humanist sideto it.

The following is areview of Torat ha-Melekh, a “kind of guide for anyone who ponders
the question of if and when it is permissible to take the life of a non-Jew”. It was
published by Ma ariv Israel® second biggest paper. It is a must read. | would assume
that those American _and British corrupted politicians who are happy to take
donations from Israeli_Tycoons and other ‘Friends of Israel’ better start to
understand once and for_all what kind of 1deology they are aligning themselves with.
Gilad Atzmon
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Hereisafull trandation of an articlein the Maariv newspaper of |srael
http://didiremez.wor dpress.com/2009/11/09/settl er -rabbi-publishes-the-compl ete-quide-
to-killing-non-jews/

Ma'ariv 09.11.09 (p. 2) by Roi Sharon

When is it permissible to kill non-Jews? The book Torat ha-Melekh [The King's
Teaching—INT], which was just published, was written by Rabbi Yitzhak Shapira, the
dean of the Od Yosef Ha yeshiva in the community of Yitzhar near Nablus, together
with another rabbi from the yeshiva, Yoss Elitzur.

The Complete Guideto Killing Non-Jews

http://didiremez.wor dpr ess.com/2009/11/09/settler -r abbi-publishes-the-complete-guide-to-killing-non-jews/

Rabbi Yitzhak Shapiro, author of The King@ Torah

The book contains no fewer than 230 pages on the laws concerning the killing of non-
Jews, a kind of guide for anyone who ponders the question of if and when it is
permissible to take the life of a non-Jew.

Although the book is not being distributed by the leading book companies, it has already
received warm recommendations from right-wing elements, including recommendations
from important rabbis such as Yitzhak Ginsburg, Dov Lior and Y aakov Y osef, that were
printed at the beginning of the book. The book is being distributed via the Internet and
through the yeshiva, and at this stage the introductory price is NIS 30 per copy. At the
memoria ceremony that was held over the weekend in Jerusalem for Rabbi Meir Kahane,
who was killed nineteen years ago, copies of the book were sold.

Throughout the book, the authors deal with in-depth theoretical questions in Jewish
religious law regarding the killing of non-Jews. The words “Arabs’ and “Palestinians’
are not mentioned even indirectly, and the authors are careful to avoid making explicit
statements in favor of an individual taking the law into his own hands. The book includes
hundreds of sources from the Bible and religious law. The book includes quotes from
Rabbi Abraham Isaac Kook, one of the fathers of religious Zionism, and from Rabbi
Shaul Yisragli, one of the deans of the Mercaz Harav Y eshiva, the stronghold of national-
religious Zionism that is located in Jerusalem.

The book opens with a prohibition against killing non-Jews and justifies it, among
other things, on the grounds of preventing hostility and any desecration of God’s
name. But very quickly, the authors move from prohibition to permission, to the
various dispensations for harming non-Jews, with the central reason being their
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obligation to uphold the seven Noahide laws, which every human being on earth
must follow. Among these commandments are prohibitions on theft, bloodshed and
idolatry. [The seven Noahide laws prohibit idolatry, murder, theft, illicit sexual
relations, blasphemy and eating the flesh of a live animal, and require societies to
institute just laws and law courts—INT]

“When we approach a non-Jew who has violated the seven Noahide laws and Kill
him out of concern for upholding these seven laws, no prohibition has been
violated,” states the book, which emphasizes that killing is forbidden unless it is
done in obedience to a court ruling. But later on, the authors limit the prohibition,
noting that it applies only to a “proper system that deals with non-Jews who violate
the seven Noahide commandments.”

The book includes another conclusion that explains when a non-Jew may be killed
even if he is not an enemy of the Jews. “In any situation in which a non-Jew’s
presence endanger s Jewish lives, the non-Jew may be killed even if heis a righteous
Gentile and not at all guilty for the situation that has been created,” the authors state.
“When a non-Jew assists a murderer of Jews and causes the death of one, he may be
killed, and in any case where a non-Jew’s presence causes danger to Jews, the non-
Jew may bekilled.”

One of the dispensations for killing non-Jews, according to religious law, applies in a
case of din rodef [the law of the “pursuer,” according to which one who is pursuing
another with murderous intent may be killed extrgjudicially] even when the pursuer is a
civilian. “ The dispensation applies even when the pursuer is not threatening to Kill
directly, but only indirectly,” the book states. “Even a civilian who assists combat
fighters is considered a pursuer and may be killed. Anyone who assists the army of the
wicked in any way is strengthening murderersand is consider ed a pursuer.

A civilian who encourages the war gives the king and his soldiers the strength to
continue. Therefore, any citizen of the state that opposes us who encourages the combat
soldiers or expresses satisfaction over their actions is considered a pursuer and may be
killed. Also, anyone who weakens our own state by word or similar action is considered a
pursuer.”

Rabbis Shapira and Elitzur determine that children may also be harmed because they are
“hindrances.” The rabbis write as follows: “Hindrances—babies are found many times in
this situation. They block the way to rescue by their presence and do so completely by
force.

Nevertheless, they may be killed because their presence aids murder. There is
justification for killing babiesif it is clear that they will grow up to harm us, and in
such a situation they may be harmed deliberately, and not only during combat with
adults.”
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Rabbi Yitzhak Shapiro, author of the King@ Torah
The Complete Guideto Killing Non-Jews

http://didiremez.wordpress.com/2009/11/09/settl er-rabbi -publishes-the-compl ete-gui de-to-killing-non-jews/
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The Complete Guideto Killing Non-Jews

http://didiremez.wor dpr ess.com/2009/11/09/settler -r abbi-publishes-the-complete-quide-to-killing-non-jews/

Rabbi Yitzhak Shapiro, author of the King@ Torah

I n addition, the children of the leader may be harmed in
order to apply pressureto him. If attacking the children
of a wicked ruler will influence him not to behave
wickedly, they may be harmed. “It is better to kill the
pursuersthan to kill others,” the authors state.

In a chapter entitled “Deliberate harm to innocents,”
the book explains that war is directed mainly against
the pursuers, but those who belong to the enemy nation
are also considered the enemy because they are assisting

murderers.
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The Complete Guideto Killing Non-Jews

http://didiremez.wor dpr ess.com/2009/11/09/settler -r abbi-publishes-the-complete-guide-to-killing-non-j ews/

Rabbi Yitzhak Shapiro, author of The King@ Torah

Retaliation also has a place and purpose in this book by
Rabbis Shapira and Elitzur. “In order to defeat the enemy,
we must behave toward them in a spirit of retaliation and
measure for measure,” they state. “Retaliation is absolutely
necessary in order to render such wickedness not
worthwhile. Therefore, sometimes we do cruel deeds in
order to create the proper balance of terror.”
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In one of the footnotes, the two rabbis write in such a way that appears to permit
individuals to act on their own, outside of any decision by the government or the army.

“A decision by the nation is not necessary to permit shedding the blood of the evil
kingdom,” the rabbis write. “Even individuals from the nation being attacked may harm
them.”

Unlike books of religious law that are published by yeshivas, this time the rabbis added a
chapter containing the book’s conclusions. Each of the six chapters is summarized into
main points of severa lines, which state, among other things. “In religious law, we have
found that non-Jews are generaly suspected of shedding Jewish blood, and in war, this
suspicion becomes a great deal stronger.

One must consider killing even babies, who have not violated the seven Noahide
laws, because of the future danger that will be caused if they are allowed to grow up
to beaswicked astheir parents.”

Even though the authors are careful, as stated, to use the term “non-Jews,” there are
certainly those who could interpret the nationality of the “non-Jews” who are liable to
endanger the Jewish people.

This is strengthened by the leaflet “The Jewish Voice,” which is published on the
Internet from Yitzhar, which comments on the book: “It is superfluous to note that
nowhere in the book is it written that the statements are directed only to the ancient non-
Jews.” The leaflet’s editors did not omit a stinging remark directed at the GSS, who will
certainly take the trouble to get themselves a copy. “The editors suggest to the GSS that
they award the prize for Isragl’s security to the authors,” the lesflet states, “who gave the
detectives the option of reading the summarized conclusions without any need for in-
depth study of the entire book.”

One student of the Od Yosef Ha yeshiva in Yitzhar explained, from his point of view,
where Rabbis Shapira and Elitzur got the courage to speak so freely on a subject such as
the killing of non-Jews.

“The rabbis aren’t afraid of prosecution because in that case, Maimonides [Rabbi
M oses ben Maimon, 1135-1204] and Nahmanides [Rabbi M oses ben Nahman, 1194—
1270] would have to stand trial too, and anyway, this is research on religious law,”
the yeshiva student said. “In a Jewish state, nobody sitsin jail for studying Torah.”

Israel Koenig, "The Koenig Memorandum - We must use terror, assassination,
intimidation, land confiscation, and the cutting of all social services to rid the
Galilee of its Arab population.”

David Ben Gurion (the first Israeli Prime Minister): "If |
were an Arab leader, | would never sign an agreement with
Israel. It is normal; we have taken their country. It is true
God promised it to us, but how could that interest them? Our
God is not theirs. There has been Anti - Semitism, the Nazis,
Hitler, Auschwitz, but was that their fault? They see but one
thing: we have come and we have stolen their country. Why
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would they accept that?" Quoted by Nahum Goldmann in Le Paraddoxe Juif (The
Jewish Paradox), pp121.

" Jewish villages were built in the place of Arab villages. You do not even know the
names of these Arab villages, and | do not blame you because geography books no
longer exist. Not only do the books not exist, the Arab villages are not there either.
Nahlal arose in the place of Mahlul; Kibbutz Gvat in the place of Jibta; Kibbutz
Sarid in the place of Hunefis; and Kefar Yehushua in the place of Tal al-Shuman.
There is not a single place built in this country that did not have a former Arab
population." Moshe Dayan, address to the Technion, Haifa, reported in Haaretz,
April 4, 1969.

1. "There is a huge gap between us (Jews) and our enemies not just in ability but in
morality, culture, sanctity of life, and conscience. They are our neighbors here, but it
seems as if a a distance of a few hundred meters away, there are people who do not
belong to our continent, to our world, but actualy belong to a different galaxy." Isradli
president Moshe Katsav. The Jerusalem Post, May 10, 2001

2. "The Palestinians are like crocodiles, the more you give them meat, they want more”....
Ehud Barak, Prime Minister of Israel at the time - August 28, 2000. Reported in the
Jerusalem Post August 30, 2000

3. " [The Pdestinians are] beasts walking on two legs." Menahim Begin, speech to the
Knesset, quoted in Amnon Kapeliouk, "Begin and the Beasts'. New Statesman, 25 June
1982.

4. "The Palestinians” would be crushed like grasshoppers ... heads smashed against the
boulders and walls." "lsredi Prime Minister (at the time) in a speech to Jewish settlers
New York Times April 1, 1988

5. "When we have settled the land, all the Arabs will be able to do about it will be to
scurry around like drugged cockroaches in a bottle." Raphael Eitan, Chief of Staff of the
Israeli Defence Forces, New York Times, 14 April 1983.

So from where do they derive such repulsive, demonic, anti-human policies? The answer
to this question can only come from a comprehensive study and analysis of the origins
and the spiritua force behind such: “ overweening arrogance, deceit, pugnacious self-
righteousness and duplicity.”

As previously mentioned: The Roman historian Tacitus pointed out that the Jews are
unique among the peoples of the world in their intense hatred and contempt for all
peoples but their own.

Notable among these observers was the reformer, Martin Luther, who in 1543 wrote in
"Von den Juden und Ihren Lugen™:

" Does not their Talmud say, and do not their rabbiswrite, that it isno sin to kill if a
Jew killsa heathen, but it isasin if hekillsa brother in Israel? It isno sin if he does
not keep his oath to a heathen. Therefore, to steal and rob, as they do with their
usury, from a heathen isa divine service. For they hold that they cannot be too hard
on us nor sin against us, because they are of the noble blood and circumcised saints,
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we, however, are cursed goyim. And they are the masters of the world, and we are
their servants, yea, their cattle...Should someone think that | am saying too much, |
am not saying too much, but much too little. For | see in their writings how they
curse us goyim and wish usall evil in their schoolsand their prayers.”

Thus, Israd Shahak® book "Jewish History, Jewish Religion: The Weight of 3,000
Years' isal the more important for being a document by a scrupulously honest, objective
knowledgeable Jew — a Jewish "insider" -- about the beliefs and behavior of his fellow
Jews. Born in Warsaw in 1933, Shahak spent a portion of his childhood in the
concentration camp in Belsen, from which he immigrated to Palestine in 1945. He grew
up in Israel, served in the Israeli military, and became a chemistry professor. Like all
Israelis, he became fluent in Hebrew. He also became acclimated to the peculiar moral
atmosphere of Isragli society: a combination of overweening arrogance and deceit, a
mixtur e of pugnacious self-righteousness and duplicity.

Unlike his fellow lsraelis, however, Professor Shahak was deeply troubled by this
peculiar aamosphere. Whereas the Jews around him took it for granted that the goyim on
whom they depend for economic, military, and diplomatic support were and still are too
stupid ever to figure out what the Jews think about them and say about them behind their
backs and plan to do to them when they can, and too sheeplike ever to take effective
action if they do figure it out, he worries. He remembered that the Romans figured it out,
and they consequently sacked Jerusalem and ended their cult in Palestine. He
remembered also that the Germans figured it out, and that® why he became an
involuntary tenant in a concentration camp. He worried that if his fellow Jews continued
behaving as they always have, that they will get themselves into some really serious
trouble - again.

In particular, Professor Shahak was concerned about the behavior of those of his people
who adhere to "Judaism". He was not one of these himself, and so he was able to look
with some degree of objectivity at the mixture of superstition, Jewish chauvinism,
and their _hatred of non-Jews which makes up the Jewish religion and its sacred
writings. He deplored traditional Jewish teachings, not only because of the danger that
some new Martin Luther would come along and spill the beans to the Gentiles, but
because of the spiritually debilitating effect these teachings have had on the Jews
themselves. Of the world of medieval Jewry in Europe, the world of the ghetto and
the shtetl which modern Jewish writers refer to in euphoric tones as a world of
quaint tradition and piety, Shahak says: "It was a world sunk in the most abject
super stition, fanaticism, and ignorance..."

He cites a number of specific instances of the ways in which Jewish religious
authorities have kept their flocks under control. In general, the rabbis have taught
their fellow Jews that their Gentile neighbors are spiritually and morally unclean;
that they are subhuman, on a level with the beasts of the field; and that they hate
Jews and must be hated in return. Jews are taught that the Christian religion is a
religion fit only for animals, and that its founder, Jesus, was the son of a prostitute
and is presently immersed in a pit of boiling excrement in hell.

Among the Hassidim (Hebrew for "pious ones') all of these teachings are kept
current. Shahak pointed out that a central thesis of the Hassidic doctrineisthat only
Jews are human beings, and that the univer se was created for them alone. Non-Jews
were created only to be used by Jews. Although this teaching about the sub-
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humanity of Gentiles is most open _and _explicit among the bearded, sidelocked,
black-hatted Orthodox Jews that one sees in Jewish strongholds such as New York
City, it comes from the cor e of Jewish tradition and is accepted to a greater or lesser
degree by all pious Jews. It is, for example, a specific tenet of the Jewish Defense
L eague and is cited in the member ship handbook for that group.

Especially frustrating to Professor Shahak is the clever deception which his fellow
Jews use to conceal the true nature of Judaism from their Gentile neighbors.
Regarding the veil of false piety which conceals from Gentile eyes the malevolent
doctrine of the Hassidim, he writes: "A chief deceiver in this case, and a good
example of the power of deception, was Martin Buber. His numerous works
eulogizing the whole Hassidic movement (including Habbad) never so much as hint
at the real doctrines of Hassidism concerning non-Jews." Buber (1878-1965)
promoted Hassidism in Germany during the rise of the National Socialists -- in fact,
until 1938, when he left for Palestine -- and Shahak considered Buber@ efforts,
despite their _deceptiveness, at least partly responsible for the National Socialist
reaction to the Jews.

Another example of Jewish deception given by Professor Shahak concerns the
etymology of the Yiddish word for a Gentile girl, shiksa. He cites the popular English-
language book "The Joys of Yiddish" (New York, 1968), by Leo Rosten, which tells its
readers that shiksa comes from the Hebrew word shegetz, meaning " blemish". Writes
Shahak, " This is a barefaced lie, as every speaker of Hebrew knows. The Megiddo
Modern Hebrew-English Dictionary, published in I srael, correctly defines shegetz as
follows: "unclean animal; loathsome creature, abomination..." "

Professor Shahak writes with passion. He evidently feels that liberating Jews
everywher e from the shackles of their misanthropic superstitions and freeing | sraeli
state policy in particular from the stifling influence of Judaism is a matter of some
urgency. He focuses our attention especially on the inherent hatefulness of Judaism
with citations from a number of Jewish religiouswritings.

In achapter titled "The Laws against Non-Jews," he writes:

"..[T]he Halakhah, that is the legal system of classical Judaism -- as practiced by
practically all Jews from the 9th century to the end of the 18th and as maintained to
this very day in the form of Orthodox Judaism -- is based primarily on the
Babylonian Talmud. However, because of the unwieldy complexity of the legal
disputations recorded in the Talmud, more manageable codifications of Talmudic
law became necessary ... The most authoritative code, widely used to date as a
handbook, isthe Shulhan @rukh..."

He then cites the teaching of this code regarding homicide:

" According to the Jewish religion, the murder of a Jew is a capital offense and one
of the three most heinous sins (the other two being idolatry and adultery). Jewish
religious courts and secular authorities are commanded to punish, even beyond the
limits of the ordinary administration of justice, anyone guilty of murdering a Jew ...
When the victim is a Gentile, the position is quite different. A Jew who murders a
Gentileis guilty only of a sin against the laws of Heaven, not punishable by a court.
To causeindirectly the death of a Gentileisno sin at all.
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"Thus, one of the two most important commentators on the Shulhan @rukh
explains that when it comesto a Gentile, " one must not lift one® hand to harm him,
but one may harm him indirectly, for instance by removing a ladder after he had
fallen into a crevice ... there is no prohibition here, because it was not done
directly." ...

" A Gentile murderer who happensto be under Jewish jurisdiction must be executed
whether the victim was Jewish or not. However, if the victim was Gentile and the
murderer convertsto Judaism, heis not punished."

Then Shahak gives us arabbi® answer to an Israeli soldier who has asked whether or not
it is proper to kill Arab women and children. In his answer the rabbi quotes from the
Tamud: "The best of the Gentiles -- kill him; the best of snakes -- dash out its
brains."

Perhaps even more offensive are the Jewish beliefs on sexual matters. Shahak
writes:

" Sexual inter cour se between a married Jewish woman and any man other than her
husband is a capital offense for both parties, and one of the three most heinous sins.
The status of Gentile women is very different. The Halakhah presumes all Gentiles
to be utterly promiscuous and the verse "whose flesh is as the flesh of asses, and
whose issue [of semen] islike theissue of horses' isapplied to them... Therefore, the
concept of adultery does not apply to intercourse between a Jewish man and a
Gentile woman; rather the Talmud equates such intercour seto the sin of bestiality...

" According to the Talmudic Encyclopedia: "He who has carnal knowledge of the

wife of a Gentileisnot liableto the death penalty, for it iswritten: @hy fellow@ wife©
rather than the alien®@ wife ... and although a married Gentile woman is forbidden

to the Gentiles, in any case a Jew is exempted.”

"This does not imply that sexual intercourse between a Jewish man and a Gentile
woman is per mitted -- quite the contrary. But the main punishment is inflicted on
the Gentile woman; she must be executed, even if she was raped by the Jew: "If a
Jew has coitus with a Gentile woman, whether she be a child of three or an adult,
whether married or unmarried, and even if heisa minor aged only nine years and
one day -- because he had wilful coitus with her she must be killed, as is the case
with a beast, because through her a Jew got into trouble.” "

The Talmud® overriding concern with matters of money and property mirror that of the
Jews, and Professor Shahak offers a number of hair-splitting examples of Jewish beliefs
on the subject and the way in which distinctions are made between the property of Jews
and Gentiles, and between Jewish dealings with another Jew and with a Gentile. Two of
these examples will suffice here:

"If a Jew finds property whose probable owner is Jewish, the finder is strictly
enjoined to make a positive effort to return his find by advertising it publicly. In
contrast, the Talmud and all the early rabbinical authorities not only allow a Jewish
finder to appropriate an article lost by a Gentile, but actually forbid him or her to
returnit...
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"It is forbidden to defraud a Jew by selling or buying at an unreasonable price.
However, " Fraud does not apply to Gentiles, for it iswritten: @o not defraud each
man hisbrother@.""

Shahak points out that "the Halakhah interprets all such idioms [as @ach man his
brother @r @eighbor@asreferring exclusively to one@fellow Jew."

How have the Jews managed to keep teachings of this sort concealed from the
Gentiles among whom they live? Thetruth of the matter isthat they have not always
been able to do so. Luther was not the only Christian scholar who learned Hebrew,
peered into the Talmud, and was horrified by what he saw. Sometimes the Jews
were ableto bribe the Christian authorities to overlook such things, but throughout
the later Middle Ages there were prohibitions and burnings of Talmudic literature
by outraged popes and bishops. The Jews developed a clever system of double
bookkeeping to circumvent such "persecution”. They modified or deleted the
offending passages from new editions of the Talmud, and they made up a separate
compendium -- Talmudic Omissions, or in Hebrew Hesronot Shas -- which
circulated surreptitiously among the rabbis. In Israel today, feeling cocky enough to
dispense with most such deceptions, the Jews are putting the passages which
formerly had been omitted or modified back into the latest editions of the Talmud
or the Shulhan @rukh in their original form. They are still careful with transations
into Gentile tongues, however. Professor Shahak gives an example:

"In 1962 a part of the Maimonidean Code ... the so-called Book of Knowledge,
which contains the most basic rules of Jewish faith and practice, was published in
Jerusalem in a bilingual edition, with the English translation facing the Hebrew text.
The latter has been restored to its original purity, and the command to exter minate
Jewish infidels appearsin it in full: " It isa duty to exter minate them with one® own
hands." In the English trandation thisis somewhat softened to: "It is a duty to take
active measures to destroy them." But then the Hebrew text goes on to specify the
prime examples of "infidels' who must be exterminated: "Such as Jesus of
Nazar eth and his pupils, and Tzadogand Baitos [the founder s of the Sadducean sect]
and their pupils, may the name of the wicked rot." Not one word of this appearsin
the English text on the facing page (78a). And, even more significant, in spite of the
wide circulation of this book among scholars in the English-speaking countries, not
oneof them has, asfar as| know, protested against this glaring deception."

Israel Shahak is a rare Jew indeed, and his book is essential reading for anyone
interested in the problem of the Jews.
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Soldiers raped and killed Bedouin girl in the
Negev
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member s of a kibbutz near the i\lirim base noticed that the wind
had uncovered a small hand.

AND 54 YEARSLATERIT ISSTILL HAPPENING
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The girl left was kidnapped, brought to the
Army post, and raped by the soldiers. This
isacommon event! After the rape, the
monsters then use the children for sport
killing. The Captain emptied his clip into
her abdomen areato cover up the damage
done from the sexual assault!
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----- Original Message -----

From: Wendell Solomons

To: undisclosed-recipients:

Sent: Tuesday, May 17, 2011 2:14 PM
Subject: Iranian Jews condemn Israeli military
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Just in Europe and Russia alone, the (Khazarian) Zionist Jews have been banished
over 47 times in the last 1000 years (not including this last century): 1933 - 45 in
Germany, with the years 2012—2022 bringing the predicted root and branch
destruction of the Zionist entity: Mainz, 1012 — France, 1182 — Upper Bavaria, 1276
— England, 1290 — France, 1306 — France, 1322 — Saxony, 1349 — Hungary, 1360 —
Belgium, 1370 — Slovakia, 1380 — France, 1394 — Austria, 1420 — Lyons, 1420 —
Cologne, 1424 — Mainz, 1438 — Augsburg, 1438 — Upper Bavaria, 1442 —
Netherlands, 1444 — Brandenburg, 1446 — Mainz, 1462 — Mainz, 1483 — Warsaw,
1483 — Spain, 1492 — Italy, 1492 - Lithuania, 1495 — Portugal, 1496 — Naples, 1496 —
Navarre, 1498 — Nuremberg, 1498 — Brandenburg, 1510 — Prussia, 1510 — Genoa,
1515 — Naples, 1533 — Italy, 1540 — Naples, 1541 — Prague, 1541 — Genoa, 1550 —
Bavaria, 1551 — Prague, 1557 — Papal States, 1569 — Hungary, 1582 — Hamburg,
1649 — Vienna, 1669 — Slovakia, 1744 - Moravia, 1744 — Bohemia, 1744 — M oscow,
1891. —Excerpted from “ The Synagogue of Satan” by Andrew Carrington Hitchcock.
Thiswas not the end, as we all know from recent history.
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“It can hardly be an accident that antagonism directed against the Jews is to be
found pretty much everywhere in the world where Jews and non-Jews are
associated. And as the Jews are the common element of the situation it would seem
probable, on the face of it, that the cause will be found in them rather than in the
widely varying groups which feel this antagonism.” —Professor Jesse H. Holmes,
writing in “ The American Hebrew” .

Israeli Professor Martin Van Crevel:
'‘We Could Destroy All European Capitals'

In a September 2003 interview in Elsevier, a Dutch weekly, on Isragl and the dangers it
faces from Iran, the Palestinians and world opinion van Creveld stated:

“We possess several hundred atomic warheads and rockets and can launch them at targets
in al directions, perhaps even at Rome. Most European capitals are targets for our air
force.... We have the capability to take the world down with us. And | can assure you
that that will happen before Israel goes under” !
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Martin_van_Creveld
http://www.sweetliberty.org/issues/israel/destroycaps.html

“BY WAY OF DECEPTION” PUNISHED
FOR CONTINUING TO IGNORE THE
EARLY WARNINGSABOUT THEIR
HABITUAL CORRUPTION
Deuteronomy 31:25-29

% He (M oses) gave this command to the L evites who
carried the ark of the covenant of the LORD: %
“Take this Book of the Law and place it beside the
ark of the covenant of the LORD your God. Thereit
will remain as a witness against you. 2 For | know how rebellious and stiff-necked
you are. If you have been rebellious against the LORD whilel am still alive and with
you, how much more will you rebel after | die! ?® Assemble before me all the elders
of your tribes and all your officials, so that | can speak these wordsin their hearing
and call the heavens and the earth to testify against them. ° Eor_| know that after
my death you are sure to become utterly corrupt and to turn from the way | have
commanded you. In daysto come, disaster will fall on you because you will do evil in
the sight of the L ORD and arouse his anger by what your_hands have made.”

New Internationa Version (NI1V)

http://www.biblegateway.com/passage/ ?search=D euteronomy+31%3A 25-
29& version=NIV
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An Uncanny Prediction Comes True

First we start off with an unusual and eerie
prediction that was made by a most suspicious
individual. This prediction, in unison with the
status of the person of who made it, is

extremely indicative and foretelling of

who planned and executed the Terror of

9/11.

Isser Harel - Spymaster of the Isragli

Intelligence Services. Director of Mossad and Shin Bet from 1952-1963. In 1979, twenty-
one years before September 11, 2001, Isser Harel predicted with uncanny accuracy the
events of 9-11 to Michael D. Evans, an American supporter of Zionist extremists of the
Jabotinsky sort.

On September 23, 1979, Evans visited
Harel at his home in Israel and had
dinner with him and Dr. Reuven Hecht,
a senior adviser to then prime minister
Menachem Begin. In an editorial entitled
" America the Target", published in the
Jerusalem Post of September 30, 2001
Evans -- a Khazar Jew masguerading as
a Christian -- asked Harel about Arab
terrorism and if it would come to
America. Harel told Evans that Arab
terrorists would likely strike the "tallest
building in New York City" because it was a "phallic symbol". The fact that 9/11 was
planned by the Mossad through the admittance of Isser Harel is well documented and
appears in abook written by Michael Evans. (Belief Net, 7th Paragraph).
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Netanyahu: My father foresaw 9/11 attacks in 1990s
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Ha@r etz: "We are benefiting from one thing, and that is the attack on the Twin
Towers and Pentagon... (These events) swung American public opinion in our
favor."—Ha'aretz, Apr. 16, 2008, "Report: Netanyahu says 9/11 terror attacks good
for Isragl™ http://www.haaretz.com/hasen/spages/975574.html
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Elly, it is unfortunate that, a body like the IPCC, did not exist in 1848, otherwise it would
have received a complaint from the people of Ireland, for the brutal force used by the
police to prevent any form of democratic dissent being carried out in a public place or
political forum in Ireland, which like the later resentment by the Palestinians for the
imposition of an unlawful Zionist State in their ancestral lands, created a predictable
backlash, out of which grew Ireland’s 800 year old intefada, which came into being due
to the unjust imposition on the Irish of English debts and taxes dating: “From the
commencement of the Funding System, at the Revolution (1688), to 5. January,
1831" and the massive exportation of food out of Ireland during the artificially
prolonged famine. About which the Malthusian Political Economist, Nassau Senior
said: “the famine will scarce kill a million and that will be insufficient to do much
good”

However, Lord Clarendon, the British viceroy in Ireland, during the famine, saw
the situation more clearly and identified the sour ces of what would later bereferred
toaslrish “terrorism” rather than the struggle for Irish independence and freedom
from indebtedness to English usurers — who were and still are the real callous
terrorist in Westminster enacting and forcing policies through the House of
Commons; policies dictated by their masters in the City of London. Clarendon
wrote to Prime Minister Lord John Russell: "I don® think there is another
legislature in Europe [other than the British] that would coldly persist in this policy
of extermination."

Clarendon was right and during the intervening centuries nothing has changed in
this regard. Here is what Vincent Vickers, a former governor of the Bank of
England, and Deputy Lieutenant of the City of London, had to say about the IRA
being far less dangerous to the United Kingdom than Bankers and all City of
London institutions which he knew intimately.

VICKERS was born on 16th January 1879, and educated at Eton and Magdalen College,
Oxford. He was a Deputy Lieutenant of the City of London, a director of Vickers
Armaments Limited, for twenty-two years, and a director of London Assurance from
which he resigned in January 1939. In 1910 he was made a governor of the Bank of
England, and resigned this appointment in 1919. Later, he became President of the
Economic Reform Club and Institute. He died on 3rd November 1939, after along illness
during which he completed ECONOMIC TRIBULATION.

Hereis an extract from it which has stood the test of time — indeed the problem he
described in 1939 still persists 70 years on: “...The supply and issue of money and
the creation of credit still remain almost entirely outside the control of the
Government, and are still managed by Banking and Finance and by the Bank of
England with its intimate associations with the Bank for International Settlements;
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whilst, until our actual declaration of war, Foreign Exchange speculators were
per mitted at all timesto gamble with the nation’s credit, untrammelled by any sense
of patriotic duty and thinking only of their own profit. Although an Act of
Parliament was designed to enable the police to give the citizens of this country
greater protection against the bomb-dropping propaganda of the I.R.A., these
misguided terrorists have not done half as much harm to the nation as that
consortium of Foreign Exchange speculators who wer e |eft freeto initiate a national
financial crisis whenever a profitable opportunity presented itself. Until these
financial Gangsters are permanently exterminated there can be no complete
confidence in the economic welfar e of the country...”

AsLord Acton made perfectly clear: “the issue which has swept down the centuries
and must be fought sooner or later —isthe people versusthe banks’.

FINALLY ELLY/IPCC

POLICE BEHAVING BADLY AND THE
ORIGINS OF THE IRA

Saturday, June 10", 1848

The following is an account of events published in

Saturday, June 10", 1848, Vol 1, No 8. It follows an equally revealing piece in an
earlier edition dated April 29" 1848, about the much despised National Debt which
had been foisted on them, of which more shortly. On page 30, we read, under a
heading entitled: -
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THE DUBLIN POLICE AND THE POLICE SYSTEM
ARE THE POLICE GOVERNMENT JACKALLS?
“We call the reader’s attention to the following quotation from the invaluable
pamphlet of Mr. Flint. It speaks trumpet tongued for itself and for the dangerous
position in which the liberties of all Irishmen are placed, so long as the present
unconstitutional power vested in the Police Commissionersisallowed to continue.

“Your Committee will now proceed to prove the statement made above; and
they will go back to the 11" of April, 1839. On that day a great political meeting was
held at the Theatre Royal, Hawkins street, for the purpose, as stated in the
requisition, of “expressing confidence in the then government.” On the evening of
the 10" orders were issued by the Commissioners of Police to relieve at twelve
o'clock one half of the sergeants and men of the night duty, for special duty the day
following; also one half of the day relief for the same purpose! those men to dressin
plain clothes, and to carry their truncheon concealed about their persons. Those
men, so equipped wer e introduced into various parts of the theatre in groups of six,
and their instructions were, that on the appearance of any attempt to move a
counter resolution, or any manifestation of opposition to the proceedings, they were
to draw their batons and expel the parties by force. But the most extraordinary part
of the arrangement was, that the command of the whole was entrusted to
Superintendent Walsh; and in defiance of all military rule, the chief superintendent
was made to act under him. Superintendent Aiton was then, as now, chief
superintendent; and the people of Dublin are taxed with an additional one hundred
pounds per year to him as chief superintendent ; and yet on this occasion when the
doctrine of ‘physical force’ was fully acted on, and with the sanction of the
Government and the Police Commissioners, it was not thought ‘judicious to place
the ‘arrangements under his charge; but, as on all occasions when a job was to be
done, an officer from the London school was selected, altho’ in London they dare
not act on it. Brute force usurped the place of calm discussion; and disguised and
bludgeoned policemen wer e thus made the arbiter in a great political question. Thus
was the Dublin police converted into a political machine; a precedent was set for
every future Government, no matter what its politics, and a lesson taught the people
of Dublin, in times of Tory ascendancy, was repeated by Whig officials, the only
difference being the actors. Instead of the County High Sheriff we had the Police
Commissioners; instead of the bayonet we had the baton; and, instead of the soldier,
an equally ready substitute was found in the semi-military policeman. We have not
heard, indeed, that the thanks of the commanding officer of the Fusileers, who
officiated at the Co. Dublin meeting, was ordered to be read to his men for their
excellent conduct in expelling the citizens. But this we do know, that the following
‘General Order’ was issued on the day following the meeting at the theatre, and
ordered to beread to the police force.

The“Lower CastleYard”, 12" April. 1839

Police orders. — The Commissioners are highly pleased with the active and
steady conduct of all the officers, sergeants, and constables employed yesterday to :
preserve order at the theatre. By their exertions, firmness, and discipline, serious
disturbances were prevented. The arrangements of Superintendent Walsh of B
division were very judicious, and he received every support Superintendent Aiton,
Rice, and Selwood,”
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Elly, you stated at the beginning of you e-mail to me that: “you can only make a
complaint against the policeif you:

have been the victim of the alleged misconduct of a person serving with the police
(misconduct could include a police officer or member of police staff being rude to
you or using unnecessary force, an unlawful arrest, or a police officer abusing

your rights);

were present when the alleged misconduct took place, or were close enough to see
or hear the misconduct, and as a result suffered loss, damage, distress or
inconvenience, or were put in danger or at risk;

are a friend or relative of the victim of the aleged misconduct, and
were distressed by the effects of the incident on the victim;

witnessed the alleged misconduct; or are acting on behalf of any of the above.

Having consdered your email, we do not think that you fal under any of the above
categories. So, we cannot pass this matter to the Professional Standards Department (PSD) of
the South Y orkshire Police under the conditions of the Police Reform Act 2002.

However, if you fed that your complaint does fal under any of the above categories, please
contact me with your consent and details of the force and | will pass your complaint to the
relevant PSD for them to consider.

If you have any questions about the content of this letter or the police complaints process,
please contact us.

Yourssincerdly

Elly on behalf of Customer Service

Independent Police Complaints Commission (IPCC)
Tel: 08453 002 002

Email: enquiries@ipcc.gsi.gov.uk

Elly, | believe that | have provided you with more than enough evidence here and above
to prove that neither practicing Muslims nor Islam are the source of terror — but rather the
opposite. Tony Farrell, was expected to fill in and endorse the standard BSE (Blame
Someone Else) forms — rather than name and shame the real culprits — who, aways as
ever — are those who control the City of London and Wailing Wall Street. Unless the G20
participants heed the siren warnings and learn from the follies of the past 300 to 400
years then World War 111 is an inevitability — and inevitable for the following reasons

1918 On the eve of the signing of the Armistice, in 1918, Silvio Gessal published the
following prediction of an inevitable second world war in less than 25 years, unless
the present monetary system was changed into a debt and interest free model
favoured and advocated by Islam — hence the intense hatred of genuine Muslims
and Islam by Goldman Sachs et al and the alcohol industries.

In Zeitung Am Mitag he prophesied: -

“In gpite of the holy promises of people to banish war once and for all, in spite
of the cry of millions ‘never again war’ in spite of all the hopes for a better future |
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have this to say: - ‘If the present monetary system based on interest and compound
interest, remainsin operation, | dare to predict today that it will take less than 25 years
until we have a new and even worse war. | can foresee the coming development clearly.
The present degree of technological advancement will quickly result in a record
performance of industry.

The build up of capital will be fast in spite of the enormous losses during the
war, and through the oversupply [of money] the interest rate will be lowered [until the
money speculators refuse to lower their rates any further] Money will then be hoarded
[causing predictable deflation], economic activities will diminish and increasing
numbers of unemployed persons will roam the streets... within these discontented
masses, wild, revolutionary ideas will arise and with it also the poisonous plant called
‘Super - Nationalism’ will proliferate. No country will understand the other, and the
end can only bewar again.” SILVIO GESSEL 1918.

According to Hansard Vol.264, April 21st 1932 Churchill had this to say about
following the advice of the so called " experts',

"When | was moved by many arguments and forces in 1925 to return to the Gold
Standard | was assured by the highest experts...That we were anchoring our selvesto
reality and stability; and | accepted their advice. | take for myself and my colleagues
of other days whatever degree of blame and burden there may be for having
accepted their advice. But, what has happened? We have had no reality, no stability.
The price of gold has suddenly risen since by morethan 70% per.cent. That isasif a
12 inch rule had suddenly stretched to 19 or 20 inches, asif the pound Avoirdupois
has suddenly become 23 or 24 ounces. Look at what this has meant to everybody
who has been compelled to execute their contracts upon this irrationally enhanced
scale. Look at the gross unfairness of such distortion to all producers of new wealth,
and look at the enormously increased volume of commodities, which have to be
created to pay off the same mortgage debt or loans. Minor fluctuations might well
beignored, but | say quite seriously that this monetary convolution has now reached
such a pitch where | am persuaded that the producers of new wealth will not
tolerate indefinitely so hideous an oppression”.

Elly, we are now back to square one — the hideous an oppression remains — and with it the
threat of war - because the various governments lack the courage and integrity to do what
they were elected to do by the people — as a result of which they need to find scapegoats.
As the evidence clearly shows — all such events like Pearl Harbour, 9-11, 7-7, Lockerbie,
etc, etc, etc are staged and managed by government agencies in their respective countries
— because they are al beholden to the controllers of a private monetary system which
refuses to allow them to cancel their nation’s debts — which should never have been
allowed to occur in the first place as National Governments “need not and should not ever
borrow money” The prelude to WWI1I is manifesting itself on the high streets of Greece,
Sedttle, outside St. Paul’s in London — as previously in Tottenham, Croydon,
Birmingham, and Manchester — the problem is that the solution to the crisis always points
to Islam — therefore it must be denigrated by every usurer friendly system and the
followers of Islam demonised. As | have stated on many occasions and in countless
interviews — “Islam is the best product with the worst sales-force.” For as prophesied,
just like the Jews and Christians before them, the Muslims would also return to the days
of ignorance. However, as | have conclusively demonstrated through the overwhelming
evidence above; not only is terrorism alien to Islam and it's sacred book, but it is
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abhorred and detested by practicing Muslims. The Quranic maxim being that: “If you
attack me, | will not retaliate, for as Abel warns his brother Cain, if you take my life
unjustly, and for no good reason, then my sins are automatically transferred to your soul”.
Therefore to indiscriminately plant explosive devices, or carry them with the intention to
indiscriminately kill or injure others carries the ultimate government health warning —
furthermore - except as in the case of Samson’'s award for temple architecture - it is also
forbidden to take one’s own life.

Arthur Schopenhauer (1788 — 1860) observed that: “All truth passes through three stages.
Firstly, it is ridiculed. Secondly, it is violently opposed. Thirdly, it is accepted as being
self-evident.” Therefore, Elly, based on the truth contained in the evidence presented
above (unwelcome though it be) it is self-evident to all but the willfully ignorant that the
time to reinstate Tony Farrell and place the real enemies of the state on trial for treason
has finally arrived.

With sincereregards

David M oses Pidcock
LEADER OF THE ISLAMIC PARTY OF BRITAIN
Cc: Tony Farréll

P.S: “None are mor e hopeessly enslaved than those who falsely believe they are
free.” Johann Wolfgang von Goethe

PPS: WHEN ALL ELSE FAILSITSTIME TO READ THE INSTRUCTIONS
AND HERE THEY ARE: ZEITGEIST 2
www.youtube.com/watch?v=1gKX9TWRYyfs
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