
into ominous political monsters ranging all the way from revolutionary com-
munism to Fascist Nazi dictatorship.

My reference to the power elite among the Capitalists led Midgley to
expostulate, "I am quite surprised that Skousen has apparently never heard
about a power elite . . . before he read Quigley." In my book I mentioned
that I had known about the secret power structure for over thirty years but
had been waiting for someone on the inside to tell us why these wealthy
Capitalists would feel there was some advantage in supporting the Com-
munists and Socialists. Once Quigley explained the background and influence
of John Ruskin and spelled out the ramifications of the "secret society,"
it began to make sense. At least to most people. Midgley is one of the ex-
ceptions. He suggests that those who believe in the conspiracy must be
"cultists." So far as I know, this would include all of the living prophets
and all of their immediate predecessors. I doubt whether Midgley would
really want to take on anything as formidable as that.

Midgley's Rejoinder
Louis Midgley

I had rather hoped that Skousen, upon discovering that his Quigley
thesis was false, would have had the courage to admit his error, recall his
book, disband his cult, stop his radical political agitation, and perhaps even
apologize to Carroll Quigley, whose book he has so badly misrepresented
and mistreated. Aside from whatever assistance my review could be to the
many decent, concerned Saints who have bought the book, I saw the re-
view as a call to repentance to Skousen. I tried to present my objections in
a scholarly, forceful but still kindly way. Now it appears that Skousen is
not prepared to face up to the fact that his book rests on falsehood. Instead,
he has chosen to dissemble and pretend that he has published the truth.

Skousen's reply plays down the more sensationalistic and lurid aspects
of his own thesis and, wherever possible, diverts attention to other "exciting
issues." The new toned-down version sometimes contradicts the original.
For example, I chided him for not knowing much earlier that wealthy people,
including bankers, have power and for having waited thirty long years for
someone to "let the secret out." He brushed this objection aside by insisting
that he mentions that he had always known about the secret power structure,
but had merely been waiting for someone on the inside to tell us why these
wealthy Capitalists were doing what they were doing. This contradicts the
version actually found on page 4 of his book and the letter he initially sent
with the book. There he wrote: "Our main problem has been to discover
precisely WHO [his emphasis] was behind some of the insane things which
have been happening."

The reader who carefully compares my fourteen objections with his
responses will find that he has failed in every case to answer them. How-
ever, I must draw special attention to some features of his reply.

1. Skousen charges me with having challenged the accuracy of the long
quotations he has taken from Quigley. That was not my point at all. All
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those thousands of words are quoted accurately, as far as I know. What I
complained about were the inferences, summaries and conclusions about
Quigley that are fallacious, inaccurate, and unsupported by textual evidence.

2. Quigley tells us that the title of his book points to the tragedy of
war and the hope that mankind will turn from hatred to Christian love
and thereby learn to live with others with whom we differ (see pp. 131Off.).
Unless we begin to manifest love, he maintains, we will destroy ourselves
in senseless war. This is what he means by the phrase "inclusive diversity."
Therefore he can say "that diverse peoples with diverse beliefs must live
together in a single community." Skousen has pounced on the harmless
word "must," inferring from it that Quigley wants "compulsion, the loss
of Constitutional freedoms and deceptive police state tactics," collectivism,
globalism, and "one-world amalgamation of the United States and the Soviet
Union." All these terrible things are inferred from the harmless little word
Quigley used to express his belief in the necessity of loving our neighbors.

3. The only "evidence" Skousen offers to show that the wealthy men
he so despises are in favor of globalism, socialism, communism, collectivism,
etc., is that Quigley says that John Ruskin lectured to bankers at Oxford
in 1870. Skousen then quotes someone to show that Ruskin read Plato and
that Plato was a mean totalitarian (pp. 26ff.). From this he concludes that
bankers are totalitarians who plot to bring about communism, socialism and
a host of other evils. There is something seriously wrong with the argument
that contemporary bankers and other wealthy men support communism and
other evils simply because someone has written that Ruskin once read Plato.
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4. Skousen ends his reply by arguing that by rejecting his cult of con-
spiracy I am placing myself in opposition to "all the living prophets and
all of their immediate predecessors." As a matter of fact, I do believe that
there are numerous, often competing conspiracies in this world. And I am
in complete accord with the frequent prophetic judgments brought against
the vain and hurtful nonsense of this world. I know the truth of the pro-
phetic warnings against various kinds of radical political activities, including
communism and birchism. But there has never been one word from our
prophets warning us of Skousen's myth of a bankers' conspiracy. Instead,
the prophets tell us that we have nothing to fear from the wicked in this
world if we hold fast to the iron rod of the gospel. But that involves not
following Skousen-type programs, which fight the worldly wicked with their
own tool — hate — rather than return love for the evil that abounds in this
world. Obviously, I have placed myself in opposition to such "living proph-
ets" as Robert Welch and many other such pariahs, but that is another
matter. Perhaps Skousen accepts such men as "living prophets"; in any
case he has certainly attempted to affect an accommodation between their
strange message and the gospel of Jesus Christ.

Thousands of Brigham Young University students are currently being
indoctrinated in the "gospel" of The Naked Capitalist by Skousen and a
handful of his disciples who teach "religion" classes. Students and faculty
who do not accept the Skousen-type "gospel" are written off as apostates
and enemies of the Church. This is a. mean game. Wherever Skousen and
his disciples are able to spread their cult we see hostile camps, disunity in
the Church and loss of conviction in the gospel of Jesus Christ.
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