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Stanford Research Institute:
The Changing Images of Man

Any student of the rise and fall of cultures cannot fail to be impressed by the role in this
historical succession by the image of the future. The rise and fall of images of the future
precedes or accompanies the rise and fall of cultures ….In the end, the future may well be
decided by the image which carries the greatest spiritual power.

Fred Polak (1973)
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Vitruvian Man

 
From the very beginning of human existence, Man has
relied upon mythological images and symbolic metaphor
to help bring meaning and purpose to his life. Today, we
use these images as snapshots in order to define the many
evolutionary stages of human history, helping to condense
the complexity of each era into a single, easy to understand
archetypal symbol. For example, when we think of Man in
prehistoric times, we imagine him as a spear wielding
master of nature – just as the early cave paintings
depicted. During the Ancient Egyptian era, he became the
master of his fellow man and is most commonly
represented by the iconic golden image of King
Tutankhamen. As scientific method emerged during the
Renaissance of early European modern history, Man
stepped out from underneath the mystical authority of God
to become, not only the dominant force in nature, but the
master of the universe – apotheosized by Leonardo Da
Vinci’s perfectly proportioned Vitruvian Man. Even more
recently, our multi-national, industrialized, globally
conscious epoch can be summed up by the image of a
tailored suit wearing Modern Man On The Move – trading
his spear for a brief case. These mythological images – or
symbolic metaphors – fulfill an important purpose in the
evolutionary process, helping Man not only understand
who he is but who he was, and most importantly who he
will become in the future. Without these strong self-



Solej
Typewritten Text
The Modern Man on the Move, Briefcase Man



images Man loses his sense of identity, the very structure
of society can fragment and the risk of losing our meaning
and purpose becomes a very plausible reality.

 

 
 

As we have seen over the last several decades, it certainly
seems as though Man has lost grip with his true identity.
Our Western world is undergoing such a drastic
technological transformation that it has proven
increasingly more difficult to define Man with a single
iconic image and this is characterized by today’s massive
societal instability and unprecedented chaos that threatens
to overturn our Western traditions and values. It certainly
should come as no surprise that, as we analyze the cause
and effect of unbridled technological advancement, like
how the division of labour reduced once fulfilling jobs to
the most mechanized, menial of tasks; and urbanization
led to an unhealthy dependency upon institutions; and the
standardization of the Western school system robbed Man
of his individuality, and the introduction of over fifty new
genders, that we are now seeing a crisis of identity
unfolding in this most nondescript of eras – an era that
can only be defined by its inability to be defined. In
addition, following the 1960’s, a large section of the
population became disillusioned. People began voluntarily
disengaging from society in search of an meaningful
identity but failed to find one in a culture driven by
faceless commoditization and consumption. At the time of
Stanford Research Institute’s study in the 1970’s, society
had already existed without a true sense of purpose or
meaning for a considerable length of time, and according
to the experts, this lack of a strong self-image was having
an immense negative impact on western society as a
whole. The Western world was in desperate need of an
image makeover. But, what would the next image of Man
look like? And, in what direction would this image take
us? These were the questions that a small group of
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scientists and consultants working out of Stanford
University in Santa Clara Valley California (soon to be
known around the world as Silicon Valley) were
determined to answer.

 “Might it be possible that a more adequate image of
humankind could lead to a renewed sense of wholeness
and to better behavior-both individual and collective?”
pg. 15.

 
 

 
Published originally in 1974, and revised in 1982, The
Changing Images of Man was the culmination of an eight
month study administered by the Urban and Social
Systems Division of the Stanford Research Institute.
Various intellectuals from the fields of social sciences,
humanities, engineering and physics collaborated in an
attempt to:

“1) illuminate ways our present society, its citizens, and
institutions have been shaped by the underlying myths and
images of the past and present.

2) Explore the deficiencies of currently held images of
humankind and to identify needed characteristics of future
images and,

3) Identify high-leverage activities that could facilitate the
emergence of new images and new policy approaches to
the resolution of key problems in society.”(1) Essentially,
the basis of their study was to identify and consider the
viability and efficacy of all the possible ways in which they
could socially engineer the American public towards a new
self-image. The key research staff at SRI was led by Project
Director O.W. Markley and assisted by an Advisory Panel



with several well known public figures including world
famous behaviorist B.F. Skinner from the Harvard
Department of Psychology; Henry Margenau from the
Department of Physics at Yale; well known cultural
anthropologist Margaret Mead from the American
Museum of Natural History; and popular mythologist and
author of The Hero With A Thousand Faces, Joseph
Campbell.

 
“Society grows ever more complex, specialized
and interconnected, and the production and
distribution of essential goods and services is
increasingly dependent on the continued integrity
of human institutional systems. Human systems,
however, depend on trust, agreement, and
political law rather than on unchanging
“natural” law, hence they are inherently less
stable in times of rapid cultural change than are
“natural” systems. They are particularly sensitive
to breakdowns caused by war, terrorism and
simplistic attempts at societal reform.” (2)

 
Within the three hundred page report, the researchers at
SRI identified seven different functions of society in which
the power of images could be used to acquiesce the
population into a state of subservience. These functions
were mainly derived from Joseph Campbell’s previous
work on mythology and his knowledge of past civilizations.
They included: mystical, cosmological, sociological,
pedagogical or psychological, editorial, political and
magical. Contained within these 7 functions are the many
institutions, government agencies, organizations and
groups that serve as authorities in society. While the
researchers found Joseph’s mystical and magical
functions to be largely ineffective due to the public’s
inability to consider the former anything more than
superstition and the latter to be negatively associated with
the diminishing power of the church, they did find the
other functions worthy of further exploration.



 
The cosmological function is “to form and present images
of the universe and world in accord with local knowledge
and experience. This function is performed in our society
today by the scientific community and we see a grossly
exaggerated reliance on the word of scientific ‘experts’ and
the emergence of a new quasi-religion called ‘scientism’.

The sociological function enjoys perhaps the widest
interpretation and includes the social sciences, various
social programs, special interest groups, non-profit
organizations, non-governmental organizations as well as
mass communication, Hollywood, and the entertainment
industry. Today this function most assuredly includes
social media giants like Google, YouTube, Facebook,
Yahoo! and Twitter – all of which just happen to have got
their start mere miles away from SRI within the city
boundaries of downtown San Jose California, right in the
heart of Silicon Valley.

The pedagogical or educational function includes the
public school system as well as the higher learning
institutions of academia and has proven to be most
effective in shaping the direction of western society. Today,
both the public classroom and the university campus have
become perfect breeding grounds for the enforcement of
social order and the manufacturing of public opinion and
are now the ideological battleground upon which the very
fabric of western values and traditions are being viciously
shredded to pieces – primarily led by violent, ill-informed
protests at Berkeley University, which just happens to be
located in Oakland, just north of Stanford.

The editorial function of society is performed by the
“funding agencies (government legislatures and
departments of program planning, foundations, and so
forth) who also represent special interests in the selection
of which aspects of reality should be collectively ignored
and which attended to”. Today foundations like Ford,
Carnegie, Rockefeller, Gates and Open Society all play
major roles in the shaping of society not only domestically
but on an international scale. (see my previous articles,



Philanthropic Foundations and Why They Are A Problem,
and How Foundations Created Academia in which I go
into further detail).

The political function is distinct from the strictly
sociological function and “appears wherever a myth or
institution of society is deliberately employed to represent
the claim to privilege and authority of some special person,
race, social class, nation or civilization”. Today our society
has been inundated with these types of social justice
authorities demanding equality of race, class, gender, and
ethnicity. 
According to the Changing Images of Man, the
authoritative powers within the above mentioned 7
functions were then applied to all four “sources of societal
problems” in order to affect the very beliefs, values and
perceptions of society. These four levels are made up of:
(1) the state of society, (2) behaviour, (3) motivations, and
(4) basic values. As figure 7 demonstrates below, we see
how the state of society can be directly affected by the
individual actions and behaviours of its citizens. The
scientists and researchers at SRI had rightly concluded
that it is upon the foundation of our basic values and
perceptions that our motivations are built; and our
motivations will manifest themselves into reality through
our behaviour while our collective behaviour as a society
ultimately determines the general state of our society as a
whole. Which raises the obvious question most pertinent
to this specific discussion. Where do our values and
perceptions come from?



Our beliefs, values, and perceptions originate from our culture. In 
fact, they are a direct result of the above mentioned 7 functions of 
society. We are born into an already well established set of 
cosmological, sociological, pedagogical or psychological, editorial, 
political, magical and mythical beliefs that we are forced to adopt for 
fear we may fail to conform within the larger societal belief system. 



The SRI referred to this process of indoctrination as the “directed 
emotional conditioning”(3) of children. As we grow older and gain 
more information, our values and beliefs and perceptions are further 
implanted within us in much the same way a plant photosynthesizes 
the energy of the sun – what SRI called “objectively constructed 
reinforcement patterns”(4). We become a product of our 
environment. Those who step outside this construct are quickly 
stigmatized as social outliers – contemptible contrarians who are 
then ridiculed into submission by the majority. The very existence of 
this social construct depends heavily on the effectiveness of both our 
initial conditioning and the subsequent reinforcement of patterns. 
Of course, this was well understood by the assembled scientists at 
SRI. Interestingly, the shaping of thought in order to steer society in 
a predetermined direction is the very definition of brainwashing. The 
only thing left for SRI to decide was which of the many techniques 
proposed would be implemented? What behaviour modification 
strategies would prove most effective in the establishment of a more 
docile, benevolent society? These questions formed the heart of the 
study.
 

“Only if such mentalistic and pre-scientific concepts as will, 
freedom, and consciousness, and so forth are cast off, Skinner 
asserts, does man have a chance to attain a truly peaceful, 
rational, and humane society in the future.” B.F. Skinner, (5)

 
The research staff at SRI left no stone unturned in their search for 
ways to inculcate the masses, even considering the viability of 
telekinesis, bio feedback, telepathy, clairvoyance, precognition, 
hypnosis, subliminal messaging, hallucinogenics and psychotropic 
drugs. Each strategy was identified and discussed at length over the 
8 month study then summarized within Chapter 4, Influence of 
Science on the “Image of Man”. The study called upon behavioural 
scientist B.F. Skinner to offer his expertise on the examination of 
‘man as a mechanism’ and to elaborate on his operant conditioning 
techniques. Also discussed was the viability of “genetic 
modification”(6); “brain surgery to prevent aggressive behaviour”(7); 
“electrical brain implants”(8); and “sophisticated electronic 
surveillance mechanisms to detect ‘aberrant’ behaviour patterns”(9). 



Incredibly, they also “proposed the development of chemically based 
“psychotechnologies”, (primarily to bring control over the tendencies 
of national leaders, in an attempt to lower the possibility of nuclear 
war)”.(10) SRI also “urged the development of a ‘psycho-civilized’ 
society such that dangerous behavior in man can be modified by 
electrical stimulation of the brain” while they also considered the 
“profound moral questions” that arise from such activities “which, if 
unresolved, might propel civilization toward Brave New World and 
1984”.(11)

 
The branch of this school of thought which has proved 
most successful emphasizes the technique of operant 
conditioning, a term originated by B. F. Skinner to denote 
a systematic procedure whereby the actions of an 
organism are brought under control by giving it a reward 
if and only if it behaves in a specified manner. This 
technique has been successfully used-in education, 
psychotherapy, and in prisons to alter whole behavior 
patterns of individuals. Certainly, the techniques that 
have been developed within the view of “man as 
mechanism” are powerful and efficient. They work. Hence 
if integrated and reconciled with other views of man – 
views which have more adequate ethics and metaphysics 
(both terms that the behavioristic scientist insists are not 
part of his concern) on which to guide their application – 
this view and its products could conceivably be of great 
benefit to mankind.(12)

 

 
The psychotropic drug scenario proposed by SRI was eerily 
reminiscent of Aldous Huxley’s Soma, and was found to be one of 
the more easy to apply. Nearly forty years later, we are witness to the 
horrific results. Coincidentally or not, the dramatic upward 
statistical trend of prescription drug use in America began in the 
years immediately following SRI’s report and is only matched by the 
rising death toll attributed to it. A seemingly never ending list of 
antidepressants, anti-psychotics, mood stabilizers, and hypnotic 
sedatives like Adderall, Ambien, Ativan, Dexedrine, Lithium, Paxil, 
Prozac, Ritalin, Valium, Zanax and Zoloft have continued to flood 





the market ever since. As those who lived through the 1980’s would 
know, the number of prescription drugs on the market was relatively 
minimal to what we see now. According to recent statistics compiled 
by the CDC, nearly half of the US population was on at least one 
prescription drug during the years 2011 – 2014; one quarter of the 
population was on two; and 10% were on five or more(13)(!) 
According to more recent research published by the Journal of the 
American Medical Association, the number of Americans on 
prescribed drugs in 2015 was 59%, while those on five or more 
jumped to 15%.(14) In another report, the American Psychological 
Association found a threefold increase in the use of antidepressants 
from the years 1988 to 2002(15) while research compiled by David 
Muzina, MD, a psychiatrist at the Medco Neuroscience Therapeutic 
Resource Center found that the number of children receiving 
atypical anti-psychotics doubled from 2000 to 2010.(16)

 
In the year 2018, we have the immense advantage of hindsight with 
which we can evaluate the situation more closely and even cursory 
analysis of the statistics reveal a rather unsettling trend. To even the 
most ardent advocate of psychotropics there remains a disturbing 
condition worthy of future consideration. Firstly, it is undeniable 
that prescription drug use exploded in the years immediately 
following Stanford’s report, resulting in some unintended 
consequences; and these consequences are further being 
substantiated by an ever growing mountain of corroborating 
statistical evidence. And now, with the addition of Changing Images 
of Man as primary source material indicating both intent and 
motive, it becomes entirely possible that this has been a 
premeditated, coordinated scheme to drug an entire nation into 
submission. Even the eternal optimist must admit that the numbers 
are indicative of a deeply corrupted, degenerate system that risks 
growing completely out of control. And to those that remain 
skeptical of the conclusions being drawn herein I invite you to 
research the sources cited as they are offered for your perusal below. 
I challenge those doubters to research the ever-widening medical 
qualifications for depression, attention deficit disorder and the 
absurdity of a future in which the entire population of North 
America – over 350,000,000 people – are diagnosed by alleged 
experts as either depressed, psychotic or both.

 



A rather different approach to understanding (and controlling) 
behavior, also of proven effectiveness, is through the 
implementation of remotely activated electrodes in the brain. The 
“psycho-civilization of society” has been advocated by means of 
various techniques of behavior modification such as operant 
conditioning (Skinner, 1971), electrocranial stimulation (Delgado, 
1969), and psychochemical drugs (Clark, 1971). Only if such 
mentalistic and prescientific concepts as will, freedom, 
consciousness, and so forth are cast off, Skinner asserts, does man 
have a chance to attain a truly peaceful, rational, and humane 
society in the future.” (17)

 
This conveniently leads me to the next strategy proposed by the SRI 
in which they deliberated the advantages and disadvantages of a 
public opinion dependent on the word of ‘experts’. This 
phenomenon, they say, resulting from the general public’s inability 
to keep up with an increasingly more complex society; that without 
adequate time to research for themselves, the masses would become 
overly dependent on the opinions of experts. And as anyone who has 
studied the Trivium will be aware, this reliance on expert opinion 
amounts to nothing more than a logical fallacy – the argumentum 
ad auctoritatum. Yet when we turn on the television or open a 
newspaper we are continuously asked, ad nauseam, to accept simple 
two word phrases like “experts say” as the irrefutable truth and 
today this has resulted in enormous consequences to society that 
SRI even predicted – as evidenced by the following excerpt:

 
“…the viability of a democracy depends upon the informed decision-
making capacity of its citizenry, i.e. the “relative political maturity” 
of the people must at least maintain parity with the complexity of 
the issues confronting the public. If the acquisition of relevant 
knowledge

does not proceed at about the same pace at which the decisions 
become complex, then relative political maturity will decline. This 
may have two consequences:

(1) increasing reliance placed upon the “expert” to maintain order 
and control, with a resulting compromise of our democratic 
processes, or



(2) reluctance to give control to the “expert” but, with an increasing 
inability to make informed decisions, the result is that the system 
may truly go ‘out of control.'” (18)

 
 
In consideration of the readers time, an effort has been made to keep 
this blog within reasonable limitations, which dissuades the author 
from enumerating on all of the possible scenarios discussed within 
the pages of the Changing Images of Man, however I do wish to 
cover one final one. One in which the researchers at SRI considered 
a scenario involving what they referred to as “friendly fascism”. A 
scenario described by its creators, Gross and Bertram, that would 
“severely reduce individual freedoms….under the slogans of 
democracy and 100 percent Americanism…in the form of an 
advanced technological society, supported by its techniques – a 
techno-urban fascism, American style”. And when one compares the 
points proposed below for a fascist society, with the world today, we 
see a striking similarity unable to be explained away by mere 
coincidence. For anyone above the age of forty who have asked 
themselves how the image of our world can change so drastically 
within the last couple of decades, the following selection may 
provide some clarity:

• Application of military surveillance technologies to urban police 
problems.

• Utilization of behavior-changing drugs and operant conditioning in 
schools.

• Government attempts at management of news.

• “Personality screening” and maintenance of files on “pre-
delinquent” children,

through cooperation between elementary school administrations and 
local, state, and

federal authorities.

• The cross-correlation of computer-based files containing personal 
data (e.g. credit,



employment records, tax status, insurance, criminal record, 
education).

• The introduction of legislation to control access to techniques for 
self-initiated

alteration of consciousness (both non-drug and drug induced). (19)

 
It is interesting that within a decade of publishing the Changing 
Images of Man, we see the meteoric rise of both Silicon Valley and 
the world wide web; both originating directly from out of this 
innocuous private research institute colloquially known as the Farm. 
Through the use of primary source material, we see the blueprint 
from which a plan is devised to socially engineer the American 
public through it’s various institutions and agencies, followed by the 
establishment of the very tools to best facilitate the plan.(!) We also 
see a deep military affiliation with the project in that the internet 
stems directly from out of the Pentagon’s Arpanet program and the 
Stanford Research Institute is one of three original hubs for the 
internet (see diagram below), as early as 1969. Stanford University is 
centered within a few miles radius of all of the social media giants 
Google, YouTube, Facebook, Twitter, Yahoo!, and all of these 
survivors of the dotcom era have major ties to the US intelligence 
community while also conveniently forming the main framework 
that is social media. Is it just coincidence that these were the lucky 
few to survive the dotcom crash and then go on to dominate the 
web? Today, we see the Defense Department investing billions of 
dollars of venture capital into Silicon Valley technology and it’s a 
harder argument to make that this is all by accident or coincidence 
than it is to argue that it is by design. Especially when we compare 
the proposed strategies covered above with what has manifested 
within society today. There remains no doubt in this author’s mind 
that The Stanford Research Institute’s Changing Images of Man is a 
playbook from which originated a plan of full spectrum dominance 
over society that, as of the writing of this article, has progressed to 
near completion.

 
 
 



 
 

Today, it certainly seems as though society has become directionless. 
And maybe all of the ‘hither to and fro’ of technology has served to 
mask the deeper issue of societal stagnation. The once archetypal 
image of the family-orientated, nuclear father of the 50’s has been 
persuaded to shun the responsibility of manhood and embrace 
narcissistic perpetual leisure, and as one looks around, there is most 
definitely considerable evidence to suggest this to be true. As a 
society, we seem to lack a clear picture of where we are going or 
what we are supposed to do next and as we wait for the next image 
to appear, we will continue to endure chaos. What will the next 
Image of Man look like? Will he adapt to the imminently 
approaching era of digital, distributive networks? Maybe he has 
fallen victim to the trans-humanist movement and will emerge from 
behind the curtain only half of a man and half a machine. Perhaps 
he continues down his present path and becomes a simulacrum of a 
man – a soulless caricature of his former self in the image of Homer 
Simpson or Peter Griffin. At this point, no one knows for sure, but 
what is alarming is that as the social science experts; television 
talking heads; and the authorities of State, forcibly remove the word 
Man from our vocabulary, and the word son from even our national 
anthems, any way you choose to look at it, Man as we have known 
him is quickly disappearing. And it is the opinion of the author that 
we must initiate this image ourselves because if we allow a 
totalitarian government to provide it, we most certainly will not like 
the image that we are given, and the perfect antidote to a tyrannical 
authority remains a well developed, intelligent individual.
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It often strikes a man to inquire what is the chief good in life; to one the
thought comes that it is a happy marriage, to another great wealth, and as
each seizes on the idea, for that he more or less works for the rest of his
existence. To myself, thinking over the same question, the wish came to me
to render myself useful to my country. I then asked the question. How could
I?” The Last Will and Testament Of Cecil Rhodes. Edited by William T.
Stead. (1)

 

Front row, left to right: Andrew Carnegie, J.P. Morgan, Alfred Beit, Lord
Alfred Milner. Middle row (left to right): Henry Ford, Cecil Rhodes, Lionel
Curtis. Back Row: Colonel Edward House, John D. Rockefeller, Sir Abe
Bailey, and Nathan Rothschild.

 
In the year 1871, fueled by the poetic words of famous British poet John
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Ruskin, and backed by the bottomless fortune of the Rothschild family, British
Imperialist Cecil John Rhodes – at the age of eighteen – entered the
burgeoning South African diamond fields. By 1888, Rhodes had nearly
monopolized the entire market and together with business partner and wealthy
Jewish emigre, Alfred Beit, would build DeBeers Consolidated Mines Ltd into
the most well known diamond company in the world. Rhodes would then spend
the remainder of his life ‘rendering himself useful to his country’ by parlaying his
immense wealth and influence into becoming Britain’s preeminent figure in the
‘Scramble for Africa’. He would be the main instigator of the second Anglo-Boar
War – a brutal battle in which the British would put many of their Dutch enemies
into concentration camps similar to what we would see some three decades
later in eastern Europe. The imperialist Rhodes even served as Prime Minister
of the Cape Colony and through a series of legislation inspired by his belief that
the native Africans were a backwards race subjugated hundreds of thousands of
men, woman and children into an everlasting life of poverty and slavery.

 
Throughout his entire life, Rhodes had kept a hand written copy of John
Ruskin’s Oxford inaugural lecture – one in which Ruskin spoke poetically to the
moral responsibility every Englishman had in spreading the civilized ideals of
British culture throughout the world – for the betterment of all humankind. It was
during these early formative years that Rhodes stated to a friend, “have you
ever thought how it is that Oxford men figure so largely in most departments of
public life? Where ever you turn your eye…an Oxford man is at the top of the
tree.”(2) It was also during these early years that Rhodes was quietly
developing the idea of a secret society in which he could enact these British
imperialist principles through a discrete alignment with America – as evidenced
by his personal letters to well known journalist and personal confidante, William
T. Stead in 1877:

 

 

“I contend that we are the first race in the world, and that the more of the
world we inhabit the better it is for the human race. I contend that every
acre added to our territory means the birth of more of the English race who
otherwise would not be brought into existence. Added to this, the absorption
of the greater portion of the world under our rule simply means the end of
all wars…What an awful thought it is that if we had not lost America, or if
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even now we could arrange with the present members of the United States
Assembly and our House of Commons, the peace of the world is secured
for all eternity! We could hold your federal parliament five years at
Washington and five at London. The only thing feasible to carry this idea out
is a secret one (society) …copied from the Jesuits as to organization…
gradually absorbing the wealth of the world to be devoted to such an
object…to crush all disloyalty and every movement for the severance of our
Empire.”(3)

 
 
Only a few short years later, in the winter of 1891, along with William T. Stead
and Lord Esher, Rhodes (already a Freemason) forms the secretive Rhodes
Round Table Group fashioned after the internal workings of the Jesuits. He
envisioned a system of concentric rings within rings where only those at the
core would know the society’s true objectives, and all those in the outer rings
would form an ‘Association of Helpers’. Rhodes would elect Stead, Esher and
influential British statesman Lord Alfred Milner into his inner circle which Rhodes
called ‘The Society of the Elect’. This association of helpers would include
names from the highest levels of British aristocracy and cover all aspects of
social, political, economic, military, and intellectual life. (4) Together, this small
but powerful group of men of wealth and influence would go on to shape the
world in their image with the explicit intent of combining American and British
interests with the object of, “bringing the whole uncivilized world under
British rule, for the recovery of the United States for the making the Anglo-
Saxon race but one empire. What a dream!”(5). And if all of Rhodes’ hundred
year old anglophile rhetoric somehow echoes familiar, you are paying attention
dear reader – this same imperial exceptionalist banter has been the driving
force behind every war in contemporary Western history including the most
recent Iraq War at the beginning of this century. But more on that in a moment,
allow me to continue connecting the dots.

 
Following Rhodes’ death in 1902, Lord Alfred Milner – a man who despised the
party system – set the itinerary and directives for the Round Table Group.
Milner served as the perfect successor as he was the one man with whom
Rhodes trusted with the responsibility of continuing the secret goals set out in
his Last Will and Testament, stating, “I support Milner absolutely without
reserve. If he says peace, I say peace; if he says war, I say war. Whatever
happens, I say ditto to Milner.”(7) In fact, so influential after Rhodes’ death
was Milner that this secret society became known as The Milner Round Table



Group, and it is important to note that, despite losing it’s founder in Rhodes, the
pursuit of their goals and the spirit with which they chased them remained the
same. Largely unknown to the general public, this group was highly influential.
Key members of The Milner Group were the primary instigators in changing the
name of the British Empire to the British Commonwealth of Nations, they were
even the chief influence in British Prime Minister Lloyd George’s War
Administration of 1917. Members of The Milner Group even dominated the
British delegation at the 1919 Paris Peace Conference and were key
participants in the formation of the League of Nations.

Rhodes and Milner both number themselves of that great unformed party which
is neither the ins nor the outs, which touches here the foreign politics of the
one, here the home politics of the other…a party which seems to have no
name, no official leader, no paper even, but which I believe, when it comes by a
soul and a voice, will prove to include a majority of the British in Britain and a
still greater majority of the British overseas. (6)

 
And it is the less publicized events of the 1919 Paris Peace Conference that are
of the utmost importance for this article as it was during this conference that
Lionel Curtis, an inductee into The Milner Group’s inner society of the elect, and
Colonel Edward M. House, chief adviser to Woodrow Wilson, who would quietly
bring together British and American delegates to form the Royal Institute of
International Affairs (Chatham House) and eventually it’s American counterpart,
the Council on Foreign Relations in 1921.(8)(9) These organizations remain
today as two of the most influential think tanks in the world and their creation
was seen by those gathered in Paris as an integral convergence of Western
ideals and a huge step towards accomplishing Rhodes’ Anglo-American
‘dream’.(10) This point further underlined in the following quote from Carroll
Quigley below. It is also worthy of note that Colonel Edward House did much of
the preliminary work, along with British Foreign Secretary Edward Grey(also a
Milner Group associate) in formulating the main components of the peace treaty
of 1919 and would be hugely influential in assisting Wilson in writing his famous
Fourteen Points Speech. House was in fact such an influence on Wilson both
personally and professionally that further discussion on this man is needed;
however, for purposes of time and space, and for fear of digression, the subject
will be left for my follow up article entitled, From Hidden Hand to Iron Fist.

 
The Royal Institute of International Affairs is nothing but the Milner Group ‘writ
large.’ It was founded by the Group, has been consistently controlled by the
Group, and to this day is the Milner Group in its widest aspect. It is the
legitimate child of the Round Table organization, just as the latter was the



legitimate child of the ‘Closer Union’ movement organized in South Africa in
1907. All three of these three received their initial financial backing from Sir Abe
Bailey, and all three used the same methods of working out and propagating
their ideas (the so-called Round Table method of discussion groups plus a
journal). This similarity is not an accident. The new organization was intended to
be a wider aspect of the Milner Group, the plan being to influence the leaders of
thought through The Round Table [journal] and to influence a wider group
through the RIIF. – Anglo American Establishment, Carroll Quigley, page 182.

 
 

Colonel Edward House is seated three seats to Woodrow Wilson’s right while
Lord Alfred Milner sits five places to the presidents left.

 

On May 30, 1919, a little group of diplomats and scholars from Britain and the
United States convened at the Hotel Majestic, billet of the British delegation, to
discuss how their fellowship could be sustained after the peace. They proposed
a permanent Anglo-American Institute of International Affairs, with one branch in
London, the other in New York. (11)

 

Over one hundred years later, Rhodes’ colossal influence can still be felt as you
walk the grounds of prestigious All Souls College and Balliol College, or as you
walk through The Great Milner Hall inside Rhodes House at Oxford University.
The original Rhodes vision, laid out in his sixth and final Last Will and
Testament, lives on today through the Rhodes Trust and the Rhodes
Scholarship program and it is Rhodes’ original idea of an Anglo-American union
that wealthy American industrialists like J.P. Morgan, John D. Rockefeller,
Andrew Carnegie and Henry Ford would directly align themselves with by
funding many projects undertaken by the Council on Foreign Relations. And this
same undercurrent of British/American exceptionalism continues to be the
primary object of the Council as evidenced by the comments of it’s President
Emeritas, Leslie H. Gelb when he stated, “If the Council as a body has stood for
anything these 75 years, it has been for American Internationalism based on
American interests.”(12)
 





more integrated global political and economic structure – One World, if you
will. If that’s the charge, I stand guilty, and I am proud of it.” David
Rockefeller, Memoirs, pg 404,405

 

And, when Gelb’s comment is put together with the preceding comments made
by the Council’s Honorary Chairman David Rockefeller we see an admitted,
unquenchable thirst for global domination. And, in turn, when these comments
are understood within their full historical context, using the true origins of the
Royal Institute of International Affairs and the Council on Foreign Relations as a
backdrop, we see both motive and method of operation fully exposed under the
light of the truth, we see an internationally coordinated push to subjugate all
other races that is anything but conspiracy ‘theory’. We see Rhodes acting as a
millionaire monarch of the modern world, blanketing all backward, uncivilized
races underneath the authority of one race – what he called the ‘first race’ – and
the origins of a slow march towards what we know today as a One World
Government, or a New World Order(13)
 
 Over the course of the 1950’s large foundations stepped in to support and
enlarge the Council as a leading force in America’s international awareness;
from the Rockefeller Foundation and Carnegie Corporation came $500,000
each, topped by $1.5 million from the new Ford Foundation in 1954. (14)

 The Administration of William Jefferson Blythe III

After receiving a Bachelor of Science in Foreign Service degree while studying
under the tutelage of history professor Carroll Quigley at Georgetown’s School
of Foreign Service in 1968, a young William Jefferson Blythe III crossed the
Atlantic to take up residence at Oxford University. And, although he departed
prior to receiving a degree (some contend his departure was rather
acrimonious), he was still heavily influenced by his time there, he had met a
great deal of influential people, a few of whom would end up in his White House
cabinet two decades later. Blythe III would rise to world prominence as the
president of the United States and a key historical figure in the furtherance of
Cecil Rhodes’ Anglo-Saxon dream. In fact, Blythe III’s cabinet was littered with
fellow Rhodes Scholars as well as the aforementioned Lionel Curtis inspired,
Council on Foreign Relations – and each and every one of them not elected by

‘internationalists’ and of conspiring with others around the world to build a

“Some even believe we are part of a secret cabal working against the best
interests of the United States, characterizing my family and me as

the people, but appointed to their positions by Blythe III.



Blythe’s communications director, George Stephanoupoulos is a Rhodes
scholar and a CFR member while Blythe’s Secretary of State Madelaine Albright
is a longtime member of the Council on Foreign Relations. Blythe’s Under
Secretary of Defense for Policy, Walter B. Slocombe was Under Secretary of
Defense for Policy over the entirety of Blythe’s tenure as president but also
served under Carter and Reagan and was on the Committee on the Intelligence
Capabilities of the United States Regarding Weapons of Mass Destruction under
George W. Bush – he is both a Rhodes Scholar and a member of the CFR. R.
James Woolsey was appointed to Blythe’s staff as the Director of the CIA from
1993 to 1995; is a core member of a Project for a New American Century; a
senior adviser to what Bloomberg named “the world’s most profitable spy
organization” Booz Allen Hamilton from 2002 to present day and has heavily
influenced the Carter, Reagan, and George H.W. Bush administrations as well
as being a Rhodes Scholar. Richard Danzig served as Blythe’s Under Secretary
of the Navy (1993-1997) and was promoted to US Secretary of Navy from 1998-
2001 and is a Rhodes Scholar. David E. Kendall met Blythe while both were
attending Oxford, and is legal counsel for both him and his wife Hillary Clinton –
advising William during his impeachment trials and Hillary during the more
recent private email scandal while she was U.S. Secretary of State – Kendall is
a Rhodes Scholar. Stephen A. Oxman, was a liaison at the very heart of the
Anglo American Establishment, serving under Blythe III as Assistant Secretary
of State for European and Canadian Studies, he is both a Rhodes Scholar and
a CFR member. Robert Reich is also a Rhodes Scholar, served under both
Gerald Ford and Jimmy Carter and was Secretary of Labor under Blythe.
Blythe’s Deputy Secretary of State Strobe Talbott is a Rhodes Scholar and a
CFR member. Ashton Carter served as Assistant Secretary of Defense for
International Security Policy under Blythe III and, following 9/11, was
responsible for strategic affairs including the treatment of weapons of mass
destruction and adviser on the creation of the Department of Homeland Security
under George W. Bush. He was also the Deputy Secretary of Defense under
Obama, overseeing the DOD’s budget – Carter is both a member of the CFR
and a Rhodes Scholar. Nancy-Ann DeParle is a Rhodes Scholar and served
under Blythe as the director of the Health Care Financing Administration from
1997 to 2000. Robert Malley was Assistant National Security Adviser and
Director for Democracy, Human Rights and Humanitarian Affairs at the National
Security Council under Blythe, a fellow at the CFR and a Rhodes Scholar.
Daniel R. Porterfield was chief speechwriter and Deputy Assistant Secretary for
Public Affairs(Policy & Strategy) for US Health and Human Services Secretary
under Blythe and a Rhodes Scholar. Susan Rice was on the National Security
Council under both Blythe and Obama, the US Assistant Secretary of State for
African Affairs during Blythe’s second term, and was even honored by the Royal



Institute of International Affairs for – of all things – her dissertation entitled
Commonwealth Initiative in Zimbabwe (formerly named Rhodesia after Cecil
Rhodes). Rice is both a member of the CFR and a Rhodes Scholar.

Because Blythe’s presidency was book-ended by the Bush war regimes, many
simply dismiss out-of-hand any claim of Blythe as a warmonger, but the
aggressive foreign policy he initiated is prolific and displayed for all to see in the
annals of documented history. Blythe’s reign is consistently cited as the longest
period of peacetime economic expansion in American history(15)(16)(17) and
while this author may not disagree with the expansionist part, the inclusion of
the words ‘peace time’ pushes the definition well beyond even it’s most widest
interpretation and into the realm of blatant lies.

 

By whitewashing a truly repulsive eight year term into
something resembling the altruistic acts of a saint,
these journalists and political pundits participate in
logical fallacy and do a great disservice to the
American people. And it is because of this general
misunderstanding of the Blythe regime that it
becomes imperative to understand the most
infamous event of his tenure under the proper light.
The Monica Lewinsky affair and the subsequent
Kenneth Starr trial was a mere smokescreen for the
continuance of a global takeover objective initiated by
an unchecked global superpower.

During Blythe’s eight years in office, the U.S. military
bombed Afghanistan, Bosnia, Serbia, Sudan, Somalia
and Iran. Interestingly, Blythe also ordered the
bombing of the Iraqi intelligence headquarters of
Saddam Hussein with cruise missiles on reports
Hussein was building WMD’s. A man simply before
his time, Blythe imposed a no-fly zone over Iraq that
lasted his entire term and the bombing campaign
persisted right up to the 2003 Bush led Iraq invasion.
He deployed troops in Albania, Central African
Republic, East Timor, Kuwait, Senegal, Sierra Leone,
Liberia, and, in Iran we see, for the first time, a



president use the term ‘state sponsored terrorism’ –
yet all we remember from his presidency is an Oval
Office tryst and him as a ‘peace time’ president. All of
these aforementioned countries opposed to the rule
of an overzealous Western ideology and all of it done
under the guise of ‘spreading democracy’ or, for the
‘liberation of an oppressed people’. In truth, when all
things are considered, the Blythe administration was
simply maintaining the initiative that Rhodes had set
out as early as 1891, “to crush all disloyalty and
every movement for the severance of our Empire.”
Under Blythe, the expansionist war drum never
missed a beat.

 
 

“I did not have sexual relations with that woman.”
William Jefferson Blythe III, January 26,1998
 
 
Chances are nearly everyone who were above the age of consent in 1998 will
remember where they were when William Jefferson Blythe III called an
‘impromptu’ news conference to address allegations of his sexual transgressions
within the Oval Office; but I’m sure an even greater number of people would be
completely unaware that on that same infamous day in history a memorandum
from a small group of upstart neoconservatives landed on the president’s desk
that would have far more serious global implications that are still being felt
today. These men, unknown to anyone outside of Washington at the time,
would rise to world prominence less than a year after the conclusion of Blythe’s
presidency when on September 11, 2001 – another infamous day in history –
the world changed forever, ‘dividing our past and future into a before and after’.
In this fateful letter, signed by eighteen members and outside supporters of a
newly formed neocon think tank called The Project for a New American Century
were calling for a much needed “diplomatic, political and military effort” for “the
removal of Saddam Hussein’s regime from power”. They pointed to an eroding
policy of containment from partners in the Gulf War coalition and a “misguided
insistence on unanimity in the UN Security Council” as the leading causes and
were urging Blythe in the upcoming presidential address to “chart a clear and
determined course” to combat this threat.(18) More on this in a moment.



Further research shows Rhodes Scholars and CFR members are well
represented within the ranks of every administration for the past five decades
and this obvious Rhodes influence shows an undeniable ominous continuity of
pro Anglo-Saxon ideology that transcends the authority of government,
overlapping from one administration to the next, seriously calling into question, if
not entirely obliterating – the validity of the two party system. When those with
whom the people elect to the highest offices of government are deeply
influenced by special unelected advisers and strategists who all come from the
same ‘school of thought’ and who all adhere to the same imperialist principles
of global domination set out in Cecil Rhodes’ Last Will and Testament we begin
to see cogent evidence as to why the West – no matter what party holds power
– is in a state of constant conflict with the areas of the world that resist the
culture of a foreign entity hellbent on imposing it upon them and why we see a
toxic axiom of doublespeak constantly emanating from Washington that is
straight out of Orwell’s 1984 – War is Peace, Freedom is Slavery, Ignorance is
Strength.

 

“Further, the process of transformation, even if it
brings revolutionary change, is likely to be a long
one, absent some catastrophic and catalyzing
event – like a new Pearl Harbor. ”
 
– The Project for a New American Century, Rebuilding America’s Defenses,
September 2000, pg. 51.

Just prior to Blythe’s official exit, the people of the United States were subjected
to a very contentious voter recount scandal in the 2000 Presidential Election
that centered around, of all places, the two Florida regions of Palm Beach
County and Broward County. On election night, early exit polls were reporting a
victory for the Democratic representative Al Gore, but then mainstream reports
contradicted those initial reports by indicated a victory for the Republican
candidate George W. Bush by less than 2,000 votes. The close margin initiated
a voter recount under Florida State law. Eventually, after a month of recounts
and controversy, and by less than a .009% victory in the state of Florida, and
having one more than the necessary majority of electoral college votes, the
presidency of the United States was awarded to George W. Bush. And, it is
against this somewhat sordid backdrop that we are now finally introduced to the
signatories of the above mentioned letter that was sent to Blythe on January 26,
1998 that called for the overthrow of the oppressive Saddam Hussein regime.

 
Of the eighteen signatories of the letter, thirteen would go on to fill important



cabinet positions within the Bush administration; at least eleven were members
of, or worked directly within the Council on Foreign Relations; and every last
one of the eighteen were well known neocons:

Elliott Abrams (CFR, neocon, Spec. Assistant to President, NSC), Richard L.
Armitage (neocon, U.S. Deputy Secretary of State), William J. Bennett (neocon,
Dir. of Office of Nat. Drug Control Policy), Jeffrey Bergner (neocon, Assistant to
Secretary of State for Legislative Affairs), John Bolton (neocon, U.S.
Ambassador to the UN), Paula Dobriansky (Senior Vice President CFR, neocon,
Under Secretary of State for Democracy and Global Affairs), Francis Fukuyama
(CFR, neocon), Robert Kagan (CFR, neocon), Zalmay Khalilzad (CFR, neocon,
U.S. Ambassador to the UN), William Kristol (CFR, neocon), Richard Perle
(neocon), Peter W. Rodman (neocon, U.S. Assistant Secretary of Defense for
International Security Affairs), Donald Rumsfeld (neocon, U.S. Secretary of
Defense), William Schneider, Jr. (CFR, neocon, U.S. Department of Defense),
Vin Weber (CFR, neocon), Paul Wolfowitz (CFR, neocon) Deputy Secretary of
State), R. James Woolsey (CFR, neocon, Dir. of CIA), Robert B. Zoellick (CFR,
neocon, Deputy Secretary of State, U.S. Trade Representative).

 
Members of Bush administration that were not signatories but who were either
Council on Foreign Relations members or neoconservatives or both, include:

 
Paul Bremer(CFR, neocon, Coalition Provisional Authority), Dick Cheney
(Director of CFR, neocon, Vice President of United States, ). Condoleezza Rice
(CFR, 66th Secretary of State), Colin Powell (CFR, 65th Secretary of State),
Henry Paulson (CFR, 74th Secretary of the Treasury), John W. Snow (neocon,
73rd Secretary of the Treasury, American Enterprise Institute). Robert Gates
(CFR, neocon, Secretary of Defense, CIA, NSC), John Ashcroft (neocon, U.S.
Attorney General), Anne Veneman (CFR, U.S. Secretary of Agriculture), Elaine
Chao (CFR, Secretary of Labor), Tommy G. Thompson (CFR, U.S. Secretary of
Health and Human Services), Christine Todd Whitman (CFR, Administrator of
EPA).

 
Special Note: Several of the key members of this group were first formed in
1999 and tapped mostly from George H. W. Bush’s cabinet and were known as
the Vulcans.

 
Following the controversial results of the 2000 election, the path of resistance
had been cleared, these signatories were now free to exorcise the Middle



Eastern demons that allegedly had been hiding underneath the very fabric of
American freedom. These neoconservative war hawks took the lead, guiding the
U.S. foreign policy of expansionism to fit any need they wished, and they had a
willing dupe in George W. Bush through which they could accomplish their
goals. They had their marching orders long in place and a gullible, lovable face
they could hide behind that once again endeared their cause to a vast majority
of equally gullible American people but offended the intelligence of any of those
who dared to ask logical questions. As the hawks entered the White House the
ideals laid out in the PNAC report came home to roost – they flushed any
remaining doves out the window and with them went all logic and common
sense.

 
 

The Project for A New American Century

The Project for a New American Century (PNAC) was a neoconservative not-
for-profit think tank established in 1997 – “to promote American global
leadership”. It was established by neocons, William Kristol and Robert Kagan
and represents – to many of today’s political pundits and historians – as the
very peak of neoconservativism. Kagan, one of its directors is also a member of
the Council on Foreign Relations and served in the State Department during the
troubled second half of Reagan’s presidency as a member of it’s Policy
Planning Staff. William Kristol was the acting chairman of PNAC, and while
there is no public mention of his membership to the CFR, he certainly has no
aversion to rubbing shoulders with those who are – publishing multiple articles
within the CFR’s bi-monthly magazine, Foreign Affairs. And when one considers
that William Kristol’s father Irving, was himself a member and is credited with
being the ‘godfather of neoconservatism’ we see such an obvious alignment of
ideologies that William’s absence from the CFR’s membership list becomes
merely anecdotal. All other co founders and key contributors to PNAC are
officially listed as directors and in the paragraph to follow – for reasons that will
become clear later – I include all relevant titles or associations they held prior
to, during, or after their involvement with PNAC. They were: Devon Gaffney
Cross, Bruce P. Jackson, John R. Bolton, Gary Schmitt and Thomas Donnelly.

 Devon Gaffney Cross is also a member of the Council on
Foreign Relations and worked under famous neocon hardliner
Richard Perle at the Defense Policy Board Advisory Committee.
Bruce P Jackson makes the neoconservative list and is also a
member of the CFR. He was vice president of Strategy and
Planning for Lockheed Martin and president of the US Committee



on NATO – a non-profit corporation formed to promote the
expansion of NATO and the strengthening of ties between the US
and Europe. Jackson served in military intelligence and has been
the president for the Project on Transitional Democracies from
2002 to the present day. John R. Bolton‘s legendary hawkish
reputation on U.S. foreign policy precedes him, he is a senior
fellow and former Senior Vice President for public policy research
for the American Enterprise Institute – another infamous neocon
haunt. He argued against biological weapons inspections of U.S.
military sites in 2001 and is a very outspoken proponent for the
overthrow of Iraq, Iran and Syria. He is presently the National
Security Advisor for the Trump administration. Gary Schmitt is a
well known neoconservative but is also listed as the co founder,
chairman and executive director of PNAC and was the executive
director of the US Foreign Intelligence Advisory Board under
Reagan. Thomas Donnelly is another neoconservative who now –
after some degree of sexual identity reform – goes by the name
of Giselle. She was deputy director of PNAC and has been the
project director at the Lockheed Martin Corporation since 2002.

In PNAC’s initial Statements of Principles, published on June 3, 1997 – some
three years before the letter sent to Blythe – the coauthors indicate an urgency
to reestablish the United States as the preeminent force of global dominance,
stating that “American foreign and defense policy is adrift” and that
conservatives “had not confidently advanced a strategic vision of America’s role
in the world. They have not set forth guiding principles for American foreign
policy. They have allowed differences over tactics to obscure potential
agreement on strategic objectives. And they have not fought for a defense
budget that would maintain American security and advance American interests
in the new century.” And through the creation of PNAC, they “aimed to change
this”. They aimed to “make the case and rally support for American global
leadership”. Within this initial piece of literature, the authors laid out, in bullet
form, the four most effective ways to accomplish their goals:

 

We need to increase defense spending significantly if we are to carry out our

global responsibilities today and modernize our armed forces for the future;

We need to strengthen our ties to democratic allies and to challenge regimes

hostile to our interests and values;

We need to promote the cause of political and economic freedom abroad;

We need to accept responsibility for America’s unique role in preserving and



extending an international order friendly to our security, our prosperity, and

our principles.(19)

 

 

TThe increase of defense spending, the challenging of hostile regimes, the
promotion of freedom abroad, and the preservation and extension of American
principles presented in the four points above is the exact rhetoric the world
heard in the lead up to every war since Rhode’s Last Will and Testament,
including World War I, World War II, the Vietnam War, Operation Desert Storm
and the Iraq War. In fact, the Project for a New American Century is widely
understood today as the single greatest influencing factor in the U.S. invasion of
Iraq and was what gave the smoldering neocon warmonger mandate its first
draft of oxygen just as the flame of the ‘old’ century was dying out and just prior
to the start of the one we find ourselves in today – a dominant ‘new American
century’ and Brzezinski’s Middle Eastern chessboard fully engulfed in flames.

The 25 signatories of The Statement of Principles that
has set the course for American foreign policy since
9/11 also reads reads like a CFR, neocon guest list and
can be found below. You will see an overlapping of
some names when compared to those who signed off
on the letter sent to Blythe, but note the importance of
some of the additions:

 
Elliott Abrams (CFR,neocon,spec.assistant to president, NSC), Gary Bauer
(neocon), William J. Bennett (neocon, Dir. of Nat. Drug Control Policy), Jeb
Bush, Dick Cheney (CFR,neocon,Vice Pres.), Eliot A. Cohen(CFR,neocon,
counsellor US State Dept.), Midge Decter (neocon, wife of founder of
neoconservativism), Paula Dobriansky (Senior Vice Pres. CFR,neocon), Steve



Forbes (Editor-In-Chief of Forbes magazine and grandson of the magazines
founder), Aaron Friedberg (CFR,Deputy Ass. for Nat. Sec. Affairs), Francis
Fukuyama (CFR,neocon), Frank Gaffney (neocon), Fred Ikle, Donald Kagan,
Zalmay Khalilzad (CFR,neocon,US Ambassador to UN), Scooter Libby
(CFR,neocon, Ass. to Vice Pres. for Nat. Sec. Affairs, Chief of Staff, Ass. to
Pres.), Norman Podhoretz (CFR,neocon, advisor to US Information Agency),
James Danforth Quayle, Peter Rodman (neocon,Ass.Sec. of Defense for Int’l
Sec. Affairs), Stephen Peter Rosen, Harry Rowen (Sec. of Defense Policy
Avisory Board), Donald Rumsfeld (neocon, Sec. of Defense), Vin Weber
(CFR,neocon), George Weigel and Paul Wolfowitz (CFR,neocon, Deputy Sec.
of Defense).(20)(21)

 
The obvious catalyst for the continued American occupation of the Middle East
was the events that transpired on the morning of September 11, 2001, and
since then, nothing has made any logical sense. From the immediacy with which
the mainstream media had identified the culprit as a mysterious cave dwelling
‘mastermind’ named Usama bin Laden and Hussein’s heretofor to be discovered
‘weapons of mass destruction’ to the circumstances surrounding both of their
capture and subsequent deaths; from the 9/11 Commission’s obviously
compromised investigation to the resulting war on terror and omnipotent
domestic surveillance that only grows in scale, the American public continue to
be fed a steady dose of fallacy. The absence of empirical evidence to support
the sensational claims made by Bush, Cheney, Rumsfeld and their ilk in the
immediate aftermath were obvious to those who were paying attention at the
time and now, years later, that dissenting voice has only been further verified.
Many at the time voiced their outrage at how the entire narrative was implanted
into the public mind and taken as the gospel truth despite many glaring
contradictions. And, conveniently enough, any public blow back from a very
vociferous minority regarding the lateral shift from Afghanistan and Usama Bin
Laden to Iraq and Saddam Hussein was stifled by a CFR member, neocon and
head spokesman in the rebuild of Iraq, Paul Bremer(!) Bremer, put there by
Rumsfeld, just as the Bush Administration changed the name of the
organization from Office for Reconstruction and Humanitarian Assistance to the
much more inauspicious sounding, Coalition Provisional Authority and just like
that, the U.S. military had slyly shifted from liberators to occupiers in less than
three months after arrival.

 

Furthermore to all of this, the 9/11 Commission – the investigation that was
supposed to unveil to the world the guilty party behind the attacks – quickly
disintegrated into a farce led by executive director and CFR member Philip



Zelikow. In the end, the official story was rubber stamped for approval and
cleared for public consumption without ever having asked key members of the
Bush administration any serious questions. In fact, it is an article co written less
than one year prior to the events of 9/11 by Zelikow, and fellow CFR member
and Rhodes Scholar, Ashton Carter, along with Director of the CIA, John
Deutch that serves as a shining example of Hegelian Dialectic (problem,
reaction, solution) and indicates the level upon which these secret societies
work.

 

 

This one article is important and I offer it herein as your final consideration for
several reasons, not the least of which because it first alerted America to a man
named Usama Bin Ladin and his very public Declaration of the World Islamic
Front for Jihad Against the Jews and the Crusaders. But, just as important, in
the very same article Carter and his coauthors, John Deutch (CFR member and
CIA director under Blythe) and Philip Zelikow (CFR member) introduce the
magazines subscribers to a couple of terms that were about to enter public
vernacular in the very near future. In their story entitled, Combating
Catastrophic Terrorism, we are not only introduced to the term, ‘catastrophic
terrorism’ but it is also one of the earliest public uses of the term, ‘weapons of
mass destruction’. This article was also written between the two PNAC letters
discussed at length above and uses very similar terminology in describing an
ominous future where global terrorism is a consequential reality and of a major
concern for U.S. foreign policy moving forward. Within a mere 8 months of each
other, all three seem to echo the same sentiments, even using similar examples
in their assessment implying some future event, “Like Pearl Harbor [that]
would divide our past and future into a before and after. The United States
might respond with draconian measures, scaling back civil liberties,
allowing wider surveillance of citizens, detention of suspects, and use of
deadly force. More violence could follow, either further terrorist attacks or
U.S. counterattacks. Belatedly, Americans would judge their leaders
negligent for not addressing terrorism more urgently.”

 

 

This information, gathered from primary sources, at the very least destroys the
official narrative that was being spewed by the Bush administration and





repeated by mainstream outlets immediately following 9/11 – that the Bush
administration was caught unaware – and we instantly go from considering the
neocons implicit responsibility to them having a complicit understanding of the
crime. All the signs were being displayed for all to see in their own literature,
how could they themselves have missed them? With all of the institutions and
information at their disposal it becomes the argument of a mad man to try and
defend their actions – or lack thereof. Even the most adept sophist could not
spin the facts and circumstances to make anyone believe that the most historic
attack to happen on American soil since the burning of the White House was
carried out by a handful of men with box cutters – yet much of America,
although a dwindling number, still do wholeheartedly accept this phantasm as
fact. And from this problem came the reaction predicted from the American
people and a convenient two pronged solution in the form of The Patriot Act that
served to embolden further authoritarian measures of surveillance and control
on the citizens of America and a never ending war in the Middle East that is
either trying to spread chaos around the world or chip away at the protective
fringes of Russian isolationism, or both.

So it is with this understanding of the Council on Foreign Relations and the
Project for A New American Century, its members, and their original mandates,
that we begin to see a much clearer and accurate demarcation between
opposing factions; a line being drawn between ideologies that goes much
deeper in explaining the real reasons for the seemingly illogical overthrow of
Hussein that the mainstream narrative had lamely offered. We see
organizations that transcend political party. Instead of being force fed a steady
dose of identity politics and division we can now step back, and look at the
situation with a clearer mind. While the ‘reputable’ news organizations all forced
the non sequitur ‘weapons of mass destruction’ fallacy down the throats of an
already angry mob of Americans willing to believe anything, we continue to wait
for evidence of this claim some 15+ years after it was first postulated. And,
armed with an understanding of the hidden door policies created by PNAC, we
can, through forensic historical analysis, create a far better understanding of the
events that led up to the invasion of Iraq. We can go from an uninformed
citizenry inundated with conflicting, nonsensical conclusions, to a population
able to really see, empowered with the knowledge of the truth that transcends
the color of your representatives tie, or what side of the aisle they purport to
pledge their allegiance to.

As I’m sure is now clear to the reader – if the author’s explanation and story
telling have been sufficiently adequate – we see a commonality in the inner
structure of all of these secretive groups of powerful men: the Rhodes Round
Table, the Council on Foreign Relations, the Royal Institute of International
Affairs and even the more contemporary Project for A New American Century



who all operate in a consistent manner of secrecy and – from Rhodes to
Rumsfeld – all are driven by a common thread of Anglo American supremacy
that can be traced directly back to The Last Will and Testament of one Cecil
John Rhodes. An imperial aggression being hidden under words like
‘interventionalism’ and ‘expansionism’ and all the same reasons are given in
ready-to-consume sound bites like ‘the promotion of freedom abroad’ and ‘our
global responsibility’. They all subscribe to the “Round Table method of
discussion plus a journal” and their intent is to influence the ‘leaders of thought’
to steer foreign and domestic policy in any way they see fit. In all cases, their
goals are largely hidden from the public, yet their buildings are brick and mortar
– there for all to see but never to enter. Their names are scrubbed from the
front pages of history and all are unelected by the people, yet they have
procured such immense power and influence through their strategy planning
and advisory roles – both in the public and private sectors, and often times
simultaneously – to direct policy of not only large Defense contractors like Booz
Allen, Lockheed Martin and Halliburton, but governments on a state, federal and
international level.
Of course, the story of Cecil Rhodes, his Rhodes Scholarship program and the
connections to the Royal Institute of International Affairs and the Council on
Foreign Relations is just one example of the power that secret societies
possess over the policies of government. There are many such societies that
exist on all major American universities and it is mainly on the academic
campus, through the fraternities and sororities that futures are solidified and the
initiations into the ‘club’ begins. And the one thing they all have in common is
that the memberships are largely made up of white, Anglo-Saxon Protestants.
From Yale’s famous Skull and Bones to Cornell’s Quill and Dagger to the
Cadaver Society at Washington University, many of the people we see at the
top of mass media, Hollywood, politics, the military, and academia are members
of one such group or another. In fact, many members of Quill and Dagger are
also members of the Council on Foreign Relations and many occupied positions
within the Bush administration including Stephen Friedman, Stephen Krasner,
Stephen Hadley, Carol Kuntz and the aforementioned Paul Wolfowitz. There
were four members of Quill and Dagger in Obama’s administration. Quill and
Dagger also boasts 13 Rhodes Scholars members while Prescott Bush, George
H.W. Bush, George W. Bush are all famous Skull and Bones members. Other
‘Bonesman’ include former Democratic presidential nominee John Kerry; the
founder of TIME, LIFE, Fortune and Sports Illustrated magazines Henry Luce;
former Secretary of War(1940-1945) Henry Stimson; and founder of Morgan
Stanley Harold Stanley. This list is no where near exhaustive and further
research is encouraged.

You can follow the author on Bitchute, Gab, Minds, Trooth, and Twitter
@TriviumMethod, and on Facebook and YouTube at Duane Hayes.
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