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po"cj' or co re.~fgn /lis commiYsfim 
ofiicr.. 

There is une Cl. ~nt in the leadership of the 
Soviet. Union which is 'committ,~d to defining 
economic and political agreement with us 
according to those U.S. principles, of fostering 
global scientific and technological progress at 
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it" movement. by the effects of sup· 
IMF and World Bank policies' effects on 
'ormation and world·trade ratios in the· 
it sector. and by a degradation in U,S.­
policy thinking ~d capabilities cor· 

with the emergence of "Ilexible 
e" doctrines. While the relative trend in 
in·depth capabilities is upward, and 
by a competent doctrine. U.S.-NATO 
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·IOW.1rd no in-depth capabilities. 
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capabilily becomes national economic policy. 
The continuing canabilit.y of the USA to maintain 
strategic parity with Soviet forces depends. 'n 
fact, on just such a national economic policy. 

Such a national economic policy repudiates 
every policy with which Schlesinger has been 
associated since the publication of his 1960 book. 
Conversely. the maintenance of the zero·growth 
policies which Schlesinger obsessively 
advocales demands the self·consoling delusions 
of "flexible response." , 

It ought to be clear that the better the U,S.­
NATO forces succeed in developing a marginal 
potential advantage ror warfare f6ught ac· 
cordlnll to "flexible response" doctrines. the 
more the Soviet commanders are obliged to nul­
lify that capability by adhering to the order of 
warfare in which they have the marginal, in-
depth war·winninK a';~::lOtage. . 

How is Schlesinger's policy explained? Who. 
really. is James R. Sc'hleslnger? Who. better 
,ask, was Harvard's William Yandell Elliott? 
Who Is Henry A. Kissinger. who is Zbigniew 
Brzezinski. who Is Admiral Stansfield Turner? 
What Is the London Round Table? What is the 
Royal Institute of International Affairs (RIlA)? 
What is the London International Institute for 
Strategic Studies (IISS)·? What is a Rhodes 
scholarship? What is Rothschild? What is 
Warburg? What is Lehman Brothers? What is 
Barings? What is Rupert Murdoch? 

Schlesinger is, like Henry A. Kissing~r. a 
prot~ge of oligarchist Fritz Kraemer. He is 
es~:entially an oligarchist. an a~l'nt of the Black 
Maltese. 'If th~ British monar';hy - he is ;)n 
agent of the it l:C which r,BS betn consistently 
the chief adversary of the United ~:ate~ sln::e the 
American Revolution. He is dedicated not to the 
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the expense of the evil typified by the Bnt.sh \ 
monarchy. It is our ~ital national interest. 

l
therefon', to act to strengthen the credibility of 
that Soviet current willi its own people, by 
cooperating with that current according to such " 
principles. 

There arc also .other ,currents in the Soviet 
leading strata. currents which define "socialist" 
and the interests of· the Soviet Union in the 
Jacobin tradition of Danton. Marat. 
Robespierre. Jeremy .Bentham. and Jean· 
Jacques Rousseau. These currents are 
intrinsically our '·enemies. representing 
ultimately the same oliKarchical outlook as the 
Black Maltese or the current crop of lunatics 
controlling Peking. 'These include the 
contemporary'''Bukharinists'' and irrationalist 
currents amonll hard·liners. I 

It happens tllat President Leonid Brezhnev has 
concluded the policy we should desire of him. in 
his May 1978 accords with' Chancellor Helmut 
Schmidt. This was not in Isolated occiJrrence. 
Pope Paul VI contributed greatly to this 
development. as had the Gaullists and President' 
Giscard d'Estaing of. France. Although the 
Jap~,nese'are not great enthusiasts of the Soviet 
Union. they had also contributed crucially in 
more ways than in negotiations concerning 
Siberian development. Brezhnev embraced the 
doctrine of the Great Design. and articulated 
that policy repeatedly. during and after the 
"summit." in terms which correspond rationally' 
and fully with vital Soviet interests in internal 
.'conom ic progress and genera Ipea ce. 

The term "Great Design" in European usage 
is immediately associated with the work of 
Gottfried Leibniz and France's Henri IV. It is 
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