
was told that any time they had an emergency of this kind they should con-
tact any one of three designated persons at the Waldorf Towers. Dr. Dodd
noted that whenever the Party obtained instructions from any of these three
men, Moscow always ratified them. What puzzled Dr. Dodd was the fact
that not one of these contacts was a Russian or a Communist. In fact, all
three were extremely wealthy capitalists! Dr. Dodd said, "I would certainly
like to find out who is really running things. I think the Communist Con-
spiracy is merely a branch of a much bigger conspiracy!"

The portions gleaned by Professor Skousen from Dr. Quigley's book
relate to the secret powers operating behind the scenes to destroy our con-
stitutional republic and our traditional freedom and to establish a one-world,
socialist government. Dr. Quigley speaks as an insider of some twenty years
standing. He approves wholeheartedly of the secret machinations of those
who would destroy our nation and place the world under a socialist dictator-
ship. He sneers at those American patriots who are fighting Communism,
stating that they have missed the right target — the secret group of insiders
who would rule the world. He feels that it would be tragedy for the free-
enterprise, constitutional Americans to win. On the contrary he believes
that our real hope lies in the victory of the secret operators. Hence the title
of his book, Tragedy and Hope.

Dr. Quigley, however, believes that the real battle is finished and that
his side has won. In effect, he believes that it is all over but the shouting
and that it is now next to impossible to reverse the process. He traces the
secret movement over the years, naming names and places. Some of the names
will come as a shock to many Americans. The secret moves will shock them
further.

Professor Skousen does an outstanding job of bringing together and
crystalizing the important facts of Dr. Quigley's book. The Naked Capitalist
is a difficult book to put down. Skousen's commentary is enlightening. The
complete index and sub-index make it easy to trace the activities of men and
organizations.

The Naked Capitalist will answer many questions concerning the strange
things that have been going on in the world and in this country for many
years. Those who do not have the patience to tackle Dr. Quigley's 1300 page
book directly should by all means read Professor Skousen's 144 page com-
mentary. This book is a must for those interested in what is taking place
behind the scenes.

The Cult of Conspiracy
Louis C. Midgley

The Naked Capitalist is intended to expose a massive, top-secret, Cap-
italist super-conspiracy. Communism and socialism, we are told, are merely
some of the fruit of this Gigantic International Monolithic Network of Total
Global Power. Skousen now believes that it is the Capitalists who have been
secretly "running the world" for many years, forming "a conspiratorial con-
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trol center higher and stronger than either Moscow or Peiping." The Naked
Capitalist is intended to strip bare this "Global Establishment" which se-
cretly plans, plots, and conspires to rule the world. Now you have perhaps
always thought that the hard-working, money-making Capitalists were the
Good Guys in Skousen's demonology. Nothing could be further from the
truth. He believes that "globalism," "internationalism," "one-worldism,"
and ruthless centralized dictatorship are what the Capitalist demons have in
mind. They only use communism to achieve these goals.

The "global planners" who are at the center of the Capitalist conspiracy
are identified by Skousen as the "leaders of the world's secret center of inter-
national banking," the "super-rich," the "super capitalists." The "leaders
of London and Wall Street" are chiefs of "the Anglo-American secret society"
who are behind communism and everything else. Skousen puts bankers at
the top of the list of conspirators: the Rothschilds, Barings, Lazards, Paul
Warburg, J. P. Morgan. But also included are the following: John Foster
and Alan Dulles, the Rockefellers, Cecil Rhodes, Arnold Toynbee, Walter
Lippman, Albert Einstein, George F. Kennan, Douglas Dillon, Dean Ache-
son, Henry Kissinger, Henry Cabot Lodge, Arthur Burns, George Ball, Ells-
worth Bunker, Paul Hoffman, McGeorge Bundy, the Kennedy family, Dwight
Eisenhower, John Dewey, and many others. By any standards, this is quite
a list.

The Capitalists, he now tells us, are "the world's secret power structure"
and they merely form, use and manipulate communism and socialism and
many other things for their own evil purposes. He knows that this thesis
is not likely to be believed. "If I had said it, people may have found it too
fantastic to believe," Skousen wrote in a letter that accompanied copies of
the book that he gave to B.Y.U. faculty members. He claims, however, that
he has actually discovered "someone on the inside [of the supposed Capitalist
conspiracy] who is willing to tell the story." "I have," he writes, "waited
thirty years for someone on the inside of the modern political power struc-
ture to talk. At last somebody has." Skousen is referring to Carroll Quigley,
a professor of history at Georgetown University. Roughly forty full pages
of The Naked Capitalist consist of direct quotations from Quigley's Tragedy
and Hope: A History of the World in Our Time.

But does Quigley really say what Skousen claims he says? The answer
is both yes and no. The answer is yes, if you mean: "Are the long passages
that Skousen quotes actually in Quigley's book?" Quigley does discuss the
role of financial capitalism in recent history as well as various "networks"
of Capitalist influence and power. But the answer is an emphatic and final
no, if you mean: "Does Quigley think he is revealing or has he revealed a
Great Super-secret Capitalist Conspiracy behind communism?" This is, of
course, the crucial point.

Much of what Skousen claims to have found in Quigley's book is simply
not there. There are numerous places in The Naked Capitalist in which
Skousen (1) asserts something about Quigley but then inadvertently reveals
that he completely misunderstands Quigley's remarks; (2) simply invents fan-
tastic ideas and attributes them to Quigley; or (3) makes inferences from
Quigley's book that go far beyond the bounds of honest commentary. By
way of illustration, I will examine a small sampling of these many passages.
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1. According to Skousen, "When Dr. Quigley decided to write his 1300-
page book called Tragedy and Hope, he knew he was deliberately exposing
one of the best-kept secrets in the world. As one of the elite insiders, he
knew the scope of this power complex and he knew that its leaders hope to
eventually attain total global control (p. 4, italics added). Skousen cites no
evidence whatsoever to support his suppositions about what Quigley knew.
He fastens on one passage (Quigley, p. 950) and infers the totally unwar-
ranted conclusion that Quigley was an "elite 'insider' " on a global conspir-
acy of Capitalists who are behind communism. Quigley uses the term "in-
sider" merely to describe his role as historian with access to primary source
material.

2. Skousen writes: "Obviously, disclosing the existence of a mammoth
power network which is trying to take over the world could not help but
arouse the vigorous resistance of the millions of people who are its intended
victims. So why did Quigley write his book? His answer appears in a num-
ber of places but is especially forceful and clear on pages 979-980. He says
in effect, that it is now "too late for the little people to turn back the tide"
(p. 4). The truth is that on pages 979-980 Quigley says nothing at all about
the purpose of his book. The passage in question is merely a negative ac-
count of the isolationist impulse found between 1945-55 in which some fav-
orite nostrums of Skousen are lampooned.

3. Skousen claims that "all through his book, Dr. Quigley assures us
that we can trust these benevolent, well-meaning men who are secretly oper-
ating behind the scenes. THEY are the hope of the world. All who resist
them represent tragedy. Hence the title of the book" (p. 5). If Quigley does
something "all through his book," as Skousen claims, it should be easy to
give some examples — well, one passage at least. All Skousen presents are
his own inferences, for which there is no textual support. If the reader is
interested in what Quigley had in mind by the title Tragedy and Hope,
he should consult pages 1310ff., for it is there that Quigley explains that the
tragedy is the threat of war and the hope is that we will come to practice
Christian love.

4. After mentioning the imagery in Revelations 13:15-17, Skousen tells
us that "Dr. Quigley assures us that this type of global power structure is
on the verge of becoming a total reality. He points out that during the past
two centuries when the peoples of the world were gradually winning their
political freedom from the dynastic monarchies, the major banking families
of Europe and America were actually reversing the trend by setting up new
dynasties of political control through formation of international financial
combines" (p. 7). While it is true that Quigley talks about international
bankers and their activities, nowhere does he call their activities a "global
power structure." This is Skousen's invention. Nor does Quigley connect
the activities of bankers with secret combinations or anything mentioned
in Scripture. The assertions that follow the words "Quigley assures us" and
"he points out" are merely surmises and conclusions drawn by Skousen and
then attributed to Quigley to give them some authority.

5. Skousen thinks it is the Super-Capitalist bankers who are behind all
of this and who are chief enemies of the "free-enterprise, property-oriented,
open society. . ." (p. 24). But why would these "super-capitalists," who have
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the most to gain from free-enterprise, try to destroy it and replace it with
socialism? "Dr. Quigley provides the answer to this question but it is so
startling that at first it seems virtually inconceivable. It becomes rational
only as his scattered references to it are collected and digested point by point.
In a nutshell, Dr. Quigley has undertaken to expose what every insider like
himself has known all along — that the world hierarchy of the dynastic
super-rich is out to take over the planet, doing it with Socialistic legislation
where possible, but having no reluctance to use Communist revolution where
necessary" (p. 25). But where does Quigley say these things? Quigley is
supposedly Skousen's one and only "insider" who has "talked" — his star
witness. Quigley does not support in any way Skousen's conspiracy thesis; he
has a thesis of his own, but it is not the one Skousen claims to have found
in Quigley's book.

6. "As we shall observe shortly," Skousen writes, "Dr. Quigley is some-
times reluctant to admit the full ramifications of his ugly thesis when the
shocking and often revolting implications of it spill out on the blood-stained
pages of recent history" (p. 25). This is a confused way of granting that
Quigley's book does not provide support of Skousen's thesis. But, says Skousen,
this "strange contradiction . . . should offer no difficulty to the reader once
he understands what is happening." Of course, once you accept Skousen's
views, it is apparently very easy to interpret anything. But I had the impres-
sion that Quigley was the "insider" who had told all and therefore provided
the proof that needs no interpretation. However, once we look at Quigley's
book, we find that nothing in it makes Skousen-type sense unless it is inter-
preted in a special way — unless the reader "understands what is happening."
It is Skousen who tells us "what is happening" and not Quigley. He is argu-
ing with his own (and only) witness. A confession hardly needs a key so
that we can interpret it. And a wild set of inferences hardly constitutes a
confession.

7. Skousen writes: "Dr. Quigley bluntly confesses that the International
Bankers who had set out to remake the world were perfectly confident that
they could use their money to acquire the cooperation and eventual control
of the Communist-Socialist conspiratorial groups" (p. 38, italics added). Where
does Quigley "bluntly confess" such things? The truth is that Skousen is
reporting what he believes the international bankers are up to and then
falsely attributing his own invention to Quigley.

8. According to Skousen: "It may seem somewhat contradictory that
the very people whom Marx identified as the epitome of 'Capitalism' should
be conspiring with the followers of Marx to overthrow traditional Capitalism
and replace it with Socialism. But the record supports the Quigley conten-
tion that this is precisely what has been happening" (p. 38, italics added).
Where did Quigley contend any such thing? What "record" supports such
a contention? These are again wholly unwarranted inferences.

9. Skousen refers to "Dr. Quigley's admission that the remaking of the
world by the super-rich was to be along the socialist lines taught at those
British institutions which look upon global socialism as the hope of the world"
(p. 39, italics added). Where does Quigley admit such a thing? Here is
Quigley's statement: "The chief aims of this elaborate, semi-secret organiza-
tion [the Round Table Groups financed by bankers, as Quigley has earlier

103



shown] were largely commendable: to coordinate the international activities
and outlooks of the English-speaking world into one (which would largely,
it is true, be that of the London group); to work to maintain peace; to help
backward, colonial, and underdeveloped areas to advance toward stability,
law and order, and prosperity ALONG LINES SOMEWHAT SIMILAR TO
THOSE TAUGHT AT OXFORD AND THE UNIVERSITY OF LON-
DON (ESPECIALLY THE SCHOOL OF ECONOMICS AND THE
SCHOOLS OF AFRICAN AND ORIENTAL STUDIES)" (Quigley, p. 954;
quoted by Skousen, p. 39). Skousen reads the last few lines as an open
admission that some super-rich types were conspiring to remake the world
"along socialist lines." I cannot find anything in the passage which infers
that anything would be done "along socialist lines." I have the impression
that Skousen uses expressions like "along socialist lines" when Quigley and
most everyone else would say "under control by wealthy capitalists."

10. According to Skousen, "One of the singular and amazing things
about Dr. Quigley's book is his willingness to frankly and unashamedly con-
fess [sic] some of the most serious acts of subversion by his comrades-in-arms
and then think nothing of turning around and flatly denying that they would
have had a hand in such a foul and dirty business as betraying people like
the Chinese to Communism" (p. 47, italics added). Quigley does say that
"there is no evidence of which I am aware of any explicit plot or conspir-
acy to direct American policy in a direction favorable either to the Soviet
Union or to international communism" (p. 947, quoted by Skousen, p. 45).
Where are the frank and unashamed admissions? The "comrades-in-arms"
remark is gratuitous.

11. According to Skousen, "Dr. Quigley's disclosure that the Council
on Foreign Relations and the Institute of Pacific Relations were responsible
for what turned out to be a paroxysm of world-wide political subversion, is
no more shocking than his bold declaration that the global collectivists of
the London-Wall Street Axis were equally successful in attacking the whole
foundation of American culture. . ." (p. 57, italics added). Quigley does
discuss the activities and financial backing of the Council on Foreign Rela-
tions and the Institute of Pacific Relations, but he does not thereby disclose
that they were responsible for any political subversion (either world-wide or
national). Nor does he make a bold declaration about global collectivists
being "successful in attacking the whole foundation of American culture."
These are entirely the conclusions and opinions of Skousen and they find no
support whatever in Quigley's book.

12. Skousen constantly attempts to demonstrate that financial capitalism
both directs and supports communism. He asserts, for example, that "Quigley
says" that "the secret Establishment powers" are attempting "to gradually
move [sic] humanity toward a global collectivist society" (p. 87). There is,
however, nothing in Tragedy and Hope that links financial capitalism with
the goal of "a global collectivist society" or communism or socialism or dic-
tatorship. Quigley notes that the two organizations "were much concerned
with freedom of expression for minorities and the rule of law for all"; they
"constantly thought in terms of Anglo-American solidarity, of political par-
tition and federation. . ." (Quigley, p. 954). Exactly what is wrong with
such goals? Quigley shows how a few "Communist sympathizers" and fellow
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travelers infiltrated the CFR and IPR in the 1930's. This is not a new reve-
lation. Quigley also observes that groups such as IPR and CFR constitute
the "power structure which the Radical Right in the United States has been
attacking for years in the belief that they were attacking the Communists"
(956). Quigley calls these efforts of the Radical Right "misdirected attacks."
They are so for several reasons, the chief one being that the bankers and
their various organizations — what Quigley calls facetiously "the English
and American Establishments" — are not Communist or subversive at all and
never have been, though some of the groups supported by bankers were
once infiltrated by a few sympathizers and fellow travelers. (See Quigley,
p. 956).

The story Quigley tells is good enough. Why then expand it into a
lurid tale of global conspiracy and subversion when it is not even a story
of a secret conspiracy at all, but merely a reasonable account of the role of
one group within the complex of American and world politics? It is by a
strange magic that Quigley's account of the role of certain international
bankers and their friends in England and the United States becomes trans-
formed in Skousen's mind into a top-secret, Super-capitalist, Super-conspir-
acy of a global nature. Quigley makes it clear that banking interests and the
groups they support are (1) not secret (only semi-secret like most financial,
governmental and university affairs generally), (2) not a subversive or crim-
inal conspiracy, (3) not global, only international in the sense that some ties
were maintained between bankers and intellectuals in England and the
United States), and (4) not really monstrous, sinister, or demonic (but more
nearly meddling, naive, idealistic and vain — all rather typical faults of both
intellectuals and the wealthy).

13. According to Skousen, "Every once in a while, the network lets
down its guard long enough for us to get a slight but alarming peep into
the inner parts of the mammoth machine which Dr. Quigley believes is now
too big to stop. When one contemplates the interlocking global ramifica-
tions which this power structure has developed, it is little wonder that Dr.
Quigley feels so tremendously confident about its ultimate and irrevocable
victory" (p. 107; italics added). Here again we see Skousen at work asserting
what Quigley believes and feels. Skousen supports neither of these assertions
with textual evidence. Nowhere in his book does Quigley say or imply the
things that Skousen attributes to him.

14. The evidence and argument of The Naked Capitalist is a weak
reed, but the book still has a good deal of emotional appeal and persuasive
power. The message is cleverly staged and artfully developed. Skousen
begins with a tale about a conversation with Bella Dodd, a former Com-
munist. This is a nice touch. The reader is made to see Skousen as one
familiar with security matters and with important people. The purported
conversation with Dodd, for which there is no proof, points the reader to
the main idea of the book — that there is "a conspiratorial control center
higher and stronger than either Moscow or Peiping." Skousen's "credentials"
are thus implied — his FBI background, his knowledge of the state of mind
of J. Edgar Hoover, and of subversive actions in government, and finally his
sensational discovery of who has been behind everything. Before the average
reader ever gets to read a word of Quigley he already knows what Quigley
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will say and is left with no doubts at all that Quigley is a front rank, high-up
member of a top-secret, malevolent conspiracy.

But the Quigley that Skousen has invented (or rather appropriated from
the John Birch Society) is not the real Quigley at all. Skousen's picture of
Quigley as an elite member of a criminal conspiracy who is now willing to
tell the inside story is unprincipled fabrication and a clear piece of deceit.
Unless Skousen had planted in the reader's mind his fantasy about Quigley
writing a book "to expose world-wide conspiracy and disclose many of its
most secret operations" (p. 4), it would never occur to a reader of Tragedy
and Hope that Quigley was anything but the author of a textbook on recent
world history in which some account is offered of the political activities of
financial capitalism.

Suppose that one accepts the tale of super-conspiracy as told by Skousen,
what is one to do about it? Once we know about the Establishment, what
then? Skousen feels that it is now possible "to mobilize a formidable wave
of hard-core resistance to the whole super-structure of world-wide conspiracy"
(p. 117). Remember, the world-wide conspiracy he is talking about is finan-
cial capitalism. "The future task is political in nature. Essentially, it is a
matter of methodically and deliberately uniting the vast resources of political
power at the grass roots level and 'throwing the rascals out'" (p. 117). He
also claims that "it is essential that one of the national political parties be
renovated and reconstructed as a base- of operations. . ." (p. 120). "This
situation [the collectivization process] is likely to continue," Skousen tells
us "until a sufficient number of Americans become angrily aroused and rise
from the grass roots to seize control of one or both of the major parties"
(p. 57). Notice the operative words "angrily aroused," "rise," "seize control."

After the "political puppets of the international network" of financial
capital are eliminated and replaced and "the political climate has been im-
proved we have a tremendous amount of restructuring to do" (p. 118, italics
added). What will we restructure? "The conspiratorial enemy's power base
must be eliminated" (p. 118, italics added). The power base of the bankers
and their henchmen is, of course, their property and wealth; Skousen wants
it eliminated. The economic order must be reconstructed, for "the whole
monolithic, inter-locking power structure of international finance is in fla-
grant violation of the general welfare of the people. . ." (p. 118). In the
name of the people, we should eliminate the power base (that is, the wealth)
or finance capital. "This mammoth concentration of economic powTer is in
direct opposition to the traditional American precept that, unless it has
been stated otherwise, all power of every sort must remain DISPERSED
among the people. Therefore, laws must be passed so that the nightmarish
monstrosity of credit and money power which has been rapidly gravitating
into a few conspiring hands, can be dismantled" (p. 118, italics added). These
sentences seem to be a call for the government to expropriate the wealth of
the rich. Skousen's program is (1) to angrily arouse people to the point
where they will rise and seize control of a political party, (2) to take over
the government, (3) to use its power to eliminate the wealthy, (4) to dismantle
credit and money power, and (5) to disperse power to the people. This radi-
cal political program is surprisingly close to the rhetoric of the New Left.

Skousen specifies some goals which can be attained, he believes, after
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expropriation of the wealth and hence the power base of finance capital.
(1) This step "would allow us to liberate our captive press, radio and TV
facilities so that the people could be told what is going on." (2) "It would
facilitate the liberation of the captive public school system. . ." (3) "It would
also facilitate the liberation of certain religious bodies, universities, and
other powerful, opinion-molding channels which have been bought-over and
corrupted by the fabulous wealth of the network's billion-dollar, tax-exempt
foundations." (4) "The Federal Reserve system and the United Nations must
go" (pp. 118-19; italics added). What does the word "liberate" mean in this
context? It certainly seems to imply wresting control from someone. Does
it also imply turning control over to someone else? To whom exactly? And
who would do this liberating? The government, perhaps?

I believe that Skousen started his career with the goal of saving the
rich from big government, but has found that the rich don't want his help —
the rich he now discovers control big government and, in fact, are rich partly
because of big government. Now he wants to attack the rich and especially
their power base, their wealth. But he is not the first to have it in for
Capitalists and to want to save the people from their rich masters. This is
exactly the program of various forms of socialism and communism. It is
difficult to miss the parallels between Skousen's program and much of the
rhetoric of the New Left. But there are other instructive parallels. In Ger-
many, where they also once came to believe that they were oppressed by
conspiratorial bankers who also manipulated the Communists, the program
was called National Socialism. Under this program the rich would be elim-
inated and power given back to the people (or so they said), the schools
would be liberated so that the truth could be taught about the evil bankers,
international ties would be eliminated, churches would be used for national
propaganda and other purposes. Skousen also wants a political party to
come to power with the express goal of eliminating the wealth and power
of the rich (what better name for such a policy than socialism?) and this key
process is to be accomplished by national governmental action — an appro-
priate descriptive title for his program would be National Socialism.

There are a host of writers, mostly on the left, who have been arguing
that political power is in the hands of a wealthy power elite. There is, for
example, currently a split among political scientists and sociologists between
those who argue that some kind of power elite run things and those who
maintain that most everyone has some access to power through democratic
processes of decision making. I am surprised that Skousen has apparently
never heard about a power elite (or the influence of money in politics or
of a military-industrial complex) before he read Quigley. There is a very
large literature on these topics. Skousen could have found plenty to chew
on in, for example, Ferdinand Lundberg, The Rich and the Super-Rich:
A Study in the Power of Money Today (New York: Lyle Stuart, 1968).

Has Cleon Skousen simply invented the utterly false, paranoid view of
politics and history advanced in The Naked Capitalist? Carroll Quigley in-
forms me that for over two years the John Birch Society and other radicals
have been busy distorting the contents of his Tragedy and Hope in order
to support their own paranoid fantasy about a super-conspiracy behind the
multitude of evils in the world today. Skousen has bought without question
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the dogma of the Birchers and other radicals. He is now busy using his
rhetorical powers to charm and flatter Church members into accepting the
dogmas of his conspiracy cult. He has made an accommodation between the
gospel of Jesus Christ and, of all things, a vain and wholly absurd worldly
ideology. The immediate result of Skousen's activity is a kind of radical
cult within the Church. He and his friends make every effort to teach their
radical political dogmas as if they were truths of the gospel of Jesus Christ.

Recently the Saints have been plagued by those who pass around out-
landish nonsense as authentic prophecies of John Taylor, and by others who
want to mobilize the Saints into Neighborhood Emergency Teams. The
Church has had to settle accounts with both groups. The effect of The
Naked Capitalist is likewise to direct the attention of the Saints away from
the gospel and to form a cult. The Naked Capitalist sets brother against
brother. It divides the Saints into angry, hostile camps, as is evidenced by
its impact on students at Brigham Young University, where it is now being
used by certain religion teachers as a compendium to the Scriptures. Such
a radical and false ideology, no matter how cleverly packaged and ration-
alized, does not teach us to love our neighbors or forgive.others; it does not
open us to the sanctifying effects of the Spirit. There is nothing edifying
in its bleak message. Skousen's grim tale of evil conspiracy is not the gospel.
Nor is the gospel consistent with the idea that the Saints should be preparing
for an aggressive, hostile onslaught against some Enemy Super-Conspiracy.
There is no reason for us to put our faith — not even a little of our faith —
in some worldly ideology or some radical political program of man.

The Lord has warned the Saints to avoid secret combinations (see Ether
8:19, 22-6); we are not told to start our own secret combination to counter
the evils we see or think we see in the world. We are not to follow the pat-
tern set by this world; our politics should be of an entirely different kind;
our Kingdom is not of this world. We are not commissioned to win this
world for the Lord by joining some seedy and unseemly political mass move-
ment like that offered by the New Left or the Radical Right. No conspir-
acy, not even a Skousen-type Super-Conspiracy, can possibly frustrate the
Kingdom of God; the Saints need not fear the corruption of this world if they
keep their eyes and hearts on the Master.

Brigham Young gave us some good advice as to how we as partakers in
the Lord's priesthood should deal with political questions: "Let no Religious
test be required or the Holy influence and Power of the Priesthood be brought
to bear in any Political question. If the inherent merits of all such matters
will not furnish argument sufficient for all necessary purposes, then let them
go; for it is better that the whole Political fabric, corrupt as we know it
to be, should totter and go to destruction, than for our Saints to be offended."
Brigham Young warned us not to permit the trivial matter of this world's
politics to influence us in the least and added: "and never, no never! no
never!! again drag Priesthood into Political gentile warfare." (Letter, July
20, 1849.) In spite of such prophetic warning the conspiracy cult thrives.
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