THE UNELEGTED

How Do You Move Left From Here?

I Gary Allen, a graduate of Stanford

University and one of the nation's top
authorities on civil turmoil and the New
Left, is author of Communist Revolu-
tion in the Streets—a highly praised and
definitive new volume on revolutionary
tactics and strategies, publiched by West-
ern Islands. Mr. Allen is active in anti-

| Communist and other humanitarian

causes and is President of the Founda-

sticks when revolutionaries are Jlrt."_{‘p' |
inside the walls of government and pre-
paring to open the gates of civilization
for their torch-bearing brethren.

The Far Left forms a convenient dis-
traction for the public while the Near
Left implements the basic tenets of
Marxism from within the halls of Con-

| gress and the offices of our Chief Execu-

tion for Ecomomic and Social Progress, |

A film writer and journalist, he is a
Contributing Editor to Asmerican
Orvion. Gary Allen .fecmrc: t.::r.-::'r.!'y

B Sivce Lyxpon Jousson announced

his merciful intention to forego another |

Presidential term, it is no doubt
true that millions of “Conservative”
Americans now pray cach night for
deliverance from the clutches of the
Far Left’s heir apparent, the hirsute
Prince Vicious, and his entourage of
flipped-out hippies, schoolboy Lenins,
and paramilitary Black Natonalists.

| While the Far Left is indeed preparing

to build a fire under the pot in which
it expects to stew America, it is most

| unwise for us to focus all of our atten-

tion on the Far Left's gatherers of revo-
lutionary kindling when the Near Left
is already working on us with an acery-
lene torch.

One hears, of course, great gnashing | b :
| Senators Kennedy and MecCarthy.

of tecth among one’s militarist-imperial-
ist friends as they imagine Bobby's ap-
peinement of Bettina Aptheker as Secre-
tary of State or Stokely Carmichael as
Aworney General. It is, however, hardly
necessary to search for Ethiopians in the
woodpile of hyperbolic horses made of
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tive. Alter all, it is necessary for every
sleight of hand artist to get his audience

| lwklng the wrong way while the pres-

tidigitation is accomplished. The street
H.'LI:I].ULIHI'I..‘ mlﬁk'l.ﬂ!_’ A5 0 IMAass move-
ment, serves the revolutionary scheme

| by making demancds on Washington for

ever more socialism; but, of course, the
streer revolution could not exise if it did
not have sympathizers and supporters
in high places.

In the President’s Cabinet,
sEance.

We know what Bobby, Bettina, and

for in-

| Stokely stand for. But, for the moment,

I ask you to look at what we have had
serving the Revolution from the Cabinet
posts of the Johnson Administration.
Let us then review the kind of Cabinet

wie will continue to have in coming Ad-

ministrations — Bobby or no Bobby —
unless Americans can elect a Chief Ex-
ccutive who will dare to stand up for
America. Let us, in fact, examine the
Cabinet that is too far to the Right lor

Department of Defense

After seven years of systemarically
sabataging the mightiest defense estab-
lishment in the history of the world —

to the point where it has been bogged |

Bl



down in little Vietnam for longer than
it took us to win Waorld War 11 —
Robert Strange McMNamara has taken
his knife and moved on to the World

| Bank. His recent successor, Clark Chif-

ford, was so ably and thoroughly dis-
cussed by Dr. Medford Evans in the
April Americany Oriviox that for data
on Cliford T will refer you o that

Clark Cliffard
is the new
Secretary of Defense.

analysis and devote this space exclusively
to the seven years of “bad luck” we

| suffered under the Earl of Edsel: “Bad

luck™ policies, of course, which Clifford
I8 Eﬂntlnu”lg.

US. News & World Repart of July
25, 1966, revealed that one of Sargent
Shriver's advisors as he worked 1o help
the late President Kennedy select his
Cabinet was a r.‘h:;p named Adam Yar-
molinsky, then employed by the Far
Left's Fund for the Republic. Yarmo-
linsky, son ol two rather notorious
Marxist revolutionaries, is of course a
Harvard man. While a student at that
venerable institution, he headed the
Harvard Marxist Club and served as
editor of the Yardling, the campus voice
of the Young Communist League. By
sheerest coincidence, McNamara was an
instructor at Harvard during that same
period and their paths were destined
to cross. Later, with McMNamara at Ford,
the Ford Foundation bankrolled estab-

| lishment of the Fund for the chubiic

with a $15 million grant, and Yarmo-
linsky became its National Secretary. It
is no longer questioned that it was
Yarmolinsky, sitting at Sargent Shriv-
er's elbow as he helped LF.K. select the

Cabinet of the New Frontier, who made
the arrangements which assured McMNa-

mara's appointment as Secretary of De-
fense.
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|

Outside of his generous proclivities
for supporting  Leftist causes, Robert
MecMNamara had little to recommend

him for such a position. He had, in faer, |
been rﬁl‘.lll.}l'l.sii}ll'.' for the creation of the |

computer system which analyzed mar-
ket potential and established the design
requirements for the greatest financial
disaster in the history of private enter-

| prise — the ludicrous Edsel. Ford blew

5350 million on the infamaus Rolling |
Lemon Sucker, praving that a computer |

is no better than the informauon fed
into it. The man responsible for such
a fiasco, under normal circumstances,
would hardly have been a likely candi-
date for Secretary of Defense,

In order to make his appointment |
plausible ro the public, McNamara was |

plucked from decp in the ranks of
middle management and made Presi-

dent of the Ford Maotor Company the |

day following JF.K.s election. Every-
thing was set. Thirty-four days later,
Robert Strange McNamara was ap-

pointed Secretary of Defense: and, as |

fate would have it, Adam Yarmolinsky
became his top assistant. The appoint-
ment of the "Ford President” was even
greeted by amusing press agentry that
J.E.K. had named a hard-headed, cost-

conscious, “Republican” businessman to |

run our nation’s defense establishment.
Such euphoria, however, was short
lived.

America’s image-makers — including
former Trotskyite Communist James
Burnham of National Reviesr — have
attempted o manufacture the myth
that McNamara was a consummate cost-
cutter, a responsible “Conservative”
clinging to the taxpayers' money as if
it were his own. Few noticed that, even
as he closed wvital military bases and
cancelled necessary armament programs,
he was a champion bureaucratic empire
builder and profligate spender. In 1961
there were fifteen hundred employees
reporting directly to him. By the time
of his resignation to move on o the
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World Bank, there were more than
seventy thousand employees directly
under McNamara and 1,272,500 civilians
directly employed by the Department of
Defense. Mr. McNamara had turned
the Defense Department into a burean-
cratic monster employing more civilians
than the enormous U.S. Post Office. In
pre-McNamara days there were 150
persons in the upper pay brackets of the
Department of Defense. When he drove
off to the World Bank in his Edsel,
there were more than 32,000,

One of McNamara's first moves upon
taking office was to institute the in-
famous Reuther Memorandum, which
reccommended a total silencing of any
criticism of his machinations by the
military, keeping “Conservative” officers
off active duty, and banning military
participation in any educational fight
against Communism. The Memoran-
dum, followed by McNamara, even
called for invesugation of outspokenly
anti-Communist generals and admirals,
recommending: “These generals and
admirals . . . should be warned against
political activity in any way, shape or

| form. This might have the effect of

causing the resignation of some of these
generals and admirals which would cer-
tainly be in the nation’s interest.”

The Memorandum was duly enforced,
with the shabby trearment given to
General Edwin A. Walker serving as a
warning to other patriotic military offi-
cers as to what would happen to their
careers if they took a vocal stand against
the Communists with whom we are at
war.

With the military effectively muz-
zled, Secretary McNamara now brought
in Whiz Kid college professars — in
their late twenties and early thirties —
to run the Defense Department. Top
military decisions were no longer made
by the seasoned, professional military,
but by civilian Whiz Kids playing with

' computers. Decision making by com-

puter sounds extremely scientific and
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progressive, of course, but any pro-
grammer will tell you that the byword
in the electronics industry is “G.1G.O."
— Garbage In, Garbage Out. The pru-
dent and highi}' respected former Chair-

man of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, General |

Mathan F. Twining, warned that con-

tral of our military operations was in |
the hands of “transient non-professionals |

... who will be far removed from the
scene when rhe full impact of their
decisions, military or otherwise, becomes
apparent.”

You will recall that one of Secretary
McMamara's first jobs was to convince
the public that the “missile gap” of
J.E.K.'s campaign rhetoric was, alas, the
product of “remporary misinformation.”
This relieved the Kennedy Administra-
tion and the Defense Department of any
immediate political need to increase our
arsenal of missiles. It also allowed Mc-
Namara to fashion a role for himself as
Secretary of Surrender, and o begin
scrapping America's then awesome mili-
tary might.

Robert McNamara often revealed a
disarming personality, as in a Defense
Department press release of May 6, 1964,
in which he endorsed a curious scheme
proposed by former Deputy Secretary
of Defense Roswell Gilpatrick. The
plan first appeared publicly in Foreign

Affairs, official voice of the notorious |

Council on Foreign Relations. It called
for the unilateral scrapping of all US.
bombers and all US. defenses against
Sovier bombers — conditioned on the
mere hope that such action would show
the Soviets our “good intentions.” You
see, the Leftist Pugwash Conferences
and other inernational disarmament
meetings had “revealed” that the Soviet
Union considered American offensive
weapons to be “provocative.” McNa-
mara — as it happens, also a member
of the Council on Foreign Relations —

| explained that it was all right to scrap

the bombers and bomber defenses be- |

cause, after all: “The Soviet Union may
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increasingly seek peaceful avenues of
endeavor.” Soon, as part of this "brilliant
new approach” to defense, America be-
gan scrapping bombers and closing air
and missile bases which ringed the Iron
Curtain.

McNamara's concept was, of course,
not pew at all. Removal of “imperial-
istic armies” from those lands which
the Communists have in their gunsights
has been an objective of the Interna-
tional Communist Conspiracy as far
back as the 1928 directives of the Sixth
International. In fact, the resolutions of
the Sixth Internatonal also called for
the disarmament of everyone — except,
of course, the Communists. Pacificism
and disarmament were to be promoted
in bourgeois countries as the Reds con-
tinued to arm.

And, as the Soviet Union made noise
about testing one-hundred megaton
bombs, McNamara curtailed expansion
of our long-range missile forces, scrap-
ped all medium-range missiles, cancelled
the Mobile Minuteman, killed the Pluto
nuclear-powered missile, and refused w
approve development of multi-megaton
bombs to match those claimed by the
Soviets. Shortly after they had been in-
stalled, Secretary McNamara even re-
moved from Europe all Thor and
Jupiter missiles capable of defending
against Soviet LE.B.M.s. His excuse
that they were “obsolescent” is con-
sidered ridiculous by military authori-
tics; and, thanks to McMamara, the
U.S. at present has no intermediate-
range ballistic missiles whatsoever.

American bombers, as 1 have noted,
were especially “provocative” to the
Soviets. When McNamara took control
of the Defense Department, bombers
of the Strategic Air Command were in
the air at all times ensuring that the
United States would have the capability
to retaliate in the event of a Soviet at-
tack. But, McNamara soon eliminated
such use of 5.A.C,, and present plans
call for its elimination entirely by 1972
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| — despite the proof over North Viet- |

nam (against the best conventional and
missile ano-aircraft hardware the So-
viets have) that, when allowed to do so,
our bombers can and will get through.

He even scrapped the RE-70 Super-
bomber, developed over a  ten-year
period at a cost of $1.5 billion. This
plane was three-times faster than the
B-52 and was designed with incredibly
sophisticated apparatus to deliver nu-
clear weapons anywhere in the Soviet

tary had reduced our existing strategic
bomber force from 2710 land and
carrier-hased aircraft to 2 mere 680, A
further reduction to 250 bombers s
scheduled by 1971, including the elim-
ination of all of S.A.C's B-58s The
B-58, of course, is our only operational
supersonic bomber, and there are now
anly eighty left. By 1971, thanks to
McNamara, the US. will no longer
have a single long-range strategic
bomber to deliver our nuclear deterrent.

But, of course, we have missiles.

To deliver what?

In 1962 the United States had over-
whelming nuclear superiority over the
Russians. In the succeeding years, as the
Soviets concentrated on expanding their

Robort McNomara
greatly weakened
U.5. nuclear defense.

arsenal, our nuclear strength has been
steadily reduced until today it is only

about one-half what it was at the time
McMNamara became Secretary of De
fense. By 1971, under McNamara's an-
nounced plans, America will have lost
abour ninety percent of its deliverable
megatonnage.

Closely related to the phasing our of
the Strategic Air Command was the
cancellation in early 1963 of the Skybolt
program. For no conceivable reason con-
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nected with the security of the United
States, McNamara terminated the de-
velopment of the Skyéolt air-to-ground
missile, ignoring an umanimous vote in
favor of it by the Joint Chiefs of Stafl.
The Skybolr, launched from a manned
bomber, would have enabled our planes
to strike enemy targers without flying
| over enemy soil, or even coming in
range of the enemy’s anti-aircraft weap-
ons. This brilliant system, upen which
huge sums of money had been spent to
bring it through development and a
successful stage of field testing, would
| have kept our B-52s and B-38s from
becoming obsolete for many years. It
would have made the RB-70 the most
feared and advanced missile delivery
system in the world — virtually unstop-
pable.

Of course, since S.A.C. has since been
ordered by Washington to cancel its
airborne alert flights in the wake of the
recent Greenland crash, in which four
hyvdrogen bombs were lost, even if we
did have Stybolts they would be sitting
on the ground — again sabotaged by
our own Far Left at the Cabinet level.

Another awesome weapon discarded
by McNamara was the Dyna-Soar, an
orbital spacecraft which was designed
to carry nuclear weapons into orbit,
deliver them, and then glide back tw
earth under its pilot’s control and be
manually landed at any ordinary air-

rt. Dyna-Soar was cancelled outright
E;I McNamara in December of 1963 after
$400 million was spent on its develop-
ment.

The Plute supersonic missile, de-
scribed by Rear Admiral Chester Al
Ward (USN., Ret) as the “most
powerful single weapon yet conceived,”
was another cancelled by our Leftist
Secretary of Defense. Even our Atlas
missiles, capable of carrying a six-mega-
ton nuclear warhead, were ::v::m;:q:u:vdgl:—:l
McNamara, who replaced them with
Minuteman missiles carrying warheads
| of a single megaton. The Minuteman
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Mobile Missile Bases, which would have
put Minuteman intercontinental mis-
siles on mobile launching sites so as
make them unchartable by an attacking
cnemy, were also cancelled.
McNamara, whose favaorie
seems o be “I Surrender Dear,” also
flatly refused to develop vital weapons
for striking from space, even though
the rremendously expensive Gemini
Erugmm proved that the United States
as the capacity to do so. He was even
instrumental in the signing and rau-
fication of the Outer Space Treaty which
keeps the U.S. from using space for

song |

military purposes. The Sovier Union is I

not so deterred.

As cach of our strategic weapons was
scrapped, cancelled, phased out, or post-
poned, MeNamara and his Whiz Kids
presented Congress with hundreds of
pages of doubletalk about “obso-
lescence,” and “cost effectiveness,” and
“keeping the option,” and “assured de-
struction capability.” And, with his mili-
tary critics muzzled, the Secretary was
free to go right on making policy de-
cisions which spelled weakness for
America’s defenses.

Fortunately, retired military men can-

not be muzzied. In July of 1967 a highly

important Report entitled The Chang- |
ing Strategte Military Balance: USA |

vi. USSR, prepared at the request of the
House Armed Services Subcommittee
by retired General Bernard A. Schriever

| and thirteen other retired gr:nerals and

admirals, revealed: “The Soviet Union
is succeeding in its massive drive

towards strategic military superiority, |

and the United States is cooperating in
this effort by slowing down s side of
the arms race.” According to the Report,
the year 1967 is a “cross-over period”
when the nuclear fircpower of the
U.S.5.R. will "equal or exceed the U.5."
nuclear capability, By 1971, the Report
stated, “A massive megatonnage gap
will have developed” and “the U.S. and
the USSR will have reversed their roles
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in a ten year period.” What with our
cancelled and phased-out systems —
let's call them “similar” systems — turn-
ing up in the Soviet Union, there can
be little doubt of it

The Schriever Report also revealed
that the United States no longer has a
“superior position in deliverable stra-
tegic weapons. There is sull time to
gain superiority, but time is on the side
of the one which uses it. Because of
long lead-times for weapons develop-
ment and production, however, the de-
cision to do so must be made in the
year 1967." The decision was, of course,

| not made.

That Schriever Report so authori-
tatively discredited everything McNa-
mara had been saying for seven years
that he was forced to create a new di-
version to confuse the public, The per-
fect placebo was found in the MULR.V.,
whi-:% stands for Multiple Individual
Reentry Vehicles, and simply means the
applicauon of separate warheads tw a
single missile. Talk of this enabled
McNamara to razzle-dazzle the unin-
formed with misleading numbers.

The opinion-makers gushed forth
with the news that the number of our
warheads will soon be fantastically in-
creased by MLR.V. That is simply not
truc. The truth is that McNamara's
MJUIR.V. program is a device for re-
ducing US. nuclear firepower even
further. Having scrapped our twenty-
four megaton {no aving scrapped
or scheduled ta scrnp all of our other
multi-megaton missiles, McNamara has
already cut our missile firepower down
to the one-megaton range. The MULK.V.
is a device to take us down even lower
so that our missile warheads will carry
only a small fraction of a single mega-
ton. Meanwhile, according to missile
expert Chester A, Ward, “The Soviet
missiles have warheads [however they
got them|] r:mgmg fram 30 to 100 mega-
tons each. .

There is no mr':'lmry reason whatso-
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ever for McNamara's scrapping of

America’s megatonnage capacity. The
only conceivable reason for it is sur-
render — that we are being prepared
by détente for surrender to nuclear
black mail.

Another McNamara response at pub-

his projected “thin line anti-missile
system.” As vou know, Secretary McNa-

mara had previously killed our Nike-
Zeus system and delayed the Nige-X
Anti-Ballistic  Missile (A.BM.) pro-
grams. Our experts, of course, were not

Nike-X system anyway, since it could
not be fully tested without violating
Mr. MeNamara's Nuclear

| Treaty.
| Military and scientific experts were,

however, somewhart less than enthralled

ment that the United States would gu
ahead with a2 %5 hillion “thin A.BM.
system.” The Anti-Ballistic Missile sys-

| tem MeNamara agreed to let us deplov

would be effective only against missiles
| delivered by (ready?) the Red Chinese

|
| — who don’t even claim to have an
|
1

lic alarm to the Schriever Report was |

entirely sure of the capability of the |

Test-Ban I

by Secretarv McMNamara's announce- |

offensive missile system. It would not |

be geared towards any long-range So-
viet missiles. Disgusted military authori-
ties say privately that it's a wonder
McNamara didn't order it designed for
| deployment to thwart the Italians, or
| possibly the Mexican Navy.
| The Defense Secretary went so far as
| to say that he desperately hoped thar
the United States would rewer have an
effective anti-ballistic missile system
against the Soviets: “The danger in
deploying this relatively light and re-
liable Chinese-oriented ABM system,”
McNamara stated, "is going to be that
pressure will develop for a heavy Soviet-
oriented ABM system. Wc Must resist
this tcmprstlcn firmly. . . . In all fair-
ness, it can be said that, in his seven-year
stand as Sceretary of Defense, Robert
Strange McMNamara somehow managed
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| “wonder

to resist all temptations to upset the
Soviet Union in any way.

Of course, it must be admitted that
McNamara did develop one weapon.
You've heard of the T.F.X. — the flying
Edsel? Now called the F-111, it was
supposed to be the miracle weapon, a
fighter and long-range bomber com-
bined, which could employed by
both rthe Airforce and the Navy. This,
the Secretary claimed his computers told
us, would save the taxpayers barrels of
money. And Mr. McNamara forced his
lane” down the throats of the
Services despite the virtually unanimous
opinion of aviation experts that it was
bound to end up as a mult-billion-
dollar floperoo. Even a child will recog-
nize that, just as there is a need for both
Volkswagens and Mack trucks, more
than one type of military airplane is
required.

McNamara's assistant, Roswell Gil-
patrick, awarded the T.F.X,, the largest
military contract in history, to General
Dynamics — while he was being paid
secret fees by the law firm which repre-
sented General Dynamics, a firm in
which he was a partner both before and
after he made the award. An all-Service
selection board, given the mission of

| recommending the prime contract for

the TF.X. had unanimously chosen
the Boeing Corporation, whose proposal
was judged to be superior in design,
performance, cost, and materials — and
which was known to have the ability
to produce on time and within cost
estimates. Its bid was rwenty-six percent
less than that of General Dynamics.
General Dynamics’ bid was, in faer,
considered by the selection board to be
the least acceptable of all received.
On the other hand, the dominant
financial power in General Dynamics,
Henry Crown, had raised millions for
L.B.J.s political campaigns, and Gen-
eral Dynamics was in financial trouble,
having produced its own Edsel — the
Convair 880, all-rime money loser in
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the aircraft industry. You might say
the fix was in when the largest single
contract in defense history was awarded
to the high bidder with the poorest
design.

Compared to the TF.X., the Edsel

was a bigger hit than the hoola-hoop. |

The Navy version turned out to be over
8.5 tons heavier than anticipated, and
155 tons heavier than the Mavy had
originally requested. It could not land
on any aircraft carrier in the world
without Erushing Ihmugh the deck. The
Airforce version, because of the in-
creased tonnage, did not have the range
to be vsed as a long-distance bomber.

' The plane, as former S.AC. com-
| mander Curtis LeMay put it, “is too

small and slow for the job."

Score another for Yarmolinsky and
the Whiz Kids. McMNamara’s one and
only contribution to America’s weapons
systems turned out to be a §13 billion
bust. Tsk! Tsk!, says McNamara as he
leaves for the World Bank, that's show
biz. And, he left just in time. In early
April of 1968, six of the T.F.X. were
sent to Vietnam. Within four days, two

crashed mysteriously and the rest were |

withdrawn from service for ten days.

As we go to press, news comes of yet |

another mysterious T.F.X. crash and
vet another withdrawal from service.
It must be admitted however, that the
TFE.X., which cost § million apicce,
haven't “provoked” the Soviet Union.

McMamara's gross misconduct of the
War in Vietnam has been another mat-
ter of serious concern. Surely even
James Burnham, Mr. Buckley's C.LA.,
will not argue that it will qualify him
for admission to the military stratcgists’
Hall of Fame. While billions were being
wasted on cancelled projects, the bare
necessitics of fighting a war, in which
twenty thousand Americans have been
killed, were nearly ignored. There have

| been thousands of examples of inade- |

quate equipment and materiel shortages
throughout Vietnam, in spite of the
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billions upon billions which we spend
for defense. A recent investigation by
the Senate Preparedness Subcommittee
uncovered shortages in all sorts of vital
supplies, including automatic weapons,
machine-guns, recoilless rifles, heavy
mortars and artillery pieces, trucks, and
field carriers. Serious shortages of am-
mumition, gasoline, and medical sup-
plies were also reported, and American
soldiers have often been forced to use
outdated and obsolete military equip-
ment.

McNamara's M-16 rifle, of course,
proved unreliable in combar. And, an
official inspection team led by Repre-
sentative Richard Ichord, who went to
Vietnam to investigate the M-16, was
told by Marines that they were ordered
to lie about the rifle’s performance.

A ffty-six page Report, issued by a
Special House Armed Services Subcom-
mittee in November 1967, shows con-
clusively that under Robert McNamara
the Defense Department deliberarely
issued faulty equipment to our troops
in Vietnam. The Commirtee's account
of the Army’s troubles with the M-16
rifle, forced upon our men in Vietnam,
is full of terms like “criminal negli-
gence” and “vunethical conduct.”

Our troop commitments in Vietnam
have escalated from 23,000 in 1964 ro
over half a million, yet we are not
winning and are preparing to negotiate
a truce from weakness.

Okay. Why aren’t we winning? The
answer is simple. President Johnson has
made it clear over and over again that
we have no intention of winning a
military victory in Vietnam. The Presi-
dent explained on September 29, 1967:
“We recognize and have always recog-
nized that there can be no military
‘solution’ to the problems of Southeast
Asia.” The Airforce has dropped more
bombs on North Vietnam than we
dropped on Germany in World War II;
but, while Germany was bombed w0 a
cinder incapable of defending itself,
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there was talk until recently that the
War in Vietnam might continue for
another fifteen years. The reason is that |
cighty percent of North Vietnam's war- |
making potential is stll intact. Under
orders from the Department of Defense, |
forty-cighr percent of North Vietnam's
facilities have been off limits w0 our
bombers, and sixty percent of its trans-
portation complex — land, sea, and air
— was proscribed from attack.

McNamara and the Johnson Admin-
istration have so handcuffed American
pilots that only about thirty percent of
the strategic targets in North Vietnam
have ever been hit by a bomb. Our pilars
are given seven pages of instructions on |
what they cannor hit in Vietnam. It is
easy to understand what General John
P. McConnell, Chief of Staff of the U.S.
Airforee, meant when he said thar the
War in Vietnam could be won “vir-
tually overnight” if the President would |
permit the Airforce to do its job. The
Navy has also promised victory if it
can be allowed to pur a Maval quaran-
tine on Haiphong Harbor — through
which seventy percent of the war ma-
tericl of the Communists is shipped.
There are only two chances that our
military will be allowed by the Leftist
civilians controlling the Defense De-
partment to win this war: slim and
none.

While American airmen are con-
cerned about bombing bridges in MNorth
Vietnam, Secretary McNamara believes
in furlding bridges to the Communists.
As he purs it: “Communism is not our
enemy.” For once, we believe he meant
what he said. One would suppose that
we have put five hundred thousand men
into Vietnam to carry on some form of
war on poverty. After all, the million-
aire McMNamara, who annually gives a
sizeable cash gift to the Far Left’s Fund
for the Republic, has often said thar
wars are caused by poverty, frustration,
discrimination, and “social” diseases. It
could very well be that Mr. McNamara's
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mind has been affected by a “sacial”
disease.

Disarmament, Secretary McNamara,
has consistently contended, is the best

| way to end the war: *I think it would
| be a tremendous opportunity for us, eco-

nomically and socially, to eliminate de-

| tense entirely. It would be a social

good." And Mr. McNamara is now
getting a chance to prove what he says
— that economic development i1s a more
effecive “path to peace” than military
preparedness. Having  paralyzed our
military, he is now assuming duties as
head of the World Bank, an outgrowth
of the Bretton Woods Conference of
1944, where America’s chief negotiator
was Soviet spy Harry Dexter White.
The Press is reporting that our former
Secretary of Defense will infuse fresh

| is that U.S. aid should increasingly be

channeled through rhis “international
agency.” Aid as administered by the
L5, directly, you see, “stirs resentment
and distrust among the recipientss” —

| and, besides, the native taxpayers at

home are getting restless about foreign
aid. Now the money will go out the
back door so that the bantu can build
Edsels in Tanzania. Come to think of
it, considering what MeNamara has
done to our national defense, Ford's
plants might be safer there.

Department of State

My dictionary defines a rusk as a
soft, sweet, twisted bun. No definition
could more appropriately describe the
policics of America’s Secretary of State.
Dean Rusk may look like a maitre d'
in a gay restaurant, but he is among the
most important Leftists in the world.

In the 1930s Mr. Rusk became a mem-
ber of the Institute of Pacihe Relations
(LP.R.), breeding ground for many of
today's top Marxists. As the Senate
Internal Security Subcommittee noted:
“The IFR has been considered by the
American Communist Party and by
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Soviet officials as an instrument of Com-
munist poliey, propaganda and military
intelligence.” The work of the Institute
of Pacific Relations was, of course,
largely responsible for the sell-out of
Chiang Kaishek to the Chinese Reds,
and Dean Rusk was one of the “China
hands” who played an important role
in that disaster.

When Rusk was appointed Secretary
of State by the Kennedy Administration,
the usual “Liberal” opinion-makers be-
gan chanting that he was a “hard line
anti-Communist.” Naothing could be
more absurd. When Alger Hiss was ex-
posed as a Communist spy, and forced
out of the State Department, Dean Rusk
assumed his place as Director of Special
Political Affairs. Hiss had recommended

{ a long list of Communists for employ-
money into the World Bank. The idea |

ment at the UN,, and Rusk continued
the Hiss policy until the Senate Internal

Dean Rusk
bolonged o

Communist LP.R.

| Security  Subcommittee exposed the

practice. The Senate investigation re-
vealed that at least twenty-six American
Communists had thus received key jobs
at the United Nations — a number of
them top Soviet agents.

But, just as Secretary of State Dean
Acheson “refused to turn his back™ on
Alger Hiss, he insisted on protecting
Rusk also. In March of 1950, Dean
Acheson named Rusk Assistant Sccre-
tary of State for Far Eastern Affairs.
While holding that position he delivered
a speech in praise of the Chincse Com-
munists in which he described the
Peking Reds as revolutionaries com-
parable to the American patriots of
1776, and declared thar the course of
their agrarian reform was “not Russian
in essence.” Rusk's knowledge that Mao
was a latter day Patrick Henry had
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come from his experiences in China
during World War 11, in which he
served with Marxist security-risks John
Paton Davies, John Stewart Service, and
John K. Emmerson, as advisor to the
psychotic General “Vinegar” Joe Stil-
well.

In his position as Assistant Secretary
of Sate for Far Eastern Affairs, Mr.
Rusk was instrumental in shaping those
policies of the Korean War which Gen-
eral Douglas MacArthur described as
"a catastrophic blow to the hopes of the
free world” — including the policy of
giving the Communist Chinese a privi-
leged sanctuary north and west of the
Yalu River.

On November 6, 1950, MacArthur
was ready to send a hombing mission
to destroy a key bridge connecting
Korea and Manchuria — over which
the Chinese were pouring thousands of
troops to kill American soldiers. For-
mer President Truman tells in his
memaoirs of his emergency conference
to discuss the proposed mission. Tru-
man revealed: “Assistant Secretary of
State Dean Rusk pointed out that we
| had a commitment with the British not
| to take action which might invelve at-

tacks on the Manchurian side of the

river without consultation.” Rusk, Tru-
man continued, added thar the State

Department was trying to get a “reso-
 lution” from the United Nations con-

demning the flood of Communist forces

SWeeping across the river from China.
|  Oh, peachy!
| That vital bombing mission was can-

celled an hour and twenty minutes be-
fore the planes were scheduled ro rake
off. Thus the fatal “privileged sanctuary”
policy was established and remains in-
violate o this day.

It was Dean Rusk, fnally, who
recommended the dismissal of General
Douglas MacArthur when he insisted

| on winning the war in Korea, even

writing out the dismissal order for the I

President to sign. Following the dis-
9

graccful armistice in Korea — a solution
to surrender also recommended by Rusk
— our “soft, sweer, twisted bun” was
shuffled out of the State Department to
become President of the Rockefeller
Foundartion. It will be remembered that

{ Alger Hiss had been similarly rewarded
| by being made President of the Car

negie Endowment for International
Peace following Ais hurried departure
from the Department.

In his capacity with the Rockefeller
Foundanon, Dean Rusk continoed o
support the Communists by recom-
mending a $2 million grant to the Com-
munist Institute for Pacific Relations.
He also attempted to influence the Ford
Foundation 1o make a similar grant to
the LP.R., and waged constant war on
the Congressional Committees investi-
gating Communists in government.

With the election of John F. Ken-
nedy, Rusk bounced back into federal
service to lead the core of the Admin-
istration’s accommeodationists, holding
thar Communism is mellowing. Since
he thought the Red Chinese of 1950
were as mellow as the Founders of our
Republic, it is hardly a surprising de-
velopment. And, of course, it was not
at all surprising when Rusk joined
Adam Yarmolinsky, George Ball, and
Robert McNamara in engineering the
muzzling of the American military by
setting up a censor board inside the
Stare Department o examine the now
required “advance texts” of all speech-
es by military men—to delete refer-
ences unfavorable to the Soviet Union.

While working ro stop criticism of
the Communists by responsible Ameri-
can soldiers, Secretary of State Dean
Rusk again set to work to bring men
with highly dangerous Leftst back-
grounds into the State Department —
waiving security clearance. When Otto
F. Otepka, Chief of Evaluations in the
Stare Department’s office of security,
testificd under ocath before a Senate
| Committee that he had angered his
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superiors by questioning their security
procedures, Rusk moved to fire Orepka.

Security Evaluator Otepka had ex-
plained thar he was approached in 1960
by Bobby Kennedy and Dean Rusk to

Otta F, Otephio
refused ta cloar
security risks.

=

~.5:!r-
g
r‘

try to get him to approve the employ-
ment, in a highly sensitive national se-
curity project, of Walt W, Rostow —
who had previously been turned down
by the State Department as a security
risk. Rostow was one of a number of
Kennedy appointees whom the honor-
able Otepka refused to clear. Eventually,
Secretary Rusk waived full field security
checks for over 150 emplovees. For re-
vealing this critical information while
under oath before a Senate Committe,
Otto F. Otepka was viciously harassed

| by the Secretary of State and fnally

removed from his position, to be re-
placed by a more pliable security officer.

While Dean Rusk was purging the
Department’s security division of anti-
Communists like Oto Orepka, he was
also clearing men like William Arthur
Wieland — the State Department official
chicfly responsible for masking Castro's
Communist background. While an
American Vice Consul in Bogota, Co-
lombia, Wieland had become well ac-
quainted with Castro, then in that

| country as a leader of the Communists’

198 insurrection there. After investi-
gating William Arthur Wicland, and
hearing evidence which fills several
volumes, the Senate Internal Security
Subcommittee declared:;

Wieland  regularly  disregarded,
nde-fracked ar  denownced PRI,
State Depaviment, and wilitary  iw-
tellipence  sonrces  which  branded
Castro ai a Commuanist and rhowed
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that bis associates were Moscow
trained. In August 1959, Wieland
“wrecked" an intellipence briefing
given te Dr. Milton Eisenbower by
the American Embassy staff in Mex-
o City when 1 became obuviows
they were poing ta prove that Castro
wis a Commrwnist. For thic action,
Wieland was denownced to bic face,
with Eisenhower present, as “either
a damn fool or a Commuenise
Miton Eisenhawer chose to ignore
the incident.

' William  Arthur Wieland, according
to the volumes of sworn testimony,
knowingly aided a Communist rakeover

State Department’s Caribbean division.
| He was and had been a security risk.
| But, even after the Senate Committee’s
revelations, he was “cleared” on Rusk's

matic position in Australia ar a salary
of $24,000 a year.

Seeretary Rusk’s record of providing
support for the Communists is nearly
incredible, For example, on March 17,
1961, at the encouragement of Secre-
tary Dean Rusk, President John F.
Kennedy lifted a ban on importation
and distribution of Communist propa-
ganda into the United States. In just the
first nine months after lifting the ban
against distribution through rhe US.
mail of Communist propaganda (a pro-
hibition which had been imposed by
President Truman), an estimated 8
million packages of Communist propa-

Czecho-Slovakia, and Red China were
imparted into the United States. What
is worse, Americin taxpayers |'.|:|id the
postage for delivering this Red propa-
ganda to schools, churches, homes, and
libraries all over the nation.

Dean Rusk has, of course, often de-
clared himself strongly in favor of dis-
armament. It was under Rusk, in fact,
that the infamous State Department
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signature and promoted to a key diplo- |

ganda materials from Russia, Poland, |

of Cuba from his desk as chief of the |




| Document 7277 was issued. Thar call
| for “general and complete disarmament”
| of the United States was a nearly ver-
batim plagiarization of a speech de-
livered by Nikita Khrushchev in 1959,
The document, entitled Freedom from
War: Unuted States Praogram for Com-
plete and General Disarmament in a
Peaceful World, calls for a three-stage
disarmament plan including the ban-
ning of nuclear tests and halting the
production of nuclear weapons and their
delivery  systems.  Existing  stocks of
weapons and atomic warﬁr:uds would
be transferred o the U.N. and the
development of ant-missile missiles and
similar defensive weapons would  be
abandoned.

This afficial State Department docu-
ment further advocates transterring con-
trol over US. and other troops to the
United Nations so that “no state [in-
cluding the U.5.] would have the mili-
tary power to challenge the progressively
strengthened UN  peace force” Even
shotguns and hunting rifles owned by
private citizens would be affected by
Sesretary Rusk's official plan.

Rusk was also.one of the primary
hucksters of the Nuclear Test-Ban
T'reaty, among the key proposals of his
Document 7277, It was sold to Congress
on the claim that such a Treaty “would
prevent the spread of nuclear weapons.”
Mo one has vet explained how an agree-
ment ameng the U.S., the U.S.S.R,, and
Britain, can stop other nations from
acquiring such weapons. And, of course,
the Treaty made no provisions for in-
spection, and has often been violated by
the Soviets — even as we have been
handcuffed by living up t its pro-
visions.

Since Mr. Rusk is such a strong ad-
vocate of disarmament, it is not surpris-
ing thar he was one of those primarily
responsible for disarming anu-Castro
Cubans. He was, in facr, amang those
who most effectively opposed supplying
air cover for the Bay of Pigs Invasion.
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Pressure by Rusk also led to the cancel- |

lation of plans for the U.S. MNavy to

escort the fourteen-hundred-man inva- |

sion force ashore,

President Kennedy used Secretary of
State Dean Rusk as intermediary be-
tween himself and Charles Murphy,
C.LA. director of the operation. The
C.LA. warned repeatedly that if the
changes in orders prohibiting the use
of air cover remained in force, the in-
vasion would fail. Murphy described
the meeting between the CLA. and
Rusk in Fortune magazine:

[General] Cabell war greatly war-
ried owver the wewlwerability o air
dattacks, fiest af the ships and then af
the troafrs on the beach, Rusk war
nat impressed. . . . [He mainlained
that an] air attack conld be more of
a muirance than a danger. One fact
be made absoluiely dear ., | political
considerations were faking over.

Thanks to those “political considera-
tions,” Cubans trying to free their coun-
trv from the Communists were, of

course, slaughtered on the beach. It was |

a catastrophe for which our sweer Dean
shares a primary responsibility.

The Rusk-arranged Laos Agreement |

in 1962 was equally catastrophic. So
ghastly in fact that it was later admirted
to be a failure by the Secretary of State
himself. Laos, a nation to which we
had been supplying arms to defeat the
Communists, was supposed tw have
been “neutralized” by arrangement. It
was, instead, made a staging base for

Communist aggression. As Rusk has |

admitted: “At no time since that agree-
ment was signed have either the Pathet
Lao or the MNorth Vietnamese authori-
ties complied with it. The North Viet-
namese left several thousand troops
there—the backbone of almost every
Pathet Lao hartalion. The use of the
corridor through Lacs to South Viet-
nam continued, and the Commumsts
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| barred the areas under their control
both to the Government of Laos and
the International Conrral Commission”
56C Up to maintain neutrality.*

Another of Secretary of State Rusk's
“accomplishments” was the passage by
the Senate of the Consular Treary,
which allowed the Soviets to set up
“diplomatic” headquarters in various
American cities. ]. Edgar Hoover testi-
fied before the House Appropriations
Committee concerning the Consular
Treaty that such an agreement is “a
cherished goal of Sovier intelligence
services,” Ratification by the Senate of
such a Treaty, said Mr. Hoover, waould
make the F.B.L's counter-intelligence
work far more difhcult.

The Treaty, promoted by Rusk dur-
ing the Kennedy Administration and
approved during the Johnson Admini-
stration, will, according to the Secretary
of State, assist in getting U.5-U.5.5.R.
relations “on a more normal basis.” But,
according to Hoover, there is nothing
“normal” about the activities of Sovier
diplomatic personnel in our country.
TE-: Directar explained: “FBI experi-
ence is that official personnel form the
backbone of Soviet bloc espionage in

| the United States. The Soviet defectors

| estimate that from seventy to cighty
percent of the Sovier officials in the U.S.
have some type of intelligence assign-
ment.”

Secretary Rusk's Leftist commitment,
| however, prevailed over Hoover's warn-
| ings, and in spite of the fact that the
| Soviets constantly declare themselves o
|
|

be our mortal enemy, he has deliber-
ately permitted expansion of their
espionage system in the United States.
Being a great believer in sharing the

| wealth, Rusk is naturally a strong de-
votee of foreign aid — particularly to

“ Anocher American champion of the Laos Agree-
ment was W. Averell Harriman, who was "our”
negotiator for the Test-Ban Treaty and numerous
other catastrophies, and who has been selected by
LE.J. o represent the United States in peace
talks with Morth Vietnam.
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Communists. In 1965, for example,
Sccretary of State Dean Rusk recom-
mended that more military aid be given
to Communist Indonesia — including
atomic fuel for a “research reactor.”
Rusk made these recommendations de-
spite Communist Achmed 8. Sukarno’s
personal commitment to Communism
and his long series of deliberate provo-
cations and offenses — including his
internationally publicized repudiation
of U.S. aid (he told us to ke it and
g0 to hell). Sukarno had received aid
totaling more than $900 million — de-
spite the burning and sacking of the
U.5. Information Agency and our Li-
braries there, his constant denunciation
of U.S. foreign policy, his threatened
confiscation of American owned oil
properties, his armed artacks against
anti-Communist Malaysia, and his close
ties with Red China.

Rusk is also a vigorous advocate of
American trade for Communist nations.
As American boys in Vietnam were
being killed by armaments from Com-
munist Poland, for example, he re-
leased the Poles from a 326 million
U.S. debt, and moved to increase trade
with all Communist European nations
supplying the Vietcong. “Peaceful
rrade,” as Rusk refers to our commercial
subsidy of the Communist Bloc, “may
erode gradually the concept that the
conflict between us is inevitable and
replace it with some recognition of the
mutual advantage of closer cconomic
relations.” Rusk went so far as w ad-
vocate rthar the U.S. finance the con-
struction of a Fiat automebile plant in
the Soviet Union even as the Soviets
and their satellites supply ecighty per-
cent of the war materiel being used to
kill our soldiers in Vietnam. Mr. Rusk
recognizes that twenty thousand dead
American soldiers is quite a lot to lose
to Soviet armaments. But, he says,
“There is an impetus toward stability
and peace in the prowing consumer
demands of the Soviet Union.”
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It is indeed ludicrous that Dean Rusk,

the very embodiment of a pink dove, |

| should be booed and picketed by stu-
dents because of his comedy role as a
Vietnam “hawk." While masquerading
as a “hawk,” Rusk has cooed continu-
ously for bombing pauses,claiming they
would avert further escalation. Speaking
before the Senate Preparcdness Subcom-
mittee, he has even asserted that the
| US. is determined to meet aggression
i with “a measured response,” which

would avoid “sliding down the slippery
I slope™ of further escalation. Translated
into English that means he supports a

“no-win” policy in Vietnam — sellout
| by negotiation, as in Laos.

Rusk, the phony “hawk,” has himself
dealt personally with the Russians 1w
make sure that American pilots would
not destroy key strategic targets in
North Vietnam. The authoritative
Allen-Scott Report has revealed, for ex-
| ample, that there is a compelling diplo-
matic reason why U.S. flyers have not
been permitted to bomb the strategic
North Vietnamese airfield at Phuc Yen,
thirteen miles from Hanoi in an area
free of civilians. The airbase is “off
limits” 1o U.S. bombers because of a
secret ULS.-Soviet understanding. The
unannounced accord was made by Rusk
| and Soviet Forcign Minister Andrei
| Gromyko shortly after the U.S. began
bombing North Vietnam in February
1965. '
| According to information obtained

from members of the Senate Armed
Services Preparedness Subcommirtee,
Mr.Rusk’s unannounced agreement was
behind the refusal of Secretary Robert
McNamara to supply a reason to U.S.
Admiral Ulysses 8. Grant Sharp, Com-
mander in Chief of U.S. forces in the
Pacific, for turning down his repeated
request to destroy key airfields in North
Vietnam,

The theme of the Rusk diplomacy on
Victnam has been: (1) send U.S. aid

and trade to the arsenal of the Vier
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cong; (2) assure by international agree- |

ment a Communist sanctuary in Laos;

(3) arrange with the Soviets o preserve |

key North Vietnamese military installa- |

tions; (4) prevent the “escalation”
necessary to win; (5) provide bombing
pauses whenever the enemy wearies;
and, (6) negotiate a surrender to the
Communists like that in Laos as soon

as U.S. public opinion can be made to |

accept it
It is hardly surprising that Secretary

of State Dean Rusk this fall broke long-

standing rules to celebrate the fiftieth |

anniversary of the Communists’ seizure
of power in Russia. Mr. Rusk said he
decided to break precedent on Novem-
ber 7, 1967, to take part in the festivities
at the Russian Embassy, because: “Well,
for the fifdeth anniversary I make an
exception.” There was no ward of toasts
to the tens of millions starved, butch-
ered, and enslaved by the Communists
in those ity years — nor even of toasts
to the Soviet-supplied Vietcong.
All was quite chummy.

Department of the Treasury

Secretary of the Treasury Henry
Fowler has had wide experience as a
federal burcaucrat under four Democrat
Presidents. While most members of the
Cabinet now belong to either the Coun-
cil on Foreign Relations or the Ameni-
cans for Democratic Action, Fowler’s
credentials as a Leftist are so good that
he is a member of both, Although he is
neither a banker, an economist, nor a
businessman, Time magazine comment-
ed upon his appointment as Secretary
of the Treasury:

His credentinis  nevertheless are
outstanding. He i5 a faithful Demo-

crat who . . . last year organized the
Businessmen for [obnson-Humphrey
group. . . . He is well acqunamted

twith business prablems, . ., He is
respected in rhe business community
far kir sound, penerally conservative,
UIELIE.
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| Fowler had the credentials all right,
but “conservarive views" were not
among them. He had been chairman
in Virginia for the Southern Conference
for Human Welfare, cited by both
House and Senate Committees as the
premier Communist Front in the
South. Testimony before the Senate In-
ternal Subcommittee also revealed that
Henry Fowler was instrumental in
getting Communist spy Harry Magdoff
assigned 1o a special position to deal
with post-war Germany. Magdoff, as
you know, was a member of the Perlo
Cell, a Communist spy ring. Fowler
was also mentioned prominently in the
tesumony of Fifth-Amendment Com-
| munist Charles Flato.

| The Scnatc Internal Security Sub-
committee asked Communist spy Irving
| Kaplan about #is relationship with
Henry Fowler:

Mr. Sowrwine: When did
| kwow Henry Fowler?

Mr. Kaplan: You are talking about
the man who it non bead of the Na-
tional Production Authority?

Mr, Sonrwine: 1 am talbing about
the man who war chairman of the
[ Communist} Southern Conference
for Human Welfare in 1946.

Mr. Kaplan: [ refuse te answer o
the groands that it may tend to in-
crimindate me.

_‘,|'-l'?.f|"

Kaplan, like Magdoff, was a member
of the Communists’ Perlo spy ring, and
according to the sworn testimony of
Elizabeth Hentley was associated with
both the Silvermaster and Perlo Cells.
His association with our present Secre-
tary of the Treasury is therefore a
matter of some interest — particularly
when Kaplan testified that it was he
who would be incriminared by his rela-

tionship with Fowler.
| Heary Fowler has of course continued
the job of his predecessor, C. Douglas

| Dillon, in overseeing the liquidation af
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America’s gold and silver, In 1960, the
United States had 2 billion ounces of
silver in the Treasury. It is difficult to
estimate how much, if any, silver is left
since virtually every statement made by
Fowler and the Treasury Department
has in retrospeet turned ourt to be a lie.
The most moderate experts estimate,
however, that the amount remaining is
abour 280 million ounces, or approxi-
mately oncseventh of the supply in
1960, Of these 280 million ounces, 80
million are radioactive (having been
loaned to the Atomic Energy Commis-
sion for tests), and 170 million ounces

are needed as a strategic reserve for de- |
fense purposes. {
In order 1o pay off the silver cer- |
tificate claims, Fowler arranged o |
melr all obtainable U.S. coins which are |
ninety percent silver, r.e. those minted
prior to 1963, and replace them with
sandwich slugs. Some professionals, who |
watch the silver market closely, believe
that Secretary Fowler may have already
climinated even the strategic reserve re-

quired for our nation’s defense. Silver, |

of course, is a necessity for electronics,

sophisticared weaponry, and  missiles. |

What the Leftist Dillon-Fowler team
did for silver it has also done for gold.
[n 1960 the United States had $195
billion in gold (fifty percent of rthe
world's monetary supply), with §194
hillion in potential foreign claims
against it. Year by year our gold has
been drained out of the Treasury as

Henry Fowler
waos choirman of
top Cemmunist Fronk,

to arise against it. Today, America has
only about §7 billion in gold (not count-
ing the §3 billion owned by the Inrter-

national Monetary Fund), with some |

835 billion in potential dollar claims
03

s -
foreign aid has permitted patential debts |



against the remaining supply. In short,
there are foreign claims outstanding for
| five times as much gold as we have.

Mo major nation in the world has
| ever survived without a currency backed
by gold. Even the Communist countries
mine and use gold in foreign exchange.
If the outflow of gold is not stopped, it
will throw our nation into the worst
econamic crisis in histary.

The disastrous gold drain is a result
of our adverse balance of payments,
which is caused primarily by forcign aid
| piveaways and domestic inflation —
Leftist insanities now pricing American
products out of the world markets while
making imports more attractive. Fowler
has promised every year to bring an
end to this adverse balance of payments.
Yet, the fourth quarter of 1967 was the
worst on record. At the current rate,
the adverse balance for the year will run
over §4 billion
remaining gold supply.

We are in deep trouble!

A monetary crisis accompanied by
devaluation has possibly been postponed
E"T l}ll'.' I.}rl'.'ﬁ‘.'l“. l.hruugll lhl'.' :I'\..I'.'i‘."[.ﬂ.ifl.f.'-l'.'
of so-called S.D.Rs (Special Drawing
Rights) by key members of the Inter-
national Monetary Fund. The chect of
the SD.R. is primarily psychological
since they cannot come into being for
nearly a year, and will cven then be
insufficient to stem the tide of our ad-
verse balance. The S.IDRs are merely
paper credits. The situation is analogous
to running out of poker chips in a card
| pame and then starting o play with
1.OUs.

In the end, of course, everything has
to be redeemed with real money. And,
when that time comes, God help us!

Lenin maintained that the way to
destroy a capitalist nation was to de-
bauch its currency. Fowler has been
running our Treasury through the
greatest financial debauchery in the na-
| tion’s history. Now, with the twenty-
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- more than half of our |

|

five percent gold cover removed from
our dollar, the bureaucrats can print
money to infinity. The result of such
activity, of course, is massive and
ruinous inflaion — just as Lenin
promised.

Secretary Fowler's answer to inflation
is higher taxes on private citizens.
Nothing could be more absurd. What
he is saying is that spending is not
inflationary if a government bureau-
crat seizes your moncy and doles it out
to some black revolutionary in the War
on Poverty, but it 45 inflationary if you
want to improve your own standard of

living by improving your own health |

care or providing better education for
your own children.
Fowler has asked for a twenty per-

cent surtax and will probably get at
least ten percent. Meanwhile, he and

| the rest of the Johnsen Administration

will continue to follow Lenin's dictum

| and debauch our currency into worth-

lessness.

The situation s already so serious that
William McChesney Marrin, Chair-
man of the Federal Reserve Board, has
warned that the American economy 1s
in greater danger than in any year since
1931. He's perfectly right, of course.

And, with Fowler in charge, you can |

ber thar it was planned that way.

Department of Labor
W. Willard Wirtz succeeded Arthur
Goldberg as Secretary of Labor in

Arthur Goldberg
was president of
top Communist Front.

1962, recommended for that job by his
predecessor. Goldberg had been Presi-
dent of the Chicago chapter of the Na-
tional Lawyers Guild, cited by the
House Committee on  Un-American
Activities as “the legal bulwark of the
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Communist Party.” While in Chicago |

he had worked closely with Willard's
i brother, Robert, When Willard Wirtz
| entered government service during the
| New Deal, brother Robert® went on to
bigger and better things as Organizer
for the Communist Party in the State
| of llinois, and was so identified by the
| Daily Worker of January 30, 1944,
On January 9, 1967, Ed Montgomery,
featured columnist of the San Francisco
Examiner. noted thar Robert Wirtz:

o toas far seven years chief or-
gawizer for the Cammunist Party,
U.5.A., State of Winais. For three
yedars Robert Wirtz war Secretary of

i the Commini Party, State of Il
T
In the Subversive Detail File af the
| Chicage Police Department there i
a report of Robert Wirtz' activities in
1943 when he beaded np a detail of
six men assigned to the Chicago loop
area. They were peiting signatures
| on petitions te gualify the Coni
| manist Party for the ballat in the
| State af IWinais,

On this detail was a brother,
Woilltam W', Wirtz. Willlam ir ne
{onger Enown by that wame. Today
be i better Buawn as W. Willard
Wiriz, Secretary of Labor of the
United Stales.

Ed Montgomery commented later that
| W, Willard Wirtz might have changed
| loyalties since then. After all, before

his appointment as Undersecretary of
Labor, Wirtz was a law partner and

i elose [riend of Adlai Stevenson.
A devoted promoter of the hand-out,

*Robert Wirtz now resides in Carmel, California,

where he it 3 neighbor of another prominent or
| gamzer, Saul Alinsky. His son Stephen was one
of the leading organizers of the Cammunise-led
Berkeley Rebellion, and was arrested by Oakland
police in the student riats ar Sproul Hall in
December of 1964, Stephen Wirte was alw the
campus coordinator for the siudents sirike on the
Berkeley campus in December 1966,
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some of Willard Wirtz' rulings would
be amusing if they were but farce
written for The Worker. For example,
under a new Department of Labor
regulation a convict, solely as a resulr of
his labors while serving a prison sen-

unemployment insurance and qualify

Willard Wirte
sought oid for
Communist Party,

for Social Security — even if he’s never
done another honest day’s work in his
life. Wirtz has decreed that work done

considered  “federal  service”  Mavbe
prison is good preparation for the Great
| Society.

Willard Wirtz was the Adminis-
tration’s chief spokesman in its attempts
to obtain Congressional repeal of Section
14 (b) of the Taft-Hartley Act. Under
14 (b), individual states can assure their

tence, can establish his eligibility for |

in a federal penitentiary will now be |

citizens of the Right to Work withour |

based on the idea thar men should be

forced union mr:mbcrﬁhip. The policy |
to let the states do as they choase is |

allowed to work where they will, with- |

out paving compulsory tribute to a pri-
vite organization. A poll condueted

America has revealed that sixty-seven
percent of the American people believes
that no citizen should be forced to be-
long to a union in order to hold a job.
However, that sixty-seven percent does
not include the labor bosses to whom
Wirtz and the Admimstration are be-
holden.

After the defeat by Congress of efforts
to scuttle 14 (b), William W. Wirtz
sent around his Labor Department bovs

expedition, scouring the country for
“evidence” against members of state
| Right To Work Committees, As one
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by Opinion Research Corporation of |

to engage in a nationwide snooping |



Committee member put it: “If this is |

allowed to continue, this country is
rapidly on its way to becoming a police
srare.”

The termination of the so-called
bracero program, however, has been
Wirtz' major conrribution 1o the estab-
lishment of manopaly  unionism  in
America. Farm workers comprise the

| largest non-union segment of American

labor. With the unionmizarnan of farm

| labor, union control over the American

cconomy would be nearly complete.

| However, as long as dracere labor was

readily available from Mexico the union-
ization of farm workers in California
and the Greater Southwest was largely

{ im}:-ructic.'i.hlc.

Wirtz has argued that the vacuum
ereated by the absence of Mexican agri-
cultural workers would provide jobs for
the American unemploved — harvesting
crops. The suppasition, of course, was
absurd. No self-respecting Welfare re-
cipient is about to f::nvc his cushy deal
in the big city and go out and do stoop
labor in the hot sun.

Until 1963, some 200,000 farm work-
ers annually entered this country from
Mexico o work in the ficlds ar harvest
ime, and the program was of con-

| siderable benefir o both the American

{and Mexican

economics. Now  that
program has been ended by the Secre-
tary of Labor. In August of 1965,
Senator George Murphy termed Wirtz
“incredibly stubborn™ for adopting a
farm worker program which brought
“carastrophe . . . upon our nation’s
farmers.” By ending the bracero
program, Murphy said, Wirtz caused
losses of $21.5 million to California

| tomato  growers and $10 million to

asparagus growers in the state. The
total loss is inestimable!

Confronted by disaster caused by his
policies, Wirtz merely lies. He even

claimed that domestic farm employment |
: | much as Grand Central Station — with
thanks to cancellation of the dracers ' Luther Hodges being succeeded by

was up by more than twenty thousand,
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program. Senator Murphy replied that
Wirtz was playing fast and loose with
the facts, adding that the total agricul-
tural emplovment in California, alone,
was down by 41,000, Murphy charged:
“He has purposely overlooked the

| serious losses of crops suffered by our

farmers and thousands of acres of vege-
tables never planted, the increase in
production cost, the exodus of many
farmers secking new locations in Mexico
and the increase of wholesale and re-
tail prices.”

Wirtz has caused similar dislocations
in agriculture all aver the country, and
the result has been higher prices in the
supermarkets — vou ladies know all
about it. Of course, Scerctary Wirtz

| tried to blame higher food prices on

the ubiquitous “middleman” and bad
weather. Diugrm:lluzl Lrowers  may
agree that for them it has been the Wirtz
weather in vears.

Besides wreaking havoc on the na- |
tion's farmers, the Wirtz program has |
bezun to accomplish what it was in-
tended to do. Marxist union organizers
such as Cesar Chavez are now using
brutality and violence to foree farm
waorkers to join Leftist unions, Chavez, |
incidentally, was trained for this task

| by Robert Wirtz" neighbor, Saul Alin-

sky. According to the 1966 Report of
the California State Senate’s Committes
on Un-American Activities, Chavez has
worked hand-in-hand with the (.'om-i
munists.

By the way, next time you see William
W. Wirtz, ask him about brother Bob.
Washington reporters have been too
timid to broach the subject. You might
even ask him about his own efforts for
the Party in Chicago — no doubt he
has a nifty answer for that one.

Department of Commerce
The office of Secretary of Commerce
has since 1960 resembled nothing so
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| John T. Connor, who in turn gave way

to Alexander Trowbridge, who was re-
cently replaced by C. R. Smith. While
the faces have changed, the policies have
remained the same — and we go right
on building bridges to Communism.

John Connor, generally described by
the Press as a “Conservative,” was Co-
chairman in 1964 of the national In-
d:ﬁ:nd:m Committee for Lyndon
Johnson and Vice President Humphrey,
and enlisted the support of business and
industrial leaders for the Democrat
ticket. He described himself as a “Lib-
eral businessman™ and an “unrecon-
structed New Dealer,” and proved to be
an ardent promoter of trade with the
Communists.

On November 11, 1966, Secretary of

Commerce Connor declared that the |

Administration is moving “deliberately”
toward separating trade from politics in
dealing with the Communist countries.
“We have hopes of building some very

strong bridges as time goes on,” he said. |

A month earlier he had announced that
restrictions on the export of more than
four hundred “non-strategic” commod-
ities to the Communist Bloe had been
removed. As a result, during the first
quarter of 1967, the Commerce Depart-
ment reported that ULS. exports to the
Soviet Union and its European satellites
totaled §71.8 million. We'll discuss the
nature of some of these “non-strategic
goods in just a moment.

Alexander Trowbridge, like his pred-
ecessor a member of the Far Left's
ubiquitous Council on Forcign Rela-
tions and a strong supporter of trade
with the Communists, was President of
the Puerto Rican subsidiary of the
Standard Oil Company before joining
the Administration. Trowbridge has ex-
plained that the East-West conflict is
somewhat of a myth and offered a bevy
of ratonalizations for supplying ma-
terials to the Sovier Bloc while Ameri-
can soldiers continue to die in Viet
nam — killed by armaments provided
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by those to whom we send trade. As he
noted :

We bave adopred what I describe
as a “dual track” palicy which with
one hand we can confrant such ap-
gression where it muwst be resitted
and our resolve is firm, but anytime
pressuve increases on one front we
need presinre relief valves on other
fromts. Hence, the desire 1o keep
chanirels of communication o preu. . .

If someone had thought of thar bril-
liant strategy during World War 11
we might have trieg to end our war
with Italy by trading with Hileer.

Why fight the Reds in Vietnam and
| help them everywhere else?

The road w peace, according to
| Trowbndge, 1s:
| peaceful goods.” Among the “peaceful
| goods” that the Commerce Department
| now allows to be shipped to the Com-
munists are industrial chemicals, heavy

machinery, the latest LB.M. computers, |

.3

=
e

electrical equipment, rubber, food, scrap
metal, communications  equipment,

Alex Trowbridge
promoted trade fo
arsenal of Viercong.

jacks, diesel engines, radar, jet engines,
gear-grinding machines, machine tools,

ball and roller bearings, motor vehicles, |

“Two-way trade in |

petroleum  products, tools, hydraulic |

railway cars, electricalchemical and |

radioactive devices for the conversion
of chemical energy into electrical energy
(hmm!), and electron tubes. All of
these commodities are, of course, used
in the manufacture of baby carriages.
Trowbridge recently suffered a debili-
ating heart awack (perhaps as he
viewed our Vietnam casvaley lists) and
has been replaced by Cyrus R. Smith,
" who until recently was President and
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Chairman of the Board of American
Airlines. As with most of his pred-
ecessors there is the usual gabble from
the mass media that Smith is a hard-
nosed “Conservative” businessman.
such were true he would hardly have
accepted a position requiring him t
implement the Johnson Administra-
tion's commercial aid to the arsenal of
the Vietcong.

Business Week says that Smith is “a
voice that won't quaver at asking
‘business to do its part.'” When “its
part” is supplying the raw materials for
killing American soldiers in the field —
as we are now doing under pressure
from the Johnson Administration’s
Commerce Department — it takes a
mighty strong dedication to something
not to quaver, Hodges couldn't take it;
neither could Connor and Trowhbridge.

| Maybe Smith has the heart for it

Department of Agriculture

The Minnesota Machiavelli who
heads this Department is so far to the
Left that in 148 he campaigned for
Henry Wallace and his Communist-
dominated Progressive Party. He is not
cven a farmer and has never been a
farmer. Except for a few brief absences
he had spent his entire career in down-
town Minneapolis, where he was a
lawyer, social worker, assistant to
Hubert Humphrey, political worker for
the Leftist Democratic Farm Labor
Party, and then Governor — before
being defeated for re-election and run-
ning off to Washington. He evidently
derives his rural connections from his
membership in  the Izaak Walton
League.

Every year since becoming Secretary
of Agriculture in 1961, Orville Freeman
has promised lower costs and higher
farm income. It never happens. What
happens is that the number of employees
in rthe Department of Agriculture in-
creases in direct ratio to the decline in
farm population. While our farm popu-
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If |

lation is down twenty percent since

1960, the number of employees of the
| US.D.A. is up twenty percent. This is
the equivalent of a forty percent in-
crease in farm bureaucrats, giving the
Department of Agriculture a grand
total of 125,000, There is now a US.D.A.
overseer for every thirty-two farmers in
the United States.

Dr. Don Paarlberg, Purdue Univer-
sity economist, has noted thart after thirty
vears and the expenditure of 525 billion,
those commaditics which have enjoyed
the most federal manipulation (wheat,
cotton, and tobacco) are precisely the
ones still in the greatest price and “sur-
plus” difficulty. At the same time, he
noted, markets had expanded for those
livestock products, fruits, and vegetables
produced and marketed by farmers’ own
decisions. Mo wonder that farmers who
have been “helped” for thirty vears by
| the federal government have been
leaving their farms at the rate of 800,000
a year for the past five years.

Although it has not yet been approved
by Congress, Orville Freeman has now
advocated a supply-management system
in which committees of farmers under
the control of the Secretary of Agricul-
ture would regulate all production and
income of farmers. This scheme would
create a system similar 1o the agricul-
tural system in Communist countries
where such committees are known as
Soviets. It would give the Secretary of
Agriculture power to allot nearly all
acreage, telling every farmer how many
acres t plant and how many to leave
idle or put to other uses; and, it would
allow the Department of Agriculture to
force high prices for “authorized" crops
while paying farmers for not planting
idle acres,

This way, the farmer becomes a serf
on his own land and the rest of us sub-
sidize the action,

Freeman admitted that the new
scheme means in cffect the granting of
a federal franchise to farm. The value
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of a man’s farm would depend not on
the quality of his land nor on the labor
and investment he puts into improve-
ments, but on the kind of federal fran-
chise he has. Henry A. Wallace called
the Freeman Farm Program so radical
that it would probably require “stricter
control than they have in Communist
countries.”

Another of Orville Freeman's pro-

| posals would impose jail sentences on

dairy farmers failing o keep records
acceptable to the governmenr, and
would allow the Department of Agri-
culture to buy up farm land at Free-
man’s discretion — a blank check for a

bureaucratic exercise in eminent domain, |

In order to ger farmers to submit to

| his totalitarian  schemes, Secretary of

Agriculture  Freeman has  advocated
dumping government stockpiles on the
market to artificially drive prices down
—forcing farmers into line. In 1963,
he even used US.D.A. emplovees as a
sort of goon squad to intimidate farmers
into supporting the Kennedy Adminis-
tration’s Wheat Referendum. It was,

| nonetheless, soundly defeated.

In order to keep tabs an his serfs and
entice them into further government
programs, Freeman has created the
Rural Community Development Ser-
vice. Its function is to set up field offices
throughout the country where people
in small towns and rural eommunities
can go to find out how to tap the
federal till for such things as housing,
witer systems, conservation practices,
small business loans, job training,
Medicare, Sacial Security, and a whaole
array of welfare schemes involved in
the Department’s Rural Areas Develop-
ment Program,

Farmers, of course, don't need a new
office 1o tell them where to go for farm
subsidies. The Agriculture Department
alrcady has an office of its Agricultural
Stabilization and Conscrvation Service
in almost every country in the land, dis-
bursing about $4 billion a year in direct
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subsidies for such things as not growing
food.

When asked by a Demaocrat Con-
gressional candidate how to  handle
questions about the increased cost of
food, Freeman replied recently: “I've
been trying to figure out an answer to
that question for six years. Slip, slide
| and duck any questions on higher con-
| sumer prices if you possibly can,” On
| the contention of the Johnson Adminis-
tration that the percentage of each pay-
check that now goes for food is lower
than in 1960, Freeman remarked: “You
can tell [the housewives] that, but we
know they wouldn't buy it.”

One of the reasons for escalating food
| prices is our program of giving away
| food around the world. About two-
thirds of American whear goes abroad,
more than onc-half of our rice, nearly
one-half of grain sorghums, two-fifths
of soybeans, one-third of our carn, one- '
guarter of barley and tobacco, and one-

Orvilla Freeman
promotes oid for
orsenal of Vietcong.

fifth of our cotton. Taxpayers under-
write these exports. Some go as out-
right gifts to foreign nations, some are
| sold for the recipient nation’s “soft cur-
rency” (which is non-convertible and
amounts to giving it away), and some
arc sold to foreigners at below cost.
That is, American taxpayers are bled
white to pay export subsidies which
make it posible for forcigners to buy
our food for less than we pay for it
The so-called Food for Peace Pro-
gram is used to subsidize such nations
as socialist India, Communist Yugo-
slavia, Communist Algeria, and Com-
munist Egypt — which then spend their
own money on grandiose projects and
armaments instead of increasing food
production. Why should they, as long
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as they can get enough foed from
America to prevent their deprived
people from rebelling? The more we
feed such nations, the less they will
make serious efforts to feed themselves,
This 15 harsh, but true.

The Food for Peace Program is now
spending over §3 billion annually to
subsidize collectivist regimes  abroad.
These “sales” are made on forty-year
payment schedules with 2.5 percent in-
terest, and a ten-year “grace” period
at only one percent. This Program is
also used to provide aid to Communist
countrics in a number of ways. For
example, in 1965 Brazil received $61
million in U.S. grain and other foods.
At the very time the U.S. was donating
such aid, Brazil was sending cight-
thousand tons of corn to Cuba by
Russian ships. Egypt and Greece have
also sold large amounts of our food to
Russia, even though this is specifically
banned by the Food for Peace Pact
Masser, who has received a hbillion
dallars in food products, in the year
1964 alone sold or bartered 314,000 twons
of agricultural commodities o Com-
munist Cuba, Red China, Russia, East
Germany, Bulgaria, Hungary, and
Romani.

Freeman, however, has the solution
to this problem. Give the food to the
Communist countries  directly. This
idea occurred to him after his tour of
the Soviet Union in 1963, Several
months after he had returned to an-
nounce the marvelous progress that was
being made under the Soviet agricul-
tural system, it turned out that the
Soviet Union faced a famine and needed
wheat. Since agriculture is one of the
Soviets' Achilles heels, America, of
course, had to move decisively to solve
their problem. Ignoring the ancient
adage that an army travels on its
stomach, Freeman told the House Ap-
propriations Subeommittee he advocated
sending to the Communist Bloc “any-
thing they can ear, smoke or drink.”
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This allows the Communists to allocate
fewer men to E:Irm'mg so that more can
work in war production to produce
weapons for use in killing American
soldiers in Vietnam.

Since 1964, for example, we have sent

Communist Poland $26 million in U8, .

agricultural goods, primarily wheat.
Our food arrives in the same harbors
from which the Poles send arms to the
Vietcong — arms and wheat pass one-
another on the docks. As the Chicago
Tribune recently noted: “The Poles
receive the wheat on eredit and they in
turn ship their weapons to Vietnam on
credit,” Nonetheless, Secretary Freeman
has regularly gone before Committees
of the U.S. Senate secking “most-favored
nation” trade status for Communist
Poland and other Communist countries.

Mr. Freeman has even gone to the
extent of selling vast quantities of soy-
beans and tallow to the Sovier Bloc —
knowing thar beth commodites are
impartant ingredients in the prm]ucr.inn
of ammunition. In the first half of
1965, 529 million of these products were
sold to the Communist arsenal of an
enemy which has killed twenty-
thousand American soldiers in Viet-
nam. We wonder, Mr. Secretary, how
many of the hoys on these casualty lists
were from farms where supplies for
their Killers were grown. Perhaps vou
have the statistics.

Department of the Interior
Secretary of the Interior Stewart
Udall is one of the great empire builders
and land barons of all ime. More than
one-third of the entire continental
United States is now owned by the fed-
cral government in spite of the fact there
is no grant of power in the United

States Constitution for it to own proper- |

ty other than for defense. At the in-
sistence of Scerctary Udall, the federal
povernment has acquired literally
millions of acres of land in the process
of carrying out both Point One (*Aboli-
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tion of private property and land and
application of all rents of land to public
purposes”) and Point Nine (“Combina-
tion of agriculture with manufacting in-
dustries; gradual abolition of distinction
between town and country by more

festa.

area of England, Ireland, Scotland and
Wales, Portugal and Spain, France,

zerland, Germany, lceland, Denmark,
Poland, Austria, Czecho-Slovakia, Hun-
gary, Italy, Monaco, Albania, Greeee,
Yugoslavia, Romania, and Bulgaria,
Quite a fiefdom for our Secretary of
the Interior.
| These 722 million acres are now off
the tax roles and an expense to the tax-
payer. Commupities surrounded by
such federal lands are unable o expand
and industry is thus driven from the
area. Yet, the federal hunger for land
grows with every new tract seized from
private owners and added to the public
domain. The Wilderness Bill of 1964,
for example, authorized future acquisi-
tion of an additional 52.1 million acres.
Much of this land, grabbed from pri-
vate ownership, is used for the pro-
duction of public electricity. In doing
so the empire builders have made a
virtual blackmailer out of the federal
government. Already producing electric
power in competition with private, tax-
paying power companies, it uses its land
holdings (held withour Canstitutional
| authority) as a club with which to
| harass its legal competitors.
| A typical Udall power grab occurred
| in June of 1965, when the Secretary of
the Interior filed with the Federal
Power Commission one of the most re-
markable petitions for intervention ever
| received by that body. His object was ro
| prevent the Duke Power Company from
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equitable distribution of population over |
the country™) of the Communist Mani- |

The area of land now owned by the |

federal government within the United |
States is greater than the combined land |

Belgium, Holland, Luxembourg, Swit- |

| investing its money to build its own
| dams on its own property in South
Carolina. His idea was to compel the
company to rely instead on a federal
power project on the Savannah River—
a project that had not yet even been

Stewart Udall colls
private property
sutmoded mythelogy.

[ 3

authorized by Congress. Mr. Udall
later had o back off on this, but he
continued to seck Congressional ap-
proval for the federal power project at
Trotter’s Shoals, even though he had
himself made it plain that the Duke
enterprisc would render the Trotter’s
Shoals project unnecessary. As Con-
gressman William Dorn commented:

If the Secretary of the Interior can
control the Savannab and mabe con-
nections with other government
pater prajects, then he can control
waler, power, indwitry and people.,
The Sowibeast wonld be at the mercy
of the federal bureancracy and a stark
federal monopaly. . . . The real poal

i sarional sockalism,

Well, it could be. The 1960 platform
of the Democrat Party had advocated
the “development [by the federal gov-
ernment] of efficient regional power
systems from all sources .. .," and Scere-
tary Udall has carried out plans to place
the whole power industry under tght
contrel and eventual ownership of the
federal government. Perhaps he tipped
his hand when,upon arrival in the Soviet
Union tw study Communist electrical
power installations in 1962, he declared:
“We are here to learn as much as we
can. ... We have so much to learn from
your Soviet specialists in this field.”

l Yau think I'm being a little tough on
Stewart Udall? Try this quoatation from
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the Secretary's speech in Hershey, Penn-
sylvania, on September 13, 1966, in
which he criticized America on the
ground that:

We have continwed . . . to nurinre
ourselves on omtmaded mythalagies
of ... free enterprise, prrivale proper-
ty rights. . . . We bave continned to
bold to the twin idols of free enter-
prise and 1ngged ndividnalim.

What sort of “idols” and “mythalo-
gies” does the Secretary of the Interior
tavor? Well, he awarded the Depart-
ment of Interior Conservation Service
Award for 1966 to Communist Woody
Guthrie, late columnist of the People's
Weorld and Daily Worker. Udall said
he liked Guthrie’s “folksongs” so much
that he was naming a federal power sub-
station the “Woody Guthrie Substation”
in the Communist’s honor. Another
Udall idol is apparently Eugene V.
Debs, whose home in Terre Haute, In-
diana, was dedicated recently as a “na-
tional historic landmark” by our Secre-
tary of the Interior. Debs was a Socialist
revolutionary, tried and convicted of
sedition, who heralded the Communist
revolution in Russia, defended Lenin's
execution of countless White Russians,
and bitterly attacked those “mytholo-
gies” of free enterprise and private
property rights which Udall finds so
tiresome,

One almost expects to hear next that
Stewart Udall has just renamed Hoover
Dam after Gus Hall and declared the
birthplace of Alger Hiss a national
shrine.

Department of
Health, Education and Welfare

This Department is the most rapidly
expanding of all the government bu-
reaus, and is presently employing more
than ninety thousand people and annu-
ally spending some $35 billion. It in-
cludes six sprawling agencies: the Food
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and Drug, Social Security, Public
Health, Vocanonal Rehabilitation, and
Welfare Administrations — as well as
the U.S. Office of Education.

John W. Gardner, yet another mem-
ber of the Council on Foreign Relations,
gave up a §70,000 a year job with the
Carnegie Corporation to become L.B.J.'s
Secretary of Health, Education and
Welfare. The President has called Gard-

John Gardner
is “the real power
in ... education . . .."

ner, “the real power in American edu-
cation today.” And, Secretary Gardner
was the chief architect of the federal
government’s role in the rapidly ex-
panding field of aid o — and control
over — education, Don't waste your
time stumbling around through the
Constitution looking for the part which
authorizes the federal government to
become involved in education. It's not
there.

Mr. Gardner served as Chairman of
the President’s Special Task Force on
Education where, Mr. Johnson claimed,
he “helped to plant the seed bed of the
education harvest that has been pro- |
duced by the 89th Congress” — a §1.3
billion federal aid to education law.
This was necessary because America's
schools, according to Gardner, must take
the lead in being “instruments of social |
change” rather than merely instruments
of education.

Since the neighborhood school stands
in the way of “social change,” it must
go. Gardner has been a leader in using
federal funds w force an end to the
neighborhood school system in order to |
create the bureaucratic ideal of “racial
balance” throughout the nation’s prima-
ry and secondary schools. He even sup-
ported a recommendation by the U.S, |
Civil Rights Commission that no public
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| schoal in the nation have an enrollment

that is mare than fifty percent Negro —
even if that means shuffling children
about the countryside like ﬁcan bags.
It is federal racism, pure and simple.

In the two Congressional sessions of

| Mr. Gardner's tenure, he asked for and
| gor such socialized Health programs as:

(1) Medicare, (2) Medicaid, (3) federal
immunization shots for all migratory
workers, (4) federal smffing of commu-
nity “mental health” centers, (3) regula-
ted labeling of cigarettes, (6) federal
planaing of local public health services,
and a score of other programs to in-
crease the role of government in Ameri-
can medicine.

Although the Great Society had ex-
panded government spending in nearly
every field of Welfare, John Gardner
was not satisfied. He wanted a promise
thut funds equal to those being spent
on the War in Victnam would be
diverted into domestic Welfare pro-
grams. And, when even Lyndon
couldn’t promise that, he resigned his

| Cabinet position to accept the Chair-

manship of the National Urban Coali-
tion.* He is now working in that group
with A. Philip Randolph, Time Incor-
porated, David Rockefeller, George
Meany, and John Lindsay. The Coali-
tion will lobby for federal funds to be
used to completely “renovate” our cities.

Gardner was replaced by Wilbur J.
Cohen, a backroom operator regarded
by many as one of the most dangerous
men in the United States. While Gard-
ner was impatient and wanted to col-
lectivize America in a single stroke,
Cohen’s philosophy throughout his more
than thirty years as a federal bureaucrat
has been: “Do it by small bits and
pieces.” He has always been willing,
it necessary, o sacrifice legislative
objectives so long as he can get a small

*Curiously, no  polivician  has  ver spoken of
diverting the dollar costs of war back into the
pocketbooks of the people who carned the moncy,
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piece of what he wants. Each morsel,
Cohen believes, can be fattened a little,
year by year, until eventually the legis-
lation resembles what he wanted in the
first place. One of his aides calls this
technique “salami slicing” — one slice
doesn’t amount to much, but eventually
there is enough for a sandwich.

Cohen helped draft the oniginal Social
Security laws in 1935, From that time
on he has been in the midst of what the
newspapers refer to as “progressive so-
cial legislation.” Roughly half of the
major legislation put tlil‘lrl:rugh Congress
in the Johnson Administration has come
out of the Department of Health, Edu-

| cation and Welfare — and virtually

every piece of it has borne the imprint
of Wilbur Cohen. He has been called
the Father of Medicare and has worked
for over thirty years to bring socialized
medicine to the United States by in-
crements,

Rudy Abrahamson, a member of the
Los Angeles Times Washington Bu-
reau, has reported that: “It would be
difficult if not impossible o find a
public official who enjoys the confidence

I;lnd respect accorded Cohen by his

Washington colleagues.”

It is not exactly true that everybody
in Washington loves and admires Wil-
bur Cohen. Marjorie Shearon, a former

| colleague of Cohen’s and long-time

legislative analyst, says in her carefully
documented book, Wilbur |. Cohen:
The Pursuit af Power:

He bad built on a broad foundation
of Socialist-Communist organizations,
baving collaborated with their mem-
bers ar well ar with arpanized labor
amd the lobbier to nationalize medi-
cite, His areas of inflwence extended
te many federal agencies, to members
of Congrers, and to  professional
growps swchk as nurses and social
warkers, They alio extended into the
AFL-CIO and 1o other unions, some
af which were Communist controlled.
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In the middle Fifties, Cohen's then
twenty years of working hand-in-glove
with the Communists began to close in
on him. As Dir. Shearon reports:

Those investigating i Congress
and the FBI were petting very clase,
Men like Precoman, Sterit and Kramer
were confessing, or bemg proven, 1o
bave been Communisis. These were
the men Coben bad worked with and
whe bad belped bin i bis legislative

achievements.

As Wilbur Cohen had operated in
government, he formally affiliated him-
self with the Washington Committee
for Aid to China, cited in the federal
government'’s Guide to Subversive Or-
ganizations as "'Communist controlled”;
the Washington Committee for Demo-
cratic Action, also cited as “subversive
and Communist™; and, the Washington
Bookshop Association, cited as “subver-

Wilbur Cohen
served in
top Communisi Fronts.

sive and Communist.” He refused to
repudiate his Communist associates and
the Soviet Fronts to which he belonged,
even after they were exposed. Yes, the
investigators sere “getting very close.”

In 1956, Cohen fled to the safe en-
virons of the University of Michigan
where he became Professor of Public
Welfare Administration. Bur, when the
New Frontier ook over, security checks
were forgotten and Wilbur was brought
back into the government so that the
Mew Frontier could take advantage of
his well-deserved reputation on the Far
Left as a manipulator, schemer, and
fixer. Cohen, canopied by a net of sub-
version, had his feet Brmly planted in
the Socialist and Communist founda-
tions of the Welfare State. The fact that
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he was a member of at least three key |
Communist Fronts, as cited by the
House Committee on  Un-American
Activities, is a small matter compared
| to his personal relationship over the
vears with top Communists. |
The Department of Health, Educa- |
tion and Welfare is now the second |
largest government bureau and will
| continue o grow rapidly. Wilbur Co-
hen will use every excuse to promote
ever more rapid growth of government |
Welfare legislation and spending. A
| member of the radical Americans for
| Democratic Action, Cohen — like so
many other Cabinet members — is the |
very antithesis of the American philos- |
ophy of private initiative.

Department of Transportation _

The post of Secretary of Transporta-
tion, a newly created Cabinet position,
is held by Alan 8. Bovd, former Under- |
secretary of Commerce and Transporta-
rion, and former Chairman of the Civil |
Aeronautics Board. Boyd has been a
career bureaucrar who knows which
backs to scratch. In September 1967, he
called a meeting of corporate execurives
| involved in shipping, trucking, and air-
lines at a private club in Washington,
where he "urged” them to support Pres-
ident Johnson for another term. Then
the executives were “asked” to buy
§1,000-a-couple tickets to a Democratic
fund raising dinner to be held in Wash-
ington on October seventh. Boyd simply
used his bureaucratic muscle on gov-
crnment-regulated  corporations  who
were in no position to say No. He is
thar kind of man.

Like any dynasty-building bureau-
crat, Alan Boyd has constantly called
for more legislation to increase his power
| and authority. He cavalierly refers to

what he calls our “hodge-podge trans-

portation system,” and claims to have
two answers for the hodge-podge: fed-
eral money and control. Like other
| planners, Boyd wants to make sure that
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all local governments will have to sub-
mit their own programs for Washing-
ton’s approval,“Under the new highway
law," he says, “the federal government
requires all cities of more than 50,000
population to have a transportation plan
in order to qualify for federal highway
funds. . ..”

With regard to new transportation, |

his position is this; “It has become a
fairly well-developed principle that the
government will finance most of the
research and development projects that
are too costly for private enterprisc to
handle alone. He cites as an example

the supersonic transport plane and hi.gh- |

speed railroad service, but does not state
why private enterprise would not be

willing to develop such apparently

profitable innovatons.

Bovd also believes that: “Furure |

transportation programs must be geared
more to meeting the needs of the cities.”
And he poes on to say: “I'm nor cerain
at all that private ownership can pro-
vide the type of transportation that's

going to be necessary in an urban so- |

cietv.” With tens of millions of custom-
ers, the only reason private enterprise

can’t make a profic providing transpor- |

tation in urban centers is that bureau-
crats like Bovd won't even let it try.

Karl Marx® Ten Commandments of |

Communism, as stated in the Commu-
nist Manifesto, call for “Centralization
of the means of . . . transportation in
the hands of the state.” Boyd is working
inexorably toward thar Marxist goal.

The U.5. Post Office
Lawrence O'Brien, one of JF.K.s

original Irish Maha, succeeded John |

Gronouski as Postmaster General when
the latter was made Ambassador tw
Communist Poland. OBrien, a member
of the Leftist A.D.A., has been described

by Time magazine as one of the Ken- |

nedyvs’ “most valued advisors.” He re-
signed in mid-April to join the Bobby
for President Team. 1f Bobby is elected,
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ORrien will undoubtedly be back in the
Cabinet — where both can more effec-
tively promote their protective feclings
for the Vietcong. On March 25, 1968,
Postmaster O'Brien declared that he
would quit the Cabinet if he thought
we were secking a military victory in
Vietnam, stating:

Some people suggest [the Presi-
dent] wants to pin the coonskin on
the wall — that be wants total mili-
tary victory, If 1 believed this 1
wouldi't be sitting bere. If the day
comes when | odoa believe it 1 will
bave no personal problem i leaving.
! would walk out of bere with my
bead bigh.

O'Brien made no bones about the
fact that the Post Office Department is
in an incredible mess, and even recom-
mended the establishment of a semi-
private non-profit corporation to run
the Department. While the opinion-
makers have referred to this as a return
to private enterprise, it is not. Private
enterprise pays taxes and must operate
at a prohit or go out of business. O'Brien
said he forsees a “T.V.A.-type opera-
tion." T.V.A. is hardly prvate enter-
prise, and loses millions each year.

Larry O'Brien, considered a “back-
room pol,” spent most of his time Jobby-
ing for passage of Kennedy-Johnson
legislation. Regarded as an artful cam-
paign manager and an arm-twister par
excellence, Time magazine credits him
with having “shouldered the higger
burden of pushing Johnson's mighty
legislative raft through Congress.” The
raft is, of course, taking America over
the falls,

Department of

Housing and Urban Development
As head of the newly created Cabinet

post of Secretary of Housing and Urban

Development, Robert Weaver is one of

the most photographed men in Wash-
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| ington. He is the first Negro to achieve |

Cabinet rank, and the White House
considers it good politics to have him
standing in the background as flash
bulbs pop and TV cameras purr.
Weaver received the appointment after
Roy Wilkins and Whitney Young —
heads, respectively, of the powerful

MN.AA.C.P. and National Urban League |

— strongly suggested that Negroes were
counting huavil:.r upon Weaver's ap-
pointment to that position, and that
failure to name him would be considered
a personal affront to Negra voters,
Nowhere does the US. Constitution
| give the federal government any control
over urban .ﬁTmr:., but the Urban Af-
fairs Department is being turned into
a giant federal City Hall — a dramatic
example of the new centralization of
power — as Mr. Weaver and his 15,400
hl]rl.':l.'l.lﬂrﬂ.[ﬁ \\’{.'lrll\: (4] bl.‘fﬂm{: 1.'irl1..|.a1
czars over the cities of the United States.
Within a few vears, when cities through-
out the country are well hooked on the

erning everything from building and
znning to law enforcement and sidewalk
construction will have o conform wirh
federal standards as a condition of con-
| tinued federal aid.

Weaver has nothing but rtypical
bureaucratic contempt for what he sar-
castically refers 1w as “local fiefdoms”
wanting to conduct their own affairs.
He now has under his supervision the
Federal Housing Administration, the
Public Housing Administration, the
Housing and Home Finance Agency,

tion, the Federal National Mortgage
Association, the Rent Supplement Pro-
gram, Urban Renewal, and the Model
Cities Program,

Using the Communist-led insurrec-
fions in our cities as an excuse, Weaver's
| programs will doubtless be greatly ex-
panded in the face of the Far Left’s
claims that the only way to stop the
burning and loating of our cities is to
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narcotic of federal aid, local codes gov- |

the Community Facilities Administra- |

similar programs have in the past them-

rebuild urban areas. This completely |
ignores the fact that public housing and |

selves been turned into slums within a |

| few years afrer completion, and that

sniper fire from new federal housing
projects has not been an entirely ir-
regular occurrence,

Since Mr. Weaver may be spending
up to 5100 billion of our money, the
public has a right to know a little about
his background and ideclogical com-
mitment.

Afrer graduation from Harvard, Rob-
ert Weaver was brought to Washington
in 1933 as an ecomonic advisor o Secre-
tary of the Interior Harold L. Ickes.
Ickes was respansible for bringing quite

a number of Communists into the fed- |

| eral government, According to Louis

Robort Weover
served in
top Communist Fronts.

Budcnz, former Editor of the Commu-
nists’ Daily Warker: “To his dying day
Mr. Ickes defended the ‘rights’ of the
Communist conspiracy and assailed the
prosecution of Red leaders under the
Smith Act.” Ickes himself declared:
. I suspect cither the motives or the
intelligence of those who would have us
. marshal our forces against a barely
imaginary danger of Communism. . .."
Weaver, of course, wasted little time
in getting involved with the Commu-
nists. He was, for example, a key leader
at the Second MNational MNegro Congress
in 1937, The National Negro Congress,
as you know, was cited as “subversive
and Communist” by the Attorney Gen-
eral of the United States, and was de-
scribed by the House Special Committee
on Un-American Acovities in 1939 as
“the Communist front movement in the
United States among Negroes.," Weaver
{ Continued on Page 112.)
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| continued as an active participant

through at least 1940 (sce Darly Worker,
April 24, 1940).

The Daily Warker of February 5,
1939, listed Robert Weaver as a sup-
porter of the Negro Peoples Committee
ta Aid Spanish Democracy. The House
Special Committee, in its Report for
1944, cited the Negro Peoples Commit-
tee to Aid Spanish Idemocracy as a
Communist Front. In fact, our Secre-
tary of H.U.D. even contributed finan-
cially to Secral Work Taday, ofhcially

| cited as a Communist magazine by an-

other Investigating Committee of the |
U.S. Congress. In 1941 Weaver was a
member of the Washington Book Shop |

| Association, cited as “subversive and |

Communist” by the Attorney General of |
the United States. The Special Com-
mittee on Un-American  Activities re-
vealed in 194 rthat: “The Washington
Buokshop . . . was so obviously an enter-
prise of the Communist Party that it
would have been impossible for any
politically informed person to walk into
it without perceiving its Communist
character.” The shop, it seems, special-
ized in the volumes of Marx, Lenin,
Engels, and the latest Communist pam-
phlets,

Weaver also served on the executive
board of the National Citizens Political
Action Committee. The House Special
Committee on Un-American Activities
states concerning  C.P.ALC: “Eighty-
three percent have records of afilistion
with Communists and Communist front
arganizations. . . . The National Citizens
Political Action Committee taken as a

[ whole includes a formidable list of con-

firmed fellow travelers and the fronters
for Communist organizations.”

In 1944, Mr. Weaver sponsored a
testimonial dinner in honor of Ferdi- |
nand C. Smith, cited in the federal gov-
ernment’s Guede to Subversive Organ-
izations as “high in the circles of the
Communist Party.” He was also Chair-
man of the Negro Labor Victory Com.-

12

mittee, cited as “suhvcrsivc_nnd Com-
munist” by the Attorney General. In
1945, Weaver was an endorser of the

| Council of African Affairs, cited by the

Senate Internal Security Subcommirtee
15 2 Communist Front “formed to pro-
voke racial friction.” It too was cited
as subversive and Communist by the
Attorney General.

After leaving lckes' office, Mr. Weaver
became an administrative assistant 1o

Sidney Hillman of the MNational De- |

fense Advisory Committee. Hillman
was one of the best known early Com-

munists, having been active in the |
LW.W. and the Russian RE\“ﬂlUtIUIL;
Following World War 11, Weaver be-

came a member of the United Nations
Relief and Rechabilitation Administra-
tion, which was used as a pipeline for
funneling funds into the Communist
Parties of Central and Eastern Europe.
He was then allowed to serve as Deputy
Chiel of the Administration’s Mission
to the Sovier Ukraine — a very sensitive
area for the Communists — at a time
when only these “politically” acceptable
to the Reds were even allowed to enter
the Soviet Union.

Following his stint in the Workers
Fatherland, Robert Weaver became a
Professor of Economics at the Marxist-
oriented New School for Social Research
in New York City, and was also a
member of the Fellowship Committee

of the Rosenwald Fund, a foundation |

criticized in Congressional investigation
of tax-exempt organizations for having
made grants to Communist revelution-
arics. Making certain that the Com-
rades still knew where he stond, Weaver
wrate a book in 1948, called The Negro
Ghetto, which was so wildly received

| by the Communists that Herbert Ap-

theker himself reviewed it for the April
issue of the Reds’ Masses and Main-

stream, and the Communist Workers |

Book Shop listed it among “Books of

Lasting Value” — right there with Das

Kapital,
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Yes, Secretary of Housing and Urban
Development Robert Weaver is a key
man in a key position who will see that

| billions of dollars in tax funds go to the |

“right people.” Sadly, the fact that he
is a Negro virtually exempts him from
popular criticism; but, of course, legiti-
mate criticism of Weaver has nothing
to do with his race, but with his serious
Communist background. "It would in-
deed be difficult for even Robert Ken-
nedy to find a man more experienced
and better able w serve the Interna-
tional Communist Conspiracy than Mr.
Weaver.

Department of Justice

The current Arttorney General, Ram-
sey Clark, is a forty-year-old “Liberal®
who is somewhat less than a tiger when
it comes to law enforcement. He de-
clares himself a staunch apponcnt of
capital punishment, looks at criminals
as a misunderstood minority, and be-
lieves in cracking down with the full
force of the law on businessmen, the
real predatars of our saciety.

Clark succeeded Nicholas deB. Kar-
zenbach, who ascribed to the theory that
justice should not be blind, bur should
be used w reshape society. As he ex-
plained: “One can use the law creatively
to achieve social and political objectives.
The law doesn't have to be neutral.”

Nichalas Katzenbach
muointained low
shouldn't be neutral.

Of course, when the law isn't neutral
you have a police state; bur then, police
state is a harsh phrase and not nearly
so euphonious as Grear Society. Sadly,
Clark is proving to be even more “Lib-
cral® than Katzenbach, who has now
moved over to the State Department —
a pasition from which he told the Ma-
tional Association of Manufacturers on
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December 9, 1967 Trade with the Com-
munist arsenal of the Vietcong is “good
business, good policy, and good sense.”

Ramsey Clark’s view of crime is that
the Justice Department has just been
too ghastly to criminals in the past, ig-
noring the sociological concerns which
cause crime. The Attorney General even

has a good word for the Supreme Court, |

When interviewed on a recent N.B.C. |
television program dedicated to “Law |

Day-USA," Clark contended that the |

Supreme Court's strictures on police
interrogations and confessions had not
hampcrcd law enforcement — even
though nearly every Sheriff, Police
Chief, District Attorney, and Judge in
the nation has declared otherwise. Bald-
maore State’s Attorney Charles E. Moy-
lan, for example, recently testified that

he knows of at least seventy-two self- '

confessed felons — including murderers
and rapists — who are now free because
of the High Court’s Miranda decision,
a decision that Clark praised vigorously
on N.B.LC,

In the seven years berween 1960 and
1966, crime in America has grown by
sixty-two  percent. The preliminary
figures for the first nine months of 1967
show a rise of another sixteen percent.
This skyrocketing crime rate is irre-
futable evidence that the permissive atti-
tude towards law breakers promoted by
Artarneys General Kennedy, Katzen-
bach, and Clark have promoted crime
in America. But, according to Clark,
society as a whole is to blame for erime,
and only sociological solutions can be
proposed. Pleas by . Edgar Hoover for
a "get tough” enforcement program and
less leniency from the courts go un-
heeded, even though F.B.1. officials have
made public the results of lengthy in-
vestigation  disclosing  incontrovertible
evidence that “legal technicalities” and
soft “theories of rehabilitation” are
swelling the nation’s crime rate. The
F.B.l. has also cited a three-year com-

puterized study of 167,000 offenders, to
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' prove that the present judicial and penal

attitudes “favor the guilty ‘getting away
with it

Clark was even instrumental in per-
suading President Johnson to veto the
1966 Washington, D.C.,Omnibus Crime
Bill. Although this legislation was aimed
at holding down the exploding crime
rate in the District of Columbia, and
passed both the Senate and the House
by overwhelming margins, Rams
Clark thought it dealt too harshly wi't:ll'
suspected criminals,

While doing everything he can w
hamper real law enforcement, the At-
torney General supports the establish-
ment of a FedCop Program to provide
himself with strong controls over our
local police. As he was interrogared by
the McClellan Subcommittee on Crim-
inal Laws concerning L.B.J.s Safe
Streets and Crime Control Act of 1967,

Ramsey Clark
refuses to prosecute
Communist activists,

Clark even inferred that he might cut
off federal funds to Southern states un-

| less they achieved a certain racial balance

in their police forces. And, there's a lot
of money at stake. The hill proposed
spending $50 million for the first fscal
vear, and Clark admirted that the cost
might reach $1 billion a year in the not-
too-distant future,

The aim is to put local police forces
under the dictation of the U.S, Attorney
General, who could make sure that local
law units don't receive a penny unless

f thuy conform to special “eriteria” laid

down in Washington. Critics point out
that this must eventually lead to a na-
tinnal police force run by the Attorney

| General, a political appointee. Such

forces have always been destructive of
liberty: as, for example, in the case of
the national police force established by
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| the Mational Socialists in Germany — |

known as the Gestapo, Many are very
concerned when the President says of
Ramsey Clark: "He is Mr. Big, and 1
want that understood. . , " Herr Hilter
couldn't have put it berter. I

Domestic Communists and insurree-
tionists certainly have nothing to fear
from Clark. In 1966 our pussycar At
torney General determinedly fought en-
actment of the Pool Bill o make it a
federal crime for groups in the United
States to send supplies to the North
Vietnamese or the Vietcong. He light-
heartedly brushed off Communist activi-
ties in behalf of the Vietcong as “ec-
centric behavior.” Congressman Edward
Hebert, a member of the House Armed
Scrvices Committee, has  complained
that the Justice Department not only
claims it cannor stop such Communist
activities, but that it has no interest or
inclination in helping write legislation
which would.

There are already two laws which
would curtail American succor to the |
Vietcong, One is the Trading with the
Enemy Act and the other the Export-
Import Control Act. However, the At
torney General says he regards these
laws as inefficient and ineffective,
thaugh to date he has not attempted a
single prosecution nor a single indict- |
ment to even test their efficiency and
effectiveness.

At the present time any Communist
in the United States can go out and
solicit money, supplics, ammunition, or
anything else to send to the Vietcong,
and he will not have committed a crim-
inal offense in the eves of the Attorney
General — wha opposes the passage of
any law, such as the Pool Bill, that
would force him to prosecute such acts. |

Clark says he can't even find reasons
to move against the Marxist Stokely
Carmichael. The Justice Department has
claimed thar it would be a viclation of
Carmichael’s “free speech” to prosccute
him [or urging defiance of the Selective
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Service Act. Dean Joseph O'Meara of
the Notre Dame Law School noted the
Department’s assertion that Carmichacl
has committed no offense, and com-
mented sarcastically: "1 venture to sug-
gest that what is lacking is not a viu!ﬂ;
tion of law, but the will to prosecute.

Attorney General
has pratected
Stokely Carmichael.
Wi
Dean O'Meara said that Carmichael
and the late Martin Luther King were
actively violating two scctions of the
11.S. Code. Both sections, he said, have
been upheld by the Supreme Court.
One section spells out penalties for any
person “who knowingly counsels, aids
or abets another to refuse or evade regis-
tration for service in the Armed
Services.”

The contemporary insurrections in
our cities, in the Auorney General’s
opinion, are caused by those selfish
Americans who work for a living but
refuse to give away to loafers, looters,
and ather assorted parasites what re-
mains after taxes. He is on record for
an even greater owtpouring of tax
money Lo black racists as the unf}' Means
of keeping them from rioting, mewing:
“The real cause of riots is the explosive
frustration and impatience of those who
suffer from slum housing, unemploy-
ment, inadequate education and train-
ing programs and all the other depriva-
tons which are so characteristic of the
gherto.”

Clark is as reluctant as his predeces-
sors, Katzenbach and Kennedy, to prose-
cute insurrectionists and those who
finance, organize, and incite them.
Stokely Carmichael, “Rap” Brown,
Floyd McKissick, and others inciting
rebellion and insurrection, urging Ne-
groes o kill whites, advocating the
overthrow of the government by force
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and violence, interfering with the opera-
tion of the armed services, and causing
evasion of the Selective Service ﬁl;ct,
have yet to be prosecuted to conviction
by the federal government, By looking
the other way while city after city 1s

put to the torch, Clark is serving the

Communist cause,

By letting the revolutionaries organ-
ize, incite, and destroy with impunity,
their ranks continue to grow. This
dereliction of duty by the Attorney Gen-
eral may even give impetus to the re-
action which the Communists want
most — the taking of the law into their
own hands by frustrated whites. Only
in this way can the Reds achieve the
all-out, no-holds-barred, race war they
have been after from the beginning.

The by-products of such a tragedy
| would be the destruction by fire and
sabotage of large segments of American
utilities, communications facilities, and
productive capacity — and the loss of
perhaps hundreds of thousands of lives.
Such an insurrection would then foree
the bringing home of American troops
from all over the world, creating a
vacuum which would be filled by Com-
munist armies.

The F.B.l. knows who the criminal
conspirators are, and its investigations
have produced evidence that would en-
sure their conviction and thereby thwart
the national insurrection before it starts.
But, the F.B.L is an investigatory body,
not an cnforcement body. The results
of its investigations are turned over to
the Justice Department where the in-
formation is buried: Buried ar the order
of our Lefust Auorney General —
Ramsey Clark.

Yes, where the Communists are con-
cerned, Ramsey Clark is always most
accommodating. As  Andrew  Tully
noted on January 3, 1968:

A Justice Department source satd
today the White House is suppressing

a secret FBI report, which calls the
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anti-war protest at the Pentagon last
Oct. 21 “"Communist-directed,” be-
canse Attarney General Ranisey Clark
has persiaded President Jobuson ats |
release would not be “in the public
inderest.”

Clard's argement, it was said, 15
that velease of the report wonld “in-
flame" the American public against
the Comminist  ewemy in Viet-
T T SR, |

There bas been a vigorons tug-of-
v within hiph Administration conn-
cilt, it war learned, ever since Houwse
Republican leader Gerald Ford of
Michigan tald the Honse on Neov. 21
that Jobuson had read to Repabiican |
leaders portions of the report. The
report, rarid Ford, acrerted that e
march was organized and directed by
international  Communism, thrangh
the Red leadership in Hanoi.

At that tinee, Ford wrged the Presi-
deit to make "a full vepart to the
American people,” but the Whire
Howse war silent on his remarks.
However, Ford ratd Clark paid bim
a visit and told bim the report was |
betng withbeld becanse of the dan- |
per af triggering a fresh wave of
"McCarthyism” . . .

We musn't have “McCarthyism” voul
know — even when the Reds burn and!

loot in 168 American cities within a
single week, and surround the Pentagon
with thousands of Leftists bearing the
flag of the Vietcong, and direct student
demonstrations from coast o coast, and
make major infiltration into our Gov-
ernment itself. After all, Americans
might become “inflamed™ and srop the
Reds before it's too late. Americans
might demand leaders who will stand
up for America!

&« 8

WeLt, there you have it — the men
who formed the Cabinet during the
bulk of the L.B.J. Era. You'll have to
admit they are an incredible crew. Cer-
tainly you wouldn't want vour daughter
to marry one. Yet, these humanitarians
with the lash, these power-mad collecti-
vists who spend billions yet give Amer-
ica no protection from predators, for-
cign or domesne, sit at the left hand of
the Caesar who thinks he is Abraham
Lincoln. The Marxists in America —
the really important ones — are on the
inside looking out. The question, for
those who think America will be in
trouble if Bobby Kennedy and his post-
pubescent Bolsheviks come o power, is
this: How can we possibly move Left
from here?

On second thought, please don't
answer that question. ® &

CRACKER BARREL

B EAGLE ROCK—What happened to the Maw for All Seasons afver they cuc his head
aff# Quite a hit. Following his decapitation in 113§, the head of Sir Thomas More was
reclaimed by his loval daughter, Margarer Roper. She caused it to be placed in a lead box
behind the vaults of St Dunstan’s Church, Canterbury. There it still may be seen. His
smiling shade has been seen there. But it doesn’t scare anvone, Ies the pleasant specter of
2 serene man, For several centurics, the ghost of Sir Thomas (complete with head) was
said to drive (every other year) from his councry house ar Baymards in Surrey te Loseley
near Guildford. The trip was made in 2 specrral coach drawn by phantom horses. On
alvernare years, a Loseley ghost (no one seems to know who he was) rerurned the visit,
But there have been no reports of the spooks calling on each other in recent years.
Mavbe the trafhic » too much for chem.

B EAGLE ROCK—You keep wondering why your kids won't turn oue che lights—unril
they get tn be teenagers and vou start wondering why they do.

B EAGLE ROCK—I picked a great horse at Santa Anita the other day. It took ten other
horses to beat lum.

B EAGLE ROCK—Women who know all che answers seldom get asked.

B EAGLE ROCK—We're going to stay home this vacation, We took & “pay later” vaca-

tion last year.
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