


monopolies and nationalised industries and property, but between
all three and small businesses and privately owned property. The
three are merely different forms of monopoly. Socialism is
monopoly.  Monopoly is the policy of the Sanhedrin and it is
expressed in the various forms of cartel, “public corporation” like
the “British” Broadcasting Corporation, the London Transport
Board, the Tennessee Valley Authority, or outright State ownership
of the Russian type. They all lead up through the stages to
“nationalisation” in the individual states and on through various
national groupings, where national sovereignty is surrendered, e.g.
European Union, N.A.T.O., the Soviet bloc, Anzus Pact, United
Nations, to the ultimate object of World Government. All the
stages, as they are achieved, have the effect of bringing the
organisations concerned more firmly under the control of the
Sanhedrin.

In the process all individual sovereignty is wiped out, because
all the people are brought into the position of being “wage” or
“salary slaves” of the monopoly control. We are well on the way
to that state of affairs in this country. The whole of the taxation
system has been deliberately designed to produce the result by
means of death duties, gradunated income tax, etc. The object is to
destroy the real aristocracy and its inherited memory of tradition
and policy and all individual independence and by an issue of
bribery in the form of * social services ” corresponding to the “ bread
and circuses ” of Roman days, to persuade the numerous mob to
vote for measures which they do not understand and which amount
to signing the death warrant of the whole nation.

Since the cynically insincere opportunist Disraeli injected his
Liberal and Radical Jewish poison into the Tory Party, it has
become less and less Tory and more and more Socialist and Inter-
nationalist in effect until it is now for all practical purposes, as
completely under the control of the Sanhedrin as is the Socialist
Party.

The parties are merely user’ by the Sanhedrin to keep the people
divided over unreal issues while all the time they are, in their
blindness, being led into complete subjection. No party attacks
the Sanhedrin or Dollar Barons. No party mentions, let alone
advocates monetary reform. No party will give heed to any
suggestion that an investigation be made into secret societies and
subversive movements. It makes no real difference which party
is in office, the Sanhedrin is always in power. They all pursue
what is fundamentally the same policy of destroying Great Britain
and the British Empire. Look at the way we have been runnine
away from our responsibilities of Empire all over the world during
the last ten years under the pressure of the hidden forces working
on the lamentable figureheads ih office. It appears to be imposs,ble
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to rise in any party without making suitable obeisance to judaeo
Masonry.

It is significant that such organisations as the Fabian Society,
the London School of Economics, P.E.P., and the Royal Institute
of International Affairs (Chatham House) were richly endowed by
Jewish finance and have been largely guided by Jewish influence in
instilling the Fifth Column doctrines of Socialism and Interna-
tionalism into our body politic.

The Fabian Society, with its associated organisations, is the
fountainhead of Socialist ideas in English-speaking countries.
Socialist Movements all over the world were dominated by the
influence of the Jew Fabian, Harold Laski. After discussions with
Stalin, late in 1946, Laski made the very important statement that
the English Socialists and the Russian Socialists were approaching
the same objective by different roads. Karl Marx, the Jew, had
said that the British would never make their own revolution and
that foreigners would have to make it for them. But the horde of
German and Russian-speaking Jews who poured into this country
for the purpose have managed to find a large number of Gentile
dupes to work for them. The Society had been formed under the
leadership of Professor Thomas Davidson, “an ethical Anarchist
Communist”’, in the winter of 1883-84. But he was superseded by
the Webbs and George Bernard Shaw.

As indicated by Laski, the policy adopted was not the violent
revolution one used in Russia, but a silent revolution based on the
undermining of the nation’s institutions from within. The idea was
to influence all other political groups by permeation and infiltration:
Sovietisation by stealth. These infiltrators met with astonishing
success, particularly in the Liberal Party and later in the Labour
Party which they took over and converted into a Socialist Party;
the unfortunate Labour representatives having completely failed
to see that Socialism was diametrically opposed to true Labour
interests.

H. G. Wells described the Fabian leaders as pedants who believe
that fair ends may be reached by foul means, and said that Sidney
Webb was an “incessant little intriguer”. Writing of Webb the
Jew historian, Elie Halevey, wrote: “I can still hear Sidney Webb
explaining to me that the future belonged to the great administra-
tive nations, where the officials govern and the police keep order. ”
He also mentions Shaw arguing that: “The world is to the big and
powerful states of necessity and the little ones must come within
their borders or be crushed out of existence.”

As an example of what happened, George Lansbury relates how
the International Financier, Sir Samuel Montagu (Lord Swaythling),
gave him financial support to keep strikes going until their partner-
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ship was broken by Lansbury becoming a definite Socialist.
Montagu wanted Lansbury to stay in the Liberal Party and preach
his Socialism inside it.

The Fabians understood the weakness of most politicians, of all
parties. to tend to centralise political power and set to work to
get them to support legislation which would so centralise power
that a process of delegation of power to a growing bureaucracy
became inevitable. =~ Once the bureaucracy was empowered to
make regulations and decrees having the force of law, responsible
Government was undermined. That is, they deliberately set out
to pervert the Parliamentary system and to use it to reach the
same objective which the Communists wanted to reach by force.

It is worth noting that the introduction of universal suffrage,
combined with the secret ballot, inevitably leads to irresponsible
voting and to irresponsible politicians who will plead mandates for
their actions.

The London School of Economics was, according to Mrs. Webb,
financed with the help of the Rothschilds, Sir Julius Wernher and
similar financial magnates. @ Lord Rothschild is the * British”
head of the most powerful family money trust in the world. He
joined the “ British” Labour Party in 1945. During the war he
was closely connected with the policy of interning British patriots
(Gentiles) under Regulation 18b. In 1920, Sir Ernest Cassel gave
the School £472,000, when it was in serious financial difficulties, in
order to make it a place “to raise and train the bureaucracy of the
future Socialist State”.

Cassel’s favourite grand-daughter was Lady Mountbatten, whose
Leftist views are supposed to have had a big influence on her
husband. We have seen the part they played in the scuttle from
India, to say no more.

The influence of the School has been world-wide. The “ key ”
members of the bureaucracies in all English-speaking countries have
been trained there and its teachings have permeated the
universities. The School was much under the influence of Laski,
whose philosophy was summed up as follows: “Christianity has
failed, and the Russian ideal is taking its place as the inspiration of
mankind, and as the standard of public morality.” Sir Williar
Beveridge, advocate of a “half-way to Moscow policy” was
Director of the School from 1919-1937. The influence of the School
has been evil wherever it has permeated.

P.E.P. (Political and Economic Planning) is a semi-secret
Socialist organisation developed by the Fabians as part of their
conspiratorial technique. Lord Melchett of I.C.I. was associated
with it. He was a leading advocate of “ rationalisation ”, which
Trade Union leaders accepted ags a step towards nationalisation. In
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1920, H. G. Wells said: “ Big business is by no means antipathetic
to Communism. The larger big business grows, the more it approxi-
mates to Collectivism. It is the upper road of the few instead of
the lower road of the masses to Collectivism."”’

Fabians and other Socialists are keen supporters of economic
centralisation and the crushing of large numbers of small and
and medium-sized businesses. The most prominent in P.E.P. has
been Mr. Israel Moses Sieff of Marks & Spencer. He is also one of
the leading Zionists and a Russian-speaking Jew. P.E.P.’s typic-
ally Fabian conspiratorial methods are shown by the instructions
issued on April-25th, 1933, with a broadsheet outlining what can
best be called Sovietisation by stealth—* You may use, without
acknowledgement, anything which appears in this broadsheet on
the understanding that the broadsheet and the group are not
publicly menticned, either in writing or otherwise. This strict
condition of ancnymity . . . . is essential in order that the group
may prove effective . . . .”" The broadsheet then went on to out-
line how farmers and manufacturers should be contrclled by “duly
constituted authority ” and that small traders should be eliminated.
The broadsheet showed beyond all doubt the totalitarian nature
of the policy being pursued by P.E.P.

It is hardly surprising that, in connection with the policy of
zradual Sovietisation put forward by P.E.P., Mr. Sieff made the
cizim that: The only rival world political and economic system
wiich puts forward a comparable claim is thbat of the Unior of
Soviet Republics.”’

On October 14th, 1938, Planning, the journal of P.E.P. stated
that: “ We have started from the position that it is only in war, or
nnder the threat of war, that a British Government will embsrk
on large-scale planning”, and went on to say that “. . . . emerg-
=ncy measures should, as far as possible, be framed in accord with
the long-term needs of socia! and economic reconstruction.” It will
ha seen that the Fabians welcome war conditions te further their
ideas, as do their masters the Sanhedrin. It is significant that
the Socialists kept working to embroil us in war and, at the same
time, voted for disirmament.

P.L.P. also iniiitrated the “ Conservative organisations and it is
of interest that Churchill has made great use of Lord Woolton, of
Lewis Ltd., aud one time fervent Fabian. Churchill himself, of
course, has been a lifelong intimate friend of leading Jew financiers
like Dernard Baruch, Sir Ernest Cassel and Sir Abe Bailey. He is
also a hereditary *#Vhig-Liberal, a life-long Zionist and a worker for
World Government, notwithstanding his oath of allegiance to the
British Crown.

The ideas of P.E.P. have had g_onsiderable influence in America,
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particularly during the Roosevelt régine. In 1934, Mr. Louis T.
McFadden, an American Congressman and recognised authority on
banking matters, exposed the connection between the New Dealers
in America and the English Fabians when he said: “Many serious
people in England feel that this Fabian organisation {(P.E.P.)
practically controls the British Government and that this Govern-
ment will soon be known as ‘“ His Majesty's Soviet Government”
. . . About three months after the National Recovery Act (the first
of the New Deal Socialist measures) of the United States, when
Israel Moses Sieff was urged by members of his Committee to show
more activity, he said: “Let us go slowly for a while, and wait
and see how our plan carries out in America.”’

On March 15th, 1934, in an address criticising the New Deal
Socialist legislation for controlling cotton acreage in the U.S.A.,
Mr. McFadden said: “ Their action (the New Deal Planners) in this
matter is also assisted and aided through the agency of the Foreign
Policy Association of the United States, which is directly connected
with the Fabian Society, or a branch of it, in England, which at
the present time is attempting to take over the control of agricul-
ture and its operation in England . .. . I call vour especial
attention to the recent article America Must Choose by Secretarv of
Agriculture Wallace, a syndicated article put out under the auspices
of the Foreign Policy Association of New York and copyrighted by
them. This article is quite in keeping with the plan of the British
offspring of the Fabian Group.”

Note that the Foreign Policy Association was sponsored by
Paul M. Warburg of Kuhn, Loeb Co., and by Bernard Baruch the
continuing ‘“unofficial President” of the U.S.A. Also Mr. James
Warburg has openly expressed himself in favour of some nationali-
sation. It is inescapable that Socialism is the policy of the Inter-
national Financiers. ’

George Bernard Shaw said: “Lenin owed a great deal of his
eminence to the fact that, in his younger days, he studied the
works of Sidney Webb . . . . The success of the Russian experi-
ment means that old words, like Fabianism and Socialism, are all
out of date. There is nothing now but Communism.”’

One of the basic features of the Soviet economy is economic
conscription. Irrespective of how it is introduced, Socialism in
practice inevitably leads to manpower control. Shaw was quite
clear about this when he said, in the October issue, 1921, of
The Labour Monthly: “Compulsory labour, with death as the
final penalty . . . . is the keystone of Socialism.”’

It is clear that the ends of the Socialists and the Communists
are the same—the Monopoly State. The only quarrel between
them is as to the means of attaining it. The Socialists prefer the
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“democratic” method of the ballot box, and the Parliamentary
system, by which slavery can be introduced just as effectively as
by direct violence. What is the difference to an individual between
having his property taken away from him by Act of Parliament
(as in nationalisation) or at the point of a bavonet?

Socialists may argue that their “democratic” methods ensure
financial compensation to all persons whc have property taken
from them by legislation, but Fabians have made it clear that
such compensation will also be taken back from them by crippling
taxation. The Scotsman of January 7th, 1946, reported Professor
Laski as follows: “ Professor Laski said he hac never been worried
about compensation so long as there was a Labour Chancellor of
the Exchequer who could fix thelevels of taxation, especially Death
Duties, Estate Duties anc cgacy Duties. Compensation was a
book-keeping fransactiomn.’

There is ample evidence that ¢he Fabian-trained Socialists aze
working for the eventual overthrowing of the Parliamentary system
in favour of rule by officials on the lines of the Russian plan of
Commissars. Also, in the words of Mr. Attlee, they are deliberatelv
putting world order before loyalty to the country.

The Fabian-Socialists, in common with the Communists and
Zionists, are agents of the Sanhedrin for destroying the power of
the British peoples to resist the Satanic plot of world dominion,
whether they are conscious of it or not. Theyv have been sc
successfnl in poisoning the minds of all classes in the country that
even the “ Conservatives” have become a dead loss so far as defend-
ing and preserving our institutions and liberties are ¢oncerned.
Their actions, if not always their words, serve the purposes of the
Sanhedrin just about as effectively as do those of the Socialists.

Chatham House was also richly endowed by the leading Jewish
Industrial Trusts and Banking Houses, such as N. M. Rothschild
and Sons, Reuters Ltd., J. M. Schroeder & Co., and their Gentile
fellow-travelling associates: the Rockefeller Foundation, the
Carnegie Trust and the Prudential Assurance Co. It has proved
to be one of the chief centres of the insidious, stealthy propaganda
aimed at undermining our National Sovereignty, and its director,
Professor Toynbee, is the classical exponent of the sinister Fifth
Column doctrines of “Internationalism”. In 1931 he delivered a
speech at Copenhagen which offered further glimpses of the work-
ings of the International Conspiracy to deprive countries of their
political frontiers, and individuals of their rights. In the course
of it he said: “In plain terms we have to re-transfer the prestige
and the prerogatives of sovereignty from the fifty or sixty frag-
ments of contemporary society. I will merely repeat that we are
at present working, discreetly, but with all our might, to wrest this
mysterious politica] force called Sovereignty out of the clutches of
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the local national states of our world. And all the time we are
denying with our lips what we are doing with our hands.”

Chaim Weizmann, a Jew from Russia, came to this country and,
within a few years he had successive British Governments carrying
out his plans for setting up a jewish State in Palestine, such was
the powerful influence of Jewry in the country. In ifact, the
Socialists supported Zionism so strongly that he has stated that he
often had to go down on his knees to implore British “Labour”
politicians to moderate their demands on behalf of Zionism. The
real objective of the Sanhedrin in supporting the Zionists can be
imagined from a paragraph in a letter from Mr. Louis Marshall,
the legal officer of Kuhn, Loeb & Co., and a leading attacker of
Gentiles who have attempted to disclose the Jewish World Plot.
The letter was written to a fellow Jew, Max Senior (September 26th,
1918) and this was the paragraph: " The Balfour declaration, with
its acceptance by the Powers, is an act of the highest diplomacy.
It means both more and less than appears on the surface. Zionism
is but an incident of a far-reaching plan ; it is merely a convenient
peg on which to hang a power weapon.”

The Sanhedrin is working for complete world dominion and a
Jew State in Palestine would be useful because Palestine is the
most important strategic centre in the world. Also the mineral
wealth of the Dead Sea has been estimated at 5,000,000,000,000
dollars. So one can understand why the British and the Arabs
have been ejected with United Nations assistance. B. Jensen's
books are a mine of information on these subjects.

Most British politicians, from Lloyd George onwards, have been
protégés of the Jew financiers or in some way under their influence.
For many years the control of our financial policy was in the hands
of the Jew-descended and Jew-inspired Montagu Norman.
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