
an "insider" of the Eastern Establishment, as Skousen seems to believe I was; I
simply said that I knew some of these people, and generally liked them, al-
though I objected to some of their policies. It seems to me that Skousen is
unable to understand their point of view, simply because he upholds what
I would regard as "the Radical Right" view that "exclusive uniformity" is
the basis on which our society should be based. My own view is that our
whole Western tradition rests, despite frequent aberrations, on what I call
"inclusive diversity." These are the last two words of my book, and they
are its chief message, which seems to me to be one of the chief aspects of
the Christian way of life: that diverse peoples with diverse beliefs must live
together and work together in a single community. It seems to me that the
Wall Street power group sincerely held this belief; that is why they made
Harvard and other institutions they influenced so "liberal." They felt
strongly that communists and the Soviet Union and other diverse peoples
were in this world together and had to live and let live in order to co-exist.
It seems to me that this is what Skousen cannot accept. His political posi-
tion seems to me to be perilously close to the "exclusive uniformity" which
I see in Nazism and in the Radical Right in this country. In fact, his posi-
tion has echoes of the original Nazi 25 point program.

Midgley says that Skousen was triggered into writing The Naked Cap-
italist by my critical remarks on the Radical Right. I agree with him. If
you will look at my book (pages 146-147), you will see that the Round Table
Group, under the influence of Lionel Curtis, held basically Christian beliefs.
These were sincere. But they bungled them greatly in application. Perhaps
it was intellectual arrogance to expect to "build the Kingdom of God here
upon this earth," and they certainly failed disastrously. No one knows this
better than I do. But I still cannot condemn them, and I cannot see that
the American Radical Right has anything better to offer. I think the Round
Table effort failed because they tried to work through government, rather
than through each person's individual effort in his private life.

Skousen's Reply
W. Cleon Skousen

In The Naked Capitalist I simply quoted extensive passages from Quig-
ley which described the amazing extent to which a secret financial network
gained control over major nations throughout the world. Quigley was very
clear and precise in the way he presented his material, and I felt it was a
most important contribution. It is regrettable that he now feels compelled
to retreat to a more obscure position.

Quigley is unhappy with me for saying that he wrote his book as an
"insider." Yet after affirming the existence of this vast, secret power structure
of the super-rich he writes: "I know of the operations of this network be-
cause I have studied it for twenty years, and was permitted for two years, in
the early 1960's, to examine its papers and secret record. I have no aversion
to it or to most of its aims and have, for much of my life, been close to it
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and many of its instruments." Is there any other historian who has been
given access to the secret records of the international bankers' establishment?
I know of none. Nor do I know of any historian who has been close enough
to the "instruments" of the Establishment to reveal so many facts concern-
ing its inside operations.

One of the most astonishing points raised in Quigley's critique was his
statement that, "I never anywhere said that financial capitalism sought to
support communism." Actually, this is something he stressed very strongly
in his book. "Our concern at the moment is with the links between Wall
Street and the Left, especially the Communists. . . ."; he goes on to describe
how J. P. Morgan's partner, Thomas Lamont, and his family became the
"sponsors and financial angels to almost a score of the extreme Left organi-
zations, including the Communist Party itself." He cites other instances,
one of which is the Institute of Pacific Relations (pp. 946ff.). He says, "The
influence of the Communists in IPR is well established, but the patronage
of Wall Street is less well known." He then provides an extremely interesting
account of the relationship between Wall Street leaders and their heavily
financed forces of subversion which operated in the IPR during that period.
Of course, Congressional hearings thoroughly supported my position. So
did the Attorney General's investigation in the Amerasia Case. Why is
Quigley now attempting to deny his former position?

Both in his book and his critique, Quigley exhibits a very strange atti-
tude toward those who have views which differ from his own. He is very
disturbed by the "petty bourgeoisie" in America who have "middle-class
values" and are therefore opposed to what I believe is the socialized, one-
world society which is being imposed upon them. Obviously Quigley is
talking about those who oppose what he believes in. But why must he
identify them with the Nazis? Smearing is a tactic used by those who have
run out of substantive arguments. Quigley does the same thing in his re-
sponse to The Naked Capitalist. He says my position "has echoes of the
original Nazi 25 point program." In what way? He never gets around to
telling us.

I have concluded to attribute Midgley's treatment of my book to an
adventure in speed reading. Certainly he is a better scholar than the con-
tents of this critique would indicate. He must have written his comments
under tremendous pressure and at a time when his sketchy scanning of my
book caused him to suffer a trauma of emotional inflammation. I would have
preferred to respond to a critique of scholarly, penetrating analysis. That
might have been useful to both of us, and I would have welcomed it.

My greatest disappointment in Midgley is his obvious lack of intellec-
tual curiosity. In his anxiety to get out his polemical shotgun and win the
debate, he completely missed some rather exciting issues which are presented
in The Naked Capitalist. Some of these have come into prominence just
since this book was published. An example of this has been the rather sen-
sational repudiation of the 1968 Republican platform by President Nixon,
which my book anticipated. Another has been the submitting of two bills
in Congress to retire the privately owned stock of the Federal Reserve Sys-
tem, which coincides with the recommendations in The Naked Capitalist.
This book also predicted the new China policy with Kissinger carrying the
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ball for the power network which initiated the policy. Midgley appears to
have missed all of this along with a dozen other issues of equal importance.

In the opening portion of his review, Midgley pokes fun at Skousen's
"demonology" which is supposed to "strip bare the 'Global Establishment'
who secretly plan, plot and subversively conspire to rule the world." As
part of his fun, Midgley says, "Since the Capitalist Super-conspiracy is partly
an affair of bankers, Skousen heads the list of conspirators with their names:
The Rothschilds, Barings, Lazards, Paul Warburg, J.P. Morgan. . . ." This
illustrates the superficiality of his reading. This series of names is not my
list at all. It is Quigley's. How did Midgley miss this?

Midgley goes on to say: "Skousen has striven to find a link between
capitalism and communism." This is not true. The link between wealthy
Capitalists and the Communists has been one of the startling facts growing
out of government investigations for forty years or more. The great value
of Quigley's book is that he verifies with names and organizations what gov-
ernment investigators and private researchers have been saying all along.
He further clarifies the reason for the Wall Street-Left Wing link by telling
how the heirs to some of the multi-billion dollar fortunes of the world be-
came converted to John Ruskin's version of socialist collectivism. We arc
dealing with fabulously wealthy men who are out to restructure the world
along Plato's pattern of socialist collectivism. Surely Midgley must have
read Plato sufficiently to appreciate what a tightly stratified class structure
John Ruskin was advocating.

Midgley lists fourteen points which he failed to find in Quigley's book
even though I cited the pages where he could find them:

1. Midgley says he could find nothing to indicate Quigley was writing
as an "insider." This one we have already covered.

2 8c 13. Midgley objected to my deduction that Quigley probably felt
safe in telling the Establishment story because of Quigley's feeling that it
was now too late for ordinary Americans to organize and turn back the tide.
Rather than quibble I will simply refer the reader to pages 979-80 of Quig-
ley's book.

3. What is the meaning behind the title, Tragedy and Hope? I have
already demonstrated that Quigley sees tragedy in returning to the funda-
mentals of the founding fathers. He sees hope in a one-world amalgamation
of the United States and the Soviet Union. He calls it "inclusive diversity."
In his critique of The Naked Capitalist Quigley provides a definition for
this strange term. He says it means "that diverse people with diverse beliefs
must live together and work together in a single community." Pushing uni-
versities toward the liberal Left, accommodating Communists, promoting
and financing their clandestine operations, all this is to bring us to what
Quigley thinks the Wall Street power group sincerely wanted — a "single
community" where people would be required to "live together and work
together." All of this smacks of compulsion, the loss of Constitutional free-
doms and deceptive, police state tactics.

4. Midgley calls my reference to a prophecy in the Book of Revelation
(13:15-17) merely "some imagery." This is John's prophecy that just prior
to the Second Coming (which he describes immediately afterwards) there will
be a great "beast" rise to power which will create an economic monopoly
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in which "no man might buy or sell" without its mark. Moroni talks about
a similar "secret combination" in the latter days (Ether 8:23). Midgley can
disparage such prophecies if he wishes, but it seems to me that what he dis-
misses as merely "some imagery" is taking on the flesh and bone of ominous
reality.

5. Midgley denies that there is anything in Quigley's book to indicate
there is an international financial combine which is pushing the world into
a collectivized society. To come to this conclusion, Midgley had to ignore
at least half of the "forty pages" which I quoted from Quigley.

6 & 10. Midgley says I cannot quote Quigley as my star witness and
then criticize him for trying to cover up the consequences of the conspiracy
which the Establishment has been financing. But why not, if it is true?

7. This item deals with the purposes of the Wall Street cabal in financ-
ing Left-Wing collectivist groups and has already been answered.

8 & 9. Midgley says it is "totally false" for me to suggest that Quigley
believes that the Establishment is moving toward the collectivist Left in
order to replace traditional capitalism with a world-wide socialist society.
He says Quigley presents no such picture in Tragedy and Hope. This leads
me to suspect that perhaps Midgley has not read Plato after all. Maybe he
had no idea what Quigley was talking about when he traced the ideological
gestation of the secret society to John Ruskin's Platonically inspired dream of
a one-world socialist society.

11. Midgley wants to know where Quigley makes any bold declaration
that the London-Wall Street network was involved in attacking the founda-
tion of the American culture. Communists have as their basic objective not
only the political conquest of America but the total destruction of its Judaic-
Christian culture. I see no difficulty whatever in establishing that Quigley
has been well aware of the attack the Establishment has been making on
the foundations of the American culture.

12. This item raises the complaint that there is nothing in Quigley's
book to show that the Eastern Establishment is supporting the Communists
and pushing toward a globalist union. As we have shown, Quigley specifi-
cally verified this point in his review when he carefully defined their goal as
"inclusive diversity" — a single society where Americans and Communists
must live and work together.

14. Midgley declares that since The Naked Capitalist is so lacking in
supportive evidence, it must be written off as more "clever" than "cogent."
This determination is something I am perfectly willing to leave to the intelli-
gence of the readers.

Finally, Midgley was disturbed by my suggestion that the people take
back from government the illegal authority it has expropriated to itself.
Although I specifically stated that this should be achieved through estab-
lished political procedures, Midgley equates me with those he calls the
"hysterical radicals." When I suggested that the international bankers' net-
work be deprived of the power they exercise through the Federal Reserve
system, Midgley could not visualize anything in this suggestion but a mass
appropriation of their wealth by government. This was purely an assump-
tion. He concluded that Skousen has joined the "New Left." The rest of
my suggestions were offered in this same spirit, but were translated by Midgley

113


	Skousen's Reply

