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New Horizons

- The Young Deal

and John F. Kennedy

By George J. Thomas
Executive Director,

The nomination of John F. Kennedy
for President of the United States has
been acclaimed as the result of clever
and efficient political astuteness. A
Harvard graduate, he is a recognized
war hero, and at 43, is already a veteran
of 16 years in the United States Con-
gress. Many feel that endowed as he
1s with youth, experience, vigor and
wealth, that he would bring outstand-
ing leadership to the country. Such
was their reaction after hearing him
deliver his acceptance cpeech.

However, remembering his endorse-
ment of the 1960 platform of the
Democratic Party which would require
a dictator to achieve and his vague
references to “New Frontiers” one
could well be disturbed and be prompt-
ed to look a little further into his
record and find out who his advisers
are, and also his promoters. That in-
formation is most necessary to proper-
ly estimate the situation facing Ameri-
ca,

To know John Y. Kernunedy, the can-
didate, it is necessary to know some-
thing of his father, Joseph P. Kennedy,
one of the nation’s richest men. His
wealth in part came from his early
entry into the importation of whiskey
as medicine, just before the end of
Prohibition, According to News For
Action, Joseph P. Kennedy, the son of
an East Boston liquor dealer was a
political intimate of F. D. Roosevelt.
Through this connection he became
Ambassador to Great Britian and that
of “premier Scotch whiskey salesman
in America.

The Kennedys aie¢ a tightly knit fam-
ily and work as a unit on all major
issues involving one of their family,
Father Kennedy had great ambitions
for his two older sons, Joseph, Jr. and
John. He sent them to schools where
they could brush shoulders with sons
of the prominent Yankees one school
being Choate School, where earlier
students had included Adlai Stevenson
and Chester Bowles, Later he packed

them off to the London School of
Economics to study under the noted
Socialist Professor Harold J. Laski,
whom he knew through his friend
Felix Frankfurter. Frankfurter had
brought him to Harvard as a visiting
professor,

Harold J. Laski was a friend and
protege of the now Justice Felix

Frankfurter, who regarded him as his
political mentor. Laski has been cred-
ited with being incentive to the New
Deal. In the book “Octopus’” he is
sketched as “one of the World's most
active Reds; as an atheist; as a Ilarxist
who acknowledges Lenin as one of the
great political leaders and thinkers
of all times; and who in his book
“Karl Marx, proposed the plan of the
revolution which the New Deal all
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but culminated.” John Kennedy and
his brother, Joseph, Jr., both studied
under this man. Joseph, Jr. died dur-
mmg World War IL

“Laski, nuw dead, was undeniably
the foremost Communist theoritician
in the English-speaking worl d.”
Frankfurter, his friend and David
Niles, later Administrative assistant
to Franklin Ir. Roosevelt were the
political bosses in Massachusetts for
many years and no Kennedy could
have been elected to any office with-
out their support. Joseph P. Kennedy
apparently had the overwhelming am-
bition to see his son John as a great
political leader even the President of
the United States. To properly pre-
pare him, he, a Catholic, sent his son
to study under an atheist Communist,
and helped him to rise politically un-
der the tutelage of one of the most
sinister figures in the American politi-
cal scene, Justice Felix Frankfurter.
Dr. Revilo P. Oliver has described
Felix Frankfurter as probably the
most brilliant and dangerous immi-
grant ever imported into this country.
He was early the close associate and
protector of William Z. Foster, the
eriminal who was titular head of the
open segment of the Communist con-
spiracy. Frankfurter began his pub-
lic career by worming his way into the
position of secretary to the Secretary
of War in the cabinet of President
William Howard Taft. In 1918, after
he had been publicly denounced by
former President Theodore Roosevelt
as the soul-mate of Lenin and Trotsky,
he retired to a professorship in Har-
vard University, where he settled
down to train two generations of
traitors whom he managed to slip into
Washington and into the law schools
throughout the country. His most
famous pupil, Alger Hiss, you will re-
member, began his career in Washing-
ton as secretary to Justice Holmes of
the Supreme Court during a Republ(';-
aa-

can and essentially conservative
ministration, On May 9, 1950 the
Chicago Tribune’s veteran correspon-

dent in Washington reported that a
man “with the highest connections in
the State Department declared that
Frankfurter was “the most powerful
man in the United States” and the
head of a “secret government” that
really controlled this country.
Frankfurter is recognized as the
dominant mind in the Supreme Court
that has consistently and with ever in-
creasing effrontery advanced the Com-
munist cause and subverted the Ameri-
can Constitution, In a recent edict,
indeed, this court has virtually repeal-
ed the whole concept of law by ex-
pressly subordinating it to what Mr.
Frankfurter chooses to call “the con-
science of society” which can justify
any violation of rights guaranteed by

Additional copies of
this address are avail-
able at they Congress
of Freedom, 1330 Tur-
ner Blvd, Omaha 5,
Nebraska.

$10.00 Per Hundred

law. And who determines
“conscience of society”
Why, Mr. Frankfurter and his com-
rades in the court. The principle, of
course, is precisely equivalent to that
set forth in slightly different words
in the Soviet legal system.

Referring to Jutice Holmes, Frank-
furter and to Laski, the prominent
lawyer George S. Montgomery stated
to The Congress of Freedom in 1955 at
San Francisco, “I would like to take
you back 35 years to the home of a
then Justice of the U. S. Supreme

what the
authorizes?

Court, He was writing a letter to a
iriend. The Justice was 79 and his
friend 27 years old. This strange
friendship, between two men separat-

ed in years by over half a century
commenced when Harvard Professor
Felix Frankfurter took his comrade
and protege, Harold J. Laski, British
born to Beverly Hills, Massachusetts
and introduced him to Oliver Wendell
Holmes. This friendship lasted for
years and resulted in the issuance of
two volumes of letters that passed be-
tween them, recently published. They
were properly introduced by Felix
Frankfurter, whose name as our “dear
Felix” appears on every other page.
One of the greatest ties between these
two men, Holmes and Laski, was their
utter contempt not merely for God,
because they did not believe in God,
but for any individual, so stupid as to
believe in Him. Is it any wonder
that this liberal Oliver Wendell
Holmes carried almost the same con-
tempt for the Constitution of the
United States and tried instance after
instance to circumvent it (just as
Felix Frankfurter in his time has sim-
ilarly endeavored).

So much for the men and the influ
ences in the molding of the views and
thinking of John F, Kennedy. What
of the present and the future?

Kennedy is being openly supported
by people, publications and organiza-
tions, who are only too well known to
the publicc. Among these supporters
are Adlai Stevenson, Eleanor Roosevelt
and Averell Harriman, He is approv-
ed by the Worker, the organ of the
American Communist Party. Its ar-
ticles are unmistakable directives to
Communist Party members to support
Kennedy. The Anti-Defamation League
has sold and distributed throughout
the country a book Kennedy wrote
opposing the McCarran-Walter Immi-
gration Act; the Americans For Demo-
cratic Action, a radical organization,
has listed Kennedy as having voted
for measures they approved of most
of the time, about 90%. The records
of Kennedy, Humphrey and Johnson
are nearly the same.

John F. Kennedy poses as a Catho-
lic, yet he attended mnon-Catholie



Wrong Speech, Wrong Place

Under Secretary of State George W.
Ball delivered the Commencement Ad-
dress to the graduating class of
Creighton University of Omaha Wed-
nesday morning, June 6, Before a
capacity house of some 2,600 people
including 500 in the class, their par-
ents and friends, and local dignitaries

and members of the Church, he de-
livered a brief but, most unusual
speech. Of course having knowledge

of the policies of the State Depart-
ment, for whom the Secretary is often
the mouthpiece in radio and TV and
to the press, one should have expected
just what we heard. If there has been
any policy that Department has pro-
moted over the last one and a half de-
cades, the period covered by the Sec-
retary, that has not promoted or help-

ed the cause of communism, in its
spread over the world, it has been
pretty well obscured. More of this
later.

In his address, Mr. Ball neither men-
tioned God nor America, But he did
refer to the United Nations, by infer-

By GEORGE J. THOMAS

ence the Common Market and the
Soviet Union, the dissolution of the
nolonial empires, and the dynamic re-
sults in the development of the los-
ing nations. He quoted Winston
Churchill and Walter Lippman and
President Kennedy, all architects of
Internationalism, It was rather ap-
parent to anyone familiar at all with
the views and acts of the Under Secre-
tary and his Department, that he had
delivered the speech he should have
delivered to the graduates of the Uni-
versity of Moscow, rather than to
those of a Mid-Western University.

Mr. Ball was just finishing his legal
aducation during the early period of
the New Deal, he recalled, which in-
jected a yeasty element into the think-
ing of the students’ minds of that day.
Present day students only know of the
cold war and that both the United
States and Russia have the capacity to
destroy each other . This is an age of
change and he challenged the students
to recognize the Change. World

powers are in crux of change. Rela-
tions between them may not always be
the same. Consider that in the brief
span since World War II that the
great colonial empires have been liqui-
dated and a flowering of new nations
has resulted, nations of diverse charac-
ter, under developed economically but
determined to survive,

The older nations shattered by the
loss of their colonial empires have re-
vived and have created a new major
system, a financial one (the Common
Market), which is a pooling cof their
financial strength.

In that time the United Nations has
grown from 51 nations to over 100.
The rubble of Europe has been trans-
formed into cities of beauty and
strength.

What will happen now in the next
decade and a half, the next sixteen
years, roughly, Mr. Ball ruminated:

While the trends of the times seem
to be running our way, they will not
continue to do so unless we work to
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schools from the elementary schools
through Harvard. He has opposed the
appointment of an ambassador to the
Vatican; and he has supported aid to
certain of the Communist satellite na-
tions, Look Magazine states, “It seems
clear that Kennedy rarely, if ever,
supports a conservative or a tradition-
al American position, and wuses a
Catholic cloak to hide his radical vot-
ing record.”” “Here is a man who is
sailing under false colors, as an alleged
under-dog, and getting away with it.
(News For Action) Kennedy wants to
be all things to all people and has ex-

ploited his wealth, his family, his
youth and his Catholicism to the ex-
treme.”

His squirming to avoid taking a
stand on the MecCarthy condemnation
Resolution is most revealing of his
political stature. After Senator Ralph
F. Flanders brought in the resolution
of censor, Kennedy decided to vote
for it and wrote a speech which was
never delivered. When the reso-
lution came to a vote, Kennedy be-
came ill. For the next six years Ken-
nedy sanctimoniously presented to
his Catholic constituents the image of
a Catholic anti-Communist who would
have no part in an attack upon an-
other good Catholic, Senator Joseph
McCarthy. Kennedy's utterly moral
dishonesty—in this matter is un-
matched in Senate history.

The men and institutions that in the
past have been instrumental in shap-
ing the thinking and beliefs of John F.
Kennedy ‘indicate his desire for free
spending, enlarged government activi-
ties in the lives of the American peo-
ple, increased -taxes with aids to just
about ‘every one, farmers, schools, the

old labor, cities and foreign countries.
His voting record in Congress confirm
this.

The brain trust that Kennedy would
call upon as his advisers should he be
elected will consist of more liberals.
As reported by the U. S. News they
would include Archibald Cox, 48, Har-
vard professor, specialist in labor af-
fairs whose ideas have the endorse-
ment of the AFL-CIO. He served un-
der Roosevelt. Walt Rostow, 43, Pro-
fessor in Massachusetts Institute of
Technology. He calls for more gov-
ernment support for such things as
education, research, missiles and for-
eign aid; John Galbraith, 51, Harvard
professor who advocates more govera-
ment spending and some control over
wages and prices; Arthur M. Schlesing,
Jr., 42, Harvard professor, former
speech writer for Adlai Stevenson dur-
ing his presidential campaign. In
general these men believe that the in-
dividual should spend less and pay
more in taxes as the government can
do a better job spending his money,
than he can. Seymour E. Harris, Har-
vard, is one of Kennedy's chief econ-
omic advisers. He is an “internation-
al planning expert” and has high
praise for Soviet planning and de-
cision for that of the United States.
Closer Up reports that Mr. Harris
feels that the original New Dealers
were rank amateurs. Harris writes,
“Unfortunately, many who went to
Washington in 1940 and later years—
were abysmally ignorant of Russian
history. —Otherwise they would have
urged the adoption of a general plan
much earlier instead of waiting to be
forced to—step by step and tardily, to-
wards a planned economy.”

John F. Kennedy is only one step
away from the Presidency of the
United States. If elected, he could

easily be our chief executive for eight
Years.

Backed by a Congress of his persua-
sion, the accomplishments of the New
Deal in changing the character of this
nation from a republic into Socialist
nation, with the Federal Government
dominating every walk of life, could
be accelerated in the development of a
benevolent dictatorship. Even as of
this moment, our Federal Government
is so strong and powerful that even
the States hate or are unable to op-
pose it. It even controls the Judiciary
which seldom decides a case against it.
Kennedy’s background, the influence
of early mentors, his record in Con-
gress, and the advisors he has chosen,
all indicate the way in which he will
go. In this election, the people of
the United States have the opportunity
to seal their fate, thus becoming the
slaves of the State even more than
they are today. As it is now, we work

five months out of the year to pay the
tax the government requires,

The threat of Communism from
without is the bludgeon by which Com-
munism will take over from within.
Its potential is here now, and it only
is waiting for the day of a more favor-
able political climate. Kennedy and
His Gang will afford and create that
climate. After all, just what is Com-
munism? It is simply Socialism, with
the government managing all property
or owning it (or siphoning off its earn-
ings), using the power of Government
to enforce its decrees, using imprison-
ment or violence as it desires or both,
and the evolution of the individual
into just a number, a supporter of
the State. When that day comes, we
should realize more fully the sad situa-
tion that befell the Hungarians, or
the objectors in Little Rock.



make them. We do not live in a
simple world. Quoting Walter Lipp-
man he stated that formerly nations

of diverse strength wused war to
achieve development. The wars of
old could be won, But today major
war is no longer a useable instrument.
No one can win a nuclear war,

Of course, Mr. Ball stated we must
maintain a strong military strength,
until such time as the Soviet Union
comes to see that arms reduction is
desirable. They will conceivably in
time be won to the plea that better
living is preferable to more armament.
He said that great fluid forces are at

work. The Soviet Union is concerned
about the development of free na-
tions. He spoke of the Atlantic Par-

and admis-
free nations,

liament, the Berlin Wall,
sion of the success of the
and that communism can only survive
in a secret society, The advance of
technology will penetrate that secrecy,
it will be the influence of change.

He closed with the idea that the
Cold War would not last forever, that
the years ahead, however, would be
difficult and confusing. That we do
not live in a static age, living well con-
stantly be altered, will be full of
problems and will be in a state of flux.

We will have to fight for our in-
stitutions, for a strong free world.
But with strong nerves, a stout heart
and open minds, we will be faced with
a world of unlimited promise.

The above address, with a few
changes, might have been delivered in
Moscow or any other communist Uni-
versity. At least it was certainly not
challenging or greatly applicable to a
red blooded, loyal group of Americans,
with whom the future of America will
be placed within a few years. It was
cold, depressing and worldly, outlining
in abstract terms, the present thinking
and the policies of the same State De-
partment that today and for the last
twenty years has been guiding the
United States of America into oblivion.

Recent statement of policies by Mr.
Ball as a spokesman for the State De-
partment includes the statement that
“victory” is a censorable word in
statements made by government
spokesmen, (including Generals). The
State Department is still active in

forcing communism on other countries
as it did in China, and then North
Korea and now Laos. It helped Cas-
tro win in Cuba and bring communism
to our very front door. In fact the
most blundering fool as the late Sen-
ator Joe McCarthy remarked before
his death, would have over the years
sometimes made a mistake in our
favor. To all appearances the State
Department is foreign to this nation.
OUR STATE DEPARTMENT

Front For Invisible Government

OUR STATE DEPARTMENT sent
Gen, George C. Marshall to China to
force Chiang Kai-shek to accept com-
munists into his cabinet, and the
State Department then ordered the
ammunition on the way to Chiang's
government to be dumped in the

ocean. Hence, the Chinese
ment fell to the communists
million Chinese were put in
and more than 30 million
murdered by communists.
OUR STATE DEPARTMENT used
similar pressure in Korea; hence, Gen-
aral MacArthur was destroyed as our
top military man and we lost the
Korean war to the communists,

OUR STATE DEPARTMENT refus-
od to help the Hungarian Freedom
Fighters in their revolt against com-
munism and stopped Spain from send-
ing troops to help the Freedom Fight-
ers escape slavery under communism.

OUR STATE DEPARTMENT under-
mined Batista and helped set up Cas-

govern-
and 650
slavery
have been

tro. Later the CIA organized the in-
vasion to include air coverage. As the
Cuban patriots landed, OUR STATE

DEPARTMENT ordered the Air Force
to abandon them. This forced our land-
ing crafts to abandon the patriots to
slaughter and eapture of 1180 trusting
men. A clever trick to discourage
future attacks on communist Cuba.

OUR STATE DEPARTMENT, work-
ing with the C.LA. maneuvered the
murder of Trujillo, forced his whole
family to leave their country where
they were born. The Dominican Re-
public, which vigorously opposed com-
munism and had no national debt and
a clean, orderly country, is in revolu-
tion—bankrupt and on the way to a
take-over by Castro’s communist gov-
ernment,

OUR STATE DEPARTMENT, work-
ing through the United Nations, has
been spending millions of dollars of
taxpayers' money to force Katanga to
come under communist dominated
Congo government.

OUR STATE DEPARTMENT is
now bringing pressure to cause Dutch
New Guinea to surrender to Red Su-
karno.

Dean Rusk, Secretary of OUR STATE
DEPARTMENT has been having
dozens of secret talks with the Soviet
Union dignitaries, trying to figure a
way to let Germany fall to the Bol-
sheviks—but it must be done in a way
the public will not know Germany was
betrayed.

OUR STATE DEPARTMENT is still
active in forcing communism on other
countries as evidenced by the follow-
ing editoral by the largest paper in
Amerca:

NEW YORK DAILY NEWS
March 27, 1962:

“CAN WE HAVE IT BOTH WAYS?”

In Laos, the United States is pres-
suring Premier Boun Oum to let com-
munists into important positions in
his government.

In South Viet Nam, next door to
Laos, we're helping Premier Ngo
Dinh Diem fight the North Viet Nam
Reds, with nothing said about Diem
letting Reds help him run his govern-
ment,

It hardly seems surprising that more
than a few Southeast Asians wonder
what U. S. foreign policy is, or wheth-
er the U. S. has any foreign policy
at all.”

After the Fort Monmouth Red ex-
posure, Senator Joe McCarthy said he
was heading for the STATE DEPART-
MENT, whose wellknown Red Infil-
tration was master-minded by the com-
munists, and the DEFENSE DEPART-
MENT, which had been liberally
saturated with Reds, by the former
Assistant Secretary of Defense, Anna
M. Rosenberg. So THE INVISIBLE
GOVERNMENT ruled that McCarthy
had to go.

And yet some uninformed writers
would have you believe there is no
threat from the inside of the United
States.

WHAT SCHEME — NOT USED —
TO AID COMMUNISM?

Now we do not have time here to
list the major moves of American
foreign policy since 1945, much less
to analyze them. Let's approach the
problem from the other direction, and
let me suggest to you an exercise of
the imagination that many of you, no
doubt,  have already practiced. Just
imagine that you are the director of
the international Communist conspir-
acy, that you are the man who con-
trols the Kremlin—Stalin, and later
Malenkov, and now Khrushchev. Then
assume, for the sake of the hypothesis,
that you completely control through
your agents the whole of the govern-
ment of the TUnited States — that
every policy-making officer is your
agent and will obey without question
whatever orders you may send from
Mosecow. And then try to devise
some scheme, within the realm of
possibility, for the extension of the
Communist empire that has not ac-
tually been put into effect Yy the
American government during the past
twenty years. Unless you have better
imaginations than I, you will not be
able to imagine a single scheme more
effective, and yet not obvious, as to
provoke even the most complacent
and willfully blind Americans to open
revolt against the traitors.

To go no farther back than the end
of the Second World War, what could
you, as Stalin, have asked for that
was better than the order which halt-
ed American troops on the Rhine and
delivered to you more than half of
Germany and all of the Balkans?
What could you have asked for more
than the free gift of Japan’s territory
in China as a base for future opera-
tion? What more could you have ask-
ed for in Italy than the action of the

American army which, under the
terms of the armistice, forced the
[talian government to include in its
cabinet Communist criminals who

had been imported on American ships
And then stood idly by while gangs of
Communists armed with American
weapons and financed with American

money, murdered in cold blood about
100,000 of the leading opponents of
Communism?

As a means of neutralizing the mili-
tary superiority of the United States,
what could you have asked for that
was more than what you got, to-wit
the plans of the atomiec bomb and of
the plants that produced it, and even,
as Americans are only now discover-
ing, even the actual parts that were



assembled to produce the first bombs
exploded by the Russians? What
could you have asked for more than an
hysterical yammering by American
presidents and publicists to the ef-
fect that war has somehow become
“unthinkable”” because the new bombs
somehow make people deader than
they would be if they were killed with
trinitrotoluene or if their brains were
beaten out with a club? All this
neurotic yelping about the terrors of

atomic warfare merely conceals the
fact that if any people — if, for ex-
ample, you here in Chicago should

ever have to choose, as well you may,
between an atomic bomb and occupa-
tion of your city by the Communist
agents now among you, you will be
extremely foolish, if you do not choose
the quick and comparatively painless
death,

If you were Stalin, what could you
have planned that would have been
an improvement on the obscene vaude-
ville show in New York that is called
the United Nations to delude senti-
mental dreamers who think that they
can get peace by wishing for it, and
to serve as a pretext to frustrate
every demand by the American peo-
ple for a foreign policy in their own
interest? Of course, the United Na-
tions is much more than a vaudeville
show. It is a great nest of American
traitors and Russian spies. It is open
treason, As you know, Alger Hiss
and the other traitors who planned
that hideous blight on our country in-
cluded, by a secret agreement that
was disclosed only this year, the pro-
vision that all military affairs of the
so-called United Nations would for-
ever be under the control of a Rus
sian appointee. And, as you know,
there is in progress throughout our
nation an open campaign to replaec
the Constitution of the United States
with the Communist-designed charter
of the United Nations so that, when
the long planned take-over comes, Rus-
sian troops can officially be sent into
this country to “maintain order” while
the Americans are tortured and butch-
ered. Had you been Stalin, could you
have planned a more effective way of
tricking Americans into surrender of
their sovereignty and independence?

Could you, as Stalin, have planned
better systematic undermining by the
American State Department of the
Chinese government and its betrayal
into the hands of the Communists
whom Professor Lattimore & Co. so
glibly called “agrarian reformers?”
And when the Americans had deliver-
ed China to you, you would, of
course, need to consolidate your mon-
strous tyranny there and to destroy
American prestige in the Orient. Had
you been Stalin, could you have de-
vised anything better than the war in
Korea in which the United States,
using the Communist device of the
United Nations to place under the
command of a Russian its own armies,
procured its own defeat so that its
military prestige was shattered and
all the hordes of Asia could see that
the United States was no more to be
trusted — or feared — than madman
bent on suicide? What more could

you have asked than that the United
States under the thin pretext of fight-
ing Communism by flooding the world
with her money, exhaust her wealth
in a scheme of “foreign aid” of which
eighty per cent goes to finance gov-
ernments and projects that now are
or soon will be openly under the con-
trol of Moscow. One little example of
the normal and planned operation of
“foreign aid” is currently before us in
the country called Laos. This, you
will remember, was one of the tem
porary states formed after American
diplomacy and double-dealing had
forced the French out of Indo-China.
Into this geographical fantasy we
poured hundreds of millions of dol-
lars in “foreign aid,” and you will re-
member that Fulton Lewis, Jr., almost
a year ago disclosed both the unbe-
lievable corruption of the American
administration in Laos and also the
name of the native who effectively
controlled the distribution of the
wealth that the American suckers
were pouring into his country: he was
the head of the local Communist party.
And now that the Communists are
openly taking over Laos, it seems
likely that we will send in a few
American soldiers to have them killed
there for the purpose of giving the
American boobs the impression that
it wasn’'t planned that way.

But skipping over the intervening
years, in each of which American
toreign policy produced but one result,
the constant growth of the Soivet
empire, ask yourself what you, as
boss in the Kremlin, could have plan-
ned that was more effective than the
Hungarian episode. The Hungarian
people, first incited and then misled
by lies broadcast from American radio
siations, rose in spontaneous revolt
against their foul masters. While the
Hungarians fought and died, our State
Department energetically intervened
to prevent Spain, the only country
willing to accord the Hungarians even
a modicum of help, from sending them
a few anti-tank guns, Do you wonder
that we, the American people, stand
disgraced in the eyes of the decent
people of Europe, who, looking at our
record, have no alternative to regard-

ing us as cowards, hypocrites, and
liars?
If you were Khrushchev, what or-

ders could you have given your fellow-
conspirators in Washington that would
have produced a greater strategic vie-
tory than the recent Communization
of Cuba? Everyone who was even
slightly acquainted with Latin-Ameri-
can affairs know from the very be-
ginning that the revolt led by Fidel
Castro was a Communist operation,
and the cfficials of our State Depart-
ment, however stupid you may sup-
pose them to be, must have known
that when they arranged for Castro’s
bloody triumph by the simple device
of preventing the small army of Col-
onel Batista from procuring ammuni-
tion. I am told that photographs are
now available in this country that
show the bases now under construc-
tion in Cuba for launching rockets
against the TUnited States — bases
whose construction anyone could have

predicted at the very beginning of
Castro's revolt.

If you were Khrushchev, what could
you at this moment ask for better
than an invitation to visit the country
that you plan to take over in the next
few years — visit it under auspices
that will convince the rest of the
world that you come to arrange the
terms of its eventual surrender?

“OPERATION KEELHAUL”

The few examples that I have given
you are all public knowledge and will,
with many others, be remembered by
everyone who reads the newspaper;
they are facts that could scarcely be
kept from the publicc There are
many others, even more significant,
that are known, but not widely; they
have been published and not disputed,
but so completely do the Communists
control, directly or indirectly, most of
the channels of mass communication
that the general public has never
bheard of them. Let me given you bul
one example, one that has stained our
nation with infamy. After the war
was over in Europe, the American
army, acting under orders, carried out
what was called “Operation Keelhaul.”
Three million helpless refugees from
Communist tyranny, Russians, Poles,
Latvians, Lithuanians, Hungarians,
Roumanians, Germans and others, in-
cluding many disarmed soldiers who
had fought in the war alongside our
own, were driven across the continent
at the point of American bayonets to
slavery, torture, and death in Russia.
When we hauled these human -cattle,
our victims, to the slaughter house in
buses, we had to take the precaution
of replacing the glass windows with
iron grills so that the poor wretches
would not have even an opportunity
to poke their heads through the glass
and so cut their throats, There was
no depth of dishonor to which we did
not descend. For example, General
vlasov, commander of the Free Rus-
sian Army, on May 12, 1945, while on
American invitation he was travelling
under American military escort to at-
tend a conference at the headquarters
of the American Fourth Army, was
betrayed into the hands of the Com-
munists, All that was ever heard of
him again was a report that the scien:
tific skill of the Communists is so
great that they were able to enjoy
torturing him for six weeks before he
finally died.

s0, T ask you to review In your own
minds, step by step, the dismal history
of our foreign policy in terms of its
results—results which any sane man
could have anticipated at the time the
decisions were made — and ask your-
selves whether there is any conceiv-
able explanation other than that given
by Dwight Eisenhower himself in
speeches which he read when he was
a candidate for the presidency in 1952,
American foreign policy, before and
after 1952, has uniformly followed the
pattern that Mr. Eisenhower then des-
cribed as the “ugly triumph of trea-
son.”
—Portions of a Speech by Dr. Re-
vilo P. Oliver of We, the People,
September, 1960.
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