
THINK TANKS
Where The Revolution Is Being Planned

Gary Allen, a graduate of Stanford Uni­
versity and one of the nation's top
authorities on civil turmoil and the New
Left, is author of Communist Revolution
In The Streets - a highly praised and
definitive volume on revolutionary tactics
and strategies, published by Western
Islands. Mr. Allen, a former instructor of
both history and English, is active in
anti-Communist and other humanitarian
causes. Now a film writer, author, and
journalist, he is a Contributing Editor
to AMERICAN OPINION . Gary Allen is
also nationally celebrated as a lecturer.

• Ov E R the past decade "Think Tanks"
have been popping up like toadstools
after a spring rainstorm, until the nation
now boasts over four hundred of the
things, all planning and scheming and
plotting at one thing or another. Though
most Americans could not name a single
such institution, federal research grants to
these brain factories now amount to more
than $2 billion (or two thousand million
dollars), providing ninety percent of
their income . Yet nearly all are set up
well outside the control of Congress .
They are organized as foundations, "non­
profit" corporations, subsidiaries to large
corporations, and even as extensions of
universities.

Collectively, these Think Tanks dis­
gorge a mountain of monographs, reports,
books, papers, and surveys on subjects
ranging from the need for a new bomber
to the hooking up of the human brain to
a computer. Their importance to the
Establishment is of a magnitude so great
it almost defies measure.

The Think Tanks are largely populated

MARCH, 1971

by carefully selected refugees from
Academe who have been offered the
opportunity to shed the rigors of dealing
with beery sophomores for the headier
wine of planning for the Brave New
World. Theodore White, who quadren­
nially presents us with a new volume of
his insomnia-curing series on The Making
Of A President, writes in Life that the
inhabitants of the Think Tanks are a
"brotherhood."* This "brotherhood of
scholars," he says, "has become the most
provocative and propelling influence on
all American government and politics."
According to White, these so-called "ac­
tion-intellectuals" form a "new power­
system in American life - and the new
priesthood."

The realm of the Priestly Planners
knows no bounds. Theodore White as­
sures us of these illumined ones : "Their
ideas are the drivewheels of ... Society;
shaping our defenses, guiding our foreign
policy, redesigning our cities , reorganizing
our schools, deciding what our dollar is
worth." They are out to remake the
world in their own image. And, as we
shall learn, they see themselves as gods,
untrammeled by conventions, morality,
the Constitution, patriotism, or the indi­
vidual rights of the private man. The

'White is an Establishment spokesman for
Insiders centered around a semi-secret organiza­
tion of 1,4 SO members called the Council on
Foreign Relations (C.F.R .), of which he is a
Resident Member. This group is composed of
international bankers, corporate moguls, heads
of the great foundations, communications
executives, labor leaders , and leading politicians
from both political Parties. For details , see my
article on the C.F.R . in American Opinion for
April 1969.



American idea that problems are best
solved in the marke tpl ace is, of co urse ,
anethema to such planners. In his usual
unbleached prose, White assures us th at
this is as it sho uld be:

Governments must have solu­
tions. They cannot let change simply
happen; their duty is to placea disci­
pline on events. Thus, with almost
primiti ve faith , A merican govern­
ment has turned to the priesthood of
action-intellectuals - the men who
believe they understand what
change is doing, and who suggest
that they can chart the future. For
such intellectuals now is a Golden
Age, and America is the place.
Never have ideas been sought more
hungrily . . . . From White House to
city hall, scholars stalk the cor­
ridors of A merican power . . . .

Th is alliance between Esta blishme nt
Insiders, the sat raps and lever-pull ers of
the various Executive dep artments, and
the learned planne rs in our Think Tanks
is noth ing new . Organizations like the
National Planning Assoc iat ion, the Na­
tio nal Municipal League, and the Brook­
ings Institute have operated fo r decades
preach ing the Fabi an gospel acco rding to
St. Marx . Some have been more powerful
th an ot hers. The Think Tanks of th e
Cou ncil on For eign Relati ons literally set
Ame rican fo reign policy for over thirty
years before the C.F.R. even began to
att ract att en tio n. Its satellites, such as the
Institute for Pacific Relations, the various
Rockefell er and Carnegie foundations,
and the Ford Foundation , have long
worked together to subsidize scholars and
polemicists working to crea te propagand a
for merging American sovereignty into a
World Government.*

But mere propagand a is mundane and
routine when co mpared to the joys ac­
co rded pr ophet s and plann ers in today 's
more sophist icated Think Ta nks. There,
often at taxpayers' ex pense, pr ofessors
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now inveigh their incantations against
what they perceive as the dr agon of free
enterp rise, offering stat ist plans and
schemes and programs to bring on the
Brave New World of th e fut ure. As
nationally sy ndicated columnis t Edith
Kermit Roosevelt , a co nfirmed Thi nk
Tank watcher , has noted :

In this framework, social scien­
tists, historians, writers, educators,
and scientists are not merely ad­
visors to those in power but are
becoming the power itself, acting as
virtual diplomats and military plan­
ners. In these roles intellectuals
have shown themselves as prej­
udiced and dogmatic, and as ruth­
less in their drive f or power as any
politician. The main difference is
that their maneuvers tend to be
disguised by ideology, usually in­
volving some f orm of supposedly
"scientific " regimentation, that
boils down to some form of plain
socialism.

In his book, The Political Illusion,
French histori an Jacques Ellul calls this
just what it is:

If a government increases tech­
nology in society, steps lip propa­
ganda and public relations, mobi­
lizes all resources fo r the purpose of
productivity , resorts to planned
economy and social life, buro­
cratizes all activities, reduces the
law to a technique ofsocial con trol,
and socializes daily life, then it is a
totalitarian government.

The Think Tanks, in short, are plan­
ning centers for th e new tot alitarianism.

"This Internat ion alism is shared wi th the par­
ti ally ill uminated at such T hink Tan k semi na rs
as th e Bilde rbe rge r m eet ings , and in t he
ca uc uses of th e As pe n Fou ndatio n, Arden
Ho use, American Asse mbly, Ai rlie Fa rm, and
o the r o u tle ts fo r Es tab lish men t radical ism .
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As such , they are well worth our notice.
Probably the best known of the radical

plot hatcheries is the notorious Center for
the Study of Democratic Institutions,
located on the Pacific Ocean near San ta
Barbara in central California. In the
idyllic atmosphere of this still somewhat
sleepy and peaceful area is located one of
the most virulently and openly anti­
American institutions in the United
States. A top undercover investigator for
a number of government agencies con­
fided to me recently that his researches
there have convinced him that the Center
is, in fact , "the Brain Factory of the
Revolution." He says "Their main quar­
rels are over whether to use the Chinese
strategy or the Russian." This man is no
extremist . A temperate , careful, profes­
sional investigator, he certainly knows
what he is talking about.

Unlike most Think Tanks, the Center
does not work directly for the govern­
ment, but its reports are nontheless sub­
sidized ' by the taxpayers since it is per­
mitted to operate as a tax-exempt foun ­
dation despite its direct involvement in
political matters. The Center for the
Study of Democratic Institutions is, you
see, the operating arm of the Fund for
the Republic. The Center Bulletin for
November 1963 , says the tax -free Fund
"is an educational corporation, chartered
under the laws of New York 'to defend
and advance the principles of the Declara­
tion of Independence and the Constitu­
tion.' " Which is purest balderdash!

Even that name is dripping with
hypocrisy. A Republic is by definition a
government of laws and not of men,
where the central authority is limited by
a constitution. The Fund and its Center
have made no secret of the fact that they
are working to promote a socialist World
Government . in which unrestrained
powers are to be vested in elite planners
like themselves. That this outfit could
maintain that its purpose is "to defend
and advance the principles of the Declara­
tion of Independence and the Constitu-
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tion" should qualify it for the "War Is
Peace" Award of 1984.

The Fund for the Republic is a love
child of the Ford Foundation. In the
anti-Communist days of the early Fifties
the fledgling Ford Foundation was at­
tempting to restrain some of the embar­
rassing radicalism of top Foundation
executives Robert M. Hutchins and Paul
Hoffman. Hutchins and his coterie of

Founding chairman

of the Center is

Robert M. Hutchins.

radicals, then operating out of New York
City, had become the nightly target of
network broadcaster Fulton Lewis ] r.
And Fulton Lewis was jangling the bells
of public opinion in a tune that was
furrowing the brows of the learned elders
of the Ford Foundation. The Ford
trustees panicked, cut loose radicals
Hutchins and Hoffman, and gave them a
$15 million going-away present with
which to launch the Fund for the Repub­
lic. The Fund and its Think Tank at Santa
Barbara are thus a product of Ford
generosity to two of the nation's most
committed radicals. One cannot begin to
understand what has happened since
withcut taking a close look at the back­
ground of both men.

Robert M. Hutchins is the very arche­
type of the superarrogant "intellectual"
who views un-illuminated mortals as
stock to be improved by such philosopher
kings as himself. He became the boy
wonder of the academic world when he
was made acting dean of the Yale Law
School in 1927 at age twenty-eight. A
year later he was elevated to the presi­
dency of the Rockefelle r-bankrolled Uni­
versity of Chicago where he served for
fifteen years , subsequently being named
chancellor for another seven.

During his tenure , that University be­
came the Communists' foremost aca-
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demic stro nghold, and Hutchins dealt
with the problem with a haugh ty "S o
what!" He devoted himself to radical activ­
ity on and off th e campus. In 1937 he was
affiliated with the Moscow State Univer­
sity, which was carefully con trolled by the
Soviet Government. Hutchins tau ght a
course in Leninism and Commun ism at the
University of Chicago, join ed Communist
Fronts, and encouraged the hi ring of
Communists to teac h at the University.
On April 21, 1949 , testi fyin g before the
Broyles Commission, Dr. Hu tchin s de­
clared tha t in his mind it was not ye t
established th at it was subversive to be a
Communist. In a speech to the United
World Federalists on December 19 , 1959,
he mad e it clear th at he saw n.odanger in
amalgama ting our country with the
Soviet Union in a World Government. He
told his audience: "We are in no present
danger from Communism."

In the Rep ort of the Fund for the
Republic issued on May 31 ,1 955 , Robert
Hutchins gave this defense of the Com­
munist Party:

A political party in this country
has been identified with the "ene­
my ." Those associated with this
party have therefore come under
suspicion as an imminent danger to
the state . . . . The treatment ac­
corded suspected persons in Con­
gressional investigations and admin­
istrative hearings has not alway s
been that contemplated by the
Sixth Amendment. A kind of con­
tinuous propaganda and social pres­
sure has been kept up that has
tended to suppress conscientious
non-conformity .

What sort of man can see the well­
documented Communist butcheries of
some 60 million civilians over the last hal f
century as nothing more tha n a kind of
" conscientious non-conformity"? What­
ever sort it take s to do that, Robert
Hut chins is one of them. In September
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1965, he reached int o hi s Think Tank at
the San ta Barbara Temple of Misun de r­
stan ding and offe red the following plan
for dealing with Int ernational Commu­
nism:

1 propose that the President of
the United S tates make the fo llow­
ing statement at the next session of
the General Assembly of the United
Nations:

"1 hereby declare that the cold
war is over .. . . Millions of our
fellow men are suffering from
ignorance, poverty , hunger and
disease . . . . To them two things are
necessary. First - massive assist­
ance to change in those parts of the
world that need it; and, second ­
int ernational police fo rce and
peace-keeping arrangements, de­
signed not to prevent the revolu­
tions that must take place but to
help them take place without vio­
lence and loss of lif e.

"The United States is the richest
and most powerful nation in the
world, and is prepared to bear its
full share - and more - of the cost
of elevating and protecting man­
kind . . . . since our primary con­
cern is the establishment of a just
world order, we shall work exclu­
sively through the United Nations
or through regional organizations
approved by it . . . .

"As President of the United
States, 1 shall especially invite the
Premier of the Soviet Union to
meet with me to join in proposing a
plan to the nations of the world - a
plan by which violence may be
abolished in settling international
arguments. "

Either Robert Hut chins is some kind
of a Red or the Cen ter he run s is one of
those insane asylums where the keepers
are as nutty as the inmates.

Dr. Hut chins ' co-direc to r at the
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asylum is its Honorary Chairman , Paul G.
Hoffman, Director of the United Nat ions
Specia l Fund. He is a member of the
Establishment Insiders ' Council on
Foreign Relations and has been a trustee
of its major propaganda arm.* He is also a
trustee of the Ford Foun dation and a
leading member of the American Com­
mittee on a United Europe and of Ameri­
cans United for World Government. He
was also a trustee of the Inst itute of
Pacific Relations, cited by the Senate
Judiciary Committee as "an instrument
of Comm unist policy, p rop aganda and
military intelligence."

'Hoffma n is also marri ed t o an Es tab lishme nt
Ins id er, th e fo rm er A nna Rosenberg. Mrs.
Rosenb er g is well kn own as th e " pu blic rela­
t ions " bra ins be hi nd Nelson Rockefelle r's
po litica l career. For fo ur ye ars in th e early
Fift ies she was Ass ista n t Secre ta ry of Defense,
picking key personnel fo r th e en t ire Defe nse
estab lishment. Yet, all of her ad ult life Anna
Rosenberg Ho ff man has bee n o n th e Marxist
side of the wo rld revolution. Bo rn in Hungary ,
she wo rked close ly fo r m any years with revolu­
tionary Marxist Sidney Hillman. For years she
wrote for Red o rgans, lec tured to Red gro ups,
and promoted Red activities. T he officia l Com­
munist pub tication, N e w Masses, ca rried an
artic le by her in its issue fo r December 8, 1942.
The m agazi ne introduced he r as "Regional
Director , War Manpower Co mmission," the title
w hic h she he ld in the Roosevelt Ad ministration
at the ti me . T he New Masses even carried a
drawi ng of the autho r , establishing beyond any
do ubt th at we are no t dealing wi th a case of
mistaken identity. The re is a reaso n fo r emp ha­
sizing th is, as we sha ll see.

Ra lp h DeSola, a former Co mm unist, tes t i­
fied un der oath th a t in the mid -Thirti es he
attended mee tin gs o f the Co m m u nist John
Reed Clubs w it h Mrs. Rose nb er g, and th at she
was a mem ber o f the Com m unis t Par ty . Al­
th ou gh DeSola identified her by sigh t as th e
sa me Anna Rosenberg he kn ew to be a Co m m u­
nist , Mrs. Rosen berg stead fas tl y maintain ed
th at it was a case of mi st aken id entity . She
declared tha t the re were forty A nna Rose nb e rgs
in Ne w Yo rk City and six of th em had signed
Com mu nist pe t iti on s. In an effort to cloud
DeSola's testimony another A nna Rosenberg
was produced fro m so mew he re in Califo rn ia
w ho cla ime d that she had been a m em ber of th e
John Reed Clubs during the Th ir t ies .

O ne mig ht almost belie ve it a curious
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u.s. News & World Report for Decem­
ber 30, 195 5, called Paul Hoffman "An
influential, tho ugh unofficial , Presiden­
tial advisor" to President Eisenhower.
After a business career in which he rose
from used car salesman in Los Angeles to
drive the Studebaker-Packard Corporation
over a cliff into financial collapse, Hoff­
man had taken on the task of restr uctur­
ing the Repub lican Party . How this was
accomplish ed was descri bed in an
amaz ingly revealing article in Collier 's
magazine for October 26 , 1956. Entitled
"How Ike Saved The Republican Part y ,"
the piece tells how Paul Hoffman and a
hand ful of Esta blishmen t colleagues took
a lifelong Democrat named Eisenhower
and ob tained the Republican Presidential
nomination for him. It details how he and
a co te rie of Insiders literally stol e the
nomination from Senator Robert Taft ,
and how Hoffman was leading a fight to
purge conservatives from the Repu blican
Party. As Paul Hoffman pu t it : "The GOP

co inci de nce if Mrs. Rosenberg of Defense had
no t contrad icted her own te stimony. She test i­
fied under oath : "I re -read the Dies Committee
rep or t an d the Anna Rosenberg [of the John
Reed Clubs I was a writer. I am not a writer .. ..
I have never written anything. " An important
point. Convincing even, if it were true. But la ter,
on November 29, 1950, Mrs . Rosen ber g to ld the
same Se nate Co m mittee : " I have a full list of t he
o rga niza tions to which 1 have be longed , and of
everything I have written . . . . " Mrs . Rosen­
berg then sub mitted a lo ng lis t of art icles she
had au tho re d, establis hi ng th at she had al­
read y testified fal sel y unde r oa th. It is signifi ­
ca nt too that she fa iled to lis t th e a rt ic le she
had written for th e Co mmu nis t New Masses
of Decem ber 8, 194 2.

Presiden t Eisenhower, as it t urned ou t, was
an o ld friend of Mrs. Rosenber g and kn ew her
favorably lon g b ef ore her patron , George C.
Mars ha ll, too k her in to the Defense Depa rt­
men t as a manpower ex pe rt . (Se e th e Ne w
York Times, December 9 and Decem ber 23,
19 50. ) The Pres ide nt trust ed her . Othe rs did
not , and the opposition to her Defen se De­
partm en t appointment was vio len tly and
ve hemently a ttacked by offic ial Co mmunist
o rga ns, as we ll as by th e mult itude of Co m­
munist Fro nts and In sider-co ntroll ed publica­
tions th ro ughout the co untry .
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has finally rid itself of the Taft incubus,
and our job now is to get rid of all the
Taft adherents."

Through all of this , Hoffman and
Hutchins continued to operate in tandem
to promote their Fund for the Republic
and its radical Center for the Study of

Insider Pau l Ho ff ma n

is t he Cente r's

Honorary Cha irm an.

Democratic Institutions . Of course they
had a lot of help. The board of directors
and chief co nsultants of the Fund for the
Republic include some of the Esta blish­
ment' s leadin g radicals, amo ng the m
pollster Elmo Rope r, Supreme Court
Just ice William O. Douglas,* h isto rian
Bruce Catton, wealthy radical Mrs.
Marshall Field, former University of
California pres ident Clark Kerr , and the
late magazine magnate Henry Luce .
Oth ers have included the Reverend Henry
van Dusen, President Emeritus of the
incredible Union Theological Seminary,
and the late Marxist "theologian" Rein­
hold Niebuhr.

It is not surprising, then, that soon
after its, founding the Fund for the
Repub lic began attacking Congressional
investigations of Communism. In fact,
according to Rene Wormser , general
counsel to the Reece Committee investi­
gation of tax-exempt foundations , "docu­
ments attending the creation of the Fund
for the Republic convinced the Reece
Com mittee that one of the Fun d's main
purposes has been to investigate Con­
gressional invest igations."

A major par t of this attack has been
to ridicule the very idea that Comm u­
nism is any kind of threat to the United
States - a job to which Robert Hutchins
has devoted himself over a period of
four decades. It is a job in which he has
been powerfully supported by his col­
leagues of the Fund and its Center. In a
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Fund-financed television program broad­
cast May 4, 1958, as a contribution to
"survival and freedom," Establishment
Insider Cyrus Eaton declared that there
are no Communists in the United States
"to speak of, except in the mind of
those on the payroll of the FBI."
Eaton is a longtime friend of the
Soviet Union and its dictators and has
been a recipient of the "cherished"
Lenin Peace Prize.

Certainly the most famous attempt to
discredit Congressional investigations of
Communists was the Fund's 1956 Report
On Blacklisting, which ran to two
volumes and cost over $ I00,000. This
Think Tank propaganda cla imed that
innocent people were being deprived of
an opportunity to make a living in
movies, radio, and television because of
vicious, unb acked rumo rs about thei r

. political beliefs. The Report was the work
of one John Cogley . Working with Cogley
to prepare the study was Michael Harring­
ton, who that very year served as Na­
tional Chairman of the Young Socialist
League. Harrington later authored the
book The Other America, pushing for a
federal War on Poverty, a program which
he helped to design . Mr. Harrington is
now Chairman of the Socialist Party in
the United States. Also working on the
blacklisting project was Paul Jacobs, an
"ex-Communist" who still regards himself
as a Marxist more radical than the Com­
munist Party. The third member of
Cogley's creative team was Elizabeth Poe,
identified in sworn test imony by Scripps­
Howa rd columnist Frederick Woltman as

'Confl ic t of inter est ch ar ges arose over Ju st ice
Do uglas receiving $12,000 p er yea r as man ager
of th e Albert Par vin Fo u ndation, which has
given th e Center $177 ,000 ove r the past eig ht
years . T he Fo u ndatio n's chief so urce of income
was Las Vegas gamb ling . Har ry Ashmore, the
Center's pres ident (Hutchi ns is chairma n and
Hoffma n ho nor a ry chairman), is a di rector of the
Parvin Foundation. Ca rol Agge r Fo rtas, w ife of
former. Supreme Court Justice Abe Fortas, is the
Parvin Fou ndation's lawyer. Douglas has re­
ceived $500 per day for his work for the Ce nter.
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having been very active in a Communist
group at Time magazine.

This "highly unbiased" Report con­
tained such outrageous allegations against
the American Legion and other patriotic
groups, including the House Committee
on Un-American Activities, that H.C.U.A.
Chairman Francis Walter decided to ho ld
Hearings on the charges. Under the spot­
light of testimony given under oath the
Report On Blacklisting melted like ice
cubes in Hades. Cogley admitted on the
witness stand that the unnamed myster­
ious expert who had provided much of
the "secret" information for his Think
Tank Report On Blacklisting was Arnol d
Forster, th e radical Ant i-Defamation
League's lud icrous Sherlock Holmesberg,
keyh ole peeker , and professionai anti­
anti-Communist.

Not only did th e charges of blac klist­
ing of innocent s turn out to be manu­
factured hokum but Vincent Hartnett, a
former F.B.I. agent who acted as secur ity
consultant for the networks, advertising
agencies, and network sponsors, testified
that only abo ut five percent of the
Communists and Communist sympa­
thizers known to be operating in the
radio and television industry had been
exposed by the Congressional Commit­
tees. Hartnett maintained that the public
was being bra inwashed by radio and
television through a process which he
described as "parallelism" - the presen [,
ing of plays with propaganda themes
parallel to the Commun ist Line, such as
portraying the police as shooting an
innoce nt teenager, or the courts as con­
victi ng an innocent radical.

A fte r t he Hearing co nclude d,
thoroughl y discrediting th e Fund's black­
listing fiasco, the Washington Daily News
observe d:

The report on blacklisting wasex­
posed for what it was, a fraud con­
ceived with pool-hall morality and
executed with grossly questio nable
scholarship. Before the record is
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closed on this incident, we would
like to point out again that the re­
port cost a hundred and twenty
thousand dollars of tax-exempt
money, which means that it was in
part subsidized by evelY American
who pays taxes. We wonder when
the directors of the Fund for the Re­
public will become impatient with
Mr. Robert Maynard Hutchins' use
of it to slay his private chocolate
dragons. Under wise and honorable
guidance, the Fund could be a
powerful force for good in this
nation.

And what happened to John Cogley,
the master fabricator? He went on to a
staff job with Jo h n F. Kennedy, later be­
coming "religion" editor at th at p revarica­
tors' paradise, th e New York Times. He is
to day editor of the most expensively pro­
duced radical journal in Amer ica - The
Center Magazine, officia l publication of
the Fund for the Republic's Center for the
Study of Democratic Institutions.

Govern ment loyalty and security pro­
grams have also been a major target of the
Fund, which made a grant of $60,000 to
one Adam Yarrnolinsky to perform
another of its hatchet jobs. A "Red
diaper baby," Yarmolinsky went to Har­
vard where he edited The Yardling and was

Fund fo r Republic

hi red radical

Adam Yarmo linsky .

regarded by fellow students as a sp okes­
man for Stalin amo ng th e undergraduates.
During a 1962 Senate investigation it was
revealed th at he had admitted to Army
security investigators that he attended
meetings of the Young Communist
League and had raised money for it.
Yarmolinsky was just the sort of "right
thinking" young man the Hutchins Klan
was looking for to discredit government
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security procedures.* The Yannolinsky
study resulted in the book Case Studies
In PersonalSecurity, which sought to win
sympathy for government employees ac­
cused of Communist activity by alleging
abuses by government interrogators. It
was a raw phony. Frank Kluckhohn
describes Yarmolinsky's Think Tank tech­
nique in his book Lyndon's Legacy:

These were cases involving gov­
ernment employees charged with
Communist activities or otherwise
being security or loyalty risks. The
cases Yarmolinsky selected had been
handled mainly by a small group of
lawyers who often represent Com­
munists. He interviewed these law­
yers and the accused government
employees to form the basis of his
study on federal security.

The Fund's job has been propaganda,
and it has sometimes been less than
sophisticated. For example, it granted
$300,000 for a Think Tank study of the
influence of Communism in contem­
porary American life. It then hired Earl
Browder, General Secretary of the Com­
munist Party, to act as chief consultant
on the project.

In March of 1958, in a letter to the
Secretary of the Treasury, the Chairman
of the House Committee on Un-American
Activities enclosed these official findings
of his Committee:

The program of the Fund [for
the Repu blic] has been principally
one of action and not ofeducation.
Among its chief targets have been
Congressional investigation ofCom­
munism, government security pro­
cedures, loyalty oaths and regula­
tion of immigration.

The Fund has spent several mil­
lion dollars opposing the denial of
employment to security risks in
government and defense industries.
It has financed attacks upon news-
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papers, magazines and individuals
with which it disagrees. It has fi­
nanced preparation and distribution
of books, magazines and articles to
influence legislation.

I am confident that an objective
appraisal of the activities of the
Fund will compel the conclusion ­
already made by experts in the
Internal Revenue Service - that the
Fund for the Republic's tax-exempt
status should be revoked.

But with Paul Hoffman, one of the In­
siders who convinced Dwight Eisenhower
to run for the Presidency, acting as co-di­
rector of the Fund, its tax-free status was
safe from everything but a direct hit by an
H-bomb. Succeeding Administrations, in­
cluding the current one, have continued to
turn their back on flagrant violations of
our-tax laws by the Fund and its corporate
subsidiary , the Center for the Study of
Democratic Institutions.

Meanwhile this tax-free Think Tank,
which claims its purpose is to defend the
principles of the Constitution, continues
to promote the remaking of America into
a Marxist State. Favorite theme of the
Center is that "free enterprise" is obso­
lete and must be replaced by "planning,"
a euphemism by which the Center admits
it means "socialism." W.H. Ferry, who
long served as vice president of the
Center, presented the Center's rationale
in a study called Caught On The Horn Of
Plenty . "The individualism of the 18th
and 19th centuries is a casualty of tech­
nology," Ferry declared from his Think
Tank sanctuary , "as are old theories of
private property . Government must inter-

'Later Adam Yarmolinsky became a behind­
the-scenes power in the Kennedy Administra­
tion. According to U.S. News & World Report
for July 25 , 1966, he was responsible for many
of the Kennedy Administration's key appoint­
ments, including the disastrous appo in tme n t of
Robert Strange McNamara as Secretary of
Defense. Yarmolinsky is also reported to be the
author and instigator of the Fulbright Memo­
randum for muzzling the military.
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vene mo re and more in the na tion's
industrial life." Mr. Ferry argued that
because other countries have substituted
the economic philoso phy of Karl Marx
for tha t of Adam Smith, America ought
to do the same. He puts it delicately :

Living in the world economic
community, moreover, means living
with state-controlled econom ies
and with under-and semi-under­
developed nations, in all of which
the state carries the main weight of
industrial and social development.
I t is a bizarre proposition that this
nation 's policies in such circum­
stances should be largely developed
and explicated by private man­
agers . . . .

Such Think Tank socialists mainta in
that America must have socialism because
of our mo dern technology, while at the
same time maintaining that backward or
"emergent" countries must have socialism
because they do not have modern tech­
nology. Those of a suspicious bent may
concl ude that these people are more
interested in the propagation of socialism
than in the state of a nation's techn o­
logical developm en t.

But the Ferry Boat Serenade goes on
and on. It includes a call for a guaranteed
annual income. "We shall have to find
means," Ferry declared from the Center,
"public or private, of paying people to do
no work." This Ferry tale is one on which
the Center elaborated in a Think Tank
monograph called "Cybernation : The
Silent Conquest," which predict ed we
would all be out of work by yesterday
due to mushrooming automation. Again,
the push was for a guaranteed annual
income , the very bedrock of the socialist
program. While considered wildly utopian
when first proposed by the Center in the
early Sixties, the guaranteed annual in­
come is now the cornerstone of President
Nixon's "Welfare Reform" program.

Soviet-American relations are also a

MARCH, 19 71

special concern of the Center. On this
issue, too, Mr. Ferry captained the Cen­
ter 's navy through the Red Sea. A lett er
from Ferry which appeared in the Santa
Barbara News-Press for December II ,
1960, offered this argument for our
unilateral disarmament even in the face of

W.H . Fe rry would

disarm America for

a Red takeover .

the Soviet build up . You will recognize it
as a parallel of the Communist Line we
quoted earlier from Center potentate
Rober t Hutchins:

I believe that this country
should lay down its arms, scrap its
planes, missiles, and submarines,
disband its troops, and leave itself
only the organization and weapons
needed for local police and for
normal patrols ofits borders.

I do not think unilateral dis­
armament would be pleasant, or
painless, or easy fo r the country to
bear. I think only that it is more
practical and more moral than the
alternative, thermonuclear war . . . .

No one has yet said that he
believed the Russians would bomb
this country or any other from
which our atomic arsenal and mili­
tary apparatus had been withdrawn.
The most drastic consequence seen
by most is that the R eds would
take over.

This .is a fiercely disagreeable
prospect. Bu t by terms of the argu­
ment, I must accept that this will
happen: Congress turned into a
puppet, our governors replaced by
Kremlin functionaries, Communism
replacing democracy . I do not for
an instant believe that this would
be the outcome; far from it. But I
must be willing to agree on the
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worst results that anyone can fore­
see. My opponents might, after all,
be right.

This is the same Santa Barbara Ferry
who , on August 6, 1962 , spoke to a
conference of the Democrat Party in
Seattle and accused F.RI. Director J.
Edgar Hoover of creating a false pic ture
of Communism's strength, branding that
picture "se ntentious pop pycock." He
termed Hoover 's warn ings of Communist
subversion "a mischief-maki ng tapestry of
legend and illusion , if there ever was
one ," and referre d to Director Hoover as
" our official spy-swatter" and "the in­
dubitable mandarin of ant i-Communi sm
in the United States."

While the Center portrays the Commu­
nists as sincere reformers, the professors
in its Think Tank po int to the American
military as the real threat to the world. In
its monograph entitled "Community Of
Fear" the Center warns:

If things continue the way they
are going the possibility of a coup
by the United States military is
real. The general assumption that
the American soldier is automati­
cally responsible to his civilian mas­
ters might be rudely shaken were
there a serious and clearly visible
retreat on the world front by the
A merican policy-makers.

The authors of this Think Tank report
add that our " milit ary elite" is wickedly
dedicated to "a position of perpetual
hostility " to the Soviet Union, and "were
the State Department to negot iate suc­
cessfully an arms control agreement with
the Soviet Union , and were the armed
services united in thei r opposition to the
agreement, the agreement wou ld almost
certainly be defeated by the Senate."

You see, it is beastly to have feelings
of "hostility" toward the benevolent
leader s of the Soviet Unio n. After forty
years of Communist expansion , and the
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murder by Communists of 60 million
human beings, the Center wou ld have us
believe that the Comm unists want only to
be secure from our hostile intent.

This Think Tank is so far to the Left
that it sits on the spectrum somewhere
out beyond Aldebaran. While any repre­
sentative of the Armed Forces of the
United States is as welcome at the Center
as Hugh Heffner at a Women's Lib conven­
tion , it has gone so far as to roll out its pink
carpet for Soviet military leaders. There is
something about a bunch of Soviet gen­
erals pulling up in a black limousine th at
makes even Californians feel uncomfort­
able. The Los Angeles Times for October
5, 1969 , noted "a lit tle local flap" over
the Center's importation of "a group of
genuine Russian generals and scien­
tists . .. . " Who says all Californians are
kooks.

Not content with having an occasional
Comrade from the work ers' paradise drop
by for a chat, the Center added one to its
staff as a "consultant." His name is
Nikolai N. Inozemtsev, and he is pub licly
listed as director of the Ins-titute of World
Economics and International Relations at
the Soviet Academy of Sciences. "Not
publicly listed ," reports Human Events,
" is that Comrade Inozemtsev is also
deputy editor o f the Kremlin mouthpiece
Pravda." Such Think Tanks , you see, are
very important to the international order
of things.

A conference entitled the Interna­
tional Convocation to Examine the Re­
quirements of Peace was sponsored by
the Center in New York City on February
18-20, 1965. The purpose of the meeting
was to scrutinize Pacem In Terris, an
encyclical of Pope John XXIII , and deter­
mine ways to use it for the Left. Ad­
dresses were given by former A.D.A.
Chairman Hube rt Humphrey, Marxist
U.N. Secretary General U Than t, Chief
Justice Earl Warren, Communist Willy
Brandt of West Germany, historian
Arnold Toynbee, and scientist radical
Linus Pauling. Representatives from the
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Soviet Union and from Soviet bloc coun­
tries were also in attendance.

Among those invited to take part in
panel debates were Jam es Farmer of
C.O.R.E. ; Dagmar Wilson, founder of the
Vietnik Women Strike for Peace , then
under indictment for contempt of Con ­
gress; James G. Patton, pro-Communist
president of the radical National Farmers
Union ; H. Stuart Hughes, radical professor
and "peace" candidate for Congress; the
ludicrousl y " Liberal" Repre sentative Wil­
liam Fitts Ryan ; Norma n Cousin s of
SANE ; Bayard Rustin , exec ut ive secreta ry
of the War Resisters League and swish
organizer of the 1963 March on Washing­
to n; and , A.J . Muste of the notorious
Fellowship of Reconciliation.

The Communist Worker trumpeted
that the Center also invited Gus Hall,
General Secretary of the Communist
Part y, U.S.A. , "and others promin ent in
the American left." Among the " others"
invited was Arno ld Johnson of the Party' s
National Committee, who also covered
the convoca tion for Political Affairs, offi ­
cial theoretical journal of the Communist
Party , U.S.A. He informed fellow Com­
munists that the Center's soiree was " the
most significant peace assemb ly, under
private auspices, in this Country since

Top Communist

Gus Hall

guest of Center.

World War II." It was, he said, " truly a ma­
jor event in moving our Country toward a
policy of peaceful co-existence."

Comrade Johnson dwelt with obvious
relish on the many speeches supporting
Communist objec tives in Vietnam. He
attributed to the tax-free Center's con­
vocation the subsequent upsurge in
demonstr ations, teach-ins, and petition s
of protest in suppor t of the Vietcong.

Two years later, the Center held a
follow-up co nfe rence, Pacem In Terris II,
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in Geneva . In preparation for this anti­
American propaganda show the Cen ter ' s
president, Harry Ashmore, made several
trips to North Vietnam and chronicled his
"findings" in a book, Mission To Hanoi,
which was sent to all members of the
Center. Ashmore was glowing in his praise
for Ho chi Minh, one of history's more
prolific mass murderers. Even as Ame ri­
can soldiers were dying in the field and
South Vietnamese were being terrorized
and murdered by He's forces, Ashmore
purred:

I believe historically he [Ho chi
Minh] will rank with Gandhi, and it
occurs to me there is nobody else
around in the world today in any
country who seems to provide a
similar blend of spiritual and politi­
cal power.

The tax-free Center' s pre sident th en
declared:

Our visit to Hanoi and the pos­
sibility that the [Communist] Viet­
namese will participate in our
Geneva Convocation vindicate the
faith that we have had at the Center
in this undertaking which, on its
surface, seems a ridiculous att empt
by a group of private people, with­
out any government sanction or
government backing, to do what
governments ought to be doing and
ultimately will have to do. We are
in the rather absurd position of
running what amounts to a pri­
vately financed, understaff ed, and
wholly unaccredited foreign service.

As Ashmore well knows, the Center is
financed by tax-free donations and is
therefore not private. But let that go . The
point is th at the re are federal sta tutes pro­
hibit ing all but repre sen tatives of th e
United States Government from acting as
an American " foreign service." The Cen­
te r, however, seems to lead a charmed life.
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While the Vietcong and Ho chi Minh
were invited to Pacem In Terris II, no
representat ive of our government was
invited until severe protests were lodged.
The South Vietnamese never were in­
vited. Among the four hundred private
participan ts were Senators Joseph S.
Clark, Albert Gore, and William Ful­
bright ; and professors Jo hn Kenneth
Galbra ith, Jerome Wiesner, and Hans
Morganthau - all of the Be Kind To The
Cong corps.

Of course the Center is also operated
as an important Think Tank in support of
what has been called the homemade
revolution. It is a place for activists, the
Los Angeles Times remarks, where one
finds "battered VWs with peace -type
bumper stickers parked next to elegant
Mercedes limousines." In the Cen ter's
monograph called "Students And Soci­
ety," one Devereaux Kennedy, then presi­
dent of the student bo dy at George
Washington University , spelled out the
sort of act ivist line which has found favor
with the Center:

I'm going to say loudly and
explicitly what I mean by revolu­
tion. What I mean by revolution is
overthrowing the American govern­
ment and American imperialism
and installing some sort of de­
centralized power in this country.

As steps to accomplish this purpose
Center thinktanker Kennedy proposed
"starting up fifty Vietnams in Third World
countries, .. . acts of terrorism an d sabo­
tage outside the ghetto . . . . I mean
completely demoralizing and castrating
America .. .. "

The re has also been "an inte rlocki ng
directorate between the staff of the Cen­
ter and the New Left's National Confer­
ence for New Politics, which was
launched in Santa Barbara at the Center
for the Study of Democratic Institu tio ns.
Center officials W.H. Ferry, Hallock Hoff­
man (son of Paul Hoffman), and consul-
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tant Irving Laucks are all members of the
national counc il of the National Confer­
ence for New Polit ics. They are Founding
Fathers of this group, which is dedicated
to organizing and fomenting a grass-roots
revolution in the Unite d States among
stude nts, the poor, and Negroes . As Bar­
ron's comments: "Just exactly how the

Ha llock Hoff man

and Cen ter bosses
founded New Pol itics.

New Leftists on the exec ut ive staff of the
Fund for the Republic's Center reconcile
their NCNP activities with 'peace' in their
role as members of a private foreign
service is not expla ined."

It is far too obvio us that the Center's
opposition to anti-Communism and its
promotion of Marxist economics, dis­
armament , and the homemade revolution
are but segments of a grander design! This
has been clear from the beginning . The
fact is that creation of a World Govern­
ment has long been Center. Chairman
Robert Hu tchins' great dream. As early as
1945, while still chancellor of the Uni­
versity of Chicago, he assembled a small
group of professors into a committee to
write a World Constitution. Professor
Morti mer Adler expressed the group's
goal: " We must do everything we can to
abolish the United States." Adler also
went on recor d as declaring: "Not only
must we abolish na tional sovereignties
. . . we must abolish reactionary capital-

ism . . . we must have a genuine socialism
before we can have genuine peace."

Hutchins and his fellow "s cholars" la­
bored mightily for two full yea rs to pro­
duce their World Constitut ion . Then 350
copyrighted copies were dist ributed confi­
dent ially to top "leaders and experts" for
comment. Chicago Tribune reporter Frank
Hughes was one of the few outsiders to see
what these titmice had rolled down from
Olympus . He commented:
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The "bill of rights" of this draft
was crammed with such Roose­
veltian phrases as "freedom from
want" and "freedom from fear" [to
be guaranteed by the World Gov­
ernment1 and contained a thinly
veiled paraphrase of Karl Marx's
. . . "From each according to his

ability, to each according to his
needs."

This World Constitution prescribes
formal abolition of the right to own and
hold private property anywhere in the
worl d. It declares that what we usually
call private property is "the property of
all mankind and must be subordinated to
the common good." And who is to
determine what is th e comm on good?
The new priesth ood, of course , the plan­
ners in our Think Tanks.

A world in wh ich individ uals cannot
own and cont rol property and the fruits
of their labor is, by definition, a Commu­
nist world. Hutchins knows that. He has
anticipated it for two decades. Twelve
years after it was written, and after it was
approved by unnamed "leaders and ex­
perts," the Center openly published
Robert Hutchins' World Constitution.
That, at least , is a matt er of pu blic
record .

Of course, Chairman Hutchins is not un­
aware that before the World Common­
wealth which his constitution envisions
can become reality , our own Constitution
must be rep laced. First the United States
and then the world! Hutchins is on record
as proclaiming: "We must revive and recon­
struct the politi cal community of the
United Sta tes because the task before us
is nothing less th an th e organization of
the wor ld political communi ty."

Center boss Hutchins assigned the task
of preparing a transitory American con­
stitution to aging New Deal Braintruster
Rexford Guy Tugwell and a staff of
"experts." Tugwell is now Senior Fellow
at the Center for the Study of Demo ­
cratic Institutions. A former coll ege pro-
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fessor turned planner, he was the guiding
hand behind the polemics of the early
New Deal. Professor Tugwell is described
by Ernest K. Lind ley, sympathetic author
of The Roosevelt Revolution, as the
"philosopher, the sociologist, and the
prophet of the Roosevelt Revolution, as
well as one of its boldest practitioners; he
has prov ided the movement with much of
its rationale ."

Early in June of 1933 , the Baltimore
Sun reported : " Dr. Tugwell is an irrevo­
cable part of the New Deal . ... He is the
prime planner with the most far-
sighted schemes " At the same time ,
even Walter Lippmann wrote : "There is a
group, amo ng whom Professor Tugwell is
the most conspicuous, who may, I sup­
pose, fairly be called collectivis t." The
New York Herald Tribune of June 5,
1933 , com mented : "Professor Tugwe ll's
leverage for act ion lies not in the rank of
his official position, but in his subtle and
powerful mind. It lies also in the close­
ness of his association with President
Roosevelt ."

A devotee of Russia's "great experi­
ment" and a disciple of the British dand y
and economist J.M. Keyne s, Tugwell has
been treated by most Establishment his­
tor ians as the primary Braintruster forging
F.D.R.'s New Deal. Few ever knew that
Professor Tugwell served in 1929 on the
Socialist Party Camp aign for Norman
Thomas at a time when Thomas had the
support of the Communists.* He was, in
fact , so dedicated a Marxist that he was a
member of the staff of the First Ame r­
ican Trade Union delegation to Soviet
Russia - a Front so obvio us that it was

*Pro fessor Tugwell has also bee n affil iat ed w ith
th e socialis t Leag ue fo r Indu stri al Democracy;
the Co m mi ttee for a Democratic Far Eastern
Policy (cited as "Communist") ; Films Audiences
fo r Democracy (cited as a "Communist front");
FiI~3 for Dem ocracy (cited as a " Co mm unist
front ") ; New Masses (cited as a " Co mm unist
periodical") ; and, the National Cou nc il of the
Art s, Sciences and Professions (cited as a
" Co m m unist front used to appea l to special
occu pa t io na l groups " ).
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denounced by the American Federation
of Labor as a Communist operation.
Tugwell returned to co-author with Com­
munist Robert Dunn and fellow traveler
Stuart Chase a pro-Soviet rhapsody of
their tramp through the workers' para­
dise. It was the most tran sparent sort of
propaganda, sold in Communist Party
bookstores throughout the count ry.

If they can help it , Establishment
historians will little note nor long remem­
ber a speech given by Rexford Tugwell
before the American Economic Associa­
tion in December 1931. Entitled " The
Principles of Planning and the Institution
of Laissez-Faire," it laid out the future
for the "plann ed" economy whose frui­
tion we are now witnessing. And Presi­
dential Advisor Tugwell mad e no secret
of the fact that he meant "Pl anning " on
the Soviet mod el:

The interest of the liberals among
us in the institutions of the newRus­
sia of the Soviets, spreading gradual­
ly among puzzled businessmen, has
created wide popular interest in
planning as a possible refuge from
persistent insecurity . . . .

The institutions of laissez-faire
have become so much a part of the
fabric of modern life that the un­
tangling and removing of their tis­
sues will be almost like dispensing
with civilization itself . . . .

There is no private business, if
we mean by that one of no conse­
quence to anyone but its pro­
prietors; and so none exempt from
compulsion to serve a planned pub­
lic interest . . . . Planning will neces­
sarily become a fun ction of the
f ederal government; either that or
the planning agency will supersede
that government . . . .

It has already been suggested
that business will logically be re­
quired to disappear. This is not an
overstatement f or the sake of em­
phasis; it is literally meant . . . . To
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take away from business its free­
dom of venture and expansion, and
to limit the prof its it may acquire,
to destroy it as business and to
make of it something else ... a
kind of civil service loyalty and
f ervor will need to grow gradually
into acceptance.

There is no denying that the
contemporary situation in the
United Stat es has explosive pos­
sibilities. The fu ture is becoming
visible in Russia.

In his speech, this important Presi­
dential Advisor went on to damn laissez­
faire for " its irrational allotments of
individu al liberty." The cure for all of
thi s irrational allotment of freedom, he
said, is " planning" by a powerful govern­
ment bod y : "A central group of experts
charged with the duty of planning the
country's economic life, but existing as a
suggestive or consult ative body only,
without power, has been advocated by
numerou s persons and organiza tions. It is
quite impossible to visualize a genuine
Gosplan [a fi ve-y ear plan on the Russian
model] without power . . . . "

But such an advisory body - accord­
ing to thi s "number one Braintruster"
who was the "prime planne r" of the New
Deal - would pave the way for total
socialization: " In spite of its innocuous
nature , the day on which it [the advisory
body ] comes into existence will be a
dangerous one for business, just as th e
founding day of the League of Nations
was a dangerou s one for nationalism.
There may be a long and lingering death,
but it mu st be regarded as inevitable."

Tugwell's speech, which would have
done credit to Lenin or Stalin, was read
aloud to the Senate when it was deb ating
his appo intment to the official post of
Under Secretary of Agriculture. So cowed
was Congress by the Roosevelt landslide,
however , that Pro fessor Tugwell's ap­
pointment was approved anyway. As the
New York Tribune said at the time:
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The significance of Tugwell's
confirmation by the Senate will lie
in the fact - assuming it happens ­
that one of America's two great
historic parties, acting through its
representatives in the Senate , know­
ing Professor Tugwell to be a col­
lectivist, confirmed his appoint­
ment to a high public office in
which he would have opportunity
to push forward his doctrines.

It is important to note that even in
this early speech Tugwell stressed the
need for a new constitution to pave the
way for his proposed World Communist
State:

The first series of changes will
have to do with statutes, with
constitutions, and with govern­
ment . ... It will require the laying
of rough, unholy hands on many a
sacred precedent, doubtless calling
for an enlarged and nationalized
police power for enforcement.

Then, of course, one had to train a
corps of planners. While in the Agricul­
ture Department , Tugwell was served by a
staff that grew in that Administration to
include such notables as Harold Ware,
John Abt, Nathan Witt, Lee Pressman,
Alger Hiss, Henry H. Collins Jr., Victor

Rexford Guy Tugwell

writes a constitution

for U.S . dictatorship.

I
Perlo, Adlai Stevenson, and Nelson
Rockefeller. All but the last two, so far as
we now know, were secret Communists
serving the Soviet Union. And between
them they produced some fascinating
plans. In his capacity as official guru to
the occult-minded Secretary of Agri­
culture, Henry A. Wallace, Tugwell and
his crew helped write the orders to
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plough under crops and kill pigs in an
attempt to conjure up abundance by
creating false scarcity . One might as well
have pitched screaming virgins into a fiery
volcano in order to upgrade morality. But
of course the Comrades in the De­
partment of Agriculture weren't in charge
of morality .

Tugwell, the humanitarian planner,
also sat on the Housing Board , the Sur­
plus Relief Administration, the Public
Works Board , and the President's Com ­
mercial Policy Committee. And, he as­
sisted in the preparation of the National
Recovery Act, declared un-Constitutional
by a then honorable Supreme Court. The
N.R.A . conferred powers on the Chief
Executive that made Hitler, Mussolini,
and Stalin pink with envy.

Professor Tugwell had his fingers in all
the New Deal pies, but he was apparently
too radical even for those radical times.
The New Dealers, evidently afraid that by
moving too fast they wou ld blow the
duke and provoke a reaction, refused to
let Tugwell abolish the profit system
overnight. In 1941, he was hustled off to
Puerto Rico where he served as Governor
for five years , providing a haven for top
Communists from throughout the Hemi­
sphere . In December 1942, the Chicago
Tribune ran a series of articles on Tug­
well's tenure of office in Puerto Rico .
The first began with these observations :

In the last 15 months this ver­
dant, tropical island has become a
laboratory for socialistic govern­
ment experiments such as were
unknown to the continental United
States even in the early days of the
New Deal.

Under Governor Rexford Guy
Tugwell of the 1933 brain trust,
more than 30 new bureaus, author­
ities, and offices have sprung up
like jungle undergrowth. Govern­
ment costs have jump ed almost
$5,000,000 in a year . . . .

Puerto Rico's government has
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become the most expensive under
the American flag. Taxes are the
highest in its history. Dollarsby the
hundreds of thousand have been
appropriated for long range social
and economic schemes while
famine threatens the island and
while half its 1,900,000 population
receives food and other assistance
at public cost.

It was Tugwell's attempt to become
the first Castro of the Caribbean that
triggered the mass exodus of Puerto
Ricans to New York City after the War.

In 1948 Professor Tugwell was asked
to take a chair in economics at the
University of Chicago. The invitation
came from his old comrade Robert
Hutchins, who also asked him to join the
Commi ttee to Frame a World Consti­
tut ion . Tugwell was delighted. That same
year he became campaign manager for his
old boss , Henry A. Wallace, who was
runn ing for President with the support of
the Communist Party, U.S.A. Mr. Wallace
endorsed the Adler-Hutchins-Tugwell
World Constitution as part of his
platform.

Wallace became a national joke and
Tugwell went off for a yea r of teaching at
the Fab ian Socialists ' London Schoo l of
Eco nomics, returni ng to teach at the
University of Chicago. It was only natura l
that Hutchins would remember his faith ­
ful Marxist companion after he had taken
off for San ta Barba ra to set up his new
"meditation esta blishment." Public re­
lations men hired to clean up the image
of the Fund for the Rep ublic had insisted
that the operation move lock, stock, and
Communist Manifesto out of New York
City and away from the withering gaze of
Fulton Lewis Jr. It was equa lly nat ural
that , as soon as it could be arra nged,
Hutchins would assign Tugwell the task
of writing a new constitution to be pro ­
moted by the Center. Of course , such
thin gs take a while. In fact, on Labor
Day 1970, Professor Rexford Guy Tug-

MARCH, 1971

well, Senior Fellow of the Center for
the Study of Democratic Inst itutions,
released Public Draft No. XXXVII
of his still unfinished constitution.

Tugwell 's Opus 37 might be con­
sidered a product of the Ford Fo unda­
tion millions, although there is no longer
any official connection between Ford's
Folly and the Center. After all , Tugwell
began his efforts while the Ford Foun­
dation's $15 million was still bankro lling
the Hutchins playground. Today that
$ 15 million has been spent , but the
inventor of the Xerox process died con -

McG eor ge Bund y

says new co nstitu tion

" not unth inkable."

venient ly and left the Center another
bundle of millions . Certa inly Ford Fo un­
dat ion President McGeorge Bundy, a
former Specia l Advisor to Presidents
John Kennedy and Lyndon Johnson, has
supported Tugwell's efforts. "It is not
unth inkable," he says , " that this
country may need a new constitution ."

These people are dead serious .
Among the reasons given by Robert
Hutchins for the need for scrapping the
Constitution of the Unite d States is that
it " does not mention technology , ecolo­
gy, bureaucracy, education, cities, plan­
ning, civil disobe dience , political part ies,
corporations, labor unions, or the
organization of the world ." One can
only cringe!

Professor Tugwell's Think Tank con ­
stitution is simply fantastic. It even pro ­
poses abandonment of states . Instead of
the United States of America, Tugwell
would substitute the name United Repub­
lics of America, proposing: "There shall
be Rep ublics, each numbering no less
than five percent of the who le peop le,
with such exceptions as the bo undary
commission shall make ."

So we would have twenty "Republics"
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instead of fifty states . But the se "Re­
publics" are to have no sovereignty. They
are merely handy admin istrative branch es
for the convenience of an all-powerful
Central Government , j ust as are the
" Republics" in the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics which Tugwell has so
long admired.

The checks and balance system so
carefully institute d by the Fo unding
Fathers to keep anyone branch of
government from becomin g all-powerful
would also be abo lished by Tugwell's
prop osal. Which is, of course, the whole
idea of creating a new cons titution - to
substit ute an all-powerful federal govern­
ment run by Plann er Commissars for the

. delicately balanced system of limited
government established by our fore­
fathers.

Thomas Je fferson implore d us not to
put our faith in men but to " bind them
down wit h the chains of the Constitu­
tion." Tugwell's treatise does just the
opposite. It unchains the government and
puts its faith in the benevolence of the
Insiders and planners who would run it.
Jefferson knew that if the people did not
enslave their government, their govern­
ment wou ld enslave them. And that is
just what the arrogant Planner Com­
missars have in mind .

The Tenth Amendment to the Consti­
tution of the United States reserves to the
states and to the people all powers not
expressly granted to the federal govern­
ment. The Tugwell consti tution takes the
opposite course and specifically gran ts
total power to the federal government
except for those few powers or rights
specifica lly decreed to the "Republics" or
to the people . Professor Tugwell's plan is
not for a nation of free people but for a
nation of slaves subject to the whim of
despotic Insiders.

Only a child would believe that you
could give a government such unlimited
powers and expect it not to use them
simply because the planners are "nice
guys." A benevolent man would not want
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such powers. Only radical planners seek­
ing to do what the major ity of the people
do not want done would even consider
such a mechanism. Certainly the philoso­
pher kings at th e Cente r, and at the other
Think Tanks , have made it perfectly clear
what they would do with the power
granted by Rexford Guy Tugwell 's pro ­
posed const itution.

Instead of having three branc hes of
government (Legislat ive, Executive, and
Judicial) as provided in our present "out ­
worn" Consti tution , Tugwell' s No.
XXXVII, as in the Center's World Con­
stitution , calls for new branch es. These
are the Elect oral, the Plann ing, the Presi­
dency , the Legislative , the Regulatory ,
and the Judicial branch.

Article II applies to the Electoral
branch and provides for an "Overseer of
electora l procedures." Sounds like the
Great Plant ation , doesn' t it? Th e "Over­
seer" is chosen by the Senate for a
seven-year term and is the "Political
Commissar" heading all political Parties
in the country . Art icle II states:

He shall see to the organization
of the national and district parties,
arrange fo r discussion among them,
and provide for the nomination and
election of candidates fo r public
office.

The "Overseer" is to arrange for the
election of three hundred members of the
House of Representatives every three
years and is to arrange a national conven­
tion every nine years, at which candidates
for President and Vice President are to be
chosen. Very clearly, the "Overseer"
could quickly turn the country into one
big Cook County, where rigging an elec­
tion is as simple and foo lproof as finding
female companionship in Tijuana . And to
whom would a cheated candidate com­
plain? Big Brother's election commissar
perhaps.

One quickly sees why our Founding
Fathers made elections state business.
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Certainly dishonesty can and does exist in
local elections, but local citizens are more
than capable of dealing with it. How does
one deal with elections fixed at the
national level?

It gets worse. In Tugwellia, all costs of
elections are paid out of tax funds and no
private contributions are permitted. We
don 't want irate citizens banding together
to throw the rascals out, with millions of
citizens challenging the Insiders by con­
tributing one to ten dollars as in the
Goldwater campaign. Big Brother Tugwell
would have the federal government dis­
tribute campaign funds according to the
results of the last election, so that a Party
which had once successfully bought itself
into power by promising everybody
everything would be nearly impossible to
dislodge. Soon there would be only one
political Party.

And there's more! In Tugwell' s United
Republics of America the President
would appoint the eleven members of the
Planning branch. The purpose of this
outfit would be to prepare "six and
twelve year development plans." Such
plans, which would cover almost every
field of national, international, personal,
and economic endeavor, are said to be
clearly superior to the Soviet "plans"
which run for only five years.

Since the Planning Commissars in
U.R.A. would have jurisdiction over
foreign as well as domestic affairs, it is
clear that this branch would be the true
seat of power. Which is not surprising,
since the Tugwell constitution is not the
product of statesmen , as was our original
Constitution , but of the very Think Tank
planners who are seeking to bring on a
World Government with themselves as
chief architects .

The President of U.R.A . would be
elected for a nine-year term and would
have two Vice Presidents and an "In­
tendant." The Vice President for General
Affairs would be in charge of "Chancel­
lors of Foreign, Financial, Military and
Legal Affairs"; while the Vice President

MARCH, 1971

of Internal Affairs would be in charge of
other Chancellors (Cabinet Secretaries).
The office of "Intendant" sounds sus­
piciously like a Gestapo or K.G.B. opera­
tion. Section 14 of Article IV states :

There shall be an Intendant re­
sponsible to the President. He shall
supervise an Office for Intelligence
and Investigation. He shall also
supervise an Office of Emergency
Organization with the duty of pro­
viding plans and procedures for
such contingencies as may be ex­
pected.

This is indeed interesting coming from
a Think Tank which has so vigorously
opposed the efforts of J. Edgar Hoover
and the F.B.I. to maintain our internal
security.

And, inste ad of a Bill of Rights to
protect citizens against the government
suspending their civil liberties, the Think
Tank constitution provides:

The President may cause infor­
mation to be withheld from dis­
closure if it be judged by him to be
harmful to any individual or to the
public interest.

Of course the President decides just
what the "public interest" is, and
whether withheld information might
harm, say, himself. This clause would be
used to hide Police State activities from
the public. In a government with an
all-powerful Executive, to whom would
you complain?

Again, remember that this idea
emanates from a group which was granted
tax-exemption on the claim that it would
exist to further the principles of the
Constitution we have, and which has
always claimed that its chief concerns are
civil rights and civil liberties. Now it
proposes to establish a government in
which civil rights and civil liberties would
be totally abandoned.
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Very clearly , the Center fo r the Stu dy
of Democratic Institutions has only been
interested in the civil rights and liberties
of revolutionaries trying to overthrow our
present government. When that govern­
ment is abolished , the Think Tank boys

Cente r Fellow

Warren Earl Burger

helps on co nst it ut ion.

would move in with their Tugwellian
constitution to abolish minority rights.
It's all rather transparent.

Note that while the Tugwell ians are
proposing a national police force , a must
for any dictatorship, they are also scrap­
pin g the Supreme Court and creating a
syst em whereb y a Principal Ju st ice with a
lifetime appointment would appoint all
judges. But get this. According to t he
New York Times of September 9, 1970,
the Judiciary section of Tug well XXXVII
was dr awn up in consultation with Center
Fellow Warren Burger before he became
Chief Just ice of th e Suprem e Court. It
was Burger who per suaded the gro up to
omit from the prop osed constit ut ion a
gua rantee of an adversary trial , and of a
trial by jury , on the gro und that the
former does not neces sari ly produce jus­
t ice and that jury tria ls slow the judicial
p rocess.

Pu tt ing it all toget he r - fede ral con­
tro l of elections, all -powerful plan­
ners, a secre t federa l police, and a ju dicial
system controlled so lely by a fede ral
appoi ntee wi th no guara ntee of trial by
jury - it spe lls dict atorship . Ye t the mass
media have tre ated the Tugwell con stitu­
tion as a serio us prop osal fro m an imp or­
tant inst it ut ion . It has been given feat ur e
space, wi th ou t providing specifics, in
nearly every major publication in the
land. This while ide nt ify ing T ugwell only
as a New Deal Braintruster, which carri es
a positive connotation to most people,
and neglecting to mention his lon g record
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of devotion to th e So viet Union and t he
system for which it stands.

But how do the planners at the Center
expect to get from Con stitution A, the
current one, to Constitution B, the new
one? Tugwell lays out a scenario as an
informal introduction to his constitution .
He says that a President may be running
for reelection in a time of great turmoil
over "obstructionism" by Congress (you
know, the kind President Nixon claims
we have now) and "might decide that
new institutions are necessary to fulfill
their reasonable expectat ions of prog­
ress ."

"Conceivably," says Tugwell, it might
happe n like this :

A President, approaching the
end of his term, provoked by his
inability to move the Congress,
determ ined to check the govern­
ment's hardening into bureaucratic
stolidity, fearful of the accumulat­
ing consequences of obsolescence,
and conscious of his inability to
carry all his responsibilities, con­
cludes that he must appeal for a
new constitution . . . .

It seems to the President that
some new effort . . . must be made.
If it must be made in unorthodox
fashion, it still could have the con­
sent of the ultimate authority in a
democracy - the people. If they
demand a new constitution, who
could say that the demand ought to
be denied? He decides to give them
that opportunity and he announces
what he intends.

There is the expected uproar
from those who f ear the loss of
privileges. But there is louder com­
mendation from those who agree
with him, and he is able to persuade
a hundred concerned citizens of
ackowledged prominence to join in
the new reconsideration. They
undertake to draft a new constitu­
tion. By the time he has to cam-
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paign for reelection something like
the following document has been
produced and agreed to by eighty
of the hundred. The President
makes it the single issue of his
appeal. He is satisfied, he says, that
the draft constitution incorporates
the principles of freedom under
law; that it would assist in adapta­
tion to the circumstances imposed
by nature and by the need for
tolerance among nations; and that
it would encourage initiative and
productivity while offering eco­
nomic security .

The President assumes, he says,
that since he is wholly identified
with it, his election by a consider­
able majority would signal approval
of the new constitution. They are
engaged, he tells the voters, in a
referendum of sovereign persons
who stand above all the institutions
of the government created by their
ancestors and too little changed
since that time. He puts the ratify­
ing majority at sixty percent of
those voting . . . .

He pledges that if his proposal is
approved, he will proceed by
interim arrangement until the new
constitution can be implemented;
then he will retire to become a
member of the new Senate pro­
vided for in the constitution.

Thus the issue is joined.

Nat urally, all of this is th oroughly
un-Constitutional, but c'est la revolution.

It all sounds vaguely reminiscent of
Colone l Edward Mandel House, the
Henry Kissinger of the Wilson Adminis­
trati on , and his opus Phillip Dru , A dmin­
istrator. House said he also wanted a
Marxist dict atorship established in th e
United Sta tes in prepar ation for amalga­
mat ing it int o a World Government. And
th at is apparently what the Center's new
constitution, prep ared by th is oldtime
admirer of th e Soviet syst em , is all abou t.
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Beyond that? Well, as we have seen, the
World Constitution alrea dy proposed by
Tugwell , Hutchins, and their Think Tank
cohorts, is a const it ution for a World
Communist State.

Control of World Government under
the Center's previously published World
Constitution is to be taken away from
the people, and removed from the ballot
box. The people of the world vot e
directly only once. They elect a group
of delegates which sits for thirty days
each three years and elects the World
President and the world legislators . All
other rulers of th e world - judges,
planners, bureaucrats - are picked by
plan ning Insiders and not by the people .
The government. is th ereafter self­
perpetuating and the peopl e will have
lost th eir voice . Th ey will have becom e
slaves of a world bureaucracy operated
by and for the Insiders.

Again , this may seem stra nge coming
from the Center for the Study of Demo­
eratic Institutions. But the word " Democ­
racy" is strictly bait , a public relations
fraud. And th e Center even adm its it. In

Fu lbright at Center

says rul e by the people

is "highly improbable."

May of 1963 it released a stud y entitled
"The Elite And Th e Electora te." It was
written by two " ultra-Liberal" Senato rs,
J. William Fulbright and Joseph Clark .*
The question posed by th is monograph
was a simple one: Is government by the
people possible? To which Senat or Ful ­
bright answere d, literally : "Government
by th e people is possible , but highly
improbable ."

One would assume th at ot her "Liber-

'Cla rk has since bee n retired by his co n­
st ituenc y and now works full- time as president
of the United World Federalis ts , pr omoting
their c rusa de for submerging Americ an sover­
eign ty in a World Govern me n t.
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als" who worship daily at the shrine of
the demigod "Democracy" would have
fallen into fits at such an utterance. But
Senator Fulbright and the Center are still
in the good ·graces of the self-acclaimed
humanitarians.

Senator Clark, of course, seconded
Senator Fulbright's notion and said that
"democratic government" tends to break
down . Both Fulbright and Clark agreed
that America needs more government by
Executive authority with less interference
from the people. That's what "Democ­
racy" means to the Insiders and their
Think Tanks. .

The Center (which boasts a supporting
public membership of more than 50,000)
is one of the few Think Tanks that does
not now work direct ly for the govern­
ment. It has, nonetheless, had an enor­
mous effect on American life . Many of
the nation's financ ial, political, and intel­
lectual elite have participated in Center
activities which have in turn been the
source of voluminous published materi­
als.* These publications have gone out by
the millions to schools , universities , li­
braries, prominent individuals, and poli ­
ticians. Over the past two decades the
works of the Fund and its subsidiary
Center have been both given and highly
recommended to students by literally
thousands of college professors . These
students, in turn, have gone on to work in
the political system, taking the ideas of
the Center with them.

And students do get a heavy dose of
such ideas. Consider, for example, that

* Among those prominent persons co nnected
with the Ce nter to whom we have not been ab le
to devote appropriate space are Robert Me­
Na mara , a fo under and co ntribu tor; the la te
Walter Reuther; the late Robert Kennedy; the
late Reverend J am es A. Pike; Gu nnar Myrdal;
Lin us Pauling ; Earl Warren ; George F. Kennan;
Phillip C. Jessup; Walter Millis; Bayard Rustin;
Jacques Barzun; Norman Cousins; Paul Tillich;
Edward Bennett Williams; Joseph E. Johnson;
George McGovern; Gaylord Nelson ; Eugene
Rabinowitch; Dore Schary ; Arthur Waskow;
Hans Morganthau; Adolph Berle; Eric Goldman;
Walter Lippmann; and, Stanley Marcus.
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the Center is now in control of revisions
of the Encyclopaedia Britannica and
Britannica films for the classroom. Specif­
ically, consider the following paragraph
from a Center report, which we admit
brought us up short :

In October, 1960, Encyclo­
paedia Britannica, 1nc., wishing to
become a more effective instrument
of understanding the contemporary
world, asked the Center for guid­
ance and cooperation. Since Britan­
nica proposes for future revisions of
its volumes the same aim as the
Fund for the Republic - the clari­
fication of the basic issues - the
board of directors acted favorably
on Britannica's request... . The
association with Britannica has not
changed the purposes or pro­
cedures of the Center. The work
being done for Britannica is what
the Center would be doing anyway.
Some estimates of the potential
influence of the Center through the
medium may be gained from the
world-wide sales of Encyclopaedia
Britannica.

The Center's president, Harry Ash­
more, was made editor-in-chief of the
Encyclopaedia, heading a staff con­
ducting a thorough revision of reference
materials. The chairman of Britannica's
Editorial Board is also chairman of the
Center - he is Robert M. Hutchins . The
opportunity thus created for assigning
historical truth to the "Memory Hole" is
simply enormous.

But, as influential as the Center for the
Stu dy of Democratic Institutions is, there
are still more important and more fright­
ening Think Tanks preparing a world for
us to make Orwell's 1984 seem tame and
restrained by comparison . Having pro­
vided a hard look at the Center as a first
case in point, we propose to deal with a
number of the others in next month's
issue of AMERICAN OPINION . • •
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