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Globalism will win against any commonalty denied knowledge!
By creating divisions and increasing regulations, groups and individuals
are played competitively until all are confused, divided and at its mercy.
Remember Machiavelli 500 years ago: quote '"One of the great secrets of
the day is to know how to take possession of popular prejudices and passions
in such a way as to introduce a confusion of principles which makes impossible
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the same interests.' E.Q. See it — believe it.
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FOREWORD

As editor I have tried to show that this
series of books is far from being the
thoughts and conclusions of just one
person. We take human government back
to the beginning of civilization and also
show that over at least 500 years, elitists
have understood their manipulative
powers so well as to be free of concern
about secrecy. So long as they held the
reins of communication that was all the
control needed.

When there is so much information to
choose from there has to be a lot of
leftovers. We can't use it all and many
people now cannot concentrate to read
more than a few pages at a time, so books
have been kept within limits. Here, in
seven views, we chose from important
leftovers.

Books 4 and 5 are for those who have read
the first three books in this series. Others
risk failure of understanding, or worse, of
missing information needed for honest
judgment! We here bring in a selection of
literature to conclude and reveal the full
depth of Globalist atrocities. This is not
about freakish fanatics gaining temporary
control.

Those who have read pieces of this project
in progress will see the benefits of having
information in related order. Revisions
have produced a literature whose overall
value as a vehicle for understanding our
world situation is much higher than the
sum of its parts.

In whole these books include behaviour
and health of mind and body. One of our
big health risks today is cancer; that this is
a nutritional disease, as is scurvy, was
exposed by G. Edward Griffin in "World

Without Cancer". Had our culture been
democratic, medical research would then
have turned to nutrition and today's
inefficient medical system would now be
of well-run special units dealing mainly
with accidents.

However, as we have seen, the
establishment was working to cut
population growth and without official
support and publicity a book is not enough
to alert the sedated majority. Now more
aware of underlying problems, let's look
deeper.

Books are also kept short to spare
sensibilities; when we close our eyes to
truth; the evidence becomes irrelevant!
The mass of evidence backing exposure is
far beyond our needs. For more detail see
literature on site or mentioned in these
selections.

It is not uncommon, when talking to
concerned people, to hear them say; “I just
cannot deal with that kind of thing it gives
me nightmares; it’s too awful to think
about!" If that’s your reaction, think
about this: If we close our eyes to what is
going on in our world we cannot do
anything to stop it, and what we close our
eyes to today, will advance to greater
horrors that, in the end, will not spare us.

So, if truth is now too awful to face, think,
how awful will it be when catastrophe, in
one form or another, reaches your
doorstep!  When you have closed your
eyes to what is happening in another
country; another street or neighbourhood,
who will you appeal to when your turn
comes? Be assured, when atrocity blooms
in other parts of a United Nations culture
it is also growing in our area.



Now largely forgotten, or hidden from
public scrutiny, is the United Nations
instigated atrocities in Katanga (Congo) I
refer you to the Congo because both
Katanga and its capital city Elizabethville,
were, by name change, sent down the
memory hole.

Katanga regained its old name in 1997 but
Elizabethville, because of shame of events
there, remained deleted.

Griffin also wrote other revealing
literature but was unable to expose the
true depth of the problem as exposed here.
Perhaps that was because his time was too
early for full exposure or perhaps because
he did not have time to complete the
evidence. Whatever the cause our first
article here is in partial review of another
of his well-researched works.

Section 1.
The U.N.TRAP: A Shame of Nations

A short review of G. Edward Griffin’s
1964 book “The Fearful Master” with
references to other works on the same
subject and pointers to other knowledge of
our world.

It i1s assumed the reader has read earlier
books in this series otherwise the evidence
of atrocity, little over forty years old, will
be hard to comprehend. 1 think the
campaign we cover here rates as among
the most inhuman of the many obnoxious
military campaigns of the last hundred
years.

I place it ahead of atrocities in Cambodia,
various African States and the Balkans!
Acts of military mass murder, carried out
on orders of leaders said to be acting on

behalf of our most advanced nations, must
rate more highly on a scale of heinous
than even worse actions carried out by
primitive ideological fanatics. This epi-
sode also helps us understand our world
situation in relation to imposed ideology.

Don’t think that atrocity reported here is
unique to our times or does not continue.
Its importance is that it shows how
shamefully we are now failing to advance
as humans. We can only imagine what
happens when ignorant tribes, hardly out
of cannibalism, are given guns and drugs
to ravage defenceless communities and
villages of traditional tribal enemies.

Our socialist/humanist culture may tell us
that these people are our equal in their
own civilization — that these only express
themselves differently — but humanist
indoctrination is not logical judgment.

That is why this UN action is so
contemptible.
As an introduction to “The Fearful

Master” book let us have a few words
from its own foreword:

Quote: “Wherever possible, quotations
used in this book are from original
sources. These sources have been
thoroughly footnoted in hopes that the
skeptic will check them out. ...

“Most of the documentation is taken from
those people or sources friendly to the
United Nations.” ...

“Likewise, the forty-six civilian doctors of
Elisabethville, who provided some of the
most horrifying eyewitness accounts of
United Nations atrocities, have declared:

. we believe in the UNO . . . we



proclaim that such an organization is
necessary for maintaining peace in the
world and fair betterment of undeveloped
nations."

Yes most of the human world is so
completely indoctrinated or fooled by the
use of simple strategies of PR, that even
those who witness atrocities ignore
evidence of eye and logic of mind.
Reality, as we so often see, is just too
shaming to face.

But when children, who should be freely
exploring the real world and learning
human values are watching pretend people
behaving unnaturally in pretend lives —
when ideologues use entertainments to
present an artificial life ‘dialectic’ to wire
innocent child minds to fake beliefs and
attitudes — when children are herded into
kindergartens to learn to submerge their
natural individuality within a herd
consensus of primitive attitudes and peer
group fixations — when unhealthy diet is
massively promoted by mass media with
government approval — then we must
expect to live with increasing violence,
unhealthy bodies and primate attitudes!

Let’s look at preliminary evidence so that
we may better understand what happened
in ‘Elizabethville’ and what is happening
in our world today. First the four
intermediate goals of communism as laid
down by Stalin as preliminary to the
ultimate goal of global conquest: quote
from “The Fearful Master”: Underlining
added.

"Confuse, disorganize, and destroy the
forces of capitalism around the world.

[Capitalism is in control; Stalin loved its
Communist twin. But  Capitalism

promotes communism; Hegelian Dialectic
completes the confusion!]

"Bring all nations together into a single
world system of economy.
[Now, in effect, completed!]

"Force the advanced countries to pour
prolonged  financial aid into  the
undeveloped countries. * [To undermine
existing cultures and give false face to
communism. Setting in place the artificial
'opposites’ dialectic has destroyed all
natural culture at huge cost of misery.]

"Divide the world into regional groups as
a transitional stage to total world
government. Populations will more
readily abandon their national loyalties to
a vague regional loyalty than they will to
a world authority. Later, the regionals
[such as the present NATO, SEATO, and
the organization of American States] can
be brought all the way into a single world
dictatorship of the proletariat. **

* [The USSR itself received huge aid until
the "NWO Casino" found that bogeyman
was un-needed then (having served its
purpose) by its own impractical structure
it was allowed to self-destruct — the world
economic system was free to remove the
props and give communism public face of
socialism. ]

** [This is to be achieved by United
Nations use of Hegelian dialectic to over-
whelm nations gradually in association
with the present ‘mind manipulating’
‘dumbing down’ program.

Today we see the mighty US crumbling in
unpopular conflict. Our Capitalist re-
education is pursued later in this book.]



Humanism always needed a United
Nations to give it a ‘peace’ image but this
‘peace’ really meant the peace that would
come after all opposition had been deleted
by death or indoctrination. The quirk in
the above (dictatorship of the proletariat)
like ‘dictatorship of democracy', is a self-
contradiction.  Self-dictatorship is by
dogma. Democracy represents the people
— a living, freely advancing organism not
a stagnant ideology.

More from, “The Fearful Master”:
Emphasis added: Quote: "During the
Korean War, a New York grand jury
accidentally stumbled across evidence of
Communist penetration into the American
staff of the United Nations. One piece of
evidence led to another and so alarmed
the grand jury that it proceeded to con-
duct a full-scale inquiry into the matter.

"The publicity attracted a great deal of
attention and prompted the Senate
Committee on the judiciary to initiate a
parallel investigation of its own. Shortly
after the investigation began, some two
hundred Americans employed by the UN
resigned, apparently to avoid testifying.
Those that did testify, however, provided
more than ample evidence for the grand
jury to issue the following presentment:

“This jury must, as a duty to the people of
the United States, advise the court that
startling evidence has disclosed infil-
tration into the UN of an overwhelmingly
large group of disloyal U.S. citizens, many
of whom are closely associated with the
international Communist movement.

This group numbers scores of individuals,
most of whom have long records of federal
employment, and have at the same time
been connected with persons and

organizations subversive of this country.
Their positions at the time we subpoenaed
them were ones of trust and responsibility
in the UN Secretariat and its specialized
agencies.

"The Senate investigations produced
exactly the same conclusions. Senator
Eastland, chairman of the committee,
made the following statement at the
conclusion of the hearings: ‘I am appalled
at the extensive evidence indicating that
there is today in the UN among the
American employees there, the greatest
concentration of Communists that this
committee has ever encountered.

'Those American officials who have been
called represent a substantial percentage
of the people who are representing us in
the UN. ...’

"These people occupy high positions. They
have very high salaries and almost all
these people have, in the past, been
employees in the US government in high
and sensitive positions. I believe that the
evidence shows that the security officers
of our government knew, or at least had
reason to know, that these people have
been Communists for many years.

'In fact some of these people have been the
subject of charges before Congress before
and during their employment with the UN.

It is more than strange that such a condit-
ion existed in the government of the U.S.,
and it is certainly more than strange that
these people should be transferred to the
UN and charged to the American quota.’

"It takes the better part of a day to read
through the transcript of the hearings that
led up to that conclusion, but for those



who have the time, it is well worth the
effort ...."

The exposure above occurred because
citizens of the USA saw communism and
capitalism as opposites.

Communism/Fascism, calling itself
Capitalism, is today the dominant way of
both the US of A and our world. The
branches were cut off communism but the
roots remained. Its bible is humanism and
to stand against it, for truth, is now
considered by most as treason or at very
least out of step, and politically incorrect.

We do not call ourselves socialist but
accept socialist political decisions.

If you think what is happening could not
happen in a true democracy, you are right.

This takeover, along with holding the U.S.
Constitution in suspension for many years,
is treason but, not having taken advantage
of what we had, how can we feel badly
about its loss.

Giving control of the economy to an alien
entity happens when people in high places
are able to ‘shoe-horn’ quislings into
commanding positions. We will see in the
AIDS article how easily this is done.

Globalists have demonstrated the power of
gradualism to blacken the names of op-
ponents who would expose these matters.

We have seen how Globalists set policies
of our governments! Only when we
understand our fragile ‘constitutional
democracies’, can we make sense of
government decisions and understand
communist style atrocities being instigated
by the U.N. Quote:
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. measures that have been presented to
the American people as ways of fighting
communism. Foreign aid is probably the
most obvious example. President after
President has told us that we have to send
billions to various Communist and pro-
Communist in order to win them away
from Soviet domination.

We have shipped them military equipment,
trained _their officers in our military
schools, sent them machine tools, built
whole factories and power dams for them,
and sold them subsidized wheat. QOur
politicians have shrewdly borrowed the
required money from our children and
grandchildren.

"... A glance at a few issues of “People’s
World” or the “Worker” or other
Communist periodicals will cause even the
skeptic to realize that our foreign aid is
very near and dear to the hearts of
Communists everywhere. The only
criticism one finds of our foreign aid
program in the Communist press is that it
isn’t as large and doesn’t grow as fast as
Communists want....

[Leaders of today’s terrorists were trained
by our military and are then, by economic
and military force, pushed to use terrorist
tactics against us!]

“By 1945 the blueprint was being drafted
into its final form.  Delegates from
countries all over the world were prepar-
ing to participate in a conference at San
Francisco which was to mark the creation
of something called the United Nations.

"Earl Browder, well known past leader of
the United States Communist Party, in his
book “Victory and after”, stated: “The
American Communists worked



energetically and tirelessly to lay the
foundations for the United Nations, which
we were sure would come into existence.”
The April 1945 issue of the Communist
periodical “Political Affairs” explained to
its readers the importance of getting the
capitalist countries committed to this
international body.”

We had to be duped to believe in the U.N.
otherwise we would recognise the Trojan

Horse. Even communist sympathizers
should be disturbed to find their
‘democratic’ governments hosting this

treacherous deceit. This has consolidated
since it was exposed, so it seems we are
now in a situation referred to years ago;
quote:

"Treason never prospers; what’s the
reason? For when it prospers none dare
call it treason.” Sir John Fortescue

It was important to have the ‘common’
classes believe the UN was planned for
peace. Many of the wealthy, socialist
leaning, do not feel threatened. They have
power, they feel comfortable to cheer for
the underdog — they feel they present
themselves as being good socialist citizens
and will be accepted. They should look
more honestly; what they support is not
what it seems.

Katanga was one of Globalism’s few
exposed mis-takes; a mistake resulting
from the arrogant accumulation of
communist ideologues (used to set up the
UN) wanting, in the delirious joy of
success, to throw their weight around.
U.N. "peace-keeping forces" now take no
part in atrocities, they just look on and
keep their own peace.

Communist
Globalists!

zeal no longer worries
They have proved they

control and can easily hoodwink the
sedated masses. The UN is only there as
part of the charade to distract world
attention from the true masters and seduce
peoples into the belief that their nation is
part of a new world peace movement — a
‘political’ promise. But not all are
fooled.

Quote from a newspaper article by Shirley
Hazzard author of “Countenance of Truth:
The United Nations and the Waldheim
Case™: “The United Nations was
established as a place of standards — an
institution in which candour and harmony
between citizens and nations would be
encouraged.  Instead it is the most
secretive institution I have ever had to
deal with, and the most fearful.

If I no longer have confidence, as I once
did, that events will propel it irresistibly
into the light of day, allowing new forms
of international mediation to take place,
that is because circumstances no longer
seem conductive of such a rational and
generous resolution of the present impasse
— and because the UN itself has clung too
long to its particular darkness.” End
quote.

“a place of standards” and international
consensus. Yes that is the image the
United Nations presents to a world
desperately wanting to believe it.

This was accepted by the trusting masses
as meaning the highest human standards,
not standards set by those who teach “no
truth, no atrocity, no values”; the
standards of brute force that will allow the
beast to be carried on the backs of a slave
class. The UN does not say a lot about
truth and justice nor, by its actions, show
concern for these.



Under pretext of ‘peace-keeping’ the UN
sent forces into Katanga and, in the
Communist way, committed atrocities. A
Chicago News correspondent report from
Elisabethville on the 12" December 1961;
Quote from “666” by Don Stanton. “The
United Nations Jets next turned their
attention to the center of the city.

Screaming in at treetop level while excited
soldiers and white civilians popped away
at them with anything from 22 pistols to
submachine guns, they blasted the Post
Office and Radio Station, severing
Katanga’s communications with the
outside world.”

At the height of the U. N. attack on
Elisabethville, Mr. George Olivet, the
Swiss International Red Cross
representative there, cabled an appeal to
his Geneva office to persuade the United
Nations to stop firing on Red cross
vehicles. A few days later he disappeared
while on a mercy mission to U. N.
headquarters. It was not until eleven days
afterwards that his wrecked ambulance
was found. It had been hit with bazooka
rockets and machine-gunned by U. N.
troops.

From “The Great Betrayal” by Earnest
N. Miller. “Forty-six civilian doctors of
Elisabethville unanimously issued a joint
report on the United Nations actions
against Katanga which included the
following account of the December 12"
1961, bombing of the Shinkolobwe
hospital:

“The Shinkolobwe is visibly marked with
an enormous red-cross on the roof of the
administrative pavilion At about 8
a.m. two airplanes flew over the
hospital twice at very low altitude; at

about 9:30 a.m. the airplanes started
machine gunning . . . the market square,
and then the school and the hospital in
which there were about 300 patients and
their families. . . .

"The administrative building, the left wing
of the four pavilions and the household
buildings . . . were bombed and show
hundreds of points of impact made by the
machine-gun bullets. In the maternity,
roofs, ceilings, walls, beds, tables and
chairs, were riddled with bullets; a bomb
exploded in another pavilion . . .

"The blood from the wounded makes the
buildings look like a battlefield . . . Out of
the 300 patients 240 fled into the bush,
refusing to be evacuated to any other
hospital, for they say . . . “the UNO
prefers to aim at the hospitals and we
would henceforth no longer feel safe
there.”

Do we wonder why hospital, ambulance,
school and Post Office buildings would be
preferred targets?

Well the hospital doctors were shouting,
to the world, for help through the Post
Office. Technicians who did not leave
earlier, including these 46 angry men who
made international protest, were mainly
European Aid workers. If European
institutions commit atrocities, the less
European witnesses the easier the cover-

up.

That aim may not appear to have
succeeded but we also see the Globalist
mind-web easily fools a population that
does not want to see.]

"Professor Ernest den Haag made a
personal visit to the Congo to witness first



hand the events and conditions there. In
commenting on the United Nations
statement that the only civilians wounded
in Katanga were combatants in the
resistance, he said:

"It is hard to speak, as 1 did, with a
mother whose husband was killed at home
in her presence with bayonets by UN
soldiers. " She was in the hospital to help
take care of her six-year old child,
severely wounded by United Nations
bayonets. A child’s bayonet wounds are
hardly due to being suspected of being a
mercenary or a combatant.

"The doctors of Elisabethville reported the
“triple  and  particularly  heinous
assassination of three elderly people” on
December 16", 1961, as follows:

"The . .. “boy” of Mr. Derriks, Mr. Andre
Kapenga, a witness, relates that nothing
special occurred until 1:45 p.m. At this
moment, the old cook, Mr. Jean Fimbo,
had just brought coffee into the drawing
room, and Mr. Guillaume Derriks (60-
yvear old Belgian) and his elderly mother
(aged 87) who lives with him, are about to
drink it.

"At that moment, an armored car of the
UNO takes up position on the path . . . and
is machine-gunning the other side of the

valley . . . When the firing has ceased,
[United Nations] mercenaries enter the
garden . . . and machine-gun the two cars

parked in the garage.

"The “boy” Andre Kapenga, is panic
stricken; he locks himself in the food store
next to the kitchen. The [soldiers] climb
the stairs leading from the garage to the
kitchen and with a burst of machine-gun
fire shoot Mr. Jean Fimbo, who has
sought refuge under the sink . . . enter the

drawing —room where Mr. Derriks cries
out in English: “Not me,” is shot down ...
and finished off by a burst that blows off
half his face and skull.

"A few seconds later a third burst hits
Mrs. Derriks in the right breast . . .

"Assistant Secretary of State and African
Affairs G. Mennen Williams, speaking in

Detroit, accused the Katangese
government of fabricating what he called
“horrendous tales of indiscriminate

mayhem by United Nations troops during
their December attack on Katanga.
Millions of Americans read Williams’
assurances in their newspapers and were
relieved.

Practically no one has read Smith
Hempstone’s reply:

“Unquestionably, the Katanga Informat-
ion Service had played up United Nations
atrocities, real or imagined, for all they
were worth. Williams might have been in
a better position to judge, however, had he
spent some time in Elisabethville’s Leo
Deux while UN mortar shells rained down
during those last days before Christmas.
Every newsman there had seen civilians
shelled with his own eyes.

"Each of us had seen Red Cross vehicles
destroyed by United Nations fire. Or were
all of us lying? Georges Olivet, the
Swedish Red Cross representative, lay in
his shallow grave in testimony that we
were not.

"Sanche de Garamont of the New York
Herald Tribune might well have sent
Williams a few pieces of the shrapnel
picked from his body after United Nations
troops shot up the civilian car in which he
was leaving Elisabethville.”



You may be asking: how could these
things have happened and memories of it
disappear so quickly from the forefront of
common awareness in a modern world?
How can the UN continue to get massive
public support?

However, having read books 1 &2 you
know that, in the main, people do not want
to know disturbing things. We, naturally
passive, like sheep are misled by devious
dialectic. We are indoctrinated to believe
and trust blind leaders; how many will die
in misery before eyes open?

Shame of Nations & Shame of People.
Yes the way of elitist power is to mould
children in common servitude ‘to slavery
of ignorance or destruction'. When you
believe “There is no God, and there is no
soul.” no moral right or wrong; that your
own desire is the only measure — then you
do not see that those who promote these
ideas must know, or think, that life has
much more to offer! If not, even in their
own twisted minds they would find no
incentive for their atrocities.

What is wrong with binding humanity to a
shape some un-reasoning fanatic thinks is
ideal?

Well it blocks off natural development
and ends with natural destruction! Even
in our present low state and facing
disaster, we are still on the verge of our
greatest advance; where now could we be
had our convictions not become dogma
stagnant were we not corrupt in
behaviour, ideals and energies?

It is amazing that people are horrified by
thought of cloning bodies (slow &
difficult) but totally ignore mass mind-
cloning of their children — a cloning, not
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to make all the same but rather to reduce
all to primate mental responses — to
destroy the independence and the underst-
anding that would allow choices and
effective defense of individual interests.

We send our children to school but
complain of genetically modified food
though most of our children will be unable
to understand what they eat.

The UN is a ‘Shame of Nations’ but the
good-natured passivity of humanity that
allowed it may, if we now awaken, be a
cause for satisfaction. Had it not been for
our passive nature the cruel greedy would
never have exposed themselves.

Section 2.
Education to Collectivist Religion

Evil means anti-life! Evil thought to create
an escape-proof mind-cage but, being evil,
thought wrong. If we know of evil we
avoid it. We now add to evidence and
consequences of evil to help those who
have human caring!

In 1918, shortly after the Bolshevik
Revolution in Russia, a congress of Party
education workers stated:

"We must create out of the younger
generation a generation of Communists.
We must turn children,[they] can be
shaped like wax, into real, good
Communists....

"We must remove the children from the
crude influence of their families. We must
take them over and, to speak frankly,
nationalize them.

From the first days of their lives they will
be under the healthy influence of



Communist children’s nurseries and
schools. There they will grow up to be real
Communists."

Bolshevik education was to displace the
fundamental human social unit. Teachers
indoctrinated to disassociate education
from thousands of years of human family
experience.  Does this remind us of
something? Quote:

"At every hour of every day, I can tell you
on which page of which book each school
child in Italy is studying,” boasted Benito
Mussolini. On another occasion the fascist
ruler declared: “It is the State which
educates its citizens in civic virtue, gives
them a consciousness of their mission and
welds them into unity.” ...

For those daring enough to challenge
totalitarian overthrow of the family, Hitler
had a pre-packaged response. On Nov. 6,
1933, Hitler confidently stated:

"When an opponent declares, “I will not
come over to your side,” I calmly say,
“Your child belongs to us already.... What
are you?  You will pass on.  Your
descendants, however, now stand in the
new camp. In a short time they will know
nothing else but this new community.”

Those ‘'democratic' public education
systems are based on philosophy of John
Dewey (USA), a follower of the German-
trained Hegelian philosopher George
Sylvester Morris. Be it kept in mind that
George Hegel was the shared ideological
godfather for collectivists of every kind.

Dewey became the great promoter of so-
called American “progressive education.”
This, humanist and atheist viewed
education as a medium for socialist
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conversion and control. Lavishing praise
on the Soviet school system he wrote:
quote:

"That which distinguishes the Soviet
system both from other national systems
and from the progressive schools of other
countries is the conscious control of every
educational procedure by reference to a
single comprehensive social purpose.”

Dewey was a signer of the 1933 Humanist
Manifesto. Two tenets of the manifesto
state that 'the universe" is "self-existing
and [was] not created"; that 'the
traditional dualism of mind and body must
be rejected.”" Dewey wrote: “There is no
God, and no soul. Hence, there are no
needs for the props of traditional
religion.”

[Ed. Of course not; all the props are
needed for deceit of children and to prop-
up the humanist religion.] The weakness
of Dewey's theory was that mature adults
could not be so easily tricked! It could
only be introduced by indoctrination of
children and mentally challenged adults.
Dogma is in denial of progress.

Dogma, whether of religion or philosophy,
represents death or decay of progress.
Life, based on truth is progressive; though
the universe die the spirit of life is eternal.

Dewey steps back to animal worship. As
intelligence reveals, the fantasies of
humanist theory do not fit life’s reality.

As a simple illustration of Dewey’s
influence on public education in America,
consider the syllabus Published by Purdue
University’s Department of Educational
Studies, it states:

“Every widely held rationale for social
studies education highlights the pre-



eminent role of the social studies in the
preparation of these democratic citizens....
Indeed, the National Council for the
Social Studies (1994) has defined the
primary purpose of the field as helping
"young people make informed and
reasoned decisions for the public good as
citizens of a culturally diverse, democratic
society in an inter-dependent world." EQ.

In claim of democracy, State-controlled
education will attain the same purpose no
matter what the philosophy is labelled.
Hitler, Mussolini or Stalin, the dictate of
pretend democracy is designed to mould
the children to embrace the State as god;
all serve the Head of State 'as the public
good' in the nature of insects.

In the system Dewey promotes all free
individual development is suppressed. All
so-called ‘free democracies’ now equally
follow dogmatic socialist indoctrination in
"civic virtue theology" as they evade the
challenge of free human progress.

Dewey had not the intelligence to see that,
in what he plans, he works with his own
human potentials and what he advocates is
to deny others theirs.

Egypt, bound to dogma, existed through 3
thousand years of stagnation changed only
slightly by foreign interaction! Many,
presented with these facts will claim that it
is too much of a stretch to compare our
'democratic' public education with the
systems of the Nazis, the Communists, the
Fascists or the fixations of ancient Egypt.

Granted, they differ, but the difference is
only that the ‘more advanced' adopt
improved indoctrination. The revealing
equality is that there is no fence between
advance and decline! While I live I grow!
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Humanity can be deformed to iniquity but
its pulse of life survives. Though public
education in ‘western’ cultures now
descends to disgusting child abuse (as
obnoxious as that of any great dictator) in
stagnation of fixed order there is no
survival value.

Now the NCLBA

(No Child Left Behind)

It should be clear that the NCLBA is a
detailed road map for the nationalization
of education in the United States. The
planned new stage, “Outcome Based”
education is the “end game” of a scientific
“dumbing down” process. In the name of
education it plans to give every child the
suppression of its human abilities.

From the table of contents of the first
stage NCLBA, we may read: quote:
"Title I: Improving the Academic
Achievement of the Disadvantaged";
"Title II: Preparing, Training and
Recruiting High Quality Teachers
and Principals"; and
""Title V: Promoting Informed Parental
Choice and Innovative Programs."

At first glance, one is tempted to ask...:
What is wrong with seeing the "academic
achievement of the disadvantaged"
improved? Who wouldn’t want to see their
school staffed with "high quality teachers
and principals"? But digging deeper into
the hundreds of pages of NCLBA’s text,
beyond the gloss of the headlines, a more
disturbing picture emerges.

In Title I, Section 1001, we read that its
stated purpose is to close "the achievem-
ent gap between high- and low-performing
children, especially the achievement gaps
between minority and non-minority
students, and between disadvantaged
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children and their more advantaged This plan seriously aims to reduce all to

peers...."

The following quotes, taken directly from
Title I, Section 1111, underline the
NCLBA’s central theme: "the State plan
shall describe a strategy for ensuring that
students are taught the same knowledge
and skills in such subjects and held to the
same expectations as are all children";
"The academic standards required ...
shall be the same academic standards that
the State applies to all schools and
children in the State'’;

"The State shall have such academic
standards for all public elementary school
and secondary school children ... which
shall include the same knowledge, skills,
and levels of achievement expected of all
children.” (Emphasis added.)

North Carolina state Representative
Martin Nesbitt (D) sees the inherent
illogicalness of this requirement: "You
can’t put a child who has a learning
disability or other impediment in a class
of 30 children and expect [it] to achieve at
the level the other children achieve at."”
E.A. End quotes. From “No child left un-
brainwashed” Jodie Gilmore.

It is so pathetic! Were previous educators
sub-normal or incompetent? Can we be so
easily fooled as not to see that training for
uniformity of achievement set by the State
can only be achieved if those of high
potential are limited to the lowest? How
can 'evenness' be forced other than by the
suppression and oppression of those with
abilities?

Do we want to spend money on teacher
training and educate to eliminate chal-
lenge to State dictatorship!

the lowest practical level. Human normal
is growth and advance; it has need of all
variables and alternatives.  The only
equality possible is death!

The lowest common order may seem to
work for a while but culture degenerates
as we see in evidence today.

This has clear meaning now that we know
that ‘look-see’ reading, ‘self decided’
spelling and ‘total ignorance’ grammar
was deliberately set to achieve progressive
decline in literacy. It represents State
standards set to crush individuality and
neutralize human intellect  without
rebellion.

Who Shall Teach — Who shall stand firm?
Oklahoma State Representative Bill
Graves has a better idea than "reforming"
the NCLBA. He wants government out of

education Graves told The New
American that the Department of
Education "should never have been

created in the first place.” He points out
that the exact time when the federal
government began to get involved in
education was when the literacy rate in the
U.S. began to decline.

He blames this result on the fact that our
public school system is based on the
philosophic dogma of humanism
socialist religion.

Some parents have reacted against the
‘improved” “dumbing down” education,
but their commitment is to modification,
not elimination, they don’t blockade
schools, they beg for a hearing. Poll Pot
killed 25%; humanism plans to kill all
human development!
The trap is set!



Section 3.
Looking Back! Slavery by Law

This essay reviews a small book, "The
Law", written in 1850 by Frederick Bastiat
(French). Translated by Dean Russell it
was reprinted in 1950 to a total of near
400,000 copies by 1987. Publisher: "The
Foundation for Economic FEducation,
inc.," USA.

This book reveals a time when the
educated analysed areas of cultural
philosophy and says much that needs to be
said on a subject that now needs thought.

In today's culture it seems that this human
ability has died, such work is something
we are unlikely to get from today’s
academia and it deserves recognition of
modern comment.

Our world community has now been made
so complicated by laws directed to social
engineering that it is beyond intelligent
logic. People at every level are becoming
less honest, more irritable and more
violent.

A return to simple exchange of social
communion is needed or most of those
living in our new century will suffer
injustice increasing to death.

Fanatics seek to re-invent mankind but are
so ignorant as to think humans should live
better as ants — it should be self-evident,
even to do-gooders with minds twisted to
self-righteous, that in their advocacy they
themselves do not behave within limits of
their claimed desires of enslavement.

Social law has only one rightful purpose:
to maintain freedom within limits of
justice.

14

Isn’t it now abundantly clear — with all the
trouble in our world — with millions of
lives destroyed by fake ideology — with
protest and suffering growing by the day —
that law is being used immorally?

Socialists claim that religions are the
cause of most wars and we certainly have
to agree with them that in recent centuries
it is; unfortunately for them it is their
religion/faith, “humanism”, that is the
worst offender. There is no evidence of
any powerful philosophy in earlier times
ever descending to more viscous cruelty

It should certainly be clear that those who
use the law to enforce social engineering —
who presume the right to shape humanity
to simplistic design — who use all power
of law to experiment with lives and
deform all to their twisted ideas — that
here is the heart of our sickness.

Social engineering is by far our most vile
weapon of mass destruction for it is the
cause of those other abominations. I
begin with a statement made near the end
of the book, The Law, because it sets out
clearly the nature of "true human law"
under the heading of:

P.71
Quote:
Law is justice. And it would indeed be
strange if law could properly be anything
else! Is not justice right? Are not rights
equal? By what right does the law force
me to conform to the social plans of Mr.
Mimeral, Mr. de Melun, Mr. Thiers, or
Mr. Louis Blanc?

"Justice  Means Equal Rights.

If the law has a moral right to do this, why
does it not, then, force these gentlemen to
submit to "my plans"?



Is it logical to suppose that nature has not
given me sufficient imagination to dream
up a utopia also? "Should the law choose
one fantasy among many, and put the
organised force of government at its
service only?

"Law is justice. And let it not be said - as
it continually is said - that under this
concept, the law would be atheistic,
individualistic, and heartless; that it
would make mankind in its own image.
This is an absurd conclusion; worthy only
of those worshippers of government who
believe the law IS mankind.

"Nonsense! Do those worshippers of
government believe that free persons will
cease to act? Does it follow that if we
receive no energy |direction] from the law,
we will receive no energy [direction] at
all? Does it follow that if the law is
restricted to the functions of protecting the
free use of our faculties, we will be unable
to use our faculties?

"Suppose that the law does not force us to

follow certain forms of religion or,
systems of association, or methods of
education, or regulations of labour, or
regulations of trade, or plans for charity;
does it then follow that we shall eagerly
plunge into atheism, hermitary, ignorance,
misery, and greed?" End Quote.

Feminists may like to know that in those
times, in general use, "man" was used in
the sense of 'mankind'; male and female
were equal.

The importance of "The Law" is that it
states a position in logic not emotion.

Most (with memory for it) see that when
we lived, even if only in partial freedom
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from restraints of law now accepted, we
did not ignore but took more heed, of the
needs of others — did not submit so totally
to religious faith in political murder as
now, by simple indoctrination, is sweep-
ing the world — we were not less enterpris-
ing, less honest, less socially supportive!

The French Revolution didn't sweep the
world! Deception had to worm into the
minds of children to achieve success. It is
unjust use of law that is dehumanising!
Today 'caring' is the claimed attitude of
educators but, in its result, natural caring
is being replaced by an appearance of
caring.

We may also see that the plunder of our
wages, taken to reward those who see no
need to exert themselves (law enforced
charity may serve them as well or even
better than their own efforts) has resulted
in the demeaning or degradation of human
life rather than its advance. The pleasure
of self-sufficiency is being replaced by a
culture of beggars.

Surely there must be questions? Do those
with the arrogance to claim the right to
enslave the whole of mankind for social
experiment really have any such right?
Why are they not classed as criminals,
fools or at very least egomaniacs? What
gives them right or reason to believe that
they can create mankind to a better design
than that of creation itself — or to endanger
natural humanity?

Are they themselves not created by natural
force? If creation is by chance as they
claim then how is it that they think their
tiny intelligence can create advance when
all they offer is reduction to a lower level?
By what measure are they so superior to
their brothers, sisters, aunts and cousins



that they have rights of limit and control
without adult agreement?

What gives their delusions the right to
force of law without permission of those
on whom they work their experiments?
Were I to claim, and try to enforce, that
people looked better without hair on their
heads, 1 would be restrained; why are
maniacs allowed law to limit the
intellectual ability of my children?

Were we free within the limitations of a
law that is only concerned with justice,
would we not, more enthusiastically, use
our abilities for study, experiment and
production? Would this not advance the
common good more quickly, equitably
and justly, than when we are robbed of the
rewards of our efforts — our enlightenment
destroyed to save face of fools?

Would it not be better if everyone were
encouraged to “Best Effort” rather than
“dumbed-down” to least effort? Is it
justice for the sick that healthy people be
given the money needed for hospitals?
Should the lazy be paid so we cannot
afford to build safe roads? What are the
consequences of law without justice?

Who benefits when culture gives false
value to ego? Quote:

P.72, The Path to Dignity and Progress
”Law is justice. And it is under the law of
justice - under the reign of right;, under
the influence of liberty, safety, stability,
and responsibility — that every person will
attain his real worth and the true dignity
of his being. It is only under this law of
justice that mankind will achieve — slowly,
no doubt, but certainly — God's design for
the orderly and peaceful progress of
humanity.
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"It seems to me that this is theoretically
right, for whatever the question under

discussion — whether religious,
philosophical, political, or economic;
whether it concerns prosperity, morality,
equality,  right,  justice,  progress,
responsibility,  cooperation,  property,
labor, trade, capital, wages, taxes,

finance, population, or government — at
whatever point on the scientific horizon 1
begin my researches, I invariably reach
the same conclusion: The solution to the
problem of human relationships is to be
found in liberty. "E.Q.

Meaning, of course, liberties within the
law of justice — nature's principles only
bend so far. Bastiat must also suffer fools.
"You are doing the same thing - trying to
reform society to your ideas."

Those of clear mind will see that criticism
as adolescent.  Social engineers treat
mankind as cattle to be changed to their
desire while Bastiat says: 'Leave people
with the natural limitations of moral law
and they will create a greater and more
rewarding culture'; he is happy to explain
nature; their ego is to change nature — to
be their own god.

There is a world of difference between
forcing human culture to a crippled
stagnation by artificial restraint or design,
and of leaving culture to freely attain the
highest level possible for its nature. It is
the difference between slavery and
freedom. However Bastiat provides his
own defence:

P.74:  Quote: "My attitude towards all
other persons is well illustrated by this
story from a celebrated traveller: He
arrives one day in the midst of a tribe of
savages, where a child had just been born.



A crowd of soothsayers, magicians and
quacks - armed with rings, hooks, and
cords, - surround it.

One said, "This child will never smell the
perfume of a peace-pipe unless I stretch
his nostrils." Another said: "He will never
be able to hear unless I draw his ear-lobes
down to his shoulders.”" A third said: "He
will never see the sunshine unless I slant
his eyes." ...

"Stop," cried the traveller. .. God has
given organs to this frail creature; let
them develop and grow strong by exercise,
use, experience, and liberty." E. Q.

Why do we (world-wide) give social
quacks a right to promote simplistic ideas
for re-shaping humans? Why do we allow
the blind to rob us of our individual
potentials and power for independent
decision-making? Why allow meddlers to
restrict us to their setting? If they decline
effort and do not see that our advance or
decline carries them, do they prefer to
destroy all? They work through children
because those adult scorn their arguments?

The law is now being used to deform
humanity in a way that robs all (even the
[-am-god 'elite’) of the right and ability to
learn the truth about life and the laws of
nature that apply to it.

Remember, "The Law" was written more
than 150 years ago. After the French
revolution and before the even more
disastrous social engineering experiments
in the USSR and Cambodia; socialism
learning nothing, attacks through children;
tricks by Hegelian Dialectic manipulation
and perverts common law to make of law
a farce.
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If European law, even then, was so visibly
perverted, how low has this creeping
cancer of socialist people-shapers now
brought us? Certainly the most common
complaints I hear are firstly, that the law is
an ass, and secondly, that the law now
gives more attention to protecting the
criminals than protecting the victims.

Government has no moral right to use law
for social engineering! The law only one
legitimate purpose and I now refer you to
the book's opening statement before going
to interwoven social problems:

Quote: P.5. "The law is perverted! And
the police powers of the state perverted
along with it! The law, I say, not only
turned from its proper purpose but made
to follow an entirely contrary purpose!

" The law become the weapon of every
kind of greed! Instead of checking crime,
the law itself guilty of the evils it is
supposed to punish!

"If this is true, it is a serious fact, and
moral duty requires me to call the
attention of my fellow-citizens to it." E Q.

Yes, we do have that moral duty!

A/ Control freaks are driven by ego, fear
and a religious faith in imagination:

B/ They use the force of the law to
achieve their designs because they
have no logic to convince adults.

The creation has given us, along with the
miracle of life, the miracles of love,
intelligence, compassion, self-awareness,
and the physical means to use these gifts
creatively, all far above the abilities of
common animals. Who can deny our
moral duty to use and defend these gifts?



Would you deny that we do not know
what new miracles we may yet discover if
we do use and defend these gifts? Do you
deny that it would be the most detestable
and cruel desecration of our potential if
we should allow the most arrogant and
selfish to lead future generations to
stagnation and degradation?

Some feel the majority cannot be trusted.
But who knows how we will respond if
given knowledge and responsibility? Let's
learn a little more from Frederick Bastiat:

Quote: P. 6 ""What is Law?

"What then is law? It is the collective
organisation of the individual right to
lawful defence. Each of us has a natural
right - from God - to defend his person,
his liberty, and his property. These are the
three basic requirements of life, and the
preservation of any one of them is
completely dependent upon the
preservation of the other two. For what
are our faculties but the extension of our
individuality? And what is property but
the extension of our faculties?

"If every person has a right to defend -
even by force - his person, his liberty, and
his property, then it follows that a group
of men have the right to organise and
support a common force to protect these
rights constantly.

"Thus the principle of collective right - its
reason for existing, its lawfulness - is
based on individual right. And the
common force that protects this collective
right cannot logically have any other
purpose or any other mission than that for
which it acts as a substitute.

"Thus, since an individual cannot lawfully
use force against the person, liberty, or

18

property of another individual, then the
common force - for the same reason -
cannot lawfully be used to destroy the
person, liberty, or property of individuals
or groups.

"Such a perversion of force would be, in
both cases, contrary to our premise. Force
has been given to us to defend our
individual rights. Who will dare to say
that force has been given us to destroy the
equal rights of our brothers? Since no
individual acting separately can lawfully
use force to destroy the rights of others,
does it not logically follow that the same
principle also applies to the common force
that is nothing more than the organised
combination of the individual forces?

"If this is true, then nothing can be more
evident than this: The law is the
organisation of the natural right of lawful
defence. It is the substitution of a common
force for individual forces. And this
common force is to do only what the
individual forces have a natural and
lawful right to do: to protect persons,
liberties, and properties; to maintain the
right of each, and to cause JUSTICE to
reign over us all.

P.7 "A Just and Enduring Government
If a nation were founded on this basis, it
seems to me that order would prevail
among the people, in thought as well as in
deed. It seems to me that such a nation
would have the most simple, easy to
accept, economical, limited, non-
oppressive, just, and enduring government
imaginable ...

P.9 "The Fatal Tendency of Mankind

Self-preservation and self-development
are common aspirations among all
people. And if everyone enjoyed the



unrestricted use of his faculties and the
free disposition of the fruits of his labor,
social progress would be ceaseless,
uninterrupted, and unfailing.

"But there is another tendency that is
common among people. When they can,
they wish to live and prosper at the
expense of others. This is no rash
accusation.

Nor does it come from a gloomy and
uncharitable spirit. The annals of history
bear witness to the truth of it: the
incessant wars, mass migrations, religious
persecutions, universal slavery, dishonesty
in commerce, and monopolies.

"This fatal desire has its origin in the very
nature of man in that primitive,
universal, and insuppressible [animal]
instinct that impels him to satisfy his
desires with the least possible pain.

P.10 ""Property and Plunder

"Man can live and satisfy his wants only
by ceaseless [continuing] labor; by the
ceaseless application of his faculties to
natural resources.

This process is the origin of property.

"But it is also true that a man may live
and satisfy his wants by seizing and
consuming the products of the labor of
others. This process is the origin of
plunder. [Usury]

"Now since man is naturally inclined to
avoid pain — and since labor is pain in
itself — it follows that men will resort to
plunder whenever plunder is easier than
work. History shows this quite clearly.
And under these conditions, neither
religion nor morality can stop it.
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"When, then, does plunder stop? It stops
when it becomes more painful and more
dangerous than labor.

"It is evident, then, that the proper
purpose of the law is to use the power of
its collective force to stop this fatal
tendency to plunder instead of work. All
the measures of the law should protect
property and punish plunder.

"But, generally, the law is made by one
man or one class of men. And since law
cannot operate without the sanction and
support of dominating force, this force
must be entrusted to those who make the
laws.

"This fact, combined with the fatal
tendency that exists in the heart of man to
satisfy his wants with the least possible
effort, explains the almost universal
perversion of the law. Thus it is easy to
understand how law, instead of checking
injustice, becomes the invincible weapon
of injustice. It is easy to understand why
the law is used by the legislator to destroy
in varying degrees among the rest of the
people, their personal independence by
slavery, their liberty by oppression, and
their property by plunder. This is done for
the benefit of the person who makes the
law, and in proportion to the power he
holds." End Quote.

Quite so! But to whom do we give
power?

We, in sham democracies and republics,
have been happy to give power out of our
own hands and into the hands of the
egocentric; the best liars and most
determined to ruin the lives of others — the
very ones worst fitted to lead and most
likely to rob us! We then complain
because they act, as we should expect.



We find one small flaw in thinking of
Fred Bastiat when he says: men will resort
to plunder whenever plunder is easier
than work. under these conditions,
neither religion nor morality can stop it.
It seems to me now well proven that
mankind (in general) IS quite well able to
control his desire to plunder (effect usury)
even when given free opportunity.

The problem is that artificial forces, more
easily seen today, are discouraging of
honesty. We elect the morally weak to
plunder on our behalf, and the cancer
grows. But let Fred himself expose the
problem:

Quote: P.11 "Victims of Lawful Plunder
Men naturally rebel against the injustice
of which they are victims. Thus, when
plunder is organised by law for the profit
of those who make the law, all the
plundered classes try somehow to enter -
by peaceful means or revolution - into
making of laws.

"According  to  their  degree of
enlightenment, these plundered classes
may propose one of two entirely different
purposes when they attempt to attain
political power: Either they may wish to
stop lawful plunder or they may wish to
share in it.

"Woe to the nation when this latter
purpose prevails among the mass victims
of lawful plunder when they, in turn, seize
the power to make laws!

"Until that happens, the few practice
lawful plunder upon the many, a common
practice where the right to participate in
the making of law is limited to a few
persons. But then, participation in the
making of law becomes universal. And
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then, men seek to balance their conflicting
interests by universal plunder.

"Instead of rooting out the injustices found
in society, they make these injustices
general. As soon as the plundered classes
gain political power, they establish a
system of reprisals against other classes.

"They do not abolish legal plunder. (This
objective would demand more
enlightenment than they posses.) Instead,
they emulate their evil predecessors by
participating in this legal plunder, even
though it is against their own interests.*

"It is as if it were necessary, before a
reign of justice appears, for everyone to
suffer a cruel retribution - some for their
evilness, and some _for their lack of
understanding.

[*At that point we then begin to see the
true socialist/communist state as we have
today in disguise of capitalism. But this
State is unnatural and we see it in decay.
Globalists understand this but use its
plausibility as temptation to gain ultimate
power. ]

P.12 ""The Results of Legal Plunder

It is impossible to introduce into society a
greater change and a greater evil than
this: the conversion of the law into an
instrument of plunder.

"What are the consequences of such a
perversion? It would require volumes to
describe them all. Thus we must content
ourselves with pointing out the most
striking.

"In the first place, it erases from every-
one's _conscience the distinction between
justice and injustice. No society can exist




unless the laws are respected to a certain
degree. The safest way to make laws
respected is to make them respectable.

"When law and morality contradict each
other, the citizen has the cruel alternative
of either losing his moral sense or losing
his respect for the law. These two evils are
of equal consequence, and it would be
difficult for a person to choose between
them.

"The nature of law is to maintain justice.
This is so much the case that, in the minds
of the people, law and justice are one and
the same thing. There is in all of us a
strong disposition to believe that anything
lawful is also legitimate.

"This belief is so widespread that many
persons have erroneously held that things
are "just” because law makes them so.
Thus, in order to make plunder appear
just and sacred to many consciences, it is
only necessary for the law to decree and
sanction it.

Slavery, restrictions, and monopoly find
defenders not only among those who profit
from them but also among those who
suffer from them." End Quotes.

"The Law"

has its warnings now confirmed.

We see now that (to many people) law
seems to make the ‘moral — immoral’ or
the ‘tmmoral — moral’. But we have also
seen the rise and fall of "The Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics" and the general
failure of socialism. Lacking intellectual
freedom, all dogma driven culture fails.

"Meanwhile the fake, in process of setting
up socialism by deceit, goes from strength
to strength; but did the sudden collapse of
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one of the two most powerful nations
seem unreal to you? By any test we live
in a world that (whatever its claims) is
Globalist.

Under humanist socialism even the might
of the USA is now bogging down.

Globalism is the dictatorial solution to
attainment of power: claim democracy,
teach socialism, gain approval of the great
majority and dumb-down.

P.28 ""Law Is Force. Quote:

"Since the law organises justice, the
socialists ask why the law should not also
organise labor, education, and religion.

"Why should not law be used for those
purposes?

"Because it could not organise labor,
education, and religion without destroying
justice. We must remember that law is
force, and that, consequently, the proper
functions of the law cannot lawfully
extend beyond the proper functions of
force.

[Socialists may once have had honest
intent but not the vision to see that
communism was unworkable — out of true
order it needs the force and deceit of
dictated stagnation. Globalism always
knew what it is about: attainment of total
power.]

P28 "Law Is a Negative Concept.
Quote:
The harmlessness of the mission

performed by law and lawful defence is
self-evident; the usefulness is obvious; and
the legitimacy cannot be disputed.

But when the law, by means of its
necessary agent, force, imposes on men a



regulation of labor, a method or subject of
education, a religious faith or creed - then
the law is no longer negative; it acts
positively upon people. It substitutes the
will of the legislator for their own wills or
human instincts; the initiative of the
legislator for their own initiatives.

"When this happens, the people no longer
need to discuss, to compare, to plan
ahead; the law does all this for them.

Intelligence becomes a useless drain on
the people; they cease to be men; they lose
their personality, their liberty, their

property.

"Try to imagine a regulation of labor
imposed by force that is not a violation of
liberty; a transfer of wealth imposed by
force that is not a violation of property. If
you cannot reconcile these contradictions,
then you must conclude that the law
cannot organise labor and industry
without organising injustice." E.Q.

If you read the whole of "The Law" you
may feel irritated. A rational law of
logical justice is today so far from petty
indoctrination that "The Law" could
hardly have been published today. So
brainwashed are we to ideas of social
justice that are in principle unjust, that to
imagine a logical concept of law being
applied now seems 'politically incorrect'
and unacceptable.

But just think: at this very time an
argument is being acted out between
worker and employer. Now think, if you
will, how deeply entrenched has become
the law enforcing regulation of labour,
how eagerly this has been accepted
because it appears to favour the weak.
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Do behind scenes forces that rule under
the name of "world government" now feel
they have successfully imposed such a
level of ignorance and such stagnation of
intelligence (as a result of their use of law
as a force for regulation of education,
news and public attitude) that they can
now use law totally naked of justice?

Why should they not feel confident? Not
only is the general public ignorant and
inefficient at use of intelligence but the
injustice generated by seducing a large
section of the labour force (given
protection of law), now allows law to be
extended to total enslavement.

World government will win any contest
against a commonalty Dbereft of
knowledge. It will create divisions and
increase regulation because one section of
the community can be played against
another until all are confused divided and
totally at the mercy of Globalism.

Remember Machiavelli 500 years ago:
quote "One of the great secrets of the day
is to know how to take possession of
popular prejudices and passions in such a
way as to introduce a confusion of
principles which makes impossible all
understanding between those who speak
the same language and have the same
interests.” E.Q. We can now believe it
because we can see it?

A ratchet-like undermining of public
understanding and unity, plus misuse of
law, leaves the community socially
confused and living in night-mares. Then,
by 'gradualism’ the spiral of deceit begins,
generation-by-generation, like coils of a
boa constrictor it squeezes, all rational
response out of the community.



Without logic we can all believe as we
want and so long as we avoid logical
challenge we self-satisfy.

This essay views a 150-year progressive
enslavement. For those who will claim
that we cannot change this I offer these
thoughts: "If you want change you have to
begin change - if you want to go some-
where then you have to start from where
you are".

This is where we are! We were brought
here by incredible ego and gradualism.
We, the many, by understanding and
positive thought can quickly reverse this!
Now let's dig a little deeper!

Section 4.
Subversion by Education:
Why Johnny Can't Think:

The Politics of Bad Schooling by Walter
Karp (from Harper's Magazine, June
1985)
http://www.sourcetext.com/grammarian/jo
hnny.html  Quote: Underline EA:

“Yet smothered minds are looked on with
the  utmost complacency by the
educational establishment—by the Reagan
Department of Education, state boards of
regents, university education departments,
local administrators, and even many so
called educational reformers.

Teachers are neither urged to combat the
tyranny of the short right answer nor
trained to do it.

"Most teachers simply do not know how to
reach for higher levels of thinking," says
Goodlad. Indeed, they are actively
discouraged from trying to do so.”
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"Public schooling provides the only
intense experience of a public realm that
most Americans will ever know. Are
school buildings designed with the dignity
appropriate to a great republican
institution, or are most of them as crummy
looking as one's own?

"The darkness enveloping America's
public schools is truly extraordinary
considering that 38.9 million students
attend them, that we spend nearly $134
billion a year on them, and that found-
ations ladle out generous sums for the
study of everything about schooling—
except what really occurs in the schools.

"John 1. Goodlad's eight- year invest-
igation of a mere thirty-eight of America's
80,000 public schools—the result of
which, A Place Called School, was pub-
lished last year—is the most compre-
hensive such study ever undertaken.

"Hailed as a '"landmark in American
educational research,” it was financed
with great difficulty. The darkness, it
seems, has its guardians.

"Happily, the example of Goodlad, a
former dean of UCLA's Graduate School
of Education, has proven contagious. A
flurry of new books sheds considerable
light on the practice of public education in
America.

""In The Good High School:

Sara Lawrence Lightfoot offers vivid
portraits” of six distinctive American
secondary schools. In Horace's
Compromise, Theodore R. Sizer, a former
dean of Harvard's Graduate School of
Education, reports on his two-year
odyssey through public high schools
around the country. Even High School, a



white paper issued by Ernest L. Boyer and
the Carnegie Foundation for the
Advancement of Teaching, is supported by
a close investigation of the institutional
life of a number of schools.

"Of the books under review, only "A
Nation at Risk," the report of the Reagan
Administration's National Commission on
Excellence in Education, adheres to the
established practice of crass special
pleading in the dark. Thanks to Goodlad
et al., it is now clear what the great
educational darkness has so long
concealed: the depth and pervasiveness of
political hypocrisy in the common schools
of the country.

"The great ambition professed by public
school managers is, of course, education
for citizenship and self-government, which
harks back to Jefferson's historic call for
"general education to enable every man to
judge for himself what will secure or
endanger his freedom." What the public
schools  practice _ with __remorseless
proficiency, however, is the prevention of
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"right" and answers are "wrong," but
mostly answers are short.

"At all levels, [teacher-made] tests called
almost exclusively for short answers and
recall of information,” reports Goodlad.
In more than 1,000 classrooms visited by
his researchers, "only rarely” was there
"evidence to suggest instruction likely to
go much beyond mere possession of
information, to a level of understanding its
implications.

[ .. understanding of implications is the
heart of education, without this a little
knowledge can be a dangerous thing.]

"Goodlad goes on to note that '"the
intellectual terrain is laid out by the
teacher. The paths for walking through it
are largely predetermined by the teacher.”
The give-and-take of genuine discussion is
conspicuously absent.

"Not even 1%" of instructional time, he
found, was devoted to discussions that
"required some kind of open response

citizenship and the stifling of self-

involving reasoning or perhaps an opinion

government.

"When 58 percent of the thirteen-year-
olds tested by the National Assessment for
Educational Progress think it is against
the law to start a third party in America,
we are dealing not with a sad educational
failure but with a remarkably subtle
success.

""Passive, Docile Students.

Consider how effectively America's future
citizens are trained not to judge for
themselves about anything. From the first
grade to the twelfth, from one coast to the
other, instruction in America's classrooms
is almost entirely dogmatic. Answers are

from students....

"The extraordinary degree of student
passivity stands out." Sizer's research
substantiates  Goodlad's. "No  more
important finding has emerged from the
inquiries of our study than that the
American high school student, as student,
is all too often docile, compliant, and
without initiative."

"There is good reason for this. On the one
hand, notes Sizer, there are too few
rewards for being inquisitive." On the
other, the heavy emphasis on "the right
answer ... smothers the student's efforts to
become an effective intuitive thinker."



"Yet smothered minds are looked on with
the utmost complacency by the
educational  establishment Most
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"educational __excellence" is  greater
proficiency in smothering students' efforts
to think for themselves.

teachers simply do not know how to reach
for _higher levels of thinking,”" says

Goodlad. Indeed, they are actively
discouraged from trying to do so.

"The discouragement can be quite subtle.
In their orientation talks to new,
inexperienced teachers, for example,
school administrators often indicate that
they do not much care what happens in
class so long as no noise can be heard in
the hallway. This thinly veiled threat
virtually ensures the prevalence of short-
answer drills, workbook exercises, and the
copying of long extracts from the
blackboard.

These may smother young minds, but they
keep the classroom Quiet.

"Discouragement even calls itself
reform. Consider the current cry for
greater use of standardized student tests
to judge the "merit" of teachers and raise
"academic standards." If this fake reform
is foisted on the schools, dogma and
docility will become even more prevalent.

This point is well made by Linda Darling-
Hammond of the Rand Corporation in an
essay in The Great School Debate. Where
"important decisions are based on test
scores,”" she notes, "teachers are more
likely to teach to the tests" and less likely
to bother with "non-tested activities, such
as writing, speaking, problem-solving or
real reading of real books."

"The most influential promoter of
standardized tests is the 'excellence"
brigade in the Department of Education;
so _clearly omne important meaning of

"Probably the greatest single
discouragement to better instruction is the
overcrowded classroom. The Carnegie
report points out that English teachers
cannot teach their students how to write
when they must read and criticize the
papers of as many as 175 students.

"As Sizer observes, genuine discussion is
possible only in small seminars. In
crowded classrooms, teachers have
difficulty imparting even the most basic
intellectual skills, since they have no time
to give students personal attention.

"The overcrowded classroom inevitably
debases instruction, yet it is the rule in
America's public schools. In the first three
grades of elementary school, Goodlad
notes, the average class has twenty-seven
students. High school classes range from
twenty-five to forty students, according to
the Carnegie report. [But we want better
GOOD education not better bad.]

"What makes these conditions appalling is
that they are quite unnecessary. The
public  schools are _top-heavy with
administrators and rife with sinecures.

"Large numbers of teachers scarcely ever
set foot in a classroom, being occupied

instead as grade advisers, career
counsellors, "coordinators," and
SUpervisors.

"Schools, if simply organized,"” Sizer

writes, "can have well-paid faculty and
fewer than eighty students per teacher:
(16 students per class without increasing
current per-pupil expenditure.")



"Yet no serious effort is being made to
reduce class size. As Sizer notes,
"Reducing teacher load is, when all the
negotiating is over, a low agenda item for

the wunions and  school boards."
Overcrowded classrooms virtually
guarantee smothered minds, yet the

subject is not even mentioned in "A Nation
at Risk," for all its well-publicized braying
about a "rising tide of mediocrity."

"Do the nation's educators really want to
teach almost 40 million students how to
"think critically," in the Carnegie report's
phrase, and "how to judge for
themselves," in Jefferson's? The answer is,
if you can believe that you will believe
anything.

"The educational establishment is not
even content to produce passive minds. It
seeks passive spirits as well. One effective
agency for producing these is the overly
populous school.

The larger schools are, the more prison-
like they tend to be. In such schools,
guards man the stairwells and exits. ID
cards and 'passes” are examined at
checkpoints. Bells set off spasms of
anarchy and bells quell the student mob.
PA systems interrupt regularly with trivial
fiats and frivolous announcements.

"This "malevolent intruder,"” in Sizer's apt
phrase, is truly ill willed, for the PA
system is actually an educational tool. It
teaches the huge student mass to respect
the authority of disembodied voices and
the rule of remote and invisible agencies.

Sixty-three percent of all high school
students in America attend schools with
enrolments of 5,000 or more. The common
excuse for these mobbed schools is
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economy, but in fact they cannot be shown
fo save taxpayers a penny.

"Robert B. Hawkins Jr. in an essay in The
Challenge to American Schools. Large
schools '"tend to create passive and
compliant students,” notes. That is their
chief reason for being. "How can the
relatively passive and docile roles of
students prepare them to participate as
informed,  active and  questioning
citizens?" asks the Carnegie report, in
discussing the "hidden curriculum" of
passivity in the schools. The answer, they
were not meant to.

"Public schools introduce future citizens
to the public world, but no introduction
could be more disheartening.
Architecturally, public school buildings
range from drab to repellent. They are
often disfigured ... demoralizing neglect
."cracked sidewalks .. shabby lawn
peeling paint..." to quote the Carnegie
report. Many big-city elementary schools
have numbers instead of names, making
them as coldly dispiriting as possible.

""Stamping Out Republican Sentiment:
Public schools stamp out republican
sentiment by habituating their students to
unfairness, inequality, and  special
privilege. These arise inevitably from the
educational establishment's longstanding
policy (well described by Diane Ravitch in
The Troubled Crusade) of maintaining
"the correlation between social class and
educational achievement."

"In order to preserve that factitious
"correlation,” public schooling is rigged
to favor middle-class students and to
ensure that working-class students do
poorly enough to convince them that they
fully merit the lowly station that will one



day be theirs. "Our goal is to get these
kids to be like their parents," one teacher,
more candid than most, remarked to a
Carnegie  researcher. [Early stage
manipulation. ]

"For more than three decades, elementary
schools across the country practiced a
"progressive,” non-phonetic method of
teaching reading that had nothing much to
recommend it save its inherent social bias.

According to Ravitch, this method favored
"children who were already motivated and
prepared to begin reading” before
entering school, while making learning to
read more difficult for precisely those
children whose parents were ill read or
ignorant.

"The advantages enjoyed by the well-bred
were thus artificially multiplied tenfold,
and 23 million adult Americans are today
"functional illiterates.”" America's educ-
ators, notes Ravitch, have "never actually
accepted full responsibility for making all
children literate.” That describes a
malicious intent a trifle too mildly.

"Reading is the key to everything else in
school. Children who struggle with it in
the first grade will be "grouped" with the
slow readers in the second grade and will
fall _hopelessly behind in all subjects by
the sixth. The schools hasten this process
of failing behind, report Goodlad and
others, by giving the best students the best
teachers and struggling students the worst
ones. "It is ironic,” observes the Carnegie
report, "that those who need the most help
get the least.”

"Such students are commonly diagnosed
as culturally deprived” and so are
blamed for the failures inflicted on them.
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Thus, they are taught to despise them-
selves even as they are inured to their in-
ferior station. The whole system of unfair-
ness, inequality, and privilege comes to
fruition in high school. There, some 15.7
million youngsters are formally divided
into the favored few and the ill-favored
many by the practice of "tracking."”

"About 35 percent of America'’s public
secondary-school students are enrolled in
academic programs (often subdivided into
"gifted" and "non-gifted" tracks); the rest
are relegated to some variety of non-
academic schooling. Thus the tracking

system, as intended, reproduces the
divisions of the class system. "The honors
programs,” notes Sizer, '"serve the

wealthier youngsters, and the general
tracks (whatever their titles) serve the
working class.

"Vocational programs are often a cruel
social dumping ground." The bottom-dogs
are trained for jobs as auto mechanics,
cosmeticians, and institutional cooks, but
they rarely get the jobs they are trained

for.

"Pumping gasoline, according to the
Carnegie report, is as close as an auto
mechanics major is likely to get to
repairing a car. "Vocational education in
the schools is virtually irrelevant to job
fate," asserts Goodlad. It is merely the
final hoax that the school bureaucracy
plays on the neediest, one that the federal
government has been promoting for
seventy years.

"The tracking system makes privilege and
inequality blatantly visible to everyone.

"It creates under one roof "two worlds of
schooling," to quote Goodlad. Students in



academic programs read Shakespeare's
plays. The commonality, notes the
Carnegie report, are allowed virtually no
contact with serious literature. In their
English classes they practice filling out
job applications. "Gifted" students alone
are_encouraged to think for themselves.
The rest are subjected to sanctimonious
wind, chiefly about "work habits" and
"career opportunities."

"If you are the child of low-income
parents,” reports Sizer, "the chances are
good that you will receive limited and
often careless attention from adults in
your high school. If you are the child of
upper-middle-income parents, chances
are good that you will receive substantial
and careful attention."”

"In  Brookline  High  School in
Massachusetts, one of Lightfoot's "good"
schools, a few fortunate students enjoy
special treatment in their Advanced
Placement classes. Meanwhile, students
tracked into '"career education” learn
about "institutional cooking and clean-up"
in a four-term Food Service course that
requires them to mop up after their betters
in the school cafeteria. This wretched
arrangement expresses the true spirit of
public education in America and discloses
the real aim of its hidden curriculum.

"A favored few, pampered and smiled
upon, are taught to cherish privilege and
despise the disfavoured. The favorless
many, who have majored in failure for
years, are taught to think ill of themselves.
Youthful spirits are broken to the world
and every impulse of citizenship is
effectively stifled.

"John Goodlad's judgment is severe but
just: "There is in the gap between our
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highly idealistic goals for schooling in our
society and __the differentiated oppor-
tunities _condoned _and __supported _in
schools a monstrous hypocrisy."

Phony Reforms:
The public schools of America have not
been corrupted for trivial reasons.

"Much would be different in a republic
composed of citizens who could judge for
themselves what secured or endangered
their freedom. Every wielder of illicit or
undemocratic power, every possessor of
undue influence, every beneficiary of
corrupt special privilege would find his
position and tenure at hazard.

"Republican education is a menace to
powerful, privileged, and _influential
people, and they in turn are a menace to
republican _education. That is why the
generation that founded the public schools
took care to place them under the suffrage
of local communities, and that is why the
corrupters _of public _education _have
virtually destroyed that suffrage.

'In 1932 there were 127,531 school
districts in America. Today there are
approximately 15,840 and they are
virtually impotent, their proper role
having been usurped by state and federal
authorities.

Curriculum and text. books, methods of
instruction, the procedures of the
classroom, the organization of the school
day, the cant, pettifogging, and corruption
are almost uniform from coast to coast.

"To put down the menace of republican
education, its shield of local self-
government had to be smashed, and
smashed it was. The public schools we




have today are what the powerful and the
considerable have made of them.

"They will not be redeemed by trifling
reforms. Merit pay, a longer school year,
more homework, special schools for "the
gifted,” and more standardized tests will
not even begin to turn our public schools
into nurseries of 'informed, active and
questioning citizens." They are not meant
to.

"When the authors of A Nation at Risk call
upon the schools to create an "educated
work force," they are merely sanctioning
the prevailing corruption, which consists
precisely in the reduction of citizens to
credulous workers. The education of a
free people will not come from federal
bureaucrats crying up 'excellence" for
"economic growth," any more than it
came from their predecessors who cried
up schooling as a means to "get a better
job."

Only ordinary citizens can rescue the
schools from their stifling corruption,
nobody else wants ordinary children to
become questioning citizens at all.

"If we wait for the mighty to teach
America's youth what secures or
endangers their freedom, we will wait
until the crack of doom.” End Quotes.

Well we waited! Readers who have read
to this point will see that the whole social
environment has, for years, been designed
for “Dumbing Down” a whole world
community, but NOT evenly. If it were
attempted evenly those with advantage
and power would rebel.

Give those with power some advantage
where advantage is obvious to distract
them from equally destructive programs
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such as subversion by TV. Create obvious
complaint for reactive parents so they
concentrate on these and ignore more
important issues.

Carefully done, those who care can be
dumbed down sufficient so that they fail
to see where all are being led. This allows
the push to what is called “Outcome
Based Education”.

OBE is an accurate name for the Hegelian
Dialectic principle of Thesis, Antithesis
and Synthesis. Where 'thesis' is the issue
of discussion; 'antithesis' is its opponent
and 'synthesis' the planned outcome.

Example: Global warming: the Synthesis
is the delay of action until vested interests
gain the required advantage. Basically
truth and untruth are balanced and
managed in discussion so as to get the
desired outcome.

In education ‘Some much more than
others’, creates division within the
comfort zone. Careful ‘bribe’ of the
influential leads to feeling of gain of
special privilege. Argument about
‘learning environment and class size'
attacks emotive problems; but do we want
bad education made more effective?
Occupy parents with side issues and they
refrain from taking their children home?

To start the conversion of democratic
education to dictatorial subversion of
students political-party bigotries may
serve. Eventually “Outcome-based”
education reveals its purpose by its results.

Progress of this program caused
considerable agitation in the US, a
disquiet that reached Australia.  But

campaigners against “Outcomes based



Education” still do not see that this
program is generations old. Parents and
educators, who had the best of it earlier,
may now see their children/grandchildren
being crushed by the consequences.

Because those complaining are already
“Dumbed-down” they do not see clearly
the problem; their complaints, though
loud, lack passion. They are defeated
before they start because they will be
satisfied with concessions that will neither
stop the program nor cause it to fail.

The above may not be simply duplicated
worldwide but all parents should under-
stand that what is outlined above is the
hidden goal of government-education
today no matter what philosophy your
system of government pretends.

There is no true democracy today.

All public _education should be divorced
from government control! If parents saw
that their descendants will not have
human-level insight: then campaigners
would accept no compromise, they would
inform/explain _to neighbours; campaign
for democracy and remove education from
political control.

Government Representatives would be
chosen & elected by their electorate
without being first chosen to represent
others or sectional-interest: "Parties".

For more on education see the Phyllis
Schlafly report 1993 on ‘OBE.
Find on www.lifetruth.org.au at 5th under
“References”.

To see some effects of ‘dumbing-down’
look at technology. New products are
consistently more gimmicky, instructions
less clear and T.V. for adults turning to
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cartoon characters. News concentrates on
the socially irrelevant in-mixed with
humanist propaganda mass-media
fiction is now more humanist seduction
than entertainment.

Section 5.
AIDS - A Politically Protected Disease
& the World Government Plot, 1988.

With millions now dying from this
disease, public awareness of human ability
to create such diseases is essential!

That the AIDS threat has not yet (in
advanced countries) become nearly so
dangerous as feared in 1988, seems due to
good fortune, awareness and hygiene.
Stay alert; it may be just that those
promoting this disease fear to weaken (too
soon) their own power base.

Progress of AIDS in areas less developed
is a revealing contrast; 2005 report
20,000,000 (twenty million) deaths and
another forty million infected; later reports
offer no relief.

In the main this story demonstrates:

A/ What can be done by genetic
engineering;

B/ how easy the truth is hidden or
confused;

We need be aware: as reported in earlier

articles, such dangers multiply when

combined with dumbing down to

indifference and primate fixations, all

should be considered in relation to

increasing public misinformation about

nutrition and health.

AIDS - the politically protected disease:
Politically and emotionally we help
restrain ‘our’ governments. They act



irrationally in relation to AIDS as to do
otherwise ~ would  challenge  anti-
discrimination ~and Human  Rights
agreements made with the United Nations
and so challenge the philosophy to which
we are indoctrinated — false philosophy
made AIDS the first politically protected
disease in history.

Control belief: easy manipulation!
Resistance to evidence that exposes or
threatens philosophy may be revealed but
we are not educated to challenge our
convictions. We are educated to fear such
challenge. We find it difficult to accept
evidence opposed to commonly held
beliefs! A weakness used by our enemies!

We don't need a book on the AIDS cover-
up; just the essentials to put the plot into
political perspective.

Though its worldwide progress is played
down, the AIDS disaster grows. The
legalising of anti discrimination protects
this disease and clearly shows the
stupidity of allowing our nation to become
committed to paranoia of artificial
ideology - a paranoia of a sweet-tasting,
inhuman social mind-warp.

Because of the way this disease was
spread among high risk homosexuals and
the low interaction between 'homo' and
'hetero’, the figures relating the incidence
of the disease in these two communities
gives no indication of the degree of threat
to heterosexual communities.

If YOU think that AIDS is a homosexual
disease difficult for heterosexuals to catch,
then you either have not studied the
evidence or have a determined politically-
correct viewpoint. Either way, you take
on needless risk.
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The people who put your life at risk are
not going to admit it. They deny logic and
fact to undermine evidence: Don't bet
your life on emotion.

Letter to the (US) Surgeon General.
Here is part of an ‘open letter’ to the
Surgeon-General (chief of public health in
the U.S.) released at the end of a
conference on Human Sexuality, held in
Mexico City from April 29th to May 3rd
1987:

"Dear Surgeon-General Koop:

As  health professionals, educators,
counselors, clergy, parents and lay people
from all walks of life, we have come
together from 32 countries to defend
human life and the family.

"We therefore must express to you and to
the world our grave concern over the
disastrously weak response of the United
States Government to the deadly AIDS
plague.

"Your report on AIDS, issued October 22,
1986, seriously underestimates the threat
that this disease poses for the people of
the United States and the world. Even
worse, its recommendations for
controlling the spread of AIDS will do
little or nothing to stop this killer. On the
contrary they are a death warrant for
millions of men, women and children to
whom they will give a false sense of
security.

"You yourself have stated publicly that
this epidemic is "the most serious matter
that any health official of any nation has
ever faced." You have also stated publicly
that AIDS may kill 100 million people
worldwide by the year 2000 - four times
as many as died from the Black Plague of
the Middle Ages.



"Dr. William Haseltine of the Harvard
University Medical School warns that
AIDS is a 'species threatening' disease.

... We insist that you issue a new report
on AIDS immediately, one that gives first
priority to public health, not to the
feelings of the militant homosexuals. You
must tell the people of the world that:

"lI. Sex with condoms is not 'Safe’,
contr