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B [Unmin gecentTLy David Rockefeller
operated in near anonymity. Of
course, you can not remain totally
anonymous when yvou are the multi-
billionaire head of the world’s most

powerful bank, leader of the planet’s |

wealthiest family, and chairman of
the hoard of the Counecil on Foreign
Relations and the Trilateral Commis-
sion, the two most influential organi-
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zations on earth. But the man on the _

street knew him only as a Standard
01il heir and an important banker. To
say that David is important is like
saying that Hitler was prejudiced.

During the past few months, how- |
ever, David Rockefeller's name has |

been running off the business pages
into the news, editorial, and even
entertainment sections of the na-



David Rockefeller, who heads the Trilaterals,
has become a hot political issue. Senator
Goldwater writes that Rockefeller’s Trilateral
Commission “is intended to be the vehicle for
multinational consolidation of the commercial
and banking interests by seizing control of the
political government of the United States.”

tion's newspapers. And it is David's
position as founder and head of the
Trilateral Commission which has
| rocketed him into the news. The
Commission became an election is-
sue in early Presidential primaries.
(GGeorge Bush, a member until he
launched his campaign for the Re-
publican nomination, and John An-
derson, a current member who is not
the least bit defensive on the subject,
have come under heavy questioning
about the Commission and their links
to Rockefeller,

During the New Hampshire pri-
mary both Ronald Reagan and John
Connally claimed that Bush's con-
nections with the Trilateral elitists
raised serious questions about the in-
dependence of the Connecticut
preppy who is seeking the Republican
nomination. They were echoing the
dailv editorials of William Loeb,
publisher of the Manchester Union
Leader, the state’s largest daily. The
tough and determined Loeb, whose
very name sends “Liberals” in the
mass media into fits of frustration
and rage, put on his literary track
spikes almost every morning and ran
up and down over the carcass of the
Trilateral Commission.

Although Mr. Loeb has for dec-
ades been the béte noire of Washing-
ton Post and CBS “Lihberals,” this
was the first election in which he hit
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out at manipulation of both political

parties by the clique of Establish- |
ment Insiders headed by David |

Rockefeller. Loeb has long been al- |

most as far to the Right as Thomas

Jefferson, and has been an implaca- |

ble foe of the Eastern
Establishment. But now he was de-
termined to expose the international
conspiracy involving the Council on

= e |
“Liberal

Foreign Relations and its Trilateral |

Commission offspring.

Among other things, William Loeb

charged the Trilaterals with advocat- |
ing “a world order in which multina- |

tional corporations . . . can thrive
without worrying about so-called na-
tional interests.” David Rockefeller
was named as the leader of this gang
abandoning national interests and
was toasted to a fare-thee-well. In one
front-page editorial, Mr. Loeb wrote:
“It is quite clear that this group of

extremely powerful men is out to |

control the world.” He asserted that
the Commission's “tentacles” reach
into the Republican Party and that
“here in New Hampshire this group is
turning on all its power and control
of banks, the media and oil com-
panies” to promote George Bush.
Meanwhile, Mike Thompson of
the Florida Conservative Union ran

bama, and Florida which were head-
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| clever advertisements in the major |
| newspapers of New Hampshire, Ala-
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lined: “The Same People Who Gave
You Jimmy Carter Want Now To
Give You George Bush.” The text of
the ad included the following:

“The purpose of this report is not
to allege a ‘conspiracy,” but to reveal
the formation of a powerful coali-
tion of liberals, multinational corpo-
rations, big-city bankers and hungry
power brokers who are trying to cap-
italize on the American voters' swing
to conservatism.

“The driving force is David

| Rockefeller.

“The purpose is to control the
American government, regardless of
which political party — Democrat or
Hepublican wins the presidency
this coming November.

“The Trojan horse for this scheme
is Connecticut Yankee turned Texas
oilman George Herbert Walker Bush

the out-of-nowhere Republican

' who openly admits he is using the

same ‘game plan’ developed for
Jimmy Carter in the 1976 presiden-
tial nomination campaign.”

Since Thompson concluded that
the Trilateral Commission “puts em-
phasis on interdependence, which is a
nice euphemism for ome-world gov-

| ernment,” it was clear enough that

his claim not to allege a “conspiracy™
was purest satire. If C.F.R. and Tri-
lateral efforts to undermine Ameri-
can sovereignty in favor of world gov-
ernment do not constitute conspiracy,
then water iz no longer wet and fire no
longer burns.

Soon even Barry Goldwater had
joined the fray against the C.F.R.
and the Trilateral Commission in a
new book called With No Apologies.
The Arizona Senator wrote: “In my
view, the Trilateral Commission rep-
resents a skillful, coordinated ef-
fort to seize control and consolidate
the four centers of power — politi-
cal, monetary, intellectual, and ec-
clesiastical.” Goldwater went on to
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observe: “Freedom — spiritual, polit-

ical, economic — is denied any im-
portance in the Trilateral construc-
tion of the next century . . . . What

the Trilaterals truly intend is the
creation of a worldwide economic
power superior to the political govern-
ments of the nation-states involved.
. . . As managers and creators of the
zystem, they will rule the future.”

Senator Goldwater has come a
long way since the days when he
embraced those who put the knife in
his back during the 1964 campaign.
Now alert to Rockefeller efforts to |
promote a world government, the pa-
triotic Arizona Senator makes clear
that he finds the whole business out-
rageous. In With No Apologies Gold-
water cites Nelson Rockefeller's sem-
inar speeches at Harvard on *“The Fu-
ture of Federalism,"” in which the late
New York governor advocated the
scrapping of our Declaration of In-
dependence and the Constitution in
favor of a “new world order’” under
international control. The Senator
reveals:

"“The implications in Governor
Rockefeller's presentation have he-
come concrete proposals advanced by
David Rockefeller's newest interna-
tional ecabal, the Trilateral Commis-
sion. Whereas the Council on Foreign
Relations is distinctly national in
membership, the Trilateral Commis-
sion is international. Representation
is allocated equally to Western Eu-
rope, Japan, and the United States. It
is intended to be the wvehicle for
multinational consolidation of the
commercial and banking interests by
seizing control of the political gov-
ernment of the United States,”

Goldwater also comments on how
the Trilateralists manipulated the

| 1976 election to put a brother Trilat-

eralist in the White House. According
to the Arizona Senator:
{Continued on page eighty-seven.) |
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From page four
ROCKEFELLER |

“The Trilateral Commission is a
modern Praetorian Guard. David
Rockefeller and Zbigniew Brzezinski
found Jimmy Carter to be their ideal
candidate. They helped him win the
nomination and the presidency. To
accomplish this purpose, they mobil-
ized the money power of the Wall
Street bankers, the intellectual in-
fluenee of the academic community

which is subservient to the wealth
of the great tax-free foundations
and the media controller represented
in the membership of the CFR and
the Trilateral Commission.”

Another aspect of the Rockefeller
cabal which alarms the rugged indi-
vidualist from the West is the atti-
| tude of the two groups towards Com-
munism. He writes: “T believe that
the Council on Foreign Relations and
its ancillary elitist groups [i.e., the
| Trilateral Commission] are indiffer-

ent to communism. They have no |
ideological anchors. In their pursuit |

| of a new world order they are pre-
| pared to deal without prejudice with
| a communist state, a socialist state, a
democratic state, monarchy, oli-
garchy — it's all the same to them."”

|  The C.F.R., created in 1921, and
| its T.C. offspring, created in 1973,
| long treasured their anonymity. They

were able to work quietly behind the |
| Chase Manhattan's David Rockefel-

scenes controlling the foreign poliey,
and much of the domestic policy, of
| every [1.5. Administration since
F.D.R. They met in secret and got by

| with it. Since membership in these |

groups encompasses controlling inter-
este in the most important of the
American mass media it i3 clear that

if they had wanted publicity they |
could have turned on the media |
| ler has never heen an advocate of the

| faucet and it would have flowed like
wine. But David Rockefeller and his

friends wanted publicity like a bur- |
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| glar wants to work in a spotlight.
This magazine, of course, has long

the Council on Foreign Relations and
the Trilateral Commission. My books
on them have sold in the millions.
But for years the Establishment
media were able to prevent wide-
spread public debate on the role of
these secretive elitist groups. Every-
thing was done to keep them from
becoming a political issue. Bill Loeb
put a stop to that in the 1980 Presi-
dential primary. When Senator Gold-
water and the Conservative Union
joined the fray the Establishment
“Liberals” realized they had to
counterattack. First into the breach
was the Washington Post. The Post,

reported the machinations of both |

you may recall, looks upon George |
McGovern as a highly stable pragma- |

tist and political moderate, Its ties
with the C_F.R. ecrowd go back several
decades.

The conflident “Liberals” at the

Washington Post believed from past |

experience that the best way to
handle such charges from the Ameri-
can Right is to lampoon them with

| sarcasm and ridicule, They lashed

out wvigorously at opponents of
George Bush, calling them self-ap-
pointed ** ‘true’ conservatives' deter-
mined to lead the party of the pachy-
derms to oblivion. On its editorial
page of February 18, 1980, the Post
pontificated: *'The apparition of

ler also continues to haunt ‘true’ con- |

to believe the venom spewing forth in
the conservative press, is a closet lib-
eral. That is self-evident because the

i rich Mr. Rockefeller has made a

career of spreading capitalism

throughout the world,”

| servatives. Mr. Rockefeller, if one is |

Never mind that David Rockefel- |

Free Market. As Senator Goldwater
ohserved, he will deal with anyone —
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and what he promotes is not Free
Enterprise but monopoly capitalism
supported by government. The Post
continued:

“In the squint-eyed view of the
FCU |Florida Conservative [nion],
Mr. Bush's great sin is to have a
passing acquaintance, if not friend-
ship, with Mr. Rockefeller. Equally

| treacherous, Mr. Bush once belonged

to the Trilateral Commission, an or-
ganization dedicated to strengthen-
ing political and economic ties among
the United States, western Europe

| and Japan. ‘True’ conservatives im-

mediately recognize the obscure dan-
gers of such indiscriminate friend-
ship and alliances. Aren't the British
just aching to seize Washington and
burn the White House again?

“Ag FCU president Mike Thomp-
son ominously warns, “The same sort
of people who supported Jimmy Car-
ter (once president [sic] of the Tri-
lateral Commission) are supporting
George Bush.” That certainly ought to
give Republic [sic] Party voters look-
ing for a winner something to think
about! . . . That's because, in their
hearts, ‘true’ conservatives know that
winning election isn't everything.”

The Post's sudden concern for the
Republican Party was not any more
convincing than its error-filled sar-
casm. It has not supported a Republi-
can for President since 1952, when it
suddenly disecovered the wvirtues of
Dwight Eisenhower, a man the “Lib-
eral” Americans for Democratic Ac-
tion had tried to get to run for the
White House as a Democrat. As for
George Bush being only a “passing
acquaintance” of David Hockefeller,
the facts are that he long served with
David on the board of directors of
the Council on Foreign Helations, was
personally chosen by Rockefeller for
membership in the Trilateral Com-

feller contracts. The Washington
Past tried hard, but no one laughed.
A month later the Post's corporate
twin, Newsweek, tried again. The
article begins: “Critics describe [the
Trilateral Commission] as a cabal of
extremely powerful men ‘out to con-
trol the world.” In fact it is merely a
nonpartisan forum designed to pro-

mote ‘partnership between North |

America, Western Europe and Ja-
pan.’ " Newsweek went on to inform
Ls:

“The Trilateral Commission is the
brainchild of banker David Rocke-
feller, who founded it in 1973 after
President Nixon shocked many of
America's allies by announcing a
series of drastic changes in 1.5, in-
ternational economic policy. As
Rockefeller saw it, there was a need
for more private consultation be-
tween American leaders and their
counterparts in Western Europe and
Japan . . . . ‘Governments don't
have time to think about the hroader,
longer-range issues,’ says Rockefel-
ler, who personally and through fam-
ily foundations finances a gquarter
of the commission’s modest budget.
‘It seemed to make sense to persuade
a group of private, qualified citizens
to get together to identify the key
issues affecting the world and pos-
sible solution.” "

Somehow Newsweek neglected to
mention that the supposed Nixon be-
trayal of Japan was in fact engi-
neered by Secretary of State Henry
Kissinger (C.F.R., T.C., and Chase
Manhattan Bank), who is as much a

| property of the Rockefeller family

as 18 Exxon. And isn't it nice of
David Rockefeller to oversee “the
broader, longer-range issues' of
American foreign policy? Newsweek
failed to ask Mr. Rockefeller just
who elected him to do that. Nor did it

mission, and long headed a company | question whether Rockefeller just

whose business wag built on Rocke-
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worldwide empire of Exxon and the
Chase Manhattan Bank than in the
peaple of Peoria, Kansas City, and
Encino. If a banker in Booneville put
together a gang of his friends to
manipulate the ecity council there
would be a loud and justified roar
from the press. Bul when David

Rockefeller does it nationally, and is |

exposed, Newsweek leaps to his de-
fense. Judging by the Newsweeh re-
port, maybhe we just ought to cancel
the next elections and let David and
his friends run things without having
to resort to conspiracy.

Other Estahlishment journals
have also run features on the Trilat-

eral Commission, all following the |

| theme that it is really just a harmless
| study group devoted to improving re-
lations between nations. Not one of
them mentions the Rockefeller plan
for a New World Order, spelled out
repeatedly even in the public reports
of the C.F.R. and the T.C., which
would ecreate “hetter relations™ by
submerging American sovereignty in
a world government, After all, the
public might take a hostile view of
the Trilateral Commission if that
were widely reported.

Some writers are now all but spill-
ing tears over the poor, misunder-
stood Trilateralists. Lee Mitang of
| the Associated Press tells us: “As
| commission spokeswoman  Erna
Prickett put it rather mildly last
week: ‘We do have a bit of a public
relations problem.” Simply put, the
| 250-member Trilateral Commission
may he the most misunderstood

better understood. ‘We're trying to |

put together a p.r. packet that goes
into questions peaple have about us.

We hope to distribute it to various |

organizations and groups, Rotary
Clubs and so forth, that are inter-
ested in foreign affairs,” said Ms.
Prickett. ‘It’s time to say emphatical-
ly that no, we're not a tool of this or
that conspiracy,” she said.”

Yes, one's heart bleeds to see David
and his Trilateralists so misunder-
stood. But of course this and similar
articles which have appeared in the
Wall Street Journal, the Los Angeles
Times, the Gannett papers, and the
New York Times are so much swamp

gas designed to becloud the issue. |

Reference to the Commission as a
“communist plot” is emphasized to
make criticism of the group seem
ludicrous to the average reader. In
fact no one anywhere claims that the
Commission is run from the Krem-
lin. It i8 run from David Rockefel-

| ler's office at the Chase Manhattan |

| Problems:

and as a result, mistrusted — group |

to he established in recent memaory.
... In view of the commission’s

tarnished popular image — and for |

the sake of those who imagine that
David Rockefeller would form an
organization like this as part of a
global communist plot — the com-
mission now says it will try to be
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Bank.

Meanwhile, the “Liberal” press
ignores such things as the Summer
1977 issue of Trialogue,
publication of the Commission,
which was titled: “Managing Glahal
Avenues For Trilateral-
Communist Collaboration.” This re-
port recommends federation of the
advanced nations with the Commu-

official |

nist states, to be followed later by |

amalgamation with the Third World

countries into the planned New
| World Order. |

But the aspect of the Trilateral
Commission which the mass media

have the toughest time handling is its |

undeniable domination of the Carter

Administration. After all, when Tri- |
lateralists were placed in the top for- |

eign policy, finance, intelligence,
and defense jobs of the Carier Ad-
ministration it could hardly be dis-
missed as a coincidence. Robert Mag-
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| nuson of the Los Angeles Times, who

interviewed the misunderstood David
Rockefeller about this, writes:

“Nonsense, Rockefeller says.

| Some people *have gotten the notion

that (the Trilateral Commission) is a
rreat conspiratorial organization that
is trying to take over the world for
some occult and evil purpose,” he
says. ‘Of course, the truth is so far
from that it is impossible to explain
to people when they have a fixed idea
of something that doesn't exist.’
“Giranted, Jimmy Carter also be-
longed to the commission, before he
took office, and so at one time did
more Lhan a dozen members of his
cabinet and staff, including his for-
eign policy national security advisor,
Zbigniew Brzezinski. But the reason,

| Rockefeller contends, is entirely in-
| nocent. ‘Coming from Georgia . . .
| Carter had very little international or

| Kissinger,

even national exposure,” he argues.
*Carter found in Trilateral a lot of
very able people representing differ-
ent areas and points of view that he
needed in government,” "

Remember Carter’s 1976 campaign
promise to bring new faces to Wash-
ington? It was the appeal of getting
rid of this decades-long disaster co-
alition that put Carter in office. But
as soon as the returns were in he
double-crossed the voters by bringing
in David Rockefeller's Democrat
team to replace the master banker's
Republican team which had been
running the Government under Nix-
on-Ford. The former key man, Henry
immediately left the
White House to join his sponsor and
henefactor at the Chase Manhattan
Bank.

Magnuson continues in the Los
Angeles Times: “Strident critics de-
pict Rockefeller as a kind of grand
puppeteer, pulling strings behind the
scenes that topple governments and
change the course of world events.
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Not surprisingly, it is an image
Rockefeller abhors. He considers
| himself merely a concerned citizen
who is not afraid to stand up for his
| beliefs. ‘If one has strong convic-

| tions, one must speak out and accept

the consequences,’ he says.”

Isn't that noble? Too bad the arti-

| cle does not give us a few examples
of how “‘concerned citizen” Rocke-
feller sacrifices the financial power
of the Rockefeller empire in behalf
|0f his “strong convictions” against
| slavery and tyranny in Russia and
| China. As a matter of fact, Mr.

Rockefeller's “‘strong convictions™ |

are always and everywhere harmoni-
opus with the interests of the Chase
| Manhattan Bank and Exxon. But not
one of the articles from Associated
| Press, the Wall Street Journal, the
| Los Angeles Times, the Washington

Post, Newsweek, and the Gannett |

|

| papers even hints at such a possibil-

| ity. Either the writers for these jour-
nals are so incredibly naive that their

| lives are in jeopardy every time they
walk across a city street, or they are
taking a dive.

What is ironic about all of this is |

that with David Rockefeller now try-
ing to play down his image as the
chief mover and shaker in the mega-
buck world of international banking,
a television special made months be-
fore was confirming what Conserva-
tive critics have been saying. Made
for “Bill Moyers' Journal,” and
called “The World Of David Rocke-
feller,” it appeared recently on PBS
television. Since it was made for gov-
ernment television there was no way
to kill the thing without alerting an
already suspicious public. Since it
was given next to no advance pub-
licity, only a handful of us®effete
snobs saw what must be considered
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the most important and revealing |
broadeast ever to reach the cathode |
tube. If you were spending your time |



| that night with *Charlie’s Angels,”

- Of David Rockefeller,” Mr. Maoyers |

consider what you missed.
In his introduction to “The World

| tells us that he is going to accompany

Rockefeller on a trip to eight cities in
seven days. “The world of power
operates behind closed doors,” says
Movers, who was Lyndon Johnson's
personal assistant and 1= 8 member

of David’s Council on Foreign Rela- |

tions. “But, I'll be along, listening,
trying to interpret, hoping to under-
stand something of the world of

| David Rockefeller — the world of
| money and power.” Moyers adds of

David: “He represents something
measured beyvond money. He repre-
sents power.” That, as it happens, is
just what a dozen national periodicals
were at that very moment going to

| great extremes to deny.

Moyers told us that last summer
Jimmy Carter asked David to become
Secretary of the Treasury, but
Rockefeller declined for the third
time. When Moyers asked Rockefel-
ler what could be more interesting
than serving in the highest councils
of the federal government, the hil-
lionaire from Babvlon, New York,
replied simply: “My job.” The televi-
sion  production resulted when
Rockefeller agreed to let Moyers fol-
low him for a week to report what

| makes David’s life so fascinating.

Bill Maoyers calls David “the unelect-
ed if indisputable chairman of the
American Establishment,” and tells
us that the trip was arranged before
the American consulate in Iran was

| invaded and our staff taken hostage.

That places it well before the Trilat-
eral Commission issue broke in the
Republican primaries.

Movers goes on to state: “T am not
much of a conspiracy-monger. The
way the world of international
money-lending works, especially
where power, wealth and contracts
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| converge, makes conspiracy redun-
| dant.” What Mr. Moyers is saying,
openly and arrogantly, is that inter-
national conspiracy and the world of

David Rockefeller are synonymous, |

It is true, of course, if imprudent of
Moyers to say so. What it means is
that all of the copouts now heing
written about Rockefeller and the
Trilateral Commission are part of a
coverup.

Bill Moyers euphemizes the redun-
dant conspiracy this way: “Rockefel-
ler's own personal fortune is enor-
mous, but his base is the Chase Man-

hattan Bank: assets over 65 billion. |
Rockefeller owns more of its stock |
than anyone else. And the bank in |

| turn controls large blocks of stock in

dozens of companies here and

| abroad. Yet the source of this power

| is something more. Rockefeller sits at
| the hub of a vast network of finan-

ciers, industrialists, and politicians

| whose reach encircles the globe.”

As we join Mr. Moyers, David |

Rockefeller, and their entourage in

| David's private Grumman Gulf-

stream the first stop is Paris, where

Chase Manhattan’s man on the spot |

is Ridgeway Knight, a former U.S.
Ambassador and Assistant Secretary
of State who obviously feels he has

| been promoted. Moyers asks him if |

he could be considered David Rocke-
feller's minister without portfolio.

Knight replies: “Well, I would be

terribly flattered. If that were true, I |
would be very happy.” Bill Moyers |

observes: “It's amazing to me that in
his world the bank operates as, like a
country does.”
“Well, what impresses me mosi is
that I've represented a number of
Fresidents, and T've spoken for a
number of Secretaries of State, but
I've never seen doors open more easily
than when I zay I'm coming for
David Rockefeller. It's fantastic!™
Indeed it is, Mr. Knight. And will
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vou please repeat that for those who
say your boss's Trilateral Commis-
sion is really just an international
version of the Des Moines Boosters’
Club?

Back on the Gulfstream, Moyers
reads David a headline out of a news-
paper proclaiming that the Marxist-
Leninists who have just captured
Nicaragua are going to tell that coun-
try's creditor bankers to stick their
debts in their ears. David Rockefeller
is no more perturbed than if he had
just been told he must have white
toast instead of rye with his break-
fast. The master banker replies:

“Obviously, it's not a headline
that bankers like to read, and if it
were a general problem, it would be
serious. My guess is that even in the
case of Nicaragua they're going to
find that they need the international
banking community; and that, if
they ever want to use it again, they're
not just going to be able to cancel all
their prior debt and start from
seratch as though nothing had hap-
pened. So I wonder whether, in the
long run, that will be their final
reaction.”

In other words, somebody soon will
explain the facts of life to the San-
dinistas of Nicaragua. After all, the
Soviet Union cannot afford too

| many Welfare client states like Cuba.

Sure enough, several days later,

The highlight of Moyers' week at
the side of David Rockefeller was
the annual meeting of the Interna-
tional Monetary Fund and the World
Bank. It was held in Communist
Yugoslavia. On the opening night
Rockefeller attended a reception de-
scribed by Moyers in these terms:
“You are reminded of a Hollywood
movie opening, but the power these
people represent is the real thing.” As
the world’s financial potentates lined
up to shake David's hand, Moyers
told his television audience:
most important people in the world

i of international finance are gathered
| here in this room — Ministers of
| Finance, Secretaries of Treasuries,

governors of central banks — and
everybody is here for the same pur-
pose: money. They've come from al-
most all the countries of the world to
make the contacts that make the

| deals, seek loans, make loans, and,

the Reds in Nicarapua agreed to pay |
| has an international cachet about it.

the country’s debts. Bill Moyers com-

ments: “That's another paradox of |

the world, that this new Left-leaning
regime in Nicaragua is tied with the
epitome of the capitalist system.”

that's not the first time.” Rockefel-
ler understands these things. After
all, the giant Russian Kama River
factory that made the trucks which
transported the Soviet Army into
Afrhanistan was financed by David
and his friends.
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when all the social festivities are
over, to have some very serious dis-
cussion about some very important
problems.”

As David Rockefeller confers be-
hind closed doors with one of his
customers, Communist dictator Josip

| Broz Tito, Moyers talks with Murray

Seeger of the Los Angeles Times
about David's happy relations with
the Communists. Seeger tells the
CATMEeras:

“The name Rockefeller, of course,

It's a magic name around the world.
My own particular experience with
him was in Moscow. | was working in

| Moscow as a correspondent when
| David Rockefeller replies: “Well,

Chase Manhattan opened the first
American office . . . . Soviet offi-
cials lined up half an hour early for

“The |

the cocktail party. No one in America |
could believe anything like this, but |
here these people were standing out |

in the street in Moscow half an hour
early, waiting to come in, shake
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| hands with Mr. Rockefeller, and en-
| joy this spread and welcome him to
Moscow. What was ironie, for those
of uz who lived there, was that within
the week before the official Soviet
press had hbeen denouncing the
| Rockefellers by name for their in-
vestments in Chile and Peru, and in
Latin America in general . . . . This
kind of contradiction doesn’t bother
| the Soviets.”

It doesn't bother the Rockefellers
either. Movers asked Rockefeller
what it was like to deal with a capital-
ist country one day and a Communist
dictator the next. David replied:

“Well, | have to say that having
been in this business now for thirty-
three years, I find one has to be very
pragmatic and flexible about these
things, and that relations with gov-
ernments regardless of the political
label that's attached to them depend
| to a large extent on people and hu-
| man relationships; and just because a
| country is technically called commu-

nist doesn't mean that a capitalist
| institution such as the Chase Man-

hattan can’t deal with them on a

mutually beneficial basis. And in-

deed we do deal with most of the so-

called communist countries of the
| world on a hasis that has worked out
| wery well, I think, for both of us.”

A question that Moyers did not ask
was why America spends $140 billion
a vear to defend us from the Soviets
while he bhuilds factories for them
that turn out military trucks and
mizsile launchers. Is David really
misunderstood, or is this part of the
redundant conspiracy?

Rockefeller tells Moyers: *. . .
when one becomes an international
banker one really has to cross the
bridge as to whether you feel that it's
the role of the international banker
to try to persuade other nations and

manner that is politically or econom-
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people to handle their affairs in a |

ically more to our liking . . . . I per-
sonally don’t see anything immoral or
improper with our dealing with peo-
ple with very diverse views, even if
they conduct their affairs in a way
that we might even find quite repug-
nant.”

One must assume that David
would gladly have loaned Hitler
money to buy Cyelon B. And vet this
is the man the Los Angeles Times
assures us is a “concerned citizen” who

| has “strong convictions” and will
! always “speak out and accept the
| consequences,”

| One evening at that conference in
| Yugoslavia David Rockefeller held

his own reception for those in atten- |

dance. While the world's money mon-

archs again queued up to pay tribute
| to David, Movers interviewed eco-
nomic journalist John Dizard and
asked him what was going on at the
reception. Dizard answered: “Well,
this is where the real business of the
meetings gets going. There's very lit-
tle or really nothing of substance
that'll be decided at the actual meet-
ings of the IMF . ... I'd say that
these people, or rather the financial
system as a whole and these people
run it, place the limits, in effect, on
what any sovereign nation can do.”

| At the end of the reception Moy- |

ers told his national television audi-
ence: “The party's over, and some

party it was — over a thousand guests |

lined up to shake David Rockefeller's
hand. On the plane the other day 1
asked David Rockefeller, ‘What is
power?” And he didn't give me a very
good answer. He said he really didn't
know, Well, the answer was here to-

night. Those handshakes say it all. |
They're the gestures that shape the |

nation’s destiny, where its people will
live, what they will eat, what build-
| ings get built, what dams completed,
what jobs created, who gets rich, and
who doesn’t. In a world where money
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talks, this is the language in which it
| speaks.”
| In other words such bankers are
| far more important than the politi-
cians who appear to run a country. In
! fact, Moyers comments: “Some peo-
| ple think that banks today are larger
and more important than countries
| because they operate across geo-
graphical and political boundaries,
and that they've become a new force
in the world.”

As if to prove the point, the
Rockefeller entourage was soon off
to Ttaly where David met with the
heads of the major multinational
corporations which dominate that na-
tion. Frank Stankard of Chase Man-
hattan commented that “the facade

| of changing government is always in
the newspaper.” To which Rockefel-

Rockefeller is, he certainly is one of |
its chief cardinals.”

Bill Moyers continues by telling us
that “Private ecitizen David Rocke-
feller is accorded privileges of a head
of state.” He even crosses national
boundaries without going through
customs or showing his passport.
Says Moyers: “The boundaries that
separate one nation from another are
no more real to them [the Kockefeller
gang] than the Equator . . . . Multi-
national companies like Chase strad-
dle the world . . . . Chase has over
100 branches tied in with 6,000 cor- |
respondent banks doing business all
over the globe.” Little wonder that |
David Rockefeller is determined to

| run American foreign policy.

| ler replied: “*And in thirty years there |

have only been three, up to now,
governors of the Bank of Italy,
whereas there have been Prime Min-
isters, sometimes more, more than
one a year.”

In other words, the politicians
come and go like sailors on leave but
the central bank continues to govern.

While in Italy, David called on
clients in the Vatican, which Movers
found highly symbolic. He tells his
audience from St. Peter's Square;
. men like David Rockefeller

move heyond religious, political, cul-
| tural, national boundaries with great
ease, And here in St. Peter's Square,
the heart of the Roman Catholic
faith, there's something very sym-

bk

bolic to me about that, The Church |

has always transcended national, po-
litical and cultural lines and so, in its
own way, does the universal church
of Money. It goes where it will and
the laws of no single nation can regu-
late it. It even has its own Curia.
| You've seen some of them this week
[ . if they don't have a single pope,
although some people think David
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Movers was a White House inti-
mate of a President of the United |
States, but he is obviously over- |
whelmed and awed by what he has |
seen on this trip. Himzelf a member
of the Rockefeller C.F.R., he can't
resist a polemical point: “Here in this |
room it struck me as staggeringly
impressive and not a little scary that
a relatively small number of global
entrepreneurs have accomplished
what escaped the League of Nations
and the U.N. — they have, in one
way, created one world, governed by
the cold logic of profit.”

Profit is certainly part of it. But
profit and power are as intertwined |
as snakes in a barrel. Bill Movers has
testified to the fact that David is the
money czar of the world, but he is
certainly aware that Rockefeller has
not vet been successful in his con-
tinuing efforts to subject American |
sovereignty to the rule of world gov-
ernment. That is what the Rockefel-
ler C.F.R. and Trilateral Commission |
are all about. And that is why they |
are fighting desperately to maintain |
their grip on the 11.S. Government
whether there is a Republican or a |
Democrat in the White House, B R
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