
 



NOTE   TO   THE   READER 

This book is an attempt to arrive at a view of twentieth-century history that 
explains the events. I have made available all my sources in the Notes. I 
am aware that the quality of the sources varies. Some are unimpeachable, 
others of more dubious reliability. The truth is that there is quite simply 
not always a good source for every judgment in this field. Government of 
any kind involves secrecy. I have put it all down, warts and all, and leave it 
to the reader’s judgment as to whether it is all smoke and no fire. 

My people perish for lack of knowledge. 

Hosea 4:6 

It will be enough for me ... if these words of mine are judged 

useful by those who want to understand clearly the events 

which happened in the past and which (human nature being 

what it is) will, at some time or other and in much the same 

ways, be repeated in the future. My work is not a piece of 

writing designed to meet the taste of an immediate public; but 

was done to last for ever. 

Thucydides, History of The Peloponnesian War 
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PROLOGUE 

The Queen of England is alleged to have told her butler Paul 

Burrell a few months after Princess Diana’s death in a car crash, 

"Be careful. There are powers at work in this country about 

which we have no knowledge." Misreporting? Or is she wrong? 

Or could it be true? The theme of this book is that it is. 

The history and current affairs we are taught in schools, read in the 
newspapers, and read in books, tends to focus on public figures - kings, 
prime ministers, nations. It highlights the events that are most visible. But 
there are currents that determine these events, and figures hidden from 
the public eye that move them. It can be hard to discern these figures, and 
the sequence of events can be hard to unravel. 

It’s hard enough to unravel the events in front of our noses. Did Iraq for 
instance have weapons of mass destruction or not? You might think that 
with all the modern technology at the disposal of Western governments, 
down to satellites that can spot cigarette packets, there could be little 
room for doubt. If our governments can get it so wrong, what chance do 
we have? Who can we trust? What can we believe? It’s easy to lose our 
bearings and believe any conspiracy theory. The opposite is equally true: 
it’s easy to believe what the government says, that everything is open and 
above board. I believe the answer is to look at the broader picture, to look 
at patterns over decades rather than at single events. 

Many of the conclusions here are tentative. They may sound impossible. 
But then many things do without the benefit of hindsight. Who would 
have guessed in 1930 that the following decade would see the attempt to 
create a New World Order involving the extermination of most of Europe’s 
Jews and the overall deaths of 70 million? Who would have guessed in 
2000 that the following year would see the politics of the West dominated 
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X The Syndicate 

by a war against terror, with troops now in Afghanistan and Iraq? Who is 
really behind this terror? How has it suddenly appeared, with such vigor 
and success, seemingly from nowhere? 

There is a pattern behind recent events, which I attempt to uncover. 
The overall explanation is that these events are not random, not driven by 
individual acts of evil. They are the result of a gradual, inexorable drive on 
the behalf of certain parties to a world government. The dreams of past 
empires are not dead, but very much alive. The drive to world government 
is not a past fad, limited only by the lack of knowledge of how big the 
world is and the ability to get around it all, but present today. It is not 
the fantasy of alien cultures, of fundamentalists of different hues, but has 
been slipped into our own democracies by people and organizations we’ve 
never really understood were in our midst. 

These dreams have driven the creation of the United States as well as 
the European Empires. They are behind the push to a united Europe, and 
many of the recent events in the Middle East. They will be realized, if 
we let it happen, in a United States of the World, a world government. 
With modern communications, in a small planet, this is inevitable. The 
question is whether this world government is going to work for the good 
of everyone, coming from a universalist, global democratic perspective, 
or whether it’s going to be run in the interests of the few. This is the key 
question we face over the coming decades. 

In covering so much ground in one book I realize it often makes 
assumptions and judgments that may seem questionable, particularly in 
the case of recent events. As in any court of law, some of the evidence for 
the Syndicate and its actions will be less than satisfactory - circumstantial, 
hearsay, and inadmissible. But a judgment has to be made. Otherwise 
the twenty-first century could prove even more violent than the twentieth. 
Wisdom with hindsight is easy, but too late for many. I leave it to you to 
decide. 



1 

THE  QUESTION 

There is no proletarian, not even a Communist movement that 

has not operated in the interests of money, in the direction 

indicated by money, and for the time being permitted by money 

- and that without the idealists among its leaders having the 

slightest suspicion of the fact. 

Oswald Spengler, Decline of the West 

In the West most people, even if they don’t trust their politicians, see 
their system of government as essentially benign, working for the good 
of the nation, being firm and fair in its dealings with the world beyond its 
borders, offering peace and cooperation and only going to war if absolutely 
forced to. In the developing countries, particularly Moslem ones, that 
great spread from the Atlantic to the Pacific covering most of the ancient 
civilizations, people see the West differently. As devious and aggressive, if 
not outright evil. 

I recognize their point of view. I think it has more accuracy than most 
Westerners realize. It may be because I find it easier to see the world 
through non-Western eyes than most academic historians. In 1966 I was 
among the first Westerners to witness the Chinese Cultural Revolution. In 
1969 I was driving across Tripoli on the morning of the Libyan Revolution. 
I’ve lectured at the University of Baghdad and was Professor of English for 
four years at three universities in Tokyo, Japan. 

So in these chapters I approach twentieth-century history in a manner 
that will be unfamiliar to most readers. They describe the dominant 
themes that determined the major events as money and oil rather than 
random assassination or government cock-up. Railroad and oil magnates 
are more significant than Lloyd George or the Kaiser. 

1 



2 The Syndicate 

The events of the last couple of years have brought increasing numbers 
around to this way of thinking. The pace of events is accelerating. The lies 
seem to get bigger, and the events seem more inexplicable. It’s why we’re 
increasingly suspicious of politicians. Why we suspect that they’re not 
really working with our best interests at heart. Why we’re more reluctant 
to go to war. They have to persuade us harder. They invent stories, or turn 
a deaf ear to the ones they don’t want us to hear. Here’s why. 

I’ll come straight to the point, offering four comments. 
The first is that the world is running out of oil. Virtually all commentators 

agree there are 50 to 100 years of supplies left, overall, assuming current 
rates of production and consumption continue and newly industrializing 
and populous countries like China don’t rapidly increase their demand 
(which seems inevitable).1 

 

(Production for 1998. Reserves as at January 1,1999) 

The second is that the reserves are distributed as follows:2 



The Question 3 

 

Both the USA and UK have around 5 years’ oil supply left, or less. Their 
increasing reliance on imports is having a serious effect on the balance of 
payments. As a reflection of the UK’s oil trade deficit, the UK’s balance 
of payments is currently running at over £40b p.a. Harold Macmillan’s 
Conservative government was thrown out of office in 1964 for having a 
balance of payments deficit of well under £1b. The US balance of payments 
in 2003 was running at a £542b deficit.3 

The third is that oil and politics are increasingly intermingled. It’s 
particularly apparent in the present US government. Vice-President Dick 
Cheney previously served as chairman and chief executive of Halliburton 
Co., the world’s largest oilfield services company, which had operations 
in Azerbaijan. Cheney and Donald Evans, Commerce Secretary, both 
ran energy-related companies and earned millions of dollars from oil. 
Condoleezza Rice, national security advisor, was a director with Chevron 
from 1991 until January 2001 and had a company oil tanker named after 
her. Brent Scowcroft, advisor to Rice and national security advisor to 
Bush Sr., was a director of Pennzoil-Quaker State Co. and Enron Global 
Power & Pipelines, a unit of Enron Corp. Christine Todd Whitman, the 
administrator of the Environmental Protection Agency, owned interests 
in oil wells in Texas and Colorado. Donald Rumsfeld, Defense Secretary, 
had between $3.25m and $15.5m worth of investments in energy-related 
companies. James Baker, advisor to the Bush family and former Secretary 
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of State, had a law firm which represented several oil companies with 
interests in Azerbaijan, including Exxon-Mobil Corp. Richard Armitage, 
Deputy Secretary of State, was a co-chairman of the US-Azerbaijan 
Chamber of Commerce.4 

George W. Bush followed his father into the Texan oil business. He 
founded Bush Exploration in 1975. His Arbusto company did not always 
strike oil, and investors lost money when a dry hole was dug. By 1983 the 
oil industry was in decline and, with his father Vice-President of the USA, 
Bush sought financial help. Bill De Witt approached Bush and made him 
Chairman of his own successful firm, Spectrum 7 Energy Corporation and 
gave him a salary of $75,000 p.a. and more than a million shares. Eighteen 
months later the company began to founder and in 1986 it was taken over 
by Harken Energy. With his father campaigning for the Presidency, Bush 
was paid a salary of $120,000 as a consultant and given $600,000 worth 
of Harken Energy shares. In 1990 Harken Energy beat its rival Amoco to 
land an offshore drilling deal in Bahrain. 

The fourth is that for the first time in our history we have gone to war on 
the basis of (apparently wrong) intelligence with a country, Iraq, who (it is now 
apparent) was no direct threat to the national security of either the US or the 
UK. No troops were massing on their borders prepared to attack the USA or 
cross the English Channel. No terrorists were being sent out from Baghdad 
to bomb New York or London. Of the 9/11 terrorists none were Iraqis. It was 
a poor country bled dry by sanctions, with part of its territory cordoned off by 
the Alliance, flown over regularly by US spy planes, and with UN inspectors 
crawling over the ground. But it does happen to have the world’s longest- 
lasting oil reserves with 142 years’ supply at the June 1998 production rate.5 

Our oil is running out, Iraq has plenty. Our politicians are linked to oil. 
We’ve gone to war with Iraq. Maybe these facts are not directly connected. 
Maybe the USA and UK governments genuinely believed their citizens 
or soldiers were in imminent threat from Saddam’s weapons of mass 
destruction. Or maybe they went to war in Iraq for humanitarian rather 
than geo-political reasons. Few would deny that the world is better off 
with Saddam Hussein behind bars. The difficulty with this argument, 
of course, is why we haven’t gone to war with a dozen similar or worse 
despotic regimes in the last couple of decades; indeed, why do we more 
often seem to support them than attack them, as we supported Saddam 
himself through the 80s and early 90s. 



The Question 5 

The argument made here is that not only are these facts connected, 
but similar connections can be found through the history of the twentieth 
century and earlier. 

Here, for instance, is a broader outline of recent history: 
 

Date Oilfields US Conflict of 
Interests with 

Event Page 
reference 

1905 Baku Russia Revolution 20 
1910-34 Mexican Diaz (Mexico) Revolution 43 
1916 Mosul Britain Alliance with Kaiser 16-19 
1917 Baku Russia Revolution 20-1 
1940 Saudi Arabian Britain World War Two 55-8 
1942-5 Chinese Japan World War Two 304 
1949-76 Chinese Chiang Kai-Shek Revolution 303-5 

Suez Canal, oil 
lifeline 

King Farouk/West Nasser’s revolution 71-2, 306-7 1952 

S.E. Bolivian Bolivian military Revolution 81,306,395 

North Vietnam 1955-75 Vietnamese 
South Vietnam 

Vietnam war 77-80,306 

Kassem’s revolution 125,307 1958 Iraqi King Feisal/West 
(Baathist coups in 1963,1968) 126 

1959 Bolivian/other Latin 
American 

Batista Cuban Revolution to train Latin 
American revolutionaries 

73-4,306 

1969 Libyan King Idris/West Gaddafi’s revolution 82, 307-8 
1975-9 Cambodian Lon Nol Khmer Rouge revolution 308 
1979 Iranian Shah/Regency’s 

Bakhtiar 
Iranian Revolution 123-4, 

308-9 
1980-88 Iran/Iraq Iran Iran-Iraq War 126-7 
1982 Falkland Isles Britain Argentinian invasion of Falkland 

Isles 
86 

1984 North Sea Britain Scargill’s revolutionary miners’ 
strike 

90,398 

1991 Rumaila Kuwait Saddam Hussein’s failed invasion 
of Kuwait 

125-130 

1994-6,2000 Chechnya/Baku Chechnya Russian siege of Grozny 111-114 

Is it accident that war and revolution center around oilfields and 
pipelines? If it’s no accident, how far are the instigators aware of their 
own motives? How far are they prepared to go to cover them up? How far 
are they responsible for the numbers of dead involved? 

This is the first theme of the book: That we need to be more aware of the 
powers behind the powers. The pursuit of oil and money drives twentieth 
and twenty-first-century events as much as the protection of liberty and 
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democracy. Of course there is nothing necessarily wrong in itself for a 
country to secure its supplies, any more than wanting to enlarge your 
business, to gain more control over your sources - every supermarket 
plays the same game. And it’s natural that business at every level is one of 
shifting relationships and alliances. And at a basic economic level, much 
of the economy is now global. Citizens own stock in countries all round 
the world. Corporations are of necessity multinational. 

You may be with me so far; opinion polls suggest that the majority in 
the West suspect we didn’t go to war with Iraq for the right reasons, even 
if the majority applaud the (hoped for) outcome: a more democratic Iraq, 
freed from the specter of Saddam Hussein.6 But I go further. The second 
theme of the book is that there is a deeper game being played. We’re 
talking here of a level where countries and peoples are pawns in a game. 
The leaders we elect to serve us aren’t necessarily working in our best 
interests. The logic of these global interests is to promote multinational, 
regional, even global government rather than national government. It 
could then eliminate differences in currencies, armies, import and export 
taxes. It could concentrate on increasing wealth without being subject to 
the vagaries of nation-states. After all, individual nation-states are erratic, 
unstable, and (generally) governed in the interests of the people in that 
country rather than multinational, global interests. Corporations with a 
global reach need global organizations to influence and operate through. 
These global interests, focused today around money and oil, act in concert. 
They form what we can call "The Syndicate."7 It is bigger than any one 
individual, or any numbers of individuals. It is more powerful than 
individual "members" are aware. Its influence is so pervasive, its ideas so 
rational, that many - including presidents and prime ministers - act in its 
interest without considering the logical outcome. 

I go still further. Whereas the intention of some in the Syndicate may 
be benign, the effect overall is malign. And some are driven by darker 
visions. They may sound incredible, but they form the backdrop to the 
history of the twentieth century. The events we read about tell us that the 
darkest visions do get put into practice. World domination is an ancient 
dream. The same ambition still drives individuals today. And in modern 
times they have the capacity to make these dreams come true. We can only 
fight them if we’re aware of them. And usually, when we are, it’s too late 
for millions. Come with me in the argument as far as you can. 



2 

THE GENESIS OF 
THE SYNDICATE 

The United States were sold to the Rothschilds in 1863. 

Ezra Pound, America, Roosevelt and the Causes of the Present War 

Most of us have a fairly naive attitude to wealth. We think of its creation 
and maintenance as something separate from the corridors of power, 
from politics, particularly democratic politics. But the two are indivisible. 
It’s money that rules. This chapter gives the background on who really 
rules the world today. 

Our story starts with Mayer Amschel, a Frankfurt Jew,1 someone you’ve 
probably never heard of. A clerk in a bank owned by the Oppenheimers, he 
worked his way up to junior partner and then left to take over the business 
his father started in 1750, buying and selling rare coins. In 1769 he became 
court agent for the Elector, William IX, Landgrave of Hesse-Kassel. William 
inherited the largest private fortune in Europe when his father died in 
1785; the equivalent of $40 million, money paid by Great Britain for the 
use of 16,800 Hessian troops during the American Revolution. When 
Napoleon invaded Germany in 1806, William fled from Frankfurt leaving 
Amschel to guard the equivalent of $3 million,2 which he buried in his 
garden. William gave a power of attorney to Budrus von Carlhausen, who 
made Amschel his banker with the responsibility of collecting interest on 
royal loans. That is how the Rothschild banking dynasty began. The name 
by which Mayer Amschel came to be known, "Rothschild," came from 
"rotschildt" or the "red shield" that hung over the door in the house in the 
ghetto where his ancestors once lived.3 

When Mayer Amschel died in 1812 he was the richest man ever to have 
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lived,4 with a fortune of $3.5m (£1,669m if related to GDP and not merely 
multiplied by 35.5 for inflation since 1836).5 His will was never published, 
but he established the principle that his fortune would pass down through 
his male descendents through a dynastic line.6 

Like the riches of monarchs, the Rothschilds’ wealth was handed 
down untaxed. Their private banks were partnerships whose profits were 
distributed within the family, leaving little for the government. Indeed, 
they regarded themselves as monarchs in their own right, wealthier than 
all the crown heads of Europe put together. They had banks in London, 
Paris, Frankfurt, Vienna, and Naples, and from their huge profits had built 
no fewer than 42 great country houses throughout Europe. 

Mayer had five sons,7 and the lead in his banking empire was taken 
by the eldest, Nathan. He increased the fortune to 57.5b by 1820 - he 
boasted he had multiplied his capital 2,500 times in five years, largely 
by speculating on the outcome of the Battle of Waterloo.8 On June 20, 
1815 his selling triggered a mass sale of stock and a price collapse, and 
his subsequent buying of the market and all government bonds left him 
owning the country’s cash flow and the Bank of England.9 Wellington won 
the battle of Waterloo, but the financial independence of the country was 
lost before most people heard the news. Nathan possibly had $100b by 
1840. It has been estimated that by 1940 the family fortune had reached 
$500b (worth $20 trillion at today’s values), approximately half the wealth 
of America (including banks) at that time.10 

It’s hard to estimate the Rothschild wealth today. Frederic Morton, 
author of The Rothschilds, which was commissioned by the family, 
writes, "Today the family grooms the inaudibility and invisibility of its 
presence." It is concealed behind a network of merchant banks, gold 
dealings, investments in minerals, and land and property holdings. 
Under its 2003-formed Netherlands-based holding company Concordia 
BV, Rothschilds Continuation Holdings AG, a Swiss holding company for 
the worldwide Rothschild merchant banking business, was the parent of 
scores of industrial, commercial, mining, and tourist corporations, not 
one of which bears the family name.11 Many were accumulated during the 
spread of the British Empire of which they were a driving-force. 

Today the Rothschilds’ merchant banks in London and Paris are 
probably the largest private institutions in the world. They helped fund 
and finance Royal Dutch Shell and De Beers. In the 1920s the banks 
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were organized under the French house into a "noiseless international 
syndicate that reached from J. P. Morgan in New York to Baron Louis- 
controlled Creditanstalt in Vienna."12 They bought a 50,000 square-mile 
tract of land in Canada, the biggest in the history of Canada, which included 
gold deposits. They influence the Bank of England, Bank of France, and 
the Reichsbank of Germany, all of which are known as government 
institutions-central banks regulating currency - but are in effect privately 
owned by the House of Rothschild as stockholder. They also influence the 
US Federal Reserve, the IMF, and Geneva finance: in short, the world’s 
monetary policy.13 

The primary business of the London-based N M Rothschild and Sons, 
the most influential of the Rothschilds’ houses, has been to sell and buy 
treasuries and gold bullion. At 10.30am and 3pm each day they have helped 
fix the price of gold through the London Bullion Marketing Association. 
Five men have talked by phone for 10 minutes, then lowered tiny Union 
Jacks on their desks in a ceremony that has been performed daily since 
September 12,1919. The Rothschilds have earned fees on every transaction 
involving treasuries and 42m ounces of gold a day - on transfers, calls, 
puts, trades, and leases.14 Of the world’s above-ground gold reserves 
(120,000 tons), one third (40,000 tons) is held in central banks and the 
remaining two-thirds are held privately. It is not known by whom. 

It is difficult to quantify the world’s wealth. This is the sum total of the 
wealth of all nations, and includes their GDP (gross domestic product), 
mineral and oil reserves, investments, and the gold bullion in the world’s 
banks ($30ob). According to a prestigious world wealth report15 based on 
people with more than $1m, the combined GDP of the world in 2002 
was $27.2 trillion. (Of this, North America accounted for $7.4 trillion and 
Europe for $8.8 trillion.) If we reckon that the world’s wealth is ten times 
the world’s GDP, then the world’s wealth is $272 trillion. 

An estimate of the Rothschilds’ worth? The Richest Men in the World 
lists generally exclude dynastic families. If they had $6b in 1850 (a low 
estimate),16 then, assuming no erosion of the wealth base, it could have 
been invested to bring in a conservative range of between 4% and 8% 
per annum, which gives figures ranging from $1.9 trillion to $491,409 
trillion17 (more than the world’s wealth according to our estimate). Take 
a really conservative estimate of around $1 trillion.18 In comparison, Bill 
Gates’ worth was estimated in 2004 as $32 billion.19 If you consider that 
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a little over $300b would buy every ounce of gold in every bank in the 
world today,20 and that the US national debt is currently (in 2004) $7.5 
trillion (i.e. $7,500b),21 the Rothschilds’ position in the financial world can 
be grasped. 

The Creation of the US Federal Reserve 

I give a fuller account of the Rothschild story in the companion volume 
to this book, coming next year, The Secret History of the West.22 The point 
of bringing it in here is that you don’t get to be this enormously wealthy 
by making widgets, by buying and selling things. The Rothschilds got to 
be this wealthy through controlling the money supply of the nations of 
Europe. As President Garfield said in 1881: "Whoever controls a nation’s 
money supply shapes its destiny." 

But the Rothschilds were relatively weak in the New World. They tried 
to acquire an American central bank in the 1860s; Lincoln thwarted their 
efforts by opposing the National Bank Act of 1863, which gave federal 
banks the power to control the credit and finances of the US.23 They 
made another attempt early on in the twentieth century. Central to their 
new attempt was another German Jew, Jacob Schiff, who had arrived in 
America in 1865. In 1873 they gave him financial backing that enabled him 
to buy into the German Jewish firm of Kuhn and Loeb.24 Schiff married 
Solomon Loeb’s eldest daughter Theresa and bought out Kuhn’s interest. 
He was now effectively the sole owner of Kuhn, Loeb & Co. He became a 
millionaire by financing railroads, and (with "Rothschild" finance) helped 
Edward Henry Harriman, the American financier and railroad magnate, 
amass the greatest railroad fortune in the world. Schiff (again using 
"Rothschild" finance) also funded Carnegie’s steel empire - and John D. 
Rockefeller’s Standard Oil.25 

Paul Warburg was also a key figure. He and his brother Felix, also German 
Jews, arrived from Frankfurt in 1902 and, financed by "Rothschilds," 
bought into Schiff’s Kuhn, Loeb & Co. Paul married Solomon Loeb’s 
younger daughter Nina - so he and Jacob Schiff were brothers-in-law 
- and Felix married Frida Schiff, Jacob’s daughter, becoming his son-in- 
law. The Rothschilds sent Paul and Felix Warburg to New York to lobby 
for Congress to pass the central banking law, which would set up a 
central bank with the power to create money and regulate its value. Paul 
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Warburg was responsible for putting together the Federal Reserve Act, 
which was masterminded by Baron Alfred de Rothschild in London.26 In 
1903, instructed by "Rothschilds," Paul Warburg wrote a memorandum 
for Schiff on how the European Central Banking system applied to 
America’s monetary system. Schiff passed it to the National City bank, 
where Rockefeller’s agent Vanderlip contacted bankers, including J. P. 
Morgan, citing Paul Warburg’s reputation as a world authority on central 
banking. In 1907 the New York Times ran an article by Paul Warburg on 
America’s need for a central banking system. In 1908 Schiff contacted 
another "Rothschild" representative, Col. House, who was Schiff’s chief 
representative and courier, and Bernard Baruch, a multi-millionaire from 
stock market speculation, whose advice was sought by the US President 
of the day. 

In 1908 Senator Aldrich (another "Rothschildite") introduced a bill 
that proposed that banks would issue currency backed by Federal, state, 
and local government bonds (the first circulation of paper money by the 
federal government had taken place in 1861.) This was criticized, as it 
would not provide a monetary system that could respond to seasonal 
demand. Representative E. B. Vreeland then proposed basing currency 
on communal paper rather than bonds. This was passed, and the National 
Monetary Commission was established under Aldrich to approve all 
monetary legislation sent to Congress. In 1910 Paul Warburg made an 
influential speech calling for a United Reserve Bank with capital of $100m, 
and the power to circulate paper money. 

A secret meeting was convened.27 Those invited met on a railway 
platform in New Jersey and were taken by boat to a hunting lodge on Jekyll 
Island, off Brunswick, Georgia. The island had been bought in 1888 by J. 
P. Morgan, John D. Rockefeller’s brother William, Vanderbilt and other 
bankers. Those present included Sen. Aldrich, Vanderlip, Paul Warburg, 
John D. Rockefeller, Bernard Baruch, Col. House, and Jacob Schiff. One 
way or another all were linked to the Rothschilds. Ten days later they had 
agreed upon the concept of what became the Federal Reserve System. 

Theodore Roosevelt would make the ideal president for the Rothschilds, 
and the "Rothschild"-affiliated J. P. Morgan and Co. first financed his 
election bid in 1912.28 At this early stage it may simply have been to pull 
votes away from President Taft, to help the election effort of Woodrow 
Wilson (much as Ralph Nader split the Democratic vote to allow Bush 
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Jr. to beat Gore, and is likely to do the same with Kerry).29 Wilson won 
the election, and the Democrats gained control of both houses. To avoid 
mentioning a central bank, Wilson proposed that the new regional banks 
should be called "Federal Reserve banks." The Federal Reserve Bill was 
passed by the House of Representatives and Senate on December 23, 1913, 
when many Congressmen and Senators were away for the beginning of 
their Christmas break, and an hour after the Senate vote Wilson signed 
the Federal Reserve Act into law. So in one day "Rothschilds" and their 
supporters, notably J. P. Morgan’s First National Bank and Kuhn, Loeb 
& Co.’s National City Bank, had effectively taken control of the American 
economy. 

The Federal Reserve System was established in October 1914 and 
began operating in 1915. It acted (and still acts) as a fiscal agent for the 
US government; it guards the reserve accounts of commercial banks, 
to which it makes loans, and controls the paper currency supply in the 
USA. There was now a "Rothschild"-controlled central banking system 
with inflatable currency, which meant that the money supply shrank with 
each loan repayment and could only be kept going by ever-increasing 
borrowing. Col. House began to lobby for a graduated income tax - two 
recommendations in Marx’s Communist Manifesto. The seven governors 
of the Federal Reserve Board were picked by Col. House, the "Rothschild" 
representative, and included the "Rothschildite" Paul Warburg.30 The 
American people began to discover that the Federal Reserve Banks 
were privately-held corporations owned by stockholders, and agents of 
("Rothschildite") foreign banks acting as part of a world system, and not 
US government institutions.31 

Whoever controlled the Federal Reserve Bank of New York controlled 
the whole Federal Reserve system. Ninety of the 100 largest banks were 
in New York, and of the New York banks’ 200,000 shares, National City 
Bank owned 30,000, Chase National 6,000, Morgan’s First National Bank 
15,000 and Morgan’s National Bank of Commerce 21,000. 

The Great Crash 

"Rothschilds" manipulated the financial climate of the 1920s and early 
1930s to their own advantage. The Federal Reserve Board held a secret 
meeting on May 18, 1920.32 Whatever the intention, the effect was to 
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take money from US farmers and make them more dependent on the 
government (which the bankers controlled). Small country banks in 
the Middle West and West, which had refused to be part of the Federal 
Reserve System, were broken. Large banks began calling in loans, and 
stocks dropped from 138.12 in 1919 to 66.24 in 1921. Government bonds 
plummeted, and banks called in more loans and, when customers could 
not pay, seized their assets. 

After 1922 the Federal Reserve’s profits rose and it was able to lend 
ten times more than its reserves. Credit was easily obtained, and between 
1923 and 1929 the Federal Reserve expanded money supply by 62%. 
Following a bankers’ meeting in 1926, the press reported that there were 
large profits to be made from the stock market. In July 1927 the New York 
Federal Reserve Board met the heads of European central banks at a secret 
luncheon.33 The Federal Reserve Board introduced a cheap-money policy; 
it doubled its holdings of government securities, and as a result nearly 
$500 million worth of gold moved out of the US to Europe, notably France. 
This helped trigger the Depression. Details of the meeting were revealed 
in 1928 in the House hearings on the Stabilizing of the Purchasing Power 
of the Dollar. On February 6, 1929 Montagu Norman, Governor of the 
Bank of England and a close friend of Lord Rothschild who controlled the 
Bank of England, visited the US and met Andrew Mellon, the Secretary of 
Treasury. 

The Federal Reserve Board then reversed its cheap money policy again 
and raised the discount rate. In March 1929 Paul Warburg tipped off the 
group of families around "Rothschilds." They took their money out of 
the stock market and put it into gold and silver.34 Between 1929 and 1933 
the Reserve reduced the money flow by a third. On October 24, 1929 the 
New York banking Establishment began calling in loans. Customers had 
to sell stock at low prices to pay off loans. Stock prices fell by 90%, US 
Securities lost $26b. Thousands of small banks and insurance companies 
went bankrupt; many millionaires found they were broke. 

At home citizens now depended on the government. Unemployment 
was high, there were few job opportunities, and people looked to the 
government for handouts. The network of families finally brought 
Roosevelt to power in 1932, and people were dependent on Roosevelt’s 
New Deal program. The Federal Reserve Board - "Rothschilds" - now 
ruled America. 
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The Rockefellers 

There is another thread to be bought in here. Railroads dominated the 
nineteenth century. They opened up the vast interiors of North America 
and Asia. They enabled the migration of settlers and the mass-movement 
of goods, speeded up the process of Empire, were key to industrialization, 
and allowed large armies to be moved quickly. The twentieth century 
became a mechanized century. All these new machines needed power to 
drive them, and this was supplied by oil. Oil became the major source of 
money. It had been used as fuel for lamps in Berlin since 1853. In 1882 the 
British Captain Fisher (later Admiral) argued that the British fleet should 
be driven by smokeless oil fuel rather than coal, the burning of which 
made smoke that could be seen miles away. The best oil for this came from 
Russia.35 By 1900 Russian oil - the oil of the Caucasus, i.e. Baku and, next in 
importance, Grozny - accounted for half all oil produced in the world. The 
French Rothschilds had been involved in the Russian petroleum industry 
since the 1860s and in partnership with a company known as Deutsch de 
la Meurthe had built a refinery at Fiume (then Hungary’s only seaport).36 

The Rothschilds moved in on Baku, the largest Russian oilfield, and by 
1890 "Rothschilds’" Baku-based operation controlled a third of Russian 
oil output. Of $214m invested in the Russian oil industry before the First 
World War, $130m came from foreign capital, 60% of which came from 
Great Britain.37 

But the key figure in oil was the magnate John D. Rockefeller, and the rise 
of the Rockefellers to dominate the world’s oil supplies had repercussions 
throughout the century. Rockefeller had German blood: he was descended 
on his paternal side from a Hessian mercenary (Roggenfelder, which 
means "rye field" in German),38 who had Turkish ancestry and had come 
to America to fight for the British army during the Revolutionary war. He 
had deserted when offered a bribe of land in New Jersey. Roggenfelder 
changed his name to Rockefeller,39 but it is important to remember the 
family’s German origin. It explains its alliance with the German ruler of 
the day: the Kaiser, Hitler, most recently Kohl, and in particular with the 
Rothschilds. 

John D Rockefeller had "Rothschilds’" financial help via Schiff.40 In 1870 
when Standard Oil of Ohio was incorporated, Rockefeller owned 21 out of 
26 refineries in Cleveland. Next year Standard Oil (SO - our Esso) was the 
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largest refining company in the world, and in 1879 Rockefeller controlled 
90% of all the refined oil sold in the USA; he had 20,000 oil wells and 
100,000 employees. By 1885 he controlled the oil industry in the US, and 
had branches in Western Europe and China. 

By now Rockefeller was in partnership with "Rothschilds," and was 
granted a rebate on each barrel of oil he transported on the Kuhn, Loeb 
railroads of Pennsylvania, Baltimore, and Ohio.41 In 1892 he moved to 
New Jersey because the oil trust he had formed was not acceptable to Ohio. 
He now began tax-avoidance schemes under the guise of philanthropy 
(such as the University of Chicago, Medical Research, General Education 
Co.).42 

The German-American Rockefellers sought control of the world’s 
oilfields. The main obstacle was the Royal Dutch Company, which was 
supported by the Dutch and British Empires. "Rockefellers" could not 
compete in the European markets with Royal Dutch (which was able to 
ship oil from its Baku and Ploesti fields at lower prices), so they began a 
propaganda war against their rival company. This led to a price war. The 
price war hurt the Royal Dutch Co., and Henri Deterding, its head, rescued 
it from bankruptcy by persuading "Rothschilds" to make a loan in return 
for a minority interest.43 "Rothschilds" now had a stake in Royal Dutch. 

John D. Rockefeller’s wealth rose from $20om in 1899 to $1b by 1911 
(equivalent to well over $13b in today’s money).44 He then benefited hugely 
through the break up of Standard Oil by the US Supreme Court in 1911, 
which gave Rockefeller 30 days to shed 37 subsidiaries. This led to the 
creation of 34 separate companies. Shares doubled, even trebled, and 
Rockefeller’s wealth soared.45 

By 1930 the profit of the Standard Oil Company was estimated at 
$900 million, a third of which went to Rockefeller personally.46 It has 
been estimated that not long afterwards he had inestimable trillions, but 
that may be an exaggeration. What is clear is that by the time he died 
in 1937 "Rockefellers" owned a known fortune of at least $5b (worth 
about $200b now).47 They were the richest family in America and some 
sources say had overtaken the Rothschilds as the richest family in the 
world. Rockefeller owned 20% of American industry and had given away 
$55om to "philanthropic" tax-saving projects,48 leaving a tax bill of only 
$10 million. He had built the 14 buildings of Rockefeller Center in New 
York, had acquired his 4,180-acre family estate at Pocantico Hills north of 
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New York City, and was reconstructing Colonial Williamsburg. 
The rapid rise of "Rockefellers" in the early 1900s was a wake-up call 

for the Rothschilds. The mouth they had fed was biting back. Rockefeller 
was now competing for their oil in Mexico, Russia, and the Middle East. 
In 1911 they exchanged their entire Russian operation for more shares in 
Royal Dutch Shell, and became the largest shareholder in the company.49 

The Rothschilds and Rockefellers were now in direct competition. 
Like Mayer Amschel Rothschild’s five sons, John D. Rockefeller’s five 

sons (John III, Nelson, Laurance, Winthrop, and David) each went into a 
different sphere of "Rockefeller" enterprise: "philanthropy," government, 
business, oil, and banking. The five Rockefeller sons were a mirror image 
of the five Rothschild sons. They all worked within the commercial empire. 
Nelson Rockefeller became Governor of New York and Vice-President, 
while David Rockefeller became Chairman of Chase Manhattan Bank. 
The family now maintains 100 residences in all parts of the world.50 

"Rockefellers" Fund the Kaiser 

You don’t make vast fortunes by tracking the Stock Market. You make 
them by outguessing it, manipulating it. Best of all, by writing the rules. 
The Rothschilds have made their fortunes on the backs of millions of 
people who have lost their savings. Similarly you come to dominate the 
world production of oil by controlling the ground the oil is lying in: by 
owning it or leasing it on good terms. This means dictating the politics 
of the region. This is why the Rockefellers are so important to the history 
of the twentieth century. It is their interests that determine the areas of 
conflict, their actions that drive events. 

In 1900 the world’s oil production was dominated by Britain - in 
Mexico, the Ottoman Near East, Saudi Arabia, and the Caspian region.51 

"Rockefellers" waged an economic war to wrest these territories from 
imperialistic Britain and the first half of the twentieth century was about 
their victorious campaign to replace Britain as the main oil empire in 
these regions. The story of how "Rothschilds" and "Rockefellers" funded 
different sides of the Russian revolution is told in The Secret History of the 
West. They were both also involved in the First World War. 

When we think of the First World War it’s of a long line of trenches 
through Belgium and France, from the North Sea right down to the Alps. 
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It’s a bit of a mystery to us (and historians still debate the question) as to 
why it started. After all, there was no significant territorial dispute between 
France, Germany, and Britain to account for it, let alone one to draw in the 
USA and half the rest of the world. Dig underneath the surface politics, 
the individuals, and it’s oil that led to the First World War, in particular 
Germany’s attempt to seize British oil in the Near East. The German- 
American Rockefellers were closely involved in it. In 1904 the Germans 
had been given a concession by the Ottoman Turkish Sultan Abdul Hamid, 
with an option to drill the Baghdad-Mosul oilfields, which had previously 
been promised to Americans. Then in 1905 Britain, through the spy Sidney 
Reilly, acquired the right to drill for oil there, beating off competition from 
the French Rothschilds.52 In 1912 the German government exchanged their 
concession for a quarter interest in Turkish Petroleum Co., which was 
75% owned by the British government through Royal Dutch Shell and the 
Anglo-Persian Co. (thereby excluding "Rockefellers" from the Mosul field). 
"Rockefellers" fanned German resentment at being outmaneuvered.53 The 
Kaiser then turned to "Rockefellers" and with their financial help built the 
Berlin-to-Baghdad railway so he could drill the oilfields under Ottoman 
control and wrest Near Eastern oil from his imperialistic competitor, the 
British.54 The Kaiser was thus threatening to seize Egypt and eliminate 
British control of the Suez Canal and sever the British Empire’s lifeline. 
This aim put Germany on a collision course with Great Britain. 

The Rockefellers’ distant Turkish ancestry also enabled them to approach 
the Ottomans. In 1914 Standard Oil loaned the Turkish government $35m, 
and in return were permitted to drill for oil in Ottoman territory. Through 
Chase National and Kuhn, Loeb, and in accordance with a deal they made 
with the Kaiser via Warburgs, "Rockefellers" gave the Kaiser $300m to 
finance the First World War through the Federal Reserve System, which 
stipulated that any bank losses would be financed by the US Treasury.55 

Their Standard Oil interests made a deal with the German government 
under which their holdings were taken over by the Reich with full 
compensation, and they supplied the Germans with the oil they required 
for the conduct of the war.56 (A similar deal between "Rockefellers" and the 
Germans took place at the beginning of the Second World War and led to 
Senator Truman’s charge of treason against Standard Oil.) 
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"Rockefellers" Wrest Oil in Near East 

When a Serbian (who was also a Grand Orient Freemason) called Gabriel 
Princip assassinated the Austrian Archduke Franz Ferdinand events were 
running out of control in Europe, and the First World War began on June 
28,1914. 

The Rothschilds, split between five countries, supported their own 
countries and found themselves on the sides of both Great Britain and 
Austro-Hungary. But Britain was going broke. In 1915 the New York 
banking-house J. P. Morgan and Co., the top American "Rothschild" 
representative, was named (with the approval of Woodrow Wilson) as 
the sole purchasing agent for all war supplies from the neutral US.57 By 
1917 Britain had ordered $20 billion worth of arms on Morgan’s account 
(on which Morgans took 2%, making $400m). Britain had won the war 
and become the dominant world power on borrowed money. John Foster 
Dulles calculated that Britain, France, and the Allied Powers owed the US 
$12.5 billion at 5% interest, but were owed $33 billion by Germany in war 
reparations. By 1919 England owed the US $4.7b in war debts, and the 
British national debt had risen drastically from £650 million (1914) to the 
then huge amount of £7.4b.58 

America loaned the allies $3b and another $6b for exports. Those 
who made the loans were J. P. Morgan, the top American "Rothschild" 
representative with new links to "Rockefellers," John D. Rockefeller, and 
Paul and Felix Warburg and Schiff.59 Several "Rockefellerites" contributed 
funding, including a Federal Reserve Bank of New York director and 
"Rockefellerite" partners of J. P. Morgan, who gave $1m each.60 All seven 
sought to protect their investments in Europe, making hundreds of million 
dollars out of the First World War, and it was their influence that finally 
took America into the war on the British side in 1917.61 

After the bloodbath of Verdun in 1916 Winston Churchill realized 
that Britain could not win the war without more direct American help.62 

Supporting Britain was by no means certain, more Americans were of 
German ancestry than English. One factor that initially pushed the 
Americans to the British side was the sinking of the Lusitania by a German 
submarine in 1915. This was allegedly a British passenger liner carrying 
1,201 people, including 128 Americans, who were all killed. But it seems 
more likely today that it was also carrying a large store of military weapons. 
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The ship’s owners, Cunard Lines, had turned it over to the First Lord of 
the Admiralty, Winston Churchill. It was sent to New York to be loaded 
with 6 million rounds of ammunition owned by J. P. Morgan and Co. to 
be sold to England and France to aid the war against Germany. (On August 
3, 1914 the French firm of Rothschild Freres cabled Morgan and Co. in 
New York suggesting a floating loan of $100m to pay for French purchases 
of American goods.) 

In December 1914 England broke the German war code. When the 
Lusitania set sail for England Churchill knew where every U-boat was, 
including three in the Lusitania’s vicinity.63 According to Commander 
Joseph Kenworth of British Naval Intelligence, "the Lusitania was 
deliberately sent at considerably reduced speed into an area where a U- 
boat was known to be waiting and her escort withdrawn."64 

British Foreign Secretary Sir Edward Grey had asked Col. House, 
"What will America do if the Germans sink an ocean liner with American 
passengers on board?" House replied, "I believe that a flame of indignation 
would sweep the United States and that by itself would be sufficient to 
carry us into the war."65 

The price for American involvement in the war was that British vassals 
in the Near East should grant concessions to "Rockefellers’" Standard 
Oil.66 Jews had lobbied for such concessions. Some no doubt hoped that 
American involvement would advance Zionist aspirations of resettling in 
Palestine. In 1917 the British Foreign secretary, Lord Balfour, addressed 
a letter containing the Balfour Declaration, to Walter, Lord Rothschild, 
which promised a new Jewish homeland. The Rockefellers lobbied not 
because of any deep sympathy with Jews - as Roggenfelders they had been 
German Turks - but to advance their grip on world oil supplies. 

The British agreed to let Standard Oil into the Near East.67 Only when 
that had happened did America come into the war. The Near East gave 
"Rockefellers" a world platform. After the war, operating from the Near East, 
Standard Oil obtained access to Romania, Belgium, Ethiopia, Sumatra, 
Persia, Kamchatka, Turkey, Saudi Arabia, France, Czechoslovakia, and 
China. 

By 1919, following the collapse of the Ottoman Empire, the Oil Empire 
was based on private corporations (Standard Oil, Shell, British Petroleum), 
rather than nations. 

It was to seize Turkish oilfields that Britain had launched her disastrous 



20 The Syndicate 

campaign against Gallipoli.68 After the war the victorious British took over 
the Baku oilfields from the defeated Turks and Germans. In exchange 
for French help in the Near East, Britain offered Syria a quarter interest 
in the Turkish Petroleum Co., and in 1920 Britain and France signed 
an agreement to this effect in San Remo. France however undid this 
agreement by signing a treaty with Turkey in 1921, whereupon Britain 
claimed Mosul for Iraq and made Emir Feisal King of Iraq.69 

In 1920 "Rockefellers" moved to obtain British oilfields. Standard 
Oil bought half the Baku oil holding of Nobel Oil Co., having battled 
"Rothschilds’" Royal Dutch and Shell for Baku for eight years.70 In 
December 1921 "Rockefellers’" Standard Oil made a deal with Britain for 
half the Mesopotamian and Palestinian oilfields and a quarter interest in 
the Turkish Petroleum Co. (formerly the French share) in exchange for 
half "Rockefellers’" North Persian oilfields.71 Well satisfied, "Rockefellers" 
and the US State Department then withdrew their opposition to the 
League of Nations’ willingness to grant mandates to Britain in Palestine 
and other regions.72 "Rockefellers" were now well entrenched in the Near 
East. In 1927 engineers of the quarter-"Rockefellers’" Turkish Petroleum 
Company struck the first oil in Iraq, at Baba Gurgur, north of Kirkuk.73 

Russia 

The Rockefellers became involved with Russia as well as Germany. The 
Russian Revolution itself can be seen in part at least in terms of a battle 
between "Rothschilds’" Royal Dutch Co. and "Rockefellers’" Standard 
Oil for control of the Russian Baku oilfields. It was in fact a series of 
revolutions. (Full details of these revolutions can be found in The Secret 
History of the West.) 

The first was in 1905, when "Rockefellers" funded Trotsky’s abortive 
attempt via Kuhn Loeb.74 "Rothschilds" then mobilized Lord Milner (a 
33rd-degree Mason whose intransigence as High Commissioner in South 
Africa had precipitated the Boer War and who had become a minister in 
Lloyd George’s First World War cabinet in 1916) and the British Embassy 
in Moscow to install Kerensky with a brief to depose the Tsar. Milner spent 
21 million roubles financing (around $50 million in current values) to 
fund this second revolution by Kerensky and his Mensheviks.75 

"Rockefellers," taken by surprise by Kerensky’s revolution, struck back. 
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Following an emergency meeting at the Grand Orient Lodge in Hamburg, 
Jacob Schiff, the investment banker, ordered by cable: "Prepare Trotsky."76 

Trotsky (whose real name was Bronstein) was sent back to Russia from the 
"Rockefeller"/Standard Oil property he had been living on at Constable 
Hook, Bayonne, New Jersey with Grand Orient backing77 to liaise with 
Lenin (real name Ulianov), and precipitate the third revolution which 
took place in October 1917. Jacob Schiff is alleged to have given $2om 
($320m in today’s values) to fund this third revolution.78 It was set up 
(according to the consensus view) by Max Warburg and Co. of Hamburg, 
and the Rhineland Westphalia Syndicate, and the funds were placed in 
the Nya Banken at Stockholm, Sweden (a Warburg bank).79 Max Warburg 
was Chief of the Secret Police in Germany,80 brother to Paul Warburg who 
masterminded the Federal Reserve. There are also claims that $10 million 
went to Trotsky, and $15 million to Lenin, who took $5-6 million of that 
with him on a train on his famous return to Russia.81 

A cartoon in the St Louis Post- 
Dispatch in 1911 sums it up. Karl Marx 
stands in Wall Street surrounded 
by an appreciative audience of 
financiers: John D Rockefeller, J. P. 
Morgan, John D. Ryan of National 
City Bank and Morgan partner George 
W. Perkins. It was well known that 
"Rockefellers"(having been thwarted 
by the Tsar over Baku) were "dee- 
lighted" (the caption on the cartoon) 
to be associated with revolutionary 
activity in Russia.82 

In 1920 "Rockefellers’" Standard 
Oil bought half the Baku oil holding of 
Nobel Oil Co. from the Bolsheviks, as 
we have seen. When Lenin established 
his New Economic Policy in 1921, 
capitalists returned to Russia, whose economy was in chaos. The most 
notable of the capitalists were the Rockefellers. The Rockefellers’ Chase 
National Bank (later Chase Manhattan) established an American-Russian 
Chamber of Commerce in 1922, through their representative Frank 
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Vanderlip and the Harrimans. In 1925 Chase National agreed to finance 
Soviet raw material imports to the US and export cotton and machinery to 
the Soviet Union.83 

When Lenin died in 1924 there was effectively a fourth revolution in 
which Stalin seized the succession from his rivals, and in 1925 sold a half 
interest in Russian oil including Baku (which had been previously worked 
by "Rothschilds") to the Rockefellers in return for funding for his Five- 
Year Plans.84 The first Plan was financed in 1926 through Schiff’s Kuhn, 
Loeb & Co., who now acted for the Rockefellers and not for their original 
clients, the Rothschilds.85 In March 1926 "Rockefellers’" Standard Oil of 
New York and its subsidiary Vacuum Oil Co. loaned $75m to the Bolsheviks, 
bought 800,000 tons of crude oil and 100,000 tons of kerosene from 
the Russian government and marketed Soviet oil throughout Europe.86 In 
1927 Standard Oil of New York built a refinery in Russia, which helped 
the Bolsheviks to restore the economy.87 In 1928 Chase National sold 
Bolshevik bonds in the US to raise money for Stalin’s regime.88 

"Rockefellers" were now carrying out a twentieth-century policy of 
imperialism similar to but even more aggressive than the policy of the 
Rothschilds in the nineteenth century. Countries belonging to the League 
of Nations (see below) were seeking help from the US. However, as part 
of the Treaty of Versailles, John D. Rockefeller said that no country could 
receive a loan unless influential bankers controlled its central bank.89 

Countries without a central bank now set one up, and the east-coast 
network of banking families controlled all new central banks. The Bank for 
International Settlement was set up in 1930, and through it the network 
of families controlled the world’s money.90 In these early decades of the 
twentieth century we can see the pattern of money, oil, and intervention 
in the affairs of nations around the world which is still very much with us 
today. 
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THE   NATURE   OF 

THE   SY N D I C A T E  

From the days of Spartacus Weishaupt to those of Karl Marx, 

to those of Trotsky, Bela-Kuhn, Rosa Luxembourg and Emma 

Goldman, this world wide conspiracy ... has been steadily 

growing. 

Winston Churchill, Illustrated Sunday Herald, February 8, 1920 

A number of individuals and families now controlled a significant 
proportion of the world’s wealth, and were collaborating to promote their 
joint commercial interest - the Rothschilds, Rockefellers, Warburgs, 
Morgans, and Schiffs, the families of the influential men who devised the 
Federal Reserve System on Jekyll Island - and they can now be referred 
to collectively as "the Syndicate" (my word). The dictionary definition of 
a "syndicate" is "a combination of individuals or commercial firms to 
promote some common interest," and this combination of influential 
families had a common interest. 

The Syndicate is dynastic. It has renewed itself from generation to 
generation, and as we shall see, it continues today. The Schiff, Warburg, 
Morgan, Harriman, and Milner families have given way to new names. A 
full list of the most influential corporate families would not be complete 
without the Astors, the Bundys, the Bushes, the Collinses, the du Ponts, 
the Eatons, the Freemans, the Kennedys, the Lis, the Onassises, the 
Reynoldses, the Russells, and the Van Duyns, as well as the Rockefellers, 
and the Rothschilds.1 

It is now difficult to distinguish between the individuals and their com- 
mercial firms, conglomerates of companies or corporations which shared 
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the common interest of the Syndicate. By placing inverted commas round 
family names ("Rothschilds," "Rockefellers") I seek to make clear that I 
am not referring to particular individuals but to a particular emphasis 
of a commercial pattern. When I have used, and from now on when I 
use, the terms "Rothschilds" or "Rothschildite," and "Rockefellers" or 
"Rockefellerite," I am defining an emphasis, a shade within the ethos 
and outlook on life of the Syndicate rather than the influence of a specific 
individual; in the case of the "Rothschilds," a commercial drive associated 
with their nineteenth-century financial dominance and imperialism, and 
in the case of the "Rockefellers," a commercial drive associated with their 
twentieth-century acquisition of oil and shaping of international events 
through revolutions. "Rothschildian" is a descriptive adjective meaning 
"belonging to" the commercial enterprise of "Rothschilds," as in "Roth- 
schildian oil interests." "Rockefellerite" can similarly mean "belonging 
to" the commercial enterprise of "Rockefellers." A "Rockefellerite" means 
a follower of the "Rockefeller" faction within the Syndicate and its poli- 
cies; a "Rothschildite" means a follower of the "Rothschild" faction within 
the Syndicate and its policies. "Rockefellerite" and "Rothschildite" mean 
"pertaining to the faction and policies" of "Rockefellers"/"Rothschilds." 
(Compare "Thatcherite," which can indicate a member of the Thatcher 
faction or a follower of a Thatcher policy; or even an economic or com- 
mercial direction.) 

In the rest of this book I am not making any imputation against the 
specific behavior of any individual, family, company, or corporation 
among the Syndicate families and their institutionalized fortunes. Rather, 
I am presenting the achievements of the Syndicate families as part of a 
pattern. 

I believe some of the corporate leaders and bankers among the elite 
families had a noble, altruistic vision of a unified world without war, 
disease, or famine: of a Utopia, a Paradise. Revolutions and ideas of new 
world orders frequently begin with a noble aim of banishing inequality, 
hunger, disease, and war. However, if this noble ideal was to be imposed 
by stealth without the consent of the people of the US, Europe, and other 
countries of the world, then it was fundamentally undemocratic and wrong 
in principle, no matter how well-intentioned. 

Others had an ignoble, exploitative, self-interested, capitalist vision 
which was to maximize their billions and turn them into more billions. 
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To increase their profits, they desired sympathetic world leaders whose 
political policies would assist their commercial interests and who would 
be happy to install puppet presidents and prime ministers who would 
implement their commercial policies. They would use the political 
situation for their own commercial ends, and were not averse to assisting 
both sides in a conflict if it suited them 

Each of the branches of the Syndicate has their own blend of idealism, 
practicality, and ambition. But the different branches of the Syndicate, 
particularly the two factions of the Rothschilds and Rockefellers, are not 
really in conflict. It’s more like the number-one supplier of, say, washing 
powder, with competing brands of its own product on the shelf. We think 
we have a choice, but it’s offered to us by the same company. We don’t 
realize how powerful and how connected it is because it operates in secret. 
And your immediate response might be - then how do you know it’s there? 
How does it work? 

The first part of the answer is that it works through various inter- 
linked, often informal organizations, whose relative influence in the US 
and Europe varies over the years. The more secretive they are, the more 
significant they sometimes appear to be. When you look at their connections 
it’s often surprising how close they are, despite the surface differences. At 
any one time in the twentieth century there have been no more than a few 
hundred individuals in the West who have shaped its history - financiers, 
politicians, diplomats, monarchs, revolutionaries, media barons, and they 
all tend to know each other through these groups. 

The Round Table 

The idea of a society throughout the world working for federal 

union fascinated Milner as it had fascinated Rhodes. 

Carroll Quigley, Anglo-American Establishment 

These secretive organizations mostly operate under "Chatham House 
Rules," an unwritten code (respected by journalists) referring to a forum 
in which individuals with "status position" can express their personal 
views confidentially, without future attribution or risk to their reputation, 
on certain occasions. One such formed in 1910 under the leadership of 
"Rothschilds" was the Round Table, which was named after a quarterly 
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journal brought out that year. The idea was taken from the legend of King 
Arthur and his Knights. It originated in a secret group established in 
South Africa in 1891 by Cecil Rhodes.2 An "Inner Circle of Initiates," "the 
Society of the Elect," included: Rhodes; Milner (who was appointed as the 
main trustee to carry out the terms of Rhodes’ last will); Balfour; Nathan, 
Lord Rothschild; Arnold Toynbee; and Lord Grey. An Outer Circle, "the 
Association of Helpers," was established by Milner between 1909 and 1913 
as the Round Table. This was divided into an Inner Circle that included 
Arnold Toynbee, and an Outer Circle.3 

After 1902 it was funded out of the diamond fortune of "Rothschilds" 
protege Cecil Rhodes, who expanded British rule in Southern and Central 
Africa.4 In his first will, made in 1877 while he was an undergraduate, he 
left a fortune he had not yet made to the colonial secretary to found a se- 
cret society that would work for "the extension of British rule throughout 
the world..., the foundation of so great a power as to hereafter render wars 
impossible and promote the interests of humanity." At Oxford Univer- 
sity Rhodes had been taught by John Ruskin that Ruskin’s elite students 
should eventually lead mankind, which would benefit from their rule. In 
his third will he left his wealth to Nathan Mayer, Lord Rothschild who, 
for strategic reasons was replaced by Lord Rosebery in the seventh will. 
Lord Rosebery (who was British Prime Minister in 1894-5) had married 
into the Rothschild family in 1878 (his wife Hannah was the daughter 
of Mayer Rothschild).5 Rhodes’s intention was that the £3m fund he left 
in 1902 should promote the concept of globalism and one-world govern- 
ment, and it set up the Rhodes Scholarships, whose beneficiaries have in- 
cluded Dean Rusk (US Secretary of State throughout the 1960s), Senator 
Fulbright, and President Bill Clinton. 

The Round Table had come together at a time of rapid revolution in 
communications. The development of flight, which was demonstrated by 
the Wright brothers in 1903 and led less than a dozen years later to planes 
flying in the First World War, together with the development of wireless 
radio made the problem of great distances surmountable and a new round 
of pressure for world government seemed timely. The goal of the Round 
Table was "nothing less than to create a world system of financial control 
in private hands able to dominate the political system of each country 
and the economy of the world as a whole"6 - in other words, a one-world 
government controlled by the international bankers. They saw England as 
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an Atlantic power, not a European power and hoped for a federation of the 
English-speaking world. 

Milner (who believed that "men should strive to build the Kingdom of 
Heaven here upon this earth, and that the leadership in that task must fall 
first and foremost upon the English-speaking peoples")7 spread the Round 
Table groups to South Africa, Canada, Australia, New Zealand, India, 
and the US. They were all controlled from England, and their members 
included the most prominent politicians of the British government, all 
of whom were dedicated to a one-world government.8 The Round Table 
is referred to,9 by both participants and outsiders, as "the Milner Group," 
"the Committee of 300" (a separate organization), "the Illuminati" or 
"neo-Illuminati," and "the Olympians" (meaning, those equal to the gods 
of Olympus in Greek legend). (References to "the Order" with its "Skull 
and Bones" ritual indicate the American Templars.) The Illuminati refer 
to the private Order founded in Frankfurt by the first Rothschild in 1776, 
following his meetings with Adam Weishaupt. Following the oppression by 
the elector of Bavaria the Order was hidden in the "Grand Orient," a branch 
of Freemasonry. In due course the rich Syndicate families such as the 
Rockefellers and J. P. Morgans were among the Round Table’s financiers. 
Through the Astor family the Round Table controlled the London Times 
newspaper. The parallel American Round-Table group, controlled by J. P. 
Morgan and Co., had an identical goal.10 It included leaders of the Carnegie 
Endowment and other US-based foundations. According to the Carnegie 
Endowment’s own documents, its leaders concluded in 1911 that the best 
way to alter a people’s life is to involve it in war. 

Fabian Society 

Stealth, intrigue, subversion, and the deception of never calling 

socialism by its right name. 

Shaw, on the Fabian Society 

The Rothschilds have generally been identified after Waterloo with the 
imperial drives of Britain and other major European countries. The 
intellectual movement of internationalism reflected similar aims, though 
by different methods. The Rothschilds also had an interest in funding 



28 The Syndicate 

these movements. For instance they funded Karl Marx, author of the 
Communist Manifesto, to write Das Kapital in the 1860s.11 The major 
expression of internationalism in the UK was the Fabian Society, a 
socialist society founded in London in 1883-4 by George Bernard Shaw, 
Sidney and Beatrice Webb, and others.12 The Society believed in gradual 
revolution to bring about a socialist one-world government and was named 
after the Roman general Fabius Maximus, nicknamed "Cunctator" for his 
delaying tactics during the Second Punic War.13 The Society’s emblem was 
(and is) a wolf in sheep’s clothing. Generally Fabian plans have not been 
presented under the names of individuals (George Bernard Shaw, Sidney 
and Beatrice Webb, Annie Besant, John Galsworthy, R. H. Tawney, H. G. 
Wells, and Harold Laski), but under the think-tanks and planning units 
they created as fronts: the LSE (London School of Economics, in 1895), 
PEP (Political and Economic Planning), and FU (Federal Union).14 Among 
the LSE’s major contributors were the Rockefeller Foundation and Mrs. 
Ernest Elmhirst, the widow of J. P. Morgan partner Willard Straight.15 The 
Fabian Society’s best-known publication is the Economist, but its tradition 
of Fabian Essays in Socialism, edited in 1899 by Shaw,16 has been continued 
in the New Fabian Essays, edited in 1952 by R. H. S. Crossman, later a 
British Labour minister. 

After the First World War Fabian influence spread to Europe, where Jean 
Monnet, a young French socialist sent to Canada in 1910 who had met the 
exclusive group of one-worlders round Woodrow Wilson’s special advisor, 
Col. House, and had been made deputy secretary general of the League 
of Nations in 1919,17 represented the message. Fabianism also spread to 
America, where the Supreme Court Justice and Communist sympathizer 
Felix Frankfurter18 established an American version of PEP - the NPA 
(the National Planning Association) - which was followed by the BAC (the 
Business Advisory Council). These three organizations worked closely with 
the Council on Foreign Relations to promote a United States of Europe. 
Frankfurter’s Fabian policy of amending the US Constitution has tilted 
it towards socialism. Frankfurter became a close friend of Harold Laski, 
a Marxist Professor at the LSE, and they frequently exchanged visits and 
ideas, and Laski became a friend of Roosevelt. 
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The League of Nations 

Collective security. 

President Woodrow Wilson to the Senate, 1917 

The armistice that ended the First World War had been based on Woodrow 
Wilson’s 14-point proposals for a post-war peace settlement, and this 
was included in the Treaty of Versailles. The clauses of the treaty were 
worked out at an international Grand Orient Masonic Congress held at 
their headquarters in Rue Cadet, Paris, in June 1917.19 They had the idea 
for the League of Nations and worked out the clauses of the constitution. 
The minutes for a preliminary planning meeting in January 1917 speak 
of "elaborating the Constitution of the League of Nations." "Rothschilds’" 
representative Col. House (a 33rd-degree Grand-Lodge Mason) was in 
charge. President Wilson took the idea from Col. House,20 and represented 
the US at the Peace Conference. Bernard Baruch, who had made $20om for 
himself while head of the War Industries Board,21 was also in the American 
delegation to the Paris Peace Conference. The English delegation included 
Sir Philip Sassoon, a direct descendent of Mayer Amschel Rothschild; and 
the French delegation included Georges Mandel (who was also known as 
Jereboam Rothschild).22 

The stated aim of the League was to solve international disputes 
and reduce arms. But the Grand Orient wanted the Treaty of Versailles 
between the Allies and Germany (1919) to transfer the wealth of the fallen 
monarchies to the Grand Orient nations in the form of war reparations.23 

War reparations would cripple Germany, and the Treaty of Versailles 
included a 20-year truce, which split up Europe. As Lloyd George pointed 
out: "We have written a document that guarantees war in 20 years .... 
When you place conditions on a people (Germany) that it cannot possibly 
keep, you force it to either breach the agreement or to war."24 Lloyd George 
was prescient, almost to the year. 

The US Senate, however, then rejected the League, and in 1921 made 
a separate peace treaty with Germany and Austria.25 Maybe for oil 
and money interests peace was not such a good idea. Maybe a public 
organization like this, in the media spotlight, wasn’t what they really 
Wanted and needed. 
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The Royal Institute of International Affairs 

The Royal Institute of International Affairs (RIIA) is nothing 

but the Milner Group "writ large." 

Carroll Quigley, Anglo-American Establishment 

When news of the rejection by the US of the League of Nations reached 
Col. House in Paris, where he was constructing the Versailles Treaty, 
pro-globalist Americans met their pro-globalist British counterparts and 
established in principle two organizations that would fulfill the plans of 
the Round Table.26 

The first of these two organizations to be set up was the British one. In 
1919 Lionel Curtis, secretary to Lord Milner, established a front system27 

for the Round Table known as the Royal Institute of International Affairs 
(RIIA), which was also known as the Chatham House Study Group as its 
headquarters (until 1961) were in Chatham House, Ormond Yard (which 
gave its name to the "Chatham House Rules"). Its first paid official was the 
world-government federalist historian Arnold Toynbee, who later became 
its Director. Its initial endowment was £2,000 from Thomas Lamont of J. 
P. Morgan,28 and it has since received many millions of dollars from the 
Rockefeller Foundation and Carnegie Corporation.29 

The American version was the Institute of International Affairs (HA), 
formed in July 1919 by Col. House, following a year of meetings in New 
York.30 House was an admirer of Karl Marx, and had written a novel (Philip 
Dru: Administrator) about establishing "socialism as dreamed of by Karl 
Marx" and about the creation of a one-world totalitarian government with 
a central bank and income tax. House implemented the philosophy of his 
book during his time as Wilson’s advisor.31 

In May 1919 Baron Edmond de Rothschild hosted a dinner in Paris for 
Colonel House’s IIA (which was supported by a number of J. P. Morgan’s 
associates) and the Round Table (Milner, Curtis, and others). It was decided 
that the two organizations should remain separate.32 

In 1922 the RIIA apparently asked Major John Rawlings Reese to set up 
the largest brainwashing and psychological warfare facility in the world 
at the Tavistock Institute for Human Relations, part of Sussex University. 
Since then the US government has given contracts worth billions of dollars 
to Tavistock.33 

The British RIIA’s original aims were to extend the British Empire into 
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a world government.34 Its leaders in London were Lionel Curtis, secretary 
to Milner in South Africa and founder of the quarterly Round Table in 
1910, and Lord Lothian (a relative of the current British Conservative Party 
Shadow Foreign Secretary, Michael Ancram, whose father inherited the 
title from a cousin), John Maynard Keynes, and Alfred Zimmern (an Oxford 
Professor and author of The League of Nations and the Rule of Law), who 
introduced his pupil Arnold Toynbee, the celebrated historian.35 Meetings 
began in July 1920, and Toynbee wrote the first annual International Survey 
in 1924.36 In a speech given in Copenhagen in 1931 Toynbee declared: "We 
are at present working with all our might to wrest this mysterious force 
called sovereignty out of the clutches of the local national states of our 
world. And all the time we are denying with our lips what we are doing 
with our hands."37 

John D. Rockefeller made a contribution of £8,000 pa from 1932,38 

and was known to Toynbee. On the American CFR side, the leaders were 
Woodrow Wilson, Col. House, Christian Herter, Tasker Bliss (acting chief 
of staff to US troops during the First World War and US delegate to the 
Paris Peace Conference), and John Foster Dulles and his brother Allen 
Dulles. Walter Lippmann was influential, as were Robert Schuman and 
Paul Warburg.39 

The link between Chatham House and the CFR (see below) was strong 
because of the friendship between John Foster Dulles, chairman of the 
Trustees of the Rockefeller Foundation, and Arnold Toynbee, who regularly 
exchanged visits. "Rockefellers" partly funded Toynbee through Dulles.40 

When Toynbee went to the US, Dulles arranged speaking engagements 
for him through the CFR.41 Both men believed that the nation-state should 
die, although they had differing political views: Dulles was a Republican 
who saw the end of Europe’s nation-states as guaranteeing peace, while 
Toynbee was virtually a Marxist and was ideologically opposed to the 
nation-state.42 

Toynbee was the central figure at Chatham House from 1925 until he 
retired in 1955; he was Director of Studies there (as well as being Professor 
at the London School of Economics, which had been founded by the Fabians 
in 1895) and he was central to the campaign for world federation.43 His 12 
volumes of A Study of History brought him international fame, and he 
exercised the influence this gave him by arguing that nation-states should 
be destroyed44 and replaced by large blocs which would one day lead to 



32 The Syndicate 

a world government. He criticized Curtis’s belief in Empire federation 
with sovereign states as "monomania," and ran a series of international 
study conferences that promoted internationalism. He argued that if 
Europe lost influence to China or South Africa, the new international 
society would be an outgrowth of Western civilization from European 
roots. The internationalist Clement Artlee, leader of the British Labour 
Party, told the Party’s Conference in 1934 in words that echoed Toynbee’s 
theme: "We are deliberately putting loyalty to a world order above loyalty 
to our own country."45 Toynbee’s friends were pioneers of the European 
Union, such as the Bolsheviks R. H. Tawney and William Temple (later 
Archbishop of Canterbury), who supported a federal and regional world 
structure and a united Europe that subsumed 25 sovereign states.46 This 
view was supported by Visser t’Hooft, ecumenist and general secretary of 
the World Council of Churches, who in the spring of 1945 was given $1m 
by John D. Rockefeller Jr. to promote ecumenism.47 Dulles sent American 
churchmen to visit Toynbee.48 In due course the creation of Benelux, the 
union of Belgium, the Netherlands, and Luxembourg, took place as a 
result of planning by the Federal Union in London, Arnold Toynbee, and 
John Foster Dulles.49 

Council on Foreign Relations 

The real rulers in Washington are invisible, and exercise power 

from behind the scenes. 

Felix Frankfurter, justice of the US Supreme Court50 

A separate version of the RIIA in the USA was called the Council on 
Foreign Relations (CFR). This will crop up frequently during the book. 
It was a front51 for the "Rothschild"-affiliated J. P. Morgan and Co., who 
controlled a small Round Table group, and it was incorporated on July 21, 
1921 out of the IIA, which supported the League of Nations, and out of the 
Round Table, which wanted to weaken the League to strengthen Germany 
and isolate England from Europe so as to establish an Anglo-American 
Atlantic power of England, the British Dominions, and the United States.52 

The CFR also included participants of the Paris Peace talks. It was decided 
that now that America was growing in confidence and had intervened in 
Europe to win victory in the First World War, the American Round Table 



The Nature of the Syndicate 33 

would in future be an American entity, based in the Institute of Advanced 
Study at Princeton University, and not connected with the British Round 
Table based at All Souls College, Oxford.53 

The ubiquitous Col. House wrote the CFR’s Charter,54 and it was 
financed by Paul Warburg, Jacob Schiff, Averill Harriman, Vanderlip, 
Baruch, Aldrich, J. P. Morgan, John D. Rockefeller, Kahn, Wiggin, and 
Lehman. Its 150 members had mostly worked on the Versailles Peace 
Treaty, and many were linked to J. P. Morgans.55 The CFR’s posture was to 
study international relations, but in fact its members were to infiltrate the 
American government and influence its agenda.56 The CFR members, the 
financiers of the Syndicate, are known as "Insiders," "the Establishment," 
or "the invisible government." 

In 1927 they were funded by the Rockefeller Foundation, fresh from 
its new involvement with Stalin - and Bolivia, where Standard Oil (New 
Jersey) had just located oilfields - and later by the Carnegie and Ford 
Foundations, and J. P. Morgans.57 In 1929 the CFR’s headquarters were 
moved to 58 East 68th Street in New York (where they still are).58 This 
building was funded by "Rockefellers" and has been called "the Foreign 
Office of the Rockefeller Empire."59 Beside it stand two other emblems of 
the "Rockefeller"-Soviet Axis: the building of the Soviet delegation to the 
UN and "Rockefellers" Institute of Public Administration, which controlled 
the city and State governments. By 1936 the CFR had 250 members. 
Almost every key position in every administration from Roosevelt to the 
present time has been held by a CFR member, and since 1945 practically 
every Presidential candidate has been a CFR member.60 Today there are 
some 3,000 members. 

Institute of Pacific Relations 

The chief figure in the Institute of Pacific Relations of the U.S. 

was, for many years, Jerome D. Greene, Boston banker known 

to both Rockefeller and Morgan. 

Carroll Quigley, Anglo-American Establishment 

In 1925 Curtis established the Institute of Pacific Relations (IPR) in 12 
countries.61 By 1927, when the American Council of the IPR signed the 
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group’s Constitution, the IPR was dependent on "Rockefellers," which 
gave it grants totaling $2m over a period of 25 years.62 

The IPR was organized at the same time as Standard Oil’s deal to buy 
surplus Russian oil, the basis of the "Rockefeller"-Soviet Axis, which was 
underway in 1925-6.63 Lenin had said, "Who controls Asia, controls the 
world."64 Half the world’s population is in Asia, which is rich in resources, 
and Hitler’s expansionist-thinking Haushofer as well as Lenin sought 
conquest of the world through domination of the Eurasian land mass. 
The IPR’s agenda was extending "Rockefellers’" influence in Asia, in 
particular taking control of South-East Asian oil from Royal Dutch Shell.65 

With this end in view it has been claimed that it controlled the moves that 
led to America’s entry into the Second World War.66 Information is now 
coming out that USS Ward provoked the attack on Pearl Harbor,67 and that 
"Rockefellers’" Institute knew in advance when the attack would take place 
and that it would involve the US in war.68 

The Japanese swept through Asia and seized all the oil holdings of Royal 
Dutch Shell in South-East Asia. With the defeat of Japan in 1945, most of 
Royal Dutch Shell’s oilfields in South-East Asia came under the control of 
"Rockefellers’" Standard Oil.69 

The Bilderberg Group 

It is difficult to re-educate the people who have been brought 

up on nationalism to the idea of relinquishing part of their 

sovereignty to a supranational body. 

Prince Bernhard 

The degree to which some names crop up in many different organizations 
will have become apparent. Even ones seemingly on different sides of 
the political spectrum are linked, through contacts or financing. The one 
group that brings them together more than any other has been described 
as the Bilderberg Group. 

It became known as this because they first met at the Hotel de Bilderberg 
in Oosterbeck, Holland, in May 1954. The participants called the group 
"the Alliance."70 Journalists, unable to learn the group’s name, dubbed 
them "Bilderbergers." 

The host of the first Bilderberg meeting,  Prince Bernhard of the 
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Netherlands (Queen Juliana’s husband) had backed Hitler and become 
an SS officer during the Second World War.71 At the end of the war he 
had returned to the Hague Grand Lodge, and was a major stockholder 
in Royal Dutch Shell, the "Rothschild"-dominated oil company.72 A 
member of the House of Orange, Bernhard claimed descent from the 
Merovingian line which produced the Kings of Jerusalem.73 In a sense, 
the Bilderberg Group was founded by a descendent of Godfroi de 
Bouillon, who became King of Jerusalem in 1099. As well as the German 
Prince Bernhard the "Bilderberger" group was organized by Dr. Joseph 
Retinger, a Polish Communist; Colin Gubbins, director of British Special 
Operations Executive; and Gen. Bedell Smith, former US Ambassador to 
Moscow and director of the CIA.74 It is reputed to have been created by the 
Chairman of the RIIA, Alastair Buchan, son of author John Buchan (Lord 
Tweedsmuir), with input from Arnold Toynbee.75 Its governing council 
included representatives of N. M. Rothschild, Schroder Bank, the New York 
Times, the RIIA, the CIA, and Henry Kissinger.76 Its members, who were 
handpicked by Baron Edmond de Rothschild and Laurance Rockefeller, 
were 100 of the world’s elite, many drawn from the CFR which now 
dovetailed with the Bilderberg Group, the English-Speaking Union, the 
Pilgrims Society, and the Round Table.77 Every member of the Bilderberg 
Steering Committee was a member of the Council on Foreign Relations.78 

The Rothschilds were active through Edmond and Guy de Rothschild, 
both prominent Bilderbergers.79 

"Rockefellers" and "Rothschilds" share power in the Group, which has 
met every year since 1954 - the Rothschilds hosting meetings held in 
Europe - and which has had a huge influence on world events. Out of 
their deliberations have come all the major developments of the last 50 
years.80 

Of course it might be that the Bilderberg Group is an academic body, 
a network that has met privately to discuss world issues. Of course it’s 
natural for world players to have a private forum in which they can raise 
issues beyond those dictated for them by the public arena, where they 
aren’t circumscribed by civil servants and local political agendas, where 
they can discuss longer term concerns and goals. If so, then why is the 
security so intense for their meetings, with helicopters, police cordons, 
and reporters being harshly treated? And why does it go to elaborate 
lengths to keep its name out of the press? Leading press barons either 
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attend the meetings or send representatives; they have the knowledge to 
report meetings if so inclined. But they never do. On July 3, 2003 British 
radio (BBC4) aired a half hour program on the Bilderberg group. Reporter 
Simon Cox tried (unsuccessfully) to find out what was being discussed at 
the 2003 Bilderberg meeting, and concluded that the reluctance to speak 
about the Syndicate was akin to omerta, the Mafia code of silence. 

At the 1993 Bilderberg meeting (attended among others by future English 
Prime Minister Blair - future Chancellor Gordon Brown having attended 
the June 1991 Bilderberg meeting),81 David Rockefeller was reported as 
thanking newspaper editors who "have respected for nearly four decades 
their promises to remain discreet" for "it would have been impossible to 
develop our project (or plan) for the world if we had been subject to the full 
blaze of publicity during these years."82 He is reported to have said, "The 
supranational sovereignty of an intellectual elite is surely preferable to 
the self-determination of nations practiced in past centuries. Hence we 
are obliged to keep the press abreast of our convictions pertaining to the 
historical future of the century."83 If the Bilderberg Group makes policies 
rather than observations, this "project for the world" will require all who 
attend Bilderberg meetings to keep silent about plans to violate national 
sovereignty, which their allegiance to their sovereign monarch or president 
requires them to reveal. If they do not they are technically committing 
treason. 

We need to bear these considerations in mind as the events unfold. 

The Club of Rome 

A new global community under a common leadership. 

Club of Rome Report 

The Club of Rome first met in April 1968 at Rockefeller’s private estate in 
Bellagio, Italy.84 It was officially founded in 1968 by Aurelio Peccei, Chief 
Executive Officer of Giovanni Agnelli’s Fiat Motor Company and head of 
the Atlantic Institute’s Economic council for three decades, though it’s 
also claimed that the Grand Orient was the driving force. He told his close 
friend the former American Secretary of State Alexander Haig that he felt 
"like Adam Weishaupt reincarnated."85 

The Club of Rome speaks on American affairs, Germany and Japan, 
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and depopulation.86 It is credited with having formulated NATO’s post- 
1068 policies and as operating under cover of NATO.87 It is composed 
of 100 prominent Anglo-American financiers and selected scientists, 
industrialists, and economists of the world.88 

The Trilateral Commission 

The   Trilateral   Commission   was   David   Rockefeller’s   idea 

originally. 

George Franklin, North American Secretary of the Trilateral Commission 

Against the background of American retreat from Vietnam, a new 
Commission had been proposed89 by David Rockefeller (Chairman of the 
CFR since 1970 and now a Director of the Federal Reserve Bank of New 
York) and Zbigniew Brzezinski, a "Rockefeller" advisor and specialist in 
international affairs, after they attended the Bilderberg conference of 1971 
which led to President Nixon announcing great changes in international 
policy. The US was in economic difficulties, and pressured Japan and 
Western Europe into relaxing trade barriers. The new policy towards China 
was implemented, allowing the prospect of US trade with China, where 
"Rockefellers" owned oil. 

In the early 1970s, during the creation of the Trilateral Commission, 
David Rockefeller spent much of his time flying round the globe in his 
private Grumman Gulfstream jet visiting world leaders to give advice. He 
kept a card index of 35,000 "personal friends" in high places round the 
world.90 Rockefeller’s power was now so great that it was said he was no 
longer subject to customs or passport controls (and according to a CFR 
journalist, "hardly pauses for traffic lights"). The result of his efforts was 
the creation of the Trilateral Commission. 

This had been proposed at the Bilderberg meeting of 1972, when 
Brzezinski suggested91 the creation of an International Commission of 
Peace and Prosperity, which later became the Trilateral Commission 
because it focused on North America, Western Europe, and Japan. David 
Rockefeller and the Kettering and Ford Foundations funded the new 
body.92 

The Trilateral Commission was an offshoot of the Bilderberg Group, 
the CFR, RIIA, and IPR (Institute of Pacific Relations), which were in turn 
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descended from the Round Table of the Syndicate and English Freemasonry. 
Its member nations are the G7 industrial powers: the US, Canada, Great 
Britain, France, Germany, Italy, and Japan. About 250 members attended 
the Trilateral Commission’s first meeting in 1972.93 

Is the idea that these groups are linked, that they act in cohort,94 that 
they have aims that may run counter to the interests of the nation states of 
the different members, sheer fiction? 

Dreams of world domination by secretive groups may seem like fiction 
to you. But it’s not fiction to those involved. Read the novels of John 
Buchan, who became Governor-General of Canada, to get an idea of the 
way these people think. All I can do is point you to where the connections 
exist, and let you draw your own conclusions. 
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THE UNITED STATES OF ALL 
THE AMERICAS - AND THE WORLD 

The twenty-first century ... will be the era of World Controllers. 
Aldous Huxley, Brave New World Revisited 

The idea that there could be a small group of individuals working together 
to subvert nation-states, building regional blocs as a stepping-stone to 
world government, may seem bizarre to you. Even more so, that it may 
have a secret, even occultic side. But it’s happening in front of our eyes. It 
finds its fullest expression in the US. 

The Founding of the United States 

I have dealt with the American Revolution fully in The Secret History of 
the West. In mid-1776 Congress adopted Richard Henry Lee’s resolution 
"That these United Colonies are, and of right ought to be, free and 
independent States." Thomas Jefferson was asked to draft the Declaration 
of Independence, which was approved (with changes) in the State House 
(now Independence Hall), Philadelphia on July 4. Jefferson’s words 
eloquently expressed the philosophy of the new federation. 

On Lee’s proposal, work began on the Articles of Confederation, the new 
country’s first constitution. The Articles, passed in 1778, left Congress too 
weak to govern effectively. Once freedom had been won in 1783, and the 
Continental Army had been disbanded after Yorktown, an attempt was 
made to perfect the mechanism of the government. In May 1787 delegates 
in the Constitutional Convention met at Philadelphia’s State House and 
wrote a new constitution. 

39 



40 The Syndicate 

With George Washington presiding and with help from the 81-year- 
old Benjamin Franklin, delegates scrapped the Articles of Confederation 
and created a charter for a "more perfect Union." They established three 
branches of government - executive, legislative, and judicial - and decided 
the issue of representation. Large states had fought for proportional 
representation, smaller states for an equal voice. The founding fathers 
of the constitution gave proportional representation to the House of 
Representatives and equal representation to the Senate. They were not 
specific enough on rights, and between September 1789 and December 
1791 Congress passed 10 amendments guaranteeing personal freedoms, 
known as the Bill of Rights.1 

The Great Seal 

Most of the founding fathers were Freemasons: of 56 signatories to the 
Declaration of Independence, 53 were Master Masons.2 Washington and Lee 
were Templar Masons, while Franklin was a Templar, a Rosicrucian, and a 
French Grand Orient Mason.3 Benjamin Franklin was the Provincial Grand 
Master of the Rosicrucian Masons in Pennsylvania,4 familiar with English 
Freemasonry’s Great Plan to create a Baconian "philosophical Atlantis"5 

in America. Thomas Jefferson and John Adams were Rosicrucians and 
Freemasons.6 The instigators of the Boston Tea Party, Joseph Warren, Paul 
Revere, and Samuel Adams, were all Templar Masons from St Andrew’s 
Lodge.7 George Washington was a Templar Grand Mason, and all his 
generals were Templars, as was Marquis de Lafayette.8 

Even the constitution of the USA is parallel to the Masonic federal system 
of government.9 Washington DC was laid out by the Masonic founding 
fathers to form Masonic symbols: a compass, square, rule, pentagram, 
pentagon, and octagon.10 All the main federal buildings from the White 
House to the capitol have had a cornerstone and specific Masonic regalia 
laid in a Masonic ritual.11 

The founding fathers had a Freemasonic-style Seal in mind. Late in 
the afternoon of July 4, 1776, after the Declaration of Independence had 
been signed, they passed a resolution: "Resolved, that Dr. Franklin, Mr. J. 
Adams, and Mr. Jefferson be a committee to prepare a device for a Seal of 
the United States of America."12 The three men were Masons. 
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In September 1776 Congress agreed to send a commission to France to 
seek economic and military help. Franklin was one of three commissioners 
who arrived in Paris before Christmas. There he met a representative of the 
new Order of the Illuminati,13 which had been created that year by Adam 
Weishaupt for Mayer Amschel Rothschild. The representative may have 
been Weishaupt himself; alternatively, the meeting could have resulted 
in another meeting with Weishaupt. Franklin was shown the Seal of the 
Illuminati, whose declared aim was a world federation. The Seal displayed 
an unfinished pyramid under a Masonic all-seeing Eye. The date 1776 in 
Latin was written on the lowest level of bricks in the pyramid, and the 
Latin tags "Annuit Coeptis" and "Novus Ordo Seclorum" appeared on the 
top and bottom of the round Seal.14 Franklin incorporated the Seal of the 
Illuminati as the reverse of his two-sided design for the Great Seal of the 
United States, which was adopted in 1782. In other words, the founding 
fathers chose a Freemasonic Seal.15 

The obverse side shows a tufted phoenix. It is a Freemasonic symbol. 
The reverse side of the Seal shows an unfinished building, the university 
in the old Atlantis: a pyramid of 13 layers of bricks symbolizing the 13 
American Templar colonies that would become a New Atlantis under 
Sion’s disembodied eye.16 On the bottom layer of bricks is the year 1776, 
the year in which Weishaupt founded his organization, whose Seal 
represented the secret Doctrine of the Ages, the plan to build a New 
Atlantis in a New World.17 Today the eagle-like nature of that phoenix18 - it 
is a hybrid eagle-phoenix - suggests the virtue of the American people. 
It bears the escutcheon on its shoulders, calling on Americans to be self- 
reliant. It clutches arrows (war) and an olive branch (peace) and bears the 

 

The Great Seal of the United States of America 
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inscription "E Pluribus Unum" in the lettering, suggesting "out of many, 
one," i.e. union, the unification of nations,19 but also egalitarianism. The 
13 stars in the glory cloud are gathered into a six-pointed star suggesting 
the Star of David, two overlaid equilateral triangles which Kabbalists used 
to ward off evil spirits, and which after the seventeenth century became 
the official seal of the Jewish communities.20 

On the reverse side of the Seal over the spying eye of Sion21 is "Annuit 
Coeptis," "Announcing the Birth," which signifies a divine blessing for 
America’s new society. Underneath the land of Atlantis is the Latin phrase 
"Novus Ordo Seclorum" (which strictly means "new secular order" or "new 
order of the ages"). The whole means "announcing the birth of a new 
secular order" or of a new world order.22 

The reverse of this Seal is now to be seen on the dollar bill. In 1933 or 
1934 the "Rockefellerite" Templar23 Mason Henry A. Wallace, Secretary 
of Agriculture (in charge of presenting the New Deal) and later US Vice- 
President, was impressed by the tag on the Seal, which he translated as 
"the New Deal of the Ages." He brought this to the attention of his fellow 
Templar Mason Roosevelt, who put them on the dollar bill, and after 153 
years of obscurity the reverse of the Seal came fully into the public domain. 
The tag gave currency backing to his "New Deal" policy (adopted on advice 
from the young Nelson Rockefeller and first announced in July 1932).24 

The Utopian pyramid on the reverse of the Seal has now come to be a 
symbol of the New World Order, the still uncompleted unity of a world 
government in which all nations are bricks. The meaning of the Seal 
is that it’s America’s spiritual destiny to complete its building, that the 
Templars have been given the task of building a world government under 
the watchful eye of Sion, that when the sun-rayed capstone - symbolizing 
the Merovingian successor to the ancient King of Jerusalem - is finally 
lowered onto the pyramid, the world government will be complete.25 

This could all be coincidence. But if it looks like a duck, walks like 
a duck, and quacks like a duck, let’s be open to the possibility at least 
that it is a duck. American republicanism was Templar. Its origins were 
secretive and occult as much as they were democratic and Christian. The 
USA, in part at least, and in intention, was a Templar-created Masonic 
state ruled by Templars.26 Don’t take my word for it, look at a dollar bill 
yourself, and see if you can come up with a better explanation for its 
strange images. 
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The Spread of the Federal Template 

The founding fathers’ work, spanning 15 years between 1776 and 1791, 
established a pattern or template for federalism - for turning individual 
colonies into a federated union with local autonomy and a degree of 
central control. 

As America grew and more states were added between 1784 and 1854, 
the principle of regional government established by the Founding Fathers 
extended throughout the United States. 

More recently the whole of North America has drawn together. Mexico 
had won its independence from Spain in 1821, and there was intense 
competition for its oil around 1910, when the British, who dominated 
Mexico’s oilfields, were replaced by "Rockefellers’" Standard Oil. The 
United States has now drawn in Mexico and Canada, once a British 
dominion. All three are now members of the North American Free Trade 
Agreement (NAFTA). 

The same process has been happening in Central America. The Central 
American Free Trade Agreement (CAFTA) covers US trade with five 
Central American nations: El Salvador, Guatemala, Nicaragua, Honduras 
and Costa Rica. 

The Latin American Free Trade Association (LAFTA) was created in 
1960 to establish a common market for its member nations, and it was 
replaced in 1980 by the Latin American Integration Association (LAIA), 
formed by Argentina, Bolivia, Brazil, Chile, Colombia, Ecuador, Mexico, 
Paraguay, Peru, Uruguay, and Venezuela to encourage free trade, with 
no deadline for the institution of a common market. Economic hardship 
in Argentina, Brazil, and other member nations has made LAIA’s task 
difficult. This Latin American free trade area has been a stepping-stone to 
such a regional bloc (which will one day include the Falkland Islands). 

There is a Caribbean Free Trade Association (CARIFTA). There are 
potential links between the Caribbean countries and Latin America: there 
is a 480-mile-long Occidental Petroleum pipeline from the second largest 
oilfield in Colombia (the seventh largest supplier of petroleum to the US) 
to the Caribbean coast. 

Throughout South and Central America a network of oil and gas 
pipelines is being extended all the time, linking the states in Free Trade 
agreements through energy interconnections. 
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An effort is being made to unite the colonies of the Western hemisphere 
into a single free trade arrangement. This began at the Summit of the 
Americas held in December 1994 in Miami. The heads of state of the 
34 democracies in the region agreed to construct a Free Trade Area of 
the Americas (FTAA) by 2005. The 34 states are: Antigua and Barbuda, 
Argentina, Bahamas, Barbados, Belize, Bolivia, Brazil, Canada, Chile, 
Colombia, Costa Rica, Dominica, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El 
Salvador, Grenada, Guatemala, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Jamaica, Mexico, 
Nicaragua, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, St Vincent and the Grenadines, St 
Lucia, St Kitts and Nevis, Suriname, Trinidad and Tobago, Uruguay, the 
United States of America, and Venezuela.27 

The FTAA is in partnership between the 34 governments and non- 
governmental organizations and multinational corporations in the private 
sector, such as: the Organization of American States (OAS), the World 
Bank, the Inter-American Development Bank, and the UN Economic 
Commission on Latin American and the Caribbean (ECLAC). A granite- 
and-marble building two blocks away from the White House, called the 
Organization of American States, is a "Congress" of all the 34 countries 
in the Western hemisphere. The US sends representatives to regional 
meetings there. Bush Jr. has continued Clinton’s hemispheric policy: "My 
administration is committed to free trade - the first administration in a 
long time to achieve trade promotion authority from the Congress. And 
we’re using that to promote free trade agreements on a bilateral basis, on 
a hemispheric basis" (joint press briefing with Blair, 2003).28 

Regional thinking has already been implemented, and US business is 
being transferred to Central America. For example, the Maryland Crab 
Industry has been shut down allegedly because of conditions in the 
Chesapeake Bay and crabs are now brought into the area from Mexico 
or Chile. The dollar is to be integrated with the Chilean, Brazilian, and 
Mexican peso. 

The political and economic integration of the Western hemisphere is 
already a fait accompli, and the US is no longer solely acting as the United 
States of America but as part of a greater unit, the Free Trade Area of 
the Americas - just as European states act as part of a greater unit, the 
European Union. 

Ahead is the prospect of an American Union of all countries in North, 
Central, and South America. 



The United States of All the Americas - and the World 45 

The American Union is being strengthened by the Council of 
the Americas, a group of top bankers and businessmen founded by 
"Rockefellers" in 1965 to consolidate their financial operations throughout 
the Western hemisphere. Its most ambitious goal is the launch in 2005 of 
the Free Trade Area of the Americas (FTAA), the world’s largest free-trade 
zone that will include every nation in North and South America except 
for Communist Cuba. "Rockefellerites" have been appointed to two key 
central banks in South America. The "Rockefellerite" Hernando Meirelles 
(former director of the Council of the Americas) has been appointed to 
front Brazil’s central bank, and Alfonso Prat-Gay (former head of emerging 
market research for David Rockefeller’s J. P. Morgan Chase) is President 
of the Argentine central bank. 

The Council of the Americas’ sister group, the Americas Society, which 
was also founded by David Rockefeller in 1965, has sought to strengthen 
the American Union’s hold over South-American oil. On January 15, 
2003 it convened a meeting of the leading members of the Venezuelan 
opposition in New York to topple President Hugo Chavez, the leader 
of Venezuela, which supplies 10 to 15% of the United States’ oil needs, 
and bring about a "regime change." The meeting was hosted by Gustavo 
Cisneros, an advisor member of the CFR and the Americas Society with a 
$5.3b fortune and numerous links to "Rockefellers," who was suspected of 
bankrolling the failed April 2002 "Rockefellerite" coup against Chavez.29 

The Syndicate’s Federal Plan 

Economically the whole of North, Central, and South America will be one 
market, and there is a plan for the federal form of government devised by 
the US’s founding fathers to be extended to the entire American Continent, 
from north to south. It will be one massive regional bloc, the Western 
World, labeled on the map of the office of the US Trade Representative as 
the Western Hemisphere. 

There is a plan30 for the same principle of a "United States"-style 
constitution to be applied to other regional blocs - to Europe, Russia, the 
former Soviet Republics, the Middle East, and Africa. To advance towards 
this the plan is that there will be a regional United States of Europe 
(including Russia and the former Soviet Republics), a regional United 
States of the Middle East (or United Arab States), and a regional United 




