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The _S econd American
Revolution

The American Revolution was sparked by a for-
eign power trying to tax us. Today, another foreign
power—the United Nations—is actively seeking to
tax us. But, unless an organized antiglobal tax resis-
tance movement is created within U.S. borders, the
U.N. and its allies will succeed in draining more wealth
away from the U.S., making American citizens into
mere serfs of an international bureaucracy, if not a
world government. -

It is fashionable to dismiss concerns about the
U.N. as conspiracies and paranoid fantasies. People
who regard the U.N. as any kind of threat to Ameri-
can sovereignty are sometimes dismissed as members
of militia groups who sce “black helicopters” or envi-
sion the formation of “concentration camps” to house
American patriots in the event of a U.N. takeover.
However, even members of Congress are increasingly
viewing the U.N. as a threat.

For example, Rep. Joe Scarborough introduced a
bill to get us completely out of the U.N. This was not
because he was an isolationist. On the contrary, he
favored a powerful international role for the U.S,,
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directing 2 group of free and democratic nations against
the forces of global tyranny. Scarborough simply came
to the realization, brought on by fifty years of U.N.
activities, that the U.N. has not served American in~
terests and has been an impediment to the growth of
human freedom ‘and progress in the world.

Other members of Congréss have spoken out
strongly against U.N. global tax schemes, U.N. con-
trol of American troops, U.N. involvement in Nazi-
~ like population control programs, and even U.N. con-
trol of our parks, as evidenced by the brazen attempt
by a U.N. committee to dictate economic develop-
ment near Yellowstone.

The U.N. has survived for fifty years and grown in
strength and arrogance largely because of the percep-
tion that it is doing good. It’s true that it has helped
some refugees and children, but the prospect of pay-
ing global taxes to the U.N. will serve to enlighten
many Americans about the organization’s true agenda.
Like King George, the U.N. regards us as unruly
subjects to be enslaved or crushed if necessary.

I highlighted global tax schemes in my first book,
Global Bondage, The U.N. Plan to Rule the World, At
the time, I was struck by how liberal journalists tried
to play down the significance of these international
revenue-raising plans. When they were openly debated
at the 1995 U.N.-sponsored World Summit for Social
Development, reporters for the Washington Post and
the' New York Times mentioned them only in passing,
in stories deep inside their respective papeérs. One of -
the cheerleaders for global tax schemes was France’s
Socialist then Prime Minister Francois Mitterand. His
involvement was appropriate; global taxes mean so-
cialism on a worldwide scale. '
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Wasn't it big news that the U.N. was considering
the power to tax? Of course it was. But, these report-
ers, already sympathetic to the world body, recognized
how explosive the news really could be. If highlighted,
it would have outraged the American people—just a
few months before U.N. fiftieth anniversary celebra-
tions were scheduled—and may have created even more
anti-U.N. sentiment than already existed. Plus; these
journalists probably supported the schemes on the
ground that the revenie would go to help “the poor.”
- Stories about the “undertaxed” American people regu-
larly make their way into the liberal press for the pur-
pose of shaming us into coughing up more big bucks
for government at all levels. - '

Working with the American Sovereignty Action
Project (ASAP), Americans for Tax Reform (ATR),
Accuracy in Media, and other groups, I have been
working diligently to bring the issue of global taxes to
national prominence. After reading this book, those
interested in pursuing this matter should contact me
at P.O. Box 146, Owings, Maryland, 20736. -

Back in October of 1995, I was part of a press
* conference featuring ATR President Grover Norquist,
presidential candidate Alan Keyes, and former Assis-
tant Secretary of State John Bolton. We issued my
thirty-four-page monograph, “No New Taxes? Tell
the U.N.” This was a reference to George Bush’s fa-
mous phrase “Read my lips: No new taxes.” Of course,
Bush broke his word and paid the price. Taxes are
always a highly charged presidential campaign issue in
America, and they should be a highly charged inter-
national issue as well. American politicians should not
shy away from it. The issue of global taxes is crucial
to America’s place in the world. We were born as a
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nation in a tax revolt, and perhaps we will regain our
greatness in a tax revolt, this one against the U.N. and
the international elites. . _

Yet, our October 1995 press conference failed to
excite or even interest the “mainstream” press. One
writer for the liberal New Republic ridiculed the event
and me personally, saying I was the type whose writ-
ings usually ended up as letters to the editor in ob-
scure publications. It was a big laugh for him.

But then, in early 1996, they stopped laughing.
This is when United Nations Secretary General
Boutros Boutros-Ghali, in an interview with the BBC
in January 1996, himself openly advocated a “light
international tax” to pay for U.N. operations. The
concept of a “light” tax was the funny line. But, at
least he called it a tax and not a revenue enhancer, the
term used by some American politicians.

In this interview Boutros-Ghali said this taxing
power would provide the U.N. with “independence.”
In the U.N. version of “free at last,” he said, “T will

“not be under the daily financial will of the Member
States.” Asked if he thought he would succeed in
getting the power to tax, he replied, “It takes time. I
am sure that we will win in the end and that we will
obtain from the international community [recogni-
tion] that we need to have our own income.”

In the same month, in a lecture at the University
of Oxford, England, Boutros-Ghali went into more
detail, In order for the U.N. to “operate on a secure
and steady independent financial foundation,” he pro-
posed “measures for consideration,” including a “fee
on speculative international financial transactions, a
Jevy on fossil fuel use (or its resulting pollution); car-
marking a small portion of the anticipated decline in
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world military expenditures, utilizing some resources
released by the elimination of unnecessary subsidies;
resources generated by a stamp tax on international
travel and travel documents, or a levy on global cur-
rency transactions.”

Boutros-Ghali added that “finding the right for-
mula will be a project of vast importance for the fu-
ture of the international community. It will be the
role of the Sccretary General to bring this project to
successful fruition in the twenty first century.”

Boutros-Ghali confirmed the dangers I described
in my 1995 book, Global Bondage, The UN. Plan to
Rule the World, and my ATR monograph. This time
it didn’t take long for American policymakers to react.
Senators Bob Dole, Jesse Helms, and Judd Gregg called
for a General Accounting Office (GAQO) investiga-
tion of how far along these plans were. They intro-

" duced legislation to cut off all funds to the U.N. if

such a tax were ever implemented. This was all well
and good, except that I had basically put together all
of this information for ATR. What was needed was
immediate congressional hearings.

" The reaction of the Clinton administration was
fascinating. The U.S. Department of Statc issued a
statement through spokesman Nicholas Burns that was

‘headlined “U.S. Opposition to Worldwide Tax to
2. Support the UN.” It said,

A January 14 interview of the United Nations
Secretary General with the BBC in London
has attracted attention to proposals for new
means of raising funds to support the work of
the United Nations. The United Nations does
not have the authority to impose or collect any
form of tax, and the U.5. Government would -
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not consent to any proposal to grant it such
authority,

The United States continues to believe that

" the best way to ensure adequate and predict-
able funding for the United Nations system is
through reforms which result in a fair system
of financing, and which reduce overall costs
and allow reinvestments of savings in areas of
high priority to member states. An approach to
fundraising that involved any form of interna-

" tional tax would be inconsistent with the
intergovernmental nature of the organization
and could undermine the sovereignty of mem-
ber states.’

This would appear to end all discussion, were it
not for the fact that the State Department response
was completely misleading.. However, the statement
was important because of what it says about the po-
litical nature of this explosive issue. The Clinton ad-
ministration thought it was suicidal to publicly em-
brace global taxes. However, the truth was that one of
its top appointees to the U.N. had done just that.

‘Though it has been kept hidden from most Ameri-

cans, the UN. and its supporters have been planning

a series of international taxes for many years, and
Clinton officials were part of this scheming. Through
a key appointee at the U.N. Development Program
(UNDP), James Gustave Speth, the Clinton admin-
istration privately supported the idea of international
taxes, while publicly the State Department was claim-
ing they were a bad idea. The UNDP is the U.N.
agency that openly promoted world government and
global taxes in its 1994 “Human Development Re-
port.” Speth’s name was on the report, and he publicly
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endorsed global taxes at a UNDP news conference. At
the 1995 World Summit for Social Development, the

UNDP staged events designed to move these schemes

~ along toward implementation.

How could the Clinton administration maintain
- it would not consent to global taxes when one of its

_ own people at the U.N. was leading the charge for

them? Unfortunately, this was typical of the Clinton

administration’s approach to many matters—saying one

" thing, doing another. In short, they lied. And, the

media let Clinton officials get away with it..

In a story in the Washington Post, however, John

M. Goshko admitted that ideas for global taxes have

“been kicking around for years and are well known to

anyone familiar with U.N. affairs.” This was news to'

readers of the Post because the newspaper had failed
to inform them. One day later, the Posfs editorial
page weighed in on the subject, calling it “funny” that
anyone would believe the U.N. wanted global taxes
for world government. It said, “The notion of the

United Nations as a would-be world government chew-

ing up the sovereignty of state dies hard.” It said

Boutros-Ghali “deserves to be criticized for daydream-

ing.” : -

In one case, however, the Post came clean. Jessica
Mathews, a senior fellow at the Council on Foreign
Relations and a regular columnist for the Pos¢, jumped
aboard the global tax bandwagon, declaring that “nearly
every expert look at U.N. financing has recommended
a source of nongovernmental funds (e.g., by taxing air

travel, currency exchange, etc.).” Her comments, how- -
ever, were confusing. How a tax translates into “non-
governmental funds” is mindboggling, and these “ex-
perts” mostly turn out to be current or former U.N.
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bureaucrats. 'The “nongovernmental funds” actually
mean that the U.N., acting like 2 world government
would collect the funds.

But, the notion that a global tax requires U'S.
“consent™—through a treaty—is not necessarily true.
The U:N. charter is somewhat vague about how the
organization is to be financed. Article 17 simply says
that the General Assembly should consider and ap-
prove the budget of the organization and that the
expenses “shall be borne by the Members as appor-
tioned by the General Assembly.” There is nothmg in
here ruling out global taxes.

Moreover, the third part of article 17 says that the
General Assembly “shall consider and approve any fi-
nancial and budgetary arrangements with specialized
agencies.” This is a major loophole that enables inter-
national agencies to hide the sources of their financ-
ing. An example of such an arrangement is the Global
Environmental Facility, composed of the U.N. Devel-
opment Program, the World Bank, and the United
Nations Environment Program.

Furthermore, article 29 of the U.N. charter con-
tains another major loophole, saying that “the Secu-

rity Council may establish such subsidiary organs as it’

- deems necessary for the performance of its functions.”
Under this provision a special war crimes tribunal was
created, an unprecedented development. It is not in-
conceivable that these “subsidiary organs” could be
financial in nature and could be tax-raising entities.
- It’s true that a tax-raising treaty could be drafted
and submitted to the U.S. Senate for ratification.
However, this itself presents a constitutional problem
since the U.S. Constitution says that tax-raising bills
have to originate in the U.S. House of Representa—
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tives. So, how could they push something like this
through without trashing our founding document?

Yet another U.N. treaty, the United Nations Con-
vention to Combat Desertification (CCD), indicates
how they might strike. Rather than draft and submit
treaties that lack funding, they will put forward trea-
ties that have financial mechanisms built into them,
forcing member states to cough up the money to vari-
ous U.N.-affiliated agencies. :

This treaty, literally designed to save drylands (as
opposed to wetlands), contains a provision, article 21,
dealing with “financial mechanisms.” It says that the
“Conference of the Parties,” comprised of those na-
tions signing the document, shall “facilitate the pro-
vision of necessary funding at the national, subregional,
regional and global levels for-activities pursuant to
relevant provisions of the Convention.” This reference
to funding on “global levels” is obviously a foot-in-
the-door to international lobbying for international
revenues and more pressure for global taxes to imple-
ment the document.

In anothcr part of the document “Financial Re-
sources,” a reference is made to obtaining funding
from the aforementioned Global Environmental Fa-
cility (GEF). Thus, a country such as the U.S. could
provide funds to the GEF, which could then be chan-
neled to those implementing the desert protection
treaty. This convoluted arrangement is perfectly ap-
propriate if one is trying to hide the real sources of
funding from those Who provide most of the money—
that is, the American taxpayers.

Some may say that the bottom line is that, regard-
less of what the U.N. currently says or does, the U.S-
Congress must still appropriate whatever money the
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administration offers to “contribute.” In othér words,
we're protected; theyll.never pull it off. This ignores
the dynamics of how a global tax scheme could be
quietly implemented.

In a clever ploy, Sen. Jeff Bingaman (D-NM) in -
1995 introduced a variation of a global tax to fund
liberal initiatives. Bingaman, the head of a working
group of senators, prepared the proposal at the re-
quest of Senate Democratic Leader Tom Daschle. He
didn’t call it a global tax, but his proposal did call for
an “A-Fund,” financed by a “securities transfer excise
tax” (STET) to be enforced on an international basis
by the G-7 industrialized countries. The Group of
Seven countries is the U.S., Canada, France, Ger-
many, Italy, Japan, and Britain. The A-Fund, which
stands for Financial Markets Allied with America’s
Businesses and Working Families Fund, was supposed -
to be one Democratic answer to the issue of job inse-
curity.

Introduced as one part of a fifty-seven-page 28
February report, “Scrambling to Pay the Bills: Build-

* ing Allies for America’s Working Families,” Bingaman
wanted a “less-than-one-half-of-one-percent and de-
clining tax” on security sales. By his calculations, it
could bring in anywhere from $27 billion to $62 bil-
lion a year. However, it is clear that the tax is not
limited to those rich speculators who supposedly have
disrupted the financial markets.

The report explained:

Our proposal would impose a small and di-
minishing securities transfer excisé tax (STET)
on broad-based security sales made less than
- two years after purchase. The tax would extend
to transactions by individuals, corporations, and
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tax-exempt pension funds and other entities
and would apply ‘to stocks, bonds, options,
futures, and swaps of currency, interest rates,
and other assets. This would include trades on
behalf of Americans and American assets on
Anmmerican and foreign exchanges, whether done
directly or through any intermediary invest-
ment fund.

In other words, ordinary Americans with invest-
ments in pension funds, the stock market, and IRAs
would pay the financial price.

+ Some other coimtrics, the report claimed, - have
already imposed “some form” of securities transaction
tax. In this case, however, it would have to be global.
“T'o minimize any evasion of the tax in global finan-
cial markets, the U.S. should take the lead in the G-
7 to coordinate a policy preventing STET evasion,”
the Bingaman report explained. This effort to “coor-
dinate a policy” is obviously the beginnings of the
effort to implement the tax.

The decision to go to the G-7 for support is sig-
nificant. Studies endorsing global taxes have been un-
derwritten by several G-7 countries, including the gov-
. ernments of Germany, Japan, and Canada. As noted,
France, under its Socialist then Prime Minister
Francois Mitterand, was a big booster of global taxes
 at the 1995 U.N.-sponsored World Summit for Social
Development,

In addition, Russia can be counted on to join the
campaign. Yuli Vorontsov, the Russian ambassador to
the U.S. and an adviser to President Boris Yeltsin,
was 2 member of the Commission on Global Gover-
. nance, a group which produced a 1995 report, “Our
Global Neighborhood,” advocatmg a series of inter-

natlonal taxes.
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To protect themselves against charges that they

‘are proposing a global tax to bail the U.N. out of its

financial difficulties, the Senate Democrats would

correctly point out that they want the revenue from

- this STET to go for such things as financing tax

deductions for higher education, tax credits for chil-

dren, workforce training, the “school to work” pro-

gram, and the notorious Goals 2000 educational plan,

~ Some of the revenue would also go for “government-

industry partnerships” and govcrnment €XpOrt promo-
tion programs.

But, what is to prevent such a tax, once it is estab-
lished, from generating revenues for international
bodies like the U.N., the World Bank, or the Inter-
national Monetary Fund? Isn’t this a logical next step,
espec1a]ly with the U.N. crying poverty and threaten-
ing bankruptcy?

It is perhaps more than coircidental that leftist
British journalist Martin Walker, writing about the
benefits of global taxation in World Policy Journal back
in 1993, suggestcd implementing an international tax
by first going through the G-7, the same approach as
the Senate Democrats.

“The trick, of course, is in achieving interriational
consensus” for global taxes, Walker said. “No indi-
vidual government or trading center dares impose a
unilateral tax on’its own share of the constant global
flow. Any that did would instantly find the business
being shifted to more hospitable climes. But an agree-
ment by the dominant G-7 economies, backed by the
OECD [Organization for Economic Cooperation and
Development], requiring their own banks and trading
houses to comply, should suffice to police such a rela-
tively painless system of exploiting this global resource.”
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The “system,” Walker said, would work this way:

Technically, such a tax would be remarkably
casy to collect through the computer systems
that record each trade. It would require every
bank and finance house active in the global
currency markets (and they are already regu-
lated and licensed) to open a separate U.N.
bank account to which the tax would auto-
matically be transferred when each new trans-
action is made. .

The claim that the Bingaman proposal, or even a
global tax, would never go through ignores the dy-
namics of how government grows under Democrats
and Republicans. Despite the Republican reaction
against global taxes, the truth is that, regardless of
which administration is in power in Washington, D.C.,
the U.N. and its affiliated institutions will continue
trying to extract more dollars from American taxpay-
ers and businesses. This is because U.N. bureaucrats
believe they do not have to answer to member-states
of the U.N. T

We are always in danger as long as we are a mem-
ber.of the U.N. and as long as the U.N. exists. Cuts
in U.N. funding or vague promises of “reform” will
not alter this equation.

Like King George more than two hundred years
ago, the U.N. bureancrats believe they're capable of
ruling the world and managing our lives for us. In
fact, a range of international agencies and bureaucra-
cies already manage the affairs of the world to a re-
markable degree. The U.N. is only the most visible of
them. Others include the International Monetary
Fund, the World Bank, and the World Trade Orga-
nization. These groups, which are part of the “U.N.
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System,” attempt to dictate the economic affairs of
member-states, fix the value of currencies, and man-
age trade relationships.

In order to understand the predicament we're in
today, for the purpose of recognizing the threat posed
by global taxes, it is important to go back in history to
the timé of the American Revolution. We have to
understand our founding as a nation so that the U.N.

 threat can be put in context. America was founded by

' tax resisters, and tax resistance is the key to rolling'
back the power of the international agencies that
threaten the American way of life.

Taxes, of course, are much more than money that
is paid to government. The issue is not that Ameri-
cans resent paying taxes for legitimate functions of
government. The issue is what these taxes represent—
a transfer of contro} over our lives to d1stant bureau-
crats. :

Those promoting international taxes have to real-
ize that they push their schemes at their own peril.
‘History did not treat the British oppressors kindly,
and the international elites bent on imposing global
taxes on American citizens and American businesses
will probably not fare well either. If the issue is well
understood and not concealed from them, there is
simply no question that the American people will not
permit a foreign power or entity to tax them. They are

certain to rise up in revolt, ' _

 It’s difficult to understate the situation: we are
entering a revolutionary period which may decide
whether the American nation-state will survive or else
be subsumed into a “global economy” in which
jAmerica’s elected officials act as mere colonists, rec-
ognizing a political authority above and beyond them.
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The outcome hinges on whether the truth about the
global tax agenda can be provided to enough people in
time.

The American colonists started fecling the heavy
hand of King George in 1764, when the Sugar Act
was passed by the British Parliament, placing tariffs
on sugar, coffee, wines, and other products imported
into America. Revolutionary firebrand James Otis led
the opposition, declaring, “No taxation without repre-
sentation,” a reference to the lack of American repre-
sentation in Parliament. The tax was designed fo raise
money for England to pay off a war debt.

But, the antitax resistance didn’t really take off
until the British Parliament passed a second tax, the
Stamp Act of 1765, which imposed tariffs on printed
matter, including newspapers and legal documents, in
the colonies: The Stamp Act was specifically designed
not to regulate trade but to raise revenue, a direct tax.
British Treasury official Thomas Whately described it
as “a great measure . .. on account of the important
point it establishes, the right of Parliament to lay an
internal tax on the colomes ”2 This sounds like the
U.N. today.

In the face of British power, the Sons of Liberty
were born, a name given to the revolutionary colo-
nists. Unrest, riots, and general violence greeted King
George’s tax-raising schemes. The homes of British .
sympathizers in the colonies were attacked and ran- '
sacked. Economic boycotts of British goods were
launched.

"The Stamp Act was repealed, but by then it was
too late for the British. They were already viewed as
oppressors whose intent was to destroy the- American
experiment. In America, forces were gathering that
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most of the London politicians were too smug or
superior to acknowledge. _

The British Parliament tried another tax, the
Townshend Acts, provoking another boycott of Brit-
ish goods. This time, in a show of force, the British
sent in troops, who also ended up competing for jobs
with the colonists. Fights broke out, leading to the
Boston Massacre of five colonists. The famous Boston
Tea Party, a protest against a British attempt to mo-
nopolize the tea business, followed. King George said,
“The colonies must either submit or triumph.” The
rest, as they say, is history.

It was an historic battle: the American patnots
faced unfair laws, taxes, and the display of British
troops on American soil. Americans had no say in
what Parliament decided for the colonies because they
didn’t have a single representative in the British Par-
liament. But, they stood up to a foreign power, waged
a bloody and fierce battle, and won American inde-
pendence.

This situation is comparable to what the U.N.,
represents today, even though we pay one-third of the
bills and supposedly have veto power at the world
body. The problem is that a succession of administra-
tions, Democratic and Republican, have favored the
expansion of global power at the expense of American
sovereignty, and we have a Congress which doesn’t
yet understand the dimensions of the threat.

The terms smug and superior used against the Brit-
ish accurately describe the international bureaucrats

- who are scheming right now to extract more dollars
from hard-working taxpayers. Like King George, their
attitude is that the Americans must submit. But, they’re

_ not the only global tax advocates. They have the sup-
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port of Americans active in the environmental, pro-
abortion, and antinational defense movements who
want the United Nations to have the power and au-
thority to remake the world. They want global taxes
for global environmentalism, population control and
reduction, and military “peacekeeping.” These U.S.
domestic groups are comparable to the British sympa-
thizers of more than two hundred years ago.

What these forces are really proposing is a version
of a global IRS. In fact, after learning of the U.N.’s
tax plans, Sen. Robert Dole declared in a press release
that it appeared as though Boutros-Ghali “wants to
head up an international Internal Revenue Service.”

How could global taxes evolve into a global IRS?
Americans can make their own assessment based on
how tax collection has evolved in the U.S. In the
beginning of the American republic, there was no direct
taxation. The Founding Fathers favored a system of
indirect taxes, collected through excises, imposts, and
duties. In the Constitution, the founders described in
article I, section 9, clause 4, how a direct tax could be
1aid for a specific purpose—to reduce the deficit, These
direct taxes would be passed through the states to the
citizens but were to be proportional to the number of
representatives that each state had in Congress.

As Edward A. Ellison, Jr., and John William
Kurowski document.in their book, Prosperity Restored
by the State Rate Tax Plan, the first direct tax was
imposed by Congress to extinguish part of the Revo- -
lutionary War debt. The direct tax was also used. to

- extinguish part of the debt suffered during the War of
1812 and also the Civil War debt.?

. With the passage of the Sixteenth Amendment to

the Constitution in 1913, a federal income tax was
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passed, and the federal government achieved the power
to determine each person’s income, requiring each
‘person to produce all kinds of information and docu-
mentation ‘on his or her financial life. The National
Commission on Economic Growth and Tax Reform
issued a report that described the IRS today in these
terms: “Twice as big as the CIA and five times the

size of the FBI, the IRS controls more information

about individual Ainericans than any other agency.
Without a search warrant, the IRS has the right to
search the property and financial documents of Ameri-
can citizens. Without a trial, the IRS has the right to
seize property from Americans.” '
In an editorial noting that the “tax army” that
extracts dollars from American taxpayers is larger than

the U.S. Army which defends them, the Columbus

Dispafcb noted:

The federal tax code is incredibly complex. Ac-
cording to economists’ estimates in the Na- .
tional Tax Journal, administering the federal -
income tax costs as least $70 billion a year, and
some estimate the true cost as being three times
higher.

Each year, about 8 billion hours are -spent fill-
ing out federal income tax forms. That’s the
equivalent of 1.5 million full-time workers.

A veritable army of accountants, tax attorneys,
tax preparers and IRS employees is needed to

- keep Uncle Sam nourished. If one adds up half
the accountants in the country, one-fourth of
the lawyers and all the IRS employees, the total
is about 1.2 million. That’s triple the number
in 1960. ' '
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In American Heritage magazine, John Steele Gor-
" don wrote,

The United States Internal Revenue Code takes
up six inches of shelf space in two fat volumes.
But that is not the half of it. Federal tax regu-
lations, the Talmud, if you will, to the Torah
of the tax code, takes up an additional foot of
shelf space in eight volumes. Thousands of ac-
countants and lawyers devote entire careers just
to small portions of this behemoth, and no one
could possibly know its entirety, not even the
Internal Revenue Service. Indeed, it 1s esti-

" mated that one-third of the inquiries made to
the TRS’s own 800 help line are answered in-
correctly.

The impact on traditional families—America’s
strength—has been devastating. Accordmg to the
Heritage Foundatlon,

Federal taxation of families with children has
increased dramatically over the past four de-
cades. In 1948, the typical family of four paid
just 3 percent of its income to the federal gov-
ernment in direct taxes. In 1994, the equiva-
lent family paid 24.5 percent of its income to
the federal government. . . . [W]hen state and
local and indirect federal taxes are included,
-the tax burden on that family equals 37.6 per-
cent of its income.

In retrospect, James Otis’s phrase, “no taxation
without representation,” was not the answer to our
problems. Qur current predicament was summarized
by Gerald Barzan in the words: “Taxation with repre-
sentation ain’t so hot either.” In 1996, the average
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American worked until May to pay taxes to various
levels of government. Each year “Tax Freedom Day”
moves later into the calender. Bowing to growmg
antitax sentiment, the U.S. government promises to
make “tax reform” a major issue.

But, the “reform” will not be complete if inferna-
tional agencies continue in their dogged pursuit of the
power to tax. Today, we face the prospect of being
taxed by people we didn’t even elect. Defenders of the
U.N. might say that their proposals only amount to
indirect taxes. However, in the same way the U.S.
national government developed an income tax, it is
entirely conceivable that the U.N. would do the same.
In fact, some U.N. proponents are already calling for
much broader taxes and the police powers to collect
them. In the book, The United Nations at the Cross-
roads of Reform, Wendell Gordon writes:

To begin with, the United Nations should have
at least two major sources of revenue: a per-
centage, perhaps 25 or 30 percent, of each
_country’s military budget...and a corporate
(or business) income tax. .

It is important that a significant part of the
revenue of the UN be collected directly from
corporations active internationally in the form
of a corporate income tax and that the UN
have the police power to make such collections
effective.’

It seems clear that the only way we are going to
roll back this global tax agenda is by appealing to the
revolutionary spirit, the antitax fervor that broke our
ties to England more than two hundred years ago.

We have a big job ahead of us: we have to con- -
vince Americans that the economic insecurity they
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feel in their own lives is linked to a global agenda,
whereby international institutions are consciously low-
ering the American standard of living and looting our
national wealth. The game is an old one: the rest of
the world is jealous of America, of her wealth and
“power. Liberals feel guilty over our historical high
standard of living. Their objective is not only to redis-
tribute our wealth here at home, but to redistribute it
abroad through foreign aid programs, subsidies to in-
ternational agencies, and international taxes.

The other side has a very sophisticated plan to
convince people that we should look forward to pay-
ing global taxes and being global citizens. The March
1996 issue of the Atlantic Monthly had a fascinating
cover story, “The Source of Our Discontent,” explor-
ing the fact that “many Americans fear we are losing
control of the forces that govern our lives.” The au-
thor, Michael J. Sandel, is a professor of government
at Harvard University, one of our most prestigious
institutions of bhigher learning. He talked about such
things as the “insecurity of jobs in the global economy”
and the power of giant corporations. These are very
legitimate fears and problems. But, his solution took

~ the form of advocating Big Government at the global
level, saying we need “political institutions capable of
governing the global economy.”

Politics, he said, “must assume transnational, even
global, forms,” adding that “the way to respond to a
global economy is to strengthen global governance
and cultivate a corresponding sense of global or cos-
mopolitan citizenship.”

Sandel explained, “Internationally minded reform-
ers have already begun to articulate this impulse. The -
Commission on Global Governance . .. published a
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report calling for greater authority for international
institutions.” Indeed it did. It called for a series of
global taxes to pay for world government.

" If a professor of government is talking about the
value of “global governance,” you can be sure that
many other liberal academics are true believers as well
and that the notion of “global citizenship” is being
drummed into impressionable young people. In one
sense, this is perfectly understandable. Many young
people today don’t have anything to believe in. They
have lost purpose and direction. From the point of
view of the multinational elites, this presents a perfect
opportunity for them to be molded into students who
take the “cosmopolitan” view.

In order for the next generation to be conditioned
into accepting world government and “global citizen-
ship,” young Americans must have their knowledge of
U.S. history obliterated. The process is well under-
way. A federally-funded report of the National As-
sessment of Educational Progress revealed that nearly
six in ten high school seniors lack even a basic under-
standing of American history. Only about 60 percent
of high-school seniors could define the Monroe Doc-
trine, and less than half of them understood that the
containment of communism was the professed goal of
American policy after World War II. The results also
showed that only 40 percent of all fourth-graders knew
why the Pilgrims came to America. Only 7 percent
could explain what was happening in Philadelphia in
-+ 1776.

In other words, Americans—and especially our
children—have lost contact with our roots. In order to
recapture the spirit of American independence, we
have to understand where we came_from. I recom-
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mend intensive studies into authentic American his-
tory and genealogical research into family histories.
Most of us can trace our roots to the American Revo-
lution and beyond. One of the early Kincaids, John
Kincaid, came from Stirlingshire, Scotland, to America
about the year 1684. Many Kincaids fought in the war
of the revolution.

Unless we act quickly, the situation for the next
generation could get even worse in the years ahead.

At the same time, allies of the U.N. are peddling
a series of polls designed to convince people that glo-
bal taxes are necessary and supported by large num-
bers of people. Polls can be designed to say whatever
the questioners want them to say. But, these polls will
undoubtedly continue receiving substantial media at-
tention. :
The prestigious-sounding Americans Talk Issues
- Foundation issued a series of surveys in 1995 claiming
75 to 79 percent of people surveyed favored a “world-
wide tax on international currency trades.” Asked if
the U.N. should be allowed to monitor and tax inter-
national arms sales, the survey found that more than
two- ~thirds (72 percent) would support such a plan

But, here’s the rub: the respondents to the first
question‘werc told the money would be used “to clean
up the world’s polluted drinking water supplies, re-
verse the destruction of the world’s forests, and/or
give a basic education to the world’s children.” The
respondents to the second question were told the
money would go for famine relief and humanitarian
aid. '
_ In other words, the survey was stacked. One can .
imagine what the results might be if people were asked,
Would you pay global taxes to support an interna-
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tional bureaucracy already rife with corruption, waste,
fraud, and abuse?

There is stench surrounding this orgamzatmn
The president of the Americans Talk Issues Founda-
tion is Alan Kay, who turned out to be one of the key
players at the U.N.’s World Summit for Social Devel-
opment in Copenhagen, Denmark. Speaking at a pro-
U.N. event, Kay talked about the push for global taxes,
including the participation of then-French President
Mitterand and the UNDP:

At Copenhagen, six heads of state, including
Mitterand, mentioned when they came
on . .. that there should be some consideration
of international currency regulation or taxa-

" tion. . . . What we did at Copenhagen . . . was
the civil society raised the awareness, with the
cooperation of UNDP and others in the
U.N....[We] ran a press briefing on this is-
sue in the context of the larger issue of funding
the United Nations.*

ThlS is the kind of intensive effort and propa-
ganda 'we are facing today. Academics, pollsters, and
others will be building up public “support” for global
government and global taxes. .

The key is to educate the American people, espe-
cially the politicians on Capitol Hill. Though politi-
cians of both parties talk about the need for economic
growth and jobs, they seem not to grasp the fact that
the world view which has made America great—the
belief that scientific advancement, technology, and
industrial growth leads to progress, within the context
of traditional moral values—is under unprecedented
assault by a wide range of domestic and international
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forces which masquerade under the vague term of
constituting the “global economy.”

Bluntly put, a massive restructuring of our eco-
nomic, social, and political system is taking place. In
the old days, it would have been called socialism or
Marxism. Today, it’s called environmental protection,
sustainable development, and preserving biodiversity—
all of them nice-sounding terms used by the U.N.
The challenge is how we can educate the American
people about what is taking place, why, and what can
be done—before it is too late or before more drastic
measures are required to save our country.

The challenge is 2 daunting one. In this battle, the
American people are up against extraordinary finan-
cial resources—those of government, industry, and the
big foundations. The organizations pushing global
taxes include the Commission on Global Governance,
Worldwatch Institute, World Resources Institute,
Oxfam, the Ford Foundation, the MacArthur Foun-
dation, Carnegie Corporation, World Federalist As-
sociation, and the Independent Commission on Popu-
lation and Quality of Life. '

The Commission on Global Governance was it-
self funded by the Netherlands, Norway, Sweden,
Canada, Denmark, India, Indonesia, and Switzerland.
One of the U.S. members of the commission was Adele
Simmons of the megarich MacArthur Foundation.

But, big business is also a big part of the problem,
even though they are being targeted as a major source
of global tax revenue. The corporate members of the
Business Council for the U.N. read like a “Who’s
Who of the international business community. Cor--
porate backing of the environmentalist movement was
selected by Operation Spike as one of the most under-
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reported and covered-up stories of 1995. Overall, the
Capitol Research Center finds that liberal groups re-
ceive more than three times the corporate funding of
conservative groups, but it’s the conservative groups
which get labeled as “corporate-backed.”

‘ Consider just one of these groups, the World Re-
sources Institute (WRI). Besides funding from many
big businesses, a report by the Capitol Research Cen-
ter discloses that WRI was created largely by the
MacArthur Foundation in 1982 with grants totalling
over $25 million by 1986 and with loans amounting
to approximately $12.5 million. The report notes that,
in typical revolving door fashion, then-WRI Presi-
dent James Gustave Speth, a founder of the Natural
‘Resources Defense Council in 1970, later served as
chairman of the Council for Environmental Quality
during the Carter administration.

. " But, the revolving door took an international turn
when Speth became the administrator of the U.N.
Development Program in the Clinton administration,
where he took the lead in promoting international
taxes, and the White House covered for him.
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Domestic

Taxes for the U.N.

" In the fight for American independence, America
was the recipient of what some might call foreign aid.
Critical support was secretly provided to us by France. -
Today, many Americans view America’s destiny as
helping other$ to fight tyranny and gaining freedom
through establishing a system of self-government by
which human rights are recognized as coming from
God, not government.

It was in this context that President Reagan’s ad-
ministration provided assistance to the freedom fight-
ers In Nicaragua and Afghanistan, turning the tide
against Soviet-style communism worldwide. This
mostly covert assistance was provided in the spirit of
America’s battle for liberty. But, “foreign aid,” as the
term is used these 'days, refers to something else en-
tirely—grants and handouts to international organi-
zations such as the U.N. and foreign governments. In
other words, global welfare. It has nothing to do with
promoting American interests or human freedom.

According to Senate report 104-99 of the Foreign
Relations Committee, over the last fifty years the
American people have already handed out $450 bil-

33
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lion. in foreign aid (not adjusted for inflation). But,
the report quickly adds that “since foreign aid has
been financed by borrowing, and interest payments
have also been financed by borrowing, the actual cost

of foreign aid to the U.S. according to a Congres-

sional Research Service study, is nearly $2 trillion
dollars (not adjusting for inflation).”

Ironically, those countries which have been cut-
" off from this kind of foreign aid—the Republic of
China on Taiwan and Chile—are the ones which have
grown into prosperous democratic countries. There is
a lesson here. Taiwan was cut-off from the “interna-
tional community” because Communist China improp-
erly took its permanent seat on the U.N. Security
Council. Chile was ostracized because it had an anti-
Communist military government.

The liberals claim that foreign aid, including fund-
ing of the U.N., is an incredibly small portion of the
overall federal budget. For example, “international
affairs spending” of “just” $17.1 billion was proposed
for fiscal year 1997. '

Assuming, for a moment, that this figure is accu-
rate, what are we getting for the money? A May 1996
Heritage Foundation study found that nearly two-
thirds of the countries that receive U.S. foreign aid
voted against the U.S. a majority of the time in the
U.N. These countries included Haiti, whose rulers
" were installed by a U.S.-U.N. military operation, and
Mexico, which benefited from an economic bailout
largely funded by American taxpayers. Heritage Foun-
dation analyst Bryan Johnson asked, “Why is the
United States spending so-much money on countries
that obviously care little about America’s interests
abroad?” '
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The answer is that the purpose of the aid is not
necessarily to further American interests, On the con-
trary, the purpose of foreign aid is to make countries
dependent on federal agencies and international insti-
tutions working in tandem for the purpose of control-
ling their peoples and development. Foreign aid rep-
resents political control. In the same way that people
enjoy welfare, U.N. bureaucrats and foreign heads of
state like the arrangement because the money sup-
ports their luxurious lifestyles and enables them to
control the fate of nations. The votes cast by these
countries just don’t seem to matter much in the over-
all scheme of things. " :

Consider what is happening in Bosnia, where a
“peace deal” was achieved in 1995. A last-minute let-
ter from World Bank President James Wolfensohn
offering “reconstruction” aid for the country is what
clinched the peace deal between Bosnia, Croatia, and -
Serbia. What was hailed as a “great foreign policy
triumph” by the Clinton administration amounted to
a bribe—and the American taxpayers are still gcttmg
fleeced.

The letter, dated 19 November 1995, was deliv-
ered to Bosnian President Alija Izetbegovic as the
peace talks appcared to be stalling. “As the process of
making peace in Bosnia and Herzegovina progresses,”
the letter said, “increasing attention is being focused
on economic reconstruction.” Wolfensohn, an appoin-
tee and close friend of President Clinton, explained to
the Bosnian president that “with this letter I would
like to assure you that we at the World Bank will do
all we can to facilitate the financial aspects of a peace
agreement to which the parties may agree,” including

ma]or contribution” for “your most urgent economic
needs.”
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It would be nice to think that the parties came to
this agreement out of the goodness of their hearts.
But, the facts of economic life on the international
-scene bear some close scrutiny. It turned out that
Bosnia owed $450 million to the World Bank and
$37 million to the International Monetary Fund
(IMF). This is the share of the debt of the former
Yugoslavia that Bosnia inherited when it broke away
as a separate state. o

Speaking at a multinational conference on 9 De-
cember 1995 in London, Wolfensohn put a price tag
on the Bosnia reconstruction effort at $4.9 billion over
three years, more than enough to enable Bosnia to pay
off its debt. Some experts have now put the cost at.
four or five times that. Congress is sirnply handed the
bill and pays. : '

How is it possible to make sure that Bosnia pays?

- Article VII of the Bosnian Constitution, written by
the Clinton State Department and made a part of the
treaty, mandates that the first governor of Bosnia’s |
Central Bank be appointed through consultation with
the IMF. Not surprisingly, the executive board of the
IMF on 20 Deceniber 1995 admitted Bosnia as a
member and immediately approved about $45 million
for Bosnia. An IMF press release stated that the
country’s $37 million debt to the IMF was wiped out
by a short-term loan provided by the Netherlands
Central Bank, which was repaid from credit provided
by the IMF.

‘The atterpt in Bosnia was to create the U.N.’s
first “puppet state,” an unprecedented event in human
history. It is doubtful that the settlement will last, but
a ot of money will be lost in the process. According
to the Heritage study cited earlier, Bosnia already votes
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against the U.S. 33 percent of the time at the U.N. If
history is any guide, this percentage will rise as our aid
to them increases. -

The Bosnia case demonstrates that the official fig—
ure of $17 billion on “international affairs” is grossly
misleading. It doesn’t take into account the escalating
costs of aid to Bosnia or, for that matter, the ongoing
$40 billion economic bailout of Mexico largely funded
by U.S. taxpayers and arranged through the IMF.

. For the World Bank alone, the Heritage Founda-
tion estimates that the U.S. has provided some $53
billion since 1944. Yet, the think tank says that, of the
sixty-six less developed countries receiving money from
the World Bank for more than twenty-five years,
thirty-seven are no better off today than they were
before they received such loans. Of these thirty-seven,
most are poorer today than they were before receiving:
aid from the bank.

For the U.N. alone, it is estimated that $100 bil-
lion has been provided by American taxpayers over
the last fifty years. Yet, now the UN. is crying for
global taxes.

At the U.N. itself, despite much talk about going
broke, the bureaucrats are living high off the hog.
Doing better than the U.S. president, Secretary Gen-
eral Boutros Boutros-Ghali had a gross salary in 1996
of $280,075 plus $25,000 for entertainment, bringing
him up to an annual salary of $307,075. His annual
retirement benefit is $96,616, payable after only five
* years on the job.

The U.N. pension and retirement fund is also doing
very well. In fact, it may be the best-managed pro-
gram at the U.N.—for obvious reasons. According to
information provided to me, as of February 1996 it



38 ) Cliff Kincaid

had a market value of approximately $15 billion. The
U.N., which says it employs fifty thousand people
worldwide, also says there are some sixty-four thou-
sand “active fund participants” and that benefits are
- flowing to thirty-eight thousand people in 181 coun-
tries. It is unclear why the number of employees con-
flicts with the number of “active fund participants.” In
any case, this group provides a powerful i 1nccnt1ve to
keep the U.N. going and growing.

0fﬁc1a]ly, according to the Herltage Foundation,
the U.S. provides 25 percent of the U.N. administra-
tive budget, which funds all U.N. secretariat staff and
programs. This amounted to $298 million in 1994.
The U.S. share of the U.N. peacekeeping budget was
31.7 percent or $1.2 billion. On top of that, the U.S.
contributes separately to U.N. specialized agencies such
as the World Health Organization. In 1994, this was
estimated at another $368 million. This brings the
U.Ss yearly contribution up to almost $2 billion.

But, this figure ignores the tens of billions that
have been improperly taken out of the budgets of
various federal agencies to implement U.N. policies.
This is a story which must be told if we are to expose
the magnitude of this international rip-off and defeat
the U.N.’s global tax agenda. i

This story has important budgetary and constitu-
tional implications. As long as the true cost of U.N.
operations is concealed from the American people,
they will be more likely to support continued funding
of the world body and may even be tempted to sup-
port some form of international tax, on the ground
that the cost of the U.N. is just “pennies a day.”

Constitutionally, this is an important story be-
cause it shows that the U.S. Congress is already being
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by~passed by federal agencies working in collusion with
the U.N. It is time for Congress to hold hearings on
this subversion of our form of government.

In my first book, Global Bondage, 1 described this
problem in terms of how the U.N. operates as another
liberal lobby. I noted that U.N. bodies such as the
World Health Orgamzatwn were part and parcel of
Hillary Clinton’s campaign to socialize the health care
establishment in the U.S. In retrospect, this is not too
surprising. It is inevitable that various levels of gov-
ernment, even on an international level, would work
together to increase governmental interference in our
private lives. This danger would dramatlca]ly increase
with global taxes.

Federal collusion with the U.N. is critical. One
argument against the notion that a U.N. tax could
never pass is that Congress would never pass it. This
assumes it would be submitted to Congress and not
sneaked through the back door, such as through an
executive agreement with, say, the G-7 countries.
However, it could also be argued that a global tax is
already in effect, masquerading as taxes for “domestic”
programs. '

One example is how the Clinton administration
collaborated with the U.N. organizers of the Habitat
II UN. conference in Istanbul, Turkey, in June of
1996. Untold millions of dollars were spent by the .
U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment (HUD) to prepare a report in advance of the
conference. HUD Secretary Cisneros named a Na-
tional Prepatory Committee to put it together. The
result was a fifty-page report, “Beyond Shelter: Build-
ing Communities of Opportunity,” issued on 23 May

1996 at a national press briefing on Habitat II ar-
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ranged by HUD and the U.S. Agency for Interna-

- tional Development (AID). The “official” sponsors of
this briefing were the World Resources Institute and
the Society of Environmental Journalists.

Though ostensibly devoted to the housing issue,
the report included such recommendations as “using
the educational system as a catalyst for positive social

_change . . . establishing universal health insurance by
the year 2000... [and] financing health insurance
through insurance payments combined with general
revenue taxes.” Obviously, this report served as an
excuse to push a variety of liberal initiatives, many of -
them having nothing to do with housing.

Even more significant, however, was the process
that led up to the report: '

As part of the national preparatory process for
Habitat T1, the U.S. Department of Housing
and Urban Development and the U.S. Agency
for International Development jointly spon-
sored a series of 12 town meetings throughout
the Nation. . . . Each town meeting was planned
and implemented by a local organizing com-
mittee with planning support provided by the
11.S. Network for Habitat II, a network of non-
governimental organizations dedicated to pro-
viding citizens with a voice in the decisions
that affect their lives and communities.'

An obvious questions is, what role is Congress
playing in all of this? Isn't Congress supposed to be
the vehicle to provide citizens with a voice? These
nongovernmental organizations (NGOs) are critical
to understanding how the U.N. by-passes Congress.
The process involves the development of networks of
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liberal Left groups, active on education, housing, and
other issues, which will then work to implement, in
conjunction with the federal agencies, the recommen-
dations of U:N. conferences. It is a morally and legally
objectionable procedure because federal dollars are
being used to lobby against the interests of American
taxpayers who don't even know what’s going on.

In the Habitat II case, one of the members of the
HUD National Preparatory Committee was Mencer
Donahue Edwards, otherwise known as Don, of the
U.S. Network for Habitat II. His group is one which
received support from HUD and AID. In his remarks
at the 23 May conference, he referred to the groups in_
his network as “community-based organizations,”
which are, nevertheless, NGOs at the U.N. On the
surface, it may not make much sense for a “commu-
nity-based” group to have an international connec-
tion. However, in terms of implementing an agenda
outside of normal democratic channels, it makes per-
fect sense. The U.N. agenda is being implemented by
these groups directly. Edwards himself referred to the
NGOs as “the day to day legs” of how treaties and
global “plans of action” are enforced. These groups,
he said, have “a different version of how this country
can be organized.” This is an understatement. Their
agenda is to completely remake American society.

In a column endorsing global taxes, Jessica
Mathews of the Council on Foreign Relations re-
ported that NGOs, which she called “citizens’ groups,”
have a “rapidly growing relationship” with the U.N.,
which will be “strengthened” by their 1nvolvemcnt
How? Through the provision of more revenue. These
are the groups which will be creating the appearance
of “public support” for global taxes.
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But, if Habitat II does not produce a treaty for
Senate ratification, then how will the NGOs imple-
ment its agenda?® The media have left Americans in -
the dark about these behind-the-scenes activities. As
Laurel Heiskell of Concerned Women for America

(CWA) explains,

The U.S. Constitution requires that any for-
eign treaty be ratified by two-thirds of the
Senate. Many treaties produced by the U.N.
were never ratified because of their extreme
proposals. But in recent years, UN. confer-
ences have substituted policy statements called
“Platforms of Action.” They have asked mem-
ber nations to support these platform docu-
ments. Members are then expected to imple-
ment these platform documents.

One recent example of this process is the U.N.
women’s treaty, the Convention on Elimina-
tion of All Forms of Discrimination Against
Women (CEDAW). Although President
Carter signed this radical treaty, it has not yet
been ratified by the Senate. More recently, how-
ever, President Clinton signed the Beijing Plat-
form for Action, which embodies all the prin-
ciples of CEDAW. Because Congress is not
favorable to the Beijing agenda, the executive
branch is circumventing the constitutional pro-
cess of Senate ratification.?

This process of implementing the Beijing docu-
ment, produced by the UN.s 1995 Fourth World
Conference on Women, is enlightening. Donna
Shalala, secretary of the Department of Health and
_ Human Services (HHS) who served as co-chair of the
official U.S. delegation to Beijing, was in charge of
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this effort, formally titled the President’s Interagency
Council on Women. This group issued a news release
in which Shalala declared, “Our job is to take the
agenda of Beijing and, where appropriate, fill in the
blanks.”

The group included representatives from thirty fed-
eral agencies and offices. Hillary Rodham Clinton

served as honorary chair of the council.

This news release described the orgamzatton as
“charged with coordinating the implementation of the
Platform of Action adopted at Beijing” and develop-
ing “related initiatives to further women’s progress
and engage in outreach and public education to sup-
port the successful 1mp1cmentat10n of the Conference

. agreements.”

Dr. James Dobson. of Focus on the Family was
alarmed by the effort, saying “The Platform of Ac-
tion, which lesbian activists and radical feminists have -
been lauding, would damage the institution of mar-
riage and undermine the moral principles that support
it. It would also promote abortion and safe—sex ideol-
ogy around the world.”™

It is difficult to get a handle on how much all of
this costs. In the area of U.N. peacckeeping, however,
we do have an estimate on how much money has been
taken out of federal agencies. A March 1996 General
Accounting Office report, entitled “Peace Operations:
U.S. Costs in Support of Haiti, Former Yugoslavia,
Somalia and Rwanda” found that the administration
from 1992 through 1995 provided $6.6 billion for
U.N. peacckeeping operations out of the following
agencies: Department of Defense, Department of State,
Agency for International Development, Department
of Agriculture, Department of Justice, Department of
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Commerce, Department of the Treasury, Department -
of Transportation, and Department of Health and
Human Services. Yet, the report found that the U.N.
had reimbursed the U.S. only $79.4 million for some
of these costs.

Of the remainder, $4.8 billion still needs to. be
reimbursed. No one, of course, believes the U.N. will
pay us back, and it’s unlikely that the Clinton admin-
istration even wanted to be reimbursed. This is be-
cause the administration wanted to expand the U.N.’s
military activities without going to Congress for addi-
tional funding, subverting the-will of the legislative
branch.

However, Bob Dole was the senator who requested
that GAQ report. He said that even this figure may
be low and that, when other peacekeeping operations -
are included for the same time period, “the total ex-
ceeds $10 billion.” He called the funding of U.N.
peacekeeping “out of control,” adding that it’s “illegal”
to run other government programs in this manner,
long after congressional appropriations have been ex-
hausted.

This controversy gets to the heart of constant
claims by the UN. and the liberal media that the
United States has been a “deadbeat” and hasn’t paid
its “dues” to the world body. The Washington Post
went so far as to blame the Republican Congress for
this, saying the U.S. owed more than $1 billion to the
U.N. In fact, the withholding of payments to the U.N.
began during the Reagan administration when the
House was controlled by Democrats. A bipartisan con-
sensus emerged that the U.N. was not reforming itself
and that withholding payments was the only pracncal
way to spark real reform.
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Again, however, the claim that the U.S. owes
money completely ignores the billions of dollars—
perhaps tens of billions—that the Clinton administra-
tion has provided to the U.N. out of the budgets of
various federal agencies. The possibility that the Con-
gress will not tolerate continued looting of the De-
partment of Defense and other agencies for the U.N.
is another reason why global taxes are so.desperately
needed. :

On another front, Tom DeWeese of the Ameri-.
can Policy Center charges in his November 1995
“Insider’s Report” newsletter that the Convention on
Biological Diversity, a treaty that failed to obtain
Senate ratification in the 103d Congress, is being il-
legally implemented. “The Biodiversity treaty literally
lays down the plans for a ‘reversal’ of the process of
civilization, ultimately overseeing the herding of people
into pre-selected, isolated enclaves, while the rest of
America becomes vast wilderness,” he points out.

More importantly, he adds, the Global Biodiversity -
Assessment (GBA), a document mandated by the
treaty, is being carried out through Presidential Ex- -
ecutive Orders and federal agencies, especially the
Department of the Interior. The results are already
apparent: predators like wolves and bears are being
reintroduced into the Western states; mining and tim-
ber companies are facing severe restrictions; property
owners are being jailed on wetlands or endangered
species violations; and Yellowstone National Park has
been granted special “protection” by the U.IN.

_The Yellowstone case is a very good example of

- how even a nice-sounding treaty can be manipulated
by federal agencies. Acting under the auspices of the
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World Heritage Treaty, which was passed in 1972,
the Clinton administration’s Department of the Inte-
rior assumed the costs of bringing a foreign delegation
from the World Heritage Committee to Montana from
Europe. No congressional approval for this interven-
tion was sought. The delegation made 2 visit to the.
park to determine whether the proposed construction
of 2 gold mine a couple of miles outside the park
" posed some kind of danger. : )

This may sound fairly innocuous, except for the

fact that the U.S. already has a law on the books, the
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), which
covers the matter. Richard Lawson of the National
Mining Association quite properly commented in that
organization’s newsletter that it appeared that the De-
partment of the Interior was trying to set up “an un-
paralleled separate U.N. review process.” Sen. Conrad
Burns of Montana was outraged that the U.N. was
interfering in U.S. domestic law. .
" Equally significant, the U.N. delegation started
discussing an eighteen-million-acre buffer zone out-
side the park, affecting ranching, recreational use, tim-
ber, oil and gas, and more. It was estimated that forty
percent of the “buffer zone” was private property. Here,
too, U.N.-affiliated NGOs played a key role. They
had signed a letter to the World Heritage Committee
in February of 1995 requesting that Yellowstone be
put on a list of sites “in danger.”

In Australia, which has also ratified the treaty,
U.N. interference has generated a significant back-
lash. Australian businesses and communities have asked
that a moratorium be placed on listings under the
treaty because sites are being “protected” and “buffer
zones” being created without proper consultation, no
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rights of appeal and a lack of compensation for those
who lose their land or resources.

Another example of the executive branch bypass-
ing Congress to further the U.N. agenda is the work
of the President’s Council on Sustainable Develop-
~ment {PCSD), an initiative of President Clinton de- -

signed to fulfill a commitment at the 1992 Earth
Summit for “a plan” to confront environmental prob—
lems. The PCSD effort, which took three years and
reportedly cost $6 million, featured twenty-five lead-
ers from business, government, environmental, civil
rights, and Indian organizations. The co-chairs were
Jonathan Lash of the World Resources Institute and
David T. Buzzelli of the Dow Chemical Company.
No identifiable conservatives were named to the panel.
Henry Lamb of the Environmental Conservation
Organization called the final report a “blucpnnt for
the reorganization of society” into one that is “cen-
trally planned and managed.” He explained, “The rec-
ommendations proposed by the PCSD cover the full
range of human activities: from building permits to
the bedroom {population control); from wilderness to
waste; from behavior modification instead of educa-
tion to a-‘managed’ economy instead of free enter-
prise.”
How will these recommendations be implemented?
At the 23 May 1996. conference preceding the U.N.’s
Habitat IT conference, Lash announced that the PCSD
would continue in operation, and that HUD Secre-
tary Henry Cisneros would become a member. This
suggests that HUD may become the lead agency in
charge of implementing the policies. However, Secre-
tary of the Interior Bruce Babbit and Environmental
. Protection Agency administrator Carol Browner were
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also members, and their agencies could play key roles
as well.

Of all the recommendations in the PCSD report;
perhaps the most-objectionable is the manipulation of
young people into service on behalf of the U.N,, to
help them participate in what are called “global com-
munities.” A group called Friends of the Future (FOF)
is highlighted as the wave of the future. In Kentucky,
the report says, the FOF organization of seventh-,
eighth-, and ninth-grade students from St. Francis of
Assisi School in Louisville is working to “incorporate
environmental and sustainable development education
into the Kentucky school curriculum.”

The report adds, “Through the sponsorship and
support of the U.N. Development Program, FOF pub-
lished the book, We Got the Whole World in Qur hands:

A Youth Interpretation of Agenda 21, which documents

the proceedings of the 1992 U.N. Conference on En-
vironment and Deévelopment. The book puts Agenda
21 into simple language—easy for younger readers to
understand.” : '

The fact that the U.N. is intervening directly into
the U.S. public schools should not be too surprising.
This has been going on for decades. In fact, the UN.
connection is quite open, since the U.N. charter man-
dates that member-states cooperate in educational ac-
tivities designed to further the aims of the world body.
Article 55 of chapter 9 of the charter says that the
U.N. shall promote - “educational cooperation,” and
- article 56 says that “all member states pledge them-
selves to take joint and separate action in co-operation
with the Organization for the achievement of the pui-
poses set forth in Article 55.” This is a convoluted
way of saying. that the nations which belong to the
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U.N. will pursue development of a common educa-
tional approach.

For in-depth examinations of our educational prob- .
lems, I strongly recommend Outcome-Based Education:
The State’s Assault on Our Children’s Values by Peg
Luksik and Pamela Hobbs Hoffecker (published by
Huntington House) and a Research Manual on Goals
2000 compiled and edited by James R. Patrick and
published by Citizens for Academic Excellence in
Moline, Illinois. Both books highlight the importance
of the U.N.-sponsored World Conference on Educa-
tion for All in 1990.

Regarding the U.N. connection here, the U.S.
Office of Education and the Department of State in
the late 1940s issued a 108-page report, “The Treat-
ment of International Agencies in School History
Textbooks in the United States,” which was designed
to serve as a basis for changing American history text-
books to favorably highlight international institutions
such as the U.N. _ ’

This has been quietly proceeding. The Ethics and
Public Policy Center released a 1978 report, “How
the Cold War is Taught,” analyzing six high-school
history textbooks. In a section on how these textbooks
treat the U.N.,, the report found that the textbooks
gave “undeserved credit” to the U.N., unfairly gave “a
boost” to the U.N., and suggested that the U.S. should -
have relied more heavily on the world body.

Today, at all levels of public education, American
students are being conditioned to believe that patrio-
tism is dangerous or naive, and that the solutions to
our problems lie in the United Nations and other
globalist institutions. The full role of the Department
of Education in this campaign is not completely
known. -
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But, it figures to get worse in the years ahead. A
federally funded set of national “history standards” for
textbooks in the public schools recommended that
students examine the case of U.S. State Department
employee Alger Hiss, who was not identified as a
Soviet spy, in the context of understanding “the emer-
gence of McCarthyism and its impact on civil liber-
. ties.” The standards did not explain that Hiss was 2
top aide to President Franklin Roosevelt, was con-
victed of perjury for denying he was a Soviet spy, and
" was a key organizer of the United Nations.

Instead, the standards presented the United Na-
tions as a worthwhile “international peacekeeping or-
ganization.” Students were supposed to examine where

it has promoted peace in the world, not whether the -

U.S. should belong to it or not. Another section ad-
vised students to explam the organization and func-
tions of the U.N. using visual aides.

The standards accurately described what the Na-
zis did to the Jews as “genocide” and suggested that
students be exposed to “eyewitness accounts, oral his-

tory, testimony of Nazi officials, and documentary
photographs and films.” But, nothing comparable was
suggested so that students could understand the bru-
tality of communism, which killed far more people,
and how the U.N. historically served as a front for the
Communists and their interests.

The real lesson of history being ignored in these
federal standards is that the opponents of communism
were right about the danger we faced. They should be
given the historical credit they deserve, in the same
way that opponents of Hitler and the Nazis are hon-
ored for their contributions. :
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Indeed, these standards contained a glaring omis-
sion—a failure to explain the stakes involved in the
historic struggle between communism and freedom.
The standards said, “The swordplay of the Soviet
Union and the United States rightfully claims atten-
tion because it led to the Korean War as well as the
Berlin airlift, Cuban missile crisis, American inter-
ventions in many parts of the world, a huge invest-
ment in scientific research, and environmental dam-
age that will take generations to rectify.” Notice that
the Soviet Union was let off the hook and that “sword-
play” was simply blamed. In other words, the United
States and the Soviet Union are both morally respon--
sible. And, “environmental damage” was described as
a by-product of the victory over Soviet-style commu-
nism.

Equally s1gn1ficant North Korea wasn't held ac-
countable for its invasion of South Korea, and North
Vietnam’s invasion of South Vietnam was described
merely as “involvement” in a neighboring country.
Students were told that the American withdrawal from
Vietnam was not a failure of will but a demonstration
of “the power of American public opinion in reversing
foreign policy.” The Soviet takeover of Eastern Eu-
rope at the end of World War II was explained as a

“desire for security” on the part of the Communists.

But, that's not all. It was supposed to be drummed
into young people that anticommunism or the “Red
- Scare” resulted in national “hysteria.” The emphasis is
not on communism being a real threat to the United
States but on those people whose lives were suppos-
edly disrupted by anticommunists such as Sen. Joseph
McCarthy. But, revelations out of Soviet archives, as
well as the monumental work, The Secret. World of
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American Communism, demonstrate, in the words of
former New York Times journalist Hilton Kramer, that
the congrcssional investigations of communism in the
1950s “were fully justified.” The Communist threat
was real indeed.

It’s true that some aspects of the history standards
are being rewritten because of the outrage which
greeted their politically correct outlook. But, pro-U.N.
propaganda is already circulating widely through the
public educational system.

In fact, the campaign to indoctrinate young people
in favor of globalist notions is also apparent in such

- private organizations as the Boy Scouts of America,
now offering a Citizenship in the World merit badge
highlighting the U.N. This merit badge is mandatory
to attain Scouting’s highest rank of Eagle. At the end
of the booklet for this merit badge, Scouts are asked
questions such as:

Is the meaning of citizenship changing as the
world becomes more interdependent?

How does the changing world environment af-
fect the responsibilities of United States citi-
Zens? .

Of course, the implications are that c1nzensh1p in
the U.S. is an old-fashioned concept in this new “in-
terdependent” and “changing” world. One can imag-
ine students being conditioned in the future to accept
the idea of global taxes.

In conjunction with the U.IN.’s fiftieth anniversary
celebrations in October 1995, a coordinated effort was
launched to intensify this kind of approach to educa-
tion. The U.N. itself offered a “Global Teach-in,” in

which schools worldwide were “encouraged to- dedi-
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cate a day or even a week to the study of the United
Nations and the issues on its global agenda.”

Toward this end, the U.N. distributed “School
Kits on the United Nations"™—curriculum guides—for
all primary, intermediate, and secondary school levels
in all six official U.N. languages. In addition, a
“Teacher Training Module on global education and
the U.N. was prepared for primary, mtermedmte and
secondary school teachers and teacher trainees,” de-
signed.for use with the school kits. It is not clear how
widely these are in use.

One U.N. brochure stated

While the diplomatic community and academia
will focus on the fundamental global issues,
educators are hoping to use the anniversary to
stress the need for international cooperation to
the young generation—from clementary school
students to college graduates. Educational
projects arc a staple of all national programs,
with Ministries of Education and Teachers
Associations in many Member States enthusi-
astically joining the “Global teach-in” project
developed by the UN 50 Secretariat. The an-

. niversary will also give a major boost to Model
UN programs, a classroom exercise simulating
the work of various UN bodies, which are being
held in an ever growing number of countries.
High on popularity lists are essay and photo
competitions, poster and poetry contests and
debating sessions.

Other suggestxons in connection with the Global
Teach-in were to “declare an official Global day, week,
or month for the Teach-in through your district, or-
ganization or school” and to “organize Teacher Train-
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ing ‘workshops for mtroducmg global issues and the
UN into lesson plans.”

The target audience even included children ages
three and four. Special episodes of the childrens’ pro-
gram “Sesame Street” were bemg planned for the week
of 24 October, U.N. Week, “to reach the preschool
audience” with pro-U.N. messages.

One particularly insidious document, 4 World in
Our Hands, received wide distribution. Published “In
Honor of the 50th Anniversary of the United Na-
tions” and featuring a foreword by U.N. Secretary
General Boutros Boutros-Ghali, it was said to be
“written, llustrated. and edited by young people of the
world.” In fact, the young people turn out to be be-
tween the ages of twelve and twenty-one! The book
endorsed a World -Supreme Court, a Global Peace
Force, 2 U.N. Youth Service, and even U.N. TV. The
book was put together by a group called Peace Child
International, a group that sponsors “international

- youth exchanges.”

In addition to the U.N. itself, the pro~U N. edu-

cational lobby in the U.S. includes the United Na-
" tions Association of -the U.S. (UNA-USA), which

maintains a “campus network” that involves student

leaders on five hundred campuses in pro-U.N. activi- -

ties. UNA-USA is the group which stages Model U.N.

programs involving sixty thousand high-school and

college students.

Another component is the Academic Council on
the United Nations System, an international associa-
tion of “scholars, teachers and others” who share a

“professional interest in encouraging and supporting .

education and research which deepen and broaden our
understanding of international cooperation.” The coun-
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cil works closely with the UL N and the United Na-
tions University.

Still another is the National Council for the So—-
cial Studies, which produced the document, Cifizen-
ship in the Twenty-first Century, covering such topics

s “Citizenship in a Global Environment.” It also
produces buttons and bumper stickers advising stu-
dents to “become a global citizen.”

Finally, there is the National Education Associa-
tion, well-known promoter of globalist education and
Goals 2000 Qutcome-Based Education, all of which
emphasize student participation in the “global
economy.” |
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Global

Reconstruction

The death in May 1996 of Chief of Naval Opera-
tions Admiral Jeremy “Mike” Boorda, one of the navy’s
most respected and accomplished officers, was attrib-
uted to concerns that he was about to be accused of
wearing war medals he didn’t deserve. It was said that
he killed himself because he feared being disgraced.
Others said it was because of political correctness in-
fecting the navy and influence from feminists.

Several weeks earlier, however, in a speech at a
Naval Institute conference, former Navy Secretary
" James Webb had referred to other pressures on the
U.S. military. Webb said these were “uniquely diffi-
cult times for military leaders” because of several fac-
tors, including the fact that “new concepts of limited
war” were being imposed from above on the Depart-
" ment of Defense. This was an unmistakable reference
to increased U.S. involvement in no-win U.N. mili-
tary operations at the expense of maintaining a supe-
rior national defense.

The navy—the nation’s historic first line of de-
fense—had been hit especially hard by the
“downsizing” of the Clinton era. The number of air-

57
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-craft carriers was reduced from sixteen to twelve, and
nuclear-powered carriers were all but eliminated.

As early as 1994, the administration’s budget was
not providing enough to maintain U.S. readiness lev-
els, as evidenced by-reports that three of the army’s
twelve divisions were not combat ready. The General
Accounting Office in July of 1994 reported a $150
billion gap between what the administration said it
wanted the military to do and the funding levels it
provided for the military.

It would have been one thing if the reductions
had been accompanied by the withdrawal of U.S. troops
from abroad, perhaps for redeployment to America’s
porous southern border, and the diminution of the
foreign threat. Fowever, the fall in defense spending
was occurring despite the rise of Islamic fundamental-
ism, the emergence of China, the reemergence of Iraq,
and Russia’s increasingly threatening and nationalistic
course. Rather than address these concerns, the Clinton
administration was cutting defense while building up
the military forces of the U.N. and getting U.S. forces
involved in U.N. missions all around the globe. This
had the effect of diverting resources from the basic
military mission of national defense.

-~ The results were quite extraordinary: In 1996, ac-
cording to the Department of Defense, the U.S. itself
had 72,000 troops deployed in support of U.N. opera-
tions, costing untold tens of billions of dollars. The
U.N. had about 70,000 other troops directly under its
own control in sixteen different countries of the world,
bringing the grand total to almost 150,000 world-
wide. The U.N. had arrived as a global military super-
power. |
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- Even though the Clinton administration was loot-
ing the budgets of the Pentagon and other federal
agencies to the tune of $6.6 billion to help pay for
some of these U.N. military operations, the U.N. still
owed over $1 billion to countries supplying troops to
the effort. The problem was that the U.N. was getting
involved in so many operations around the world so
fast—without having the resources to pay for them—
that the countries supplying the troops were them-
selves not getting paid by the U.N. From the perspec-
tive of the U.N. and its supporters, there is only one
answer: global taxes.

Financial management has never been 2 strong
suit at the U.N., and the ideological fervor of some
pro-U.N. groups supersedes mundane considerations
about where the money is going to come from. How-
ever, there arc some organizations with a traditional
antidefense bent which are actively involved in the
campaign for global taxes, recognizing that the U.N.
needs billions of additional dollars in order to really
be an effective military force. These groups have come
to the realization that the U.N. can’t keep spending
money it doesn’t have.

_ Though considered to be ant1defense here in the
U.S,, it is apparent that some of these organizations
are not opposed to military activities around the world
but are mainly concerned about under whose auspices
they are conducted. For these groups, the U.S. mili-
tary mission is objectionable, but the U.N. is supposed
to have loftier motives. In the words of the U.N.
charter, the world body protects “peace and security.”
Some organizations on the far Left of the American -
political spectrum actually believe this to be true.
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One of the members of the advisory council of the
Global Commission to Fund the United Nations is
Admiral Gene LaRoque (retired), chairman of the

Center for Defense Information (CDI), an organiza- -

tion considered to be on the far Left of the political
spectrum. The commission is one of the leading orga-
nizations promoting global taxes.

Col. Daniel Smith (retired), the CDI associate -

director, authored an article for the journal Fiures
advocating more international revenues for U.N. peace-
keeping activities. However, the proposal he reviewed
“involved setting up a United Nations Security Insur-
ance Agency (UNSIA). Under the scheme, the U.N.

would authorize UNSIA as a “public/private partner--

ship corporation” that would sell insurance to weaker
‘and poorer countries for less than it would cost them
to operate and maintain a military establishment. If a
country belonging to UNSIA was threatened, it could
call on the U.N. to intervene with peacekeeping foices.
Smith reported:

In support of the UNSIA concept, The Center

for Defense Information has begun an initial

canvass of existing risk assessment tools and

models used by international agencies, govern-

ment departments, multinational corporations,

think tanks, insurance companies, and higher-
. level US military colleges.!

Still another proponent of global taxes for military
purposes is the World Federalist Association, a group
promoting “world federation”™—a cuphemism for world
government-—which claims ten thousand members in
the U.S. Its president is John B. Anderson, a former
Republican congressman who ran for president in 1980
as an independent. Alluding to the U.N.s military
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role, the group has urged its members to oppose any
effort by the Republican Congress to cut funding for
the U.N., adding,

Looking toward the future, we must find ad-
ditional, independent sources of financing.

. Taxes on arms sales, while a good “sin” tax, do
mean the U.N. becomes partially dependent
upon the revenue generated by these sales. More

~ viable sources of income may be taxes on inter-
national air travel or postal service, taxes on
international financial transactions—all these
activities benefit from the maintenance of in-,
ternational peace and security which the U.IN.
is expected to provide.? .

Though regarded by some as just a fringe organi-
zation, the World Federalist Association awarded its

-Global Governance Award in 1993 to Strobe Talbott,
who served as deputy secretary of state in the Clinton
administration. Talbott, as a columnist for T#me maga-
zine, wrote an article declaring that “it has taken the
events in our own wondrous and terrible century to
clinch the case for world government.”™ Perhaps glo-
bal taxes are designed to bring this about.

An international organization called the Indepen-
dent Commission on Population and Quality of Life
also proposed a new source of global revenue for UN.
peacekeeping operations. However,, this organization
suggested ‘that SDRs (Special Drawing Rights)—a

special form of international currency—be used

* in order to instill an element of automaticity
and allow for a speedy deployment of peace-
keeping operations, the United Nations should
be allowed recourse and access to Special Draw-

ing Rights (SDR). To this end the Articles of
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* Agreement of the International Monetary Fund
(IMF) would need to be revised so as to permit
the allocation of SDRs in another way than
currently envisaged, restricted to peace-related
activities.*

In my first book, Global Bondage, The U.N. Plan fo
Rule the World, 1 explain how the U.N. Charter estab-
lishes a system whereby the nations of the world dis-
arm by providing armed forces and other assistance to
the U.N. The plan is outlined in Chapter VII of the
U.N. Charter. '

Oscar Arias, the former president of Costa Rica,
is pushing a varjation of such a “global demilitariza-
tion” plan which includes an “international code of
conduct” for the sale of weapons, to be presented to
the UN. He wants developing nations to abandon
their armies, much as Costa Rica did, in return for aid
from multilateral institutions such as the World Bank.
In fact, he wants these international agencies to tie
their lending to promises and commitments from these
nations to disarm. _

A proposal was considered during the Kennedy
administration to establish a U.N. “Peace force” that
would replace the arms of the nation states. It was
spelled out in a State Department document entitled
“Freedom from War: The United States Program for
General and Complete Disarmament.” This plan urged
the “disbanding of all national armed forces and the
prohibition of their reestablishment in any form what-
soever other than those required to preserve internal
order and for contributions to 2 United Nations Peace
Force.” .

In 1960, Paul Nitze, who became JFK's assistant
secretary of defense for International Security Affairs,
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proposed at a seminar in California “a series of unilat-
eral actions” to slow down the arms race, including
putting the U.S. Strategic Air Command under a
“NATO Command” and then telling the U.N. “that
NATO will turn over ultimate power of decision on
“the use of these weapons to the General Assembly of
the United Nations.”

The Clinton administration carried a variation of
this plan forward in a big way. Following Boutros-
Ghali’s call for activation of article 43 of the U.N.
charter and the establishment of a permanent U.N.
army, President Clinton issued Presidential Decision
Directive 25 (PDD 25), beginning a formal process of
integrating U.S. and U.N. military forces. Despite some
protests from Republicans, the administration put U.S. -
forces in U.N. military operations -in Somalia,
Macedonia, and Haiti. In Bosnia, to avoid criticism,
Clinton technically put U.S. troops under the com-
mand of NATO, although the Implementation Force
(IFOR) which was deployed there became a regional

- organization under the U.N. charter.

In Bosnia, Clinton appeared to be following the
advice of those, like international financier George
Soros, who believe that NATO should play the role
of preeminent world body until the U.N. acquires more
power and competence.

In a 1993 speech, “Toward a New World Order:

The Future of NATO,” Soros declared,

The United Nations might have become an
effective organization if it were under the lead-
ership of two superpowers cooperating with
each other. As it is, the United Nations has
already failed as an institution which could be
put in charge of U.S. troops. This leaves NATO
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as the only institution of collective security that -
has not failed, because it has not been tried.
NATO has the potential of serving as the basis
of a new world order in that part of the world
which is most in need of order and stability.
But it can do so only if its mission is redefined.
There is an urgent need for some profound
new thinking with regard to NATO.

Soros, who met regularly with Clinton and Deputy
“Secretary of State Strobe Talbott, seemed to be de-
scribing precisely what 1s happening to NATO in Eu-
rope and Bosnia today. The Bosnja peace agreement
explicitly made NATO an arm of the U.N. in article

6, which describes how the Implementation Force .

(IFOR) of NATO and non-NATO troops will oper-
ate. The agreement explicitly says that the U.N. Secu-
rity Council is “invited to authorize Member States or
regional organizations and arrangements to establish
the IFOR acting under Chapter VII of the United
Nations Charter.” This means that IFOR becomes a
U.N. operation, fulfilling the New World Order vi-
sion of Soros.
The “new thinking” Soros talked about was also
- reflected in Clinton’s decision to install a Spanish
Socialist as the head of NATO. Although Clinton
has emphasized that the overall military commander
in Bosnia is an American general, George Joulwan,
the fact is that Joulwan responds to NATO political
control, and NATO’s political control is represented
by the North Atlantic Council and its head, Secretary
General Javier Solana.
.'The Bosnia deployment could be described as a
“limited war” or no-win operation, conducted under
the auspices of the U.N. These were having a major
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impact on the U.S. Army, whose leadership was also
under heavy pressure to toe the line.

Former foreign service officer Harold Eberle, now
with the South Carolina Policy Council, has made the
convincing case that the Bosnia deployment is illegal
and unconstitutional because the troops have been used
for offensive purposes, thus violating the North At-
lantic Treaty, and are deployed in a country that is not
a signatory to the treaty.

But, this is just the start of what Soros and others
have in mind. In an April 1995 article entitled “Am-
bushing the Future,” which appeared in the Special
Warfare publication of the U.S. Army JFK Special
Woarfare Center, the special forces were put forward
as what one U.S. Army soldier, Sfc. Edward B. Rasor,
described as the “reconstruction tool.for the New
World Order.” Rasor, based at Ft. Bragg, found the
article so offensive that he began openly questioning
the direction of the army and its involvement with the
- U.N. For this, Rasor’s military career was scheduled
for early termination by army headquarters and the
White House.

The article; written by James J. Schneider, a pro-
fessor of military theory at the School of Advanced
Military Studies at the U.S. Army Command and
General Staff College in Fort Leavenworth, Kansas,
included the following: :

The future will be dominated by a resurgent
force that will change the nature of both the
nation-state and the national security sys-
tem. ... '

We have yet to divine the full implications of
the revolution in geopolitics euphemistically
called the new world order.
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For the Army, and for Special forces, the fu-
ture will be a period of global reconstruction.

But, there is another aspect of reconstruction
that anticipates the future—the army’s unique
relationship to the U.S. Constitution.

As an army we are fortunate to have such a
rich historical tradition. But, this experience is
- of little use if it cannot be interpreted in light
of future operations. In other words, to learn..
from the past we must anticipate the future.
And, the future will be dominated by a single
overwhelming presence—the United Nations.

One of the key legal strands was the right of
the state to declare and wage war. The growing
power of the U.N. is beginning slowly to erode
this defining characteristic of the nation-state.
Now, the U.N. has begun to redefine victory
on its own terms,

The U.N. redefinition of victory has also set
the stage for redefining the purpose of a nation’s
armed forces. The reemergence of the United
Nations has created a new formula: Under the
new U.N. arrangement of collective security,
nations will strive primarily to compel peace.
The U.N.’s central role in shaping the future
during global reconstruction will. persist, and
its geopolitical influence will likely increase. -

What the article leaves unanswered, of course, is
who will pay for this kind of “global reconstruction.”
If the past is any guide, the U.S. taxpayers will pick up

. most of the bill. However, opposition is likely to come
not only from taxpayers resisting the imposition of
global taxes but American soldiers themselves and—
hopefully—some military leaders. : '
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Sergeant Rasor, of course, was not the first to
object to participating in “global reconstruction” on
behalf of thie U.N. The first was U.S. Army Specialist
‘Michael G. New, who was court-martialed, convicted
of disobeying a lawful order, and given a bad conduct
discharge for resisting deployment to a United Na-
tions military operation run by a Finnish general in
the former Yugoslav republic of Maceddnia.

Saying, “I signed up for the green team, not the
blue team,” New told his superior, “Sir, I took an oath
to the Constitution of the United States of America.
I cannot find any reference to the United Nations in
my oath or in the Constitution | have sworn to de-
fend.” His oath committed him to obeying orders if

they are consistent with the U.S. Constitution, mili- |
tary regulations, and the Uniform Code of Military
Justice.

The oath says, “I will solemnly swear (or affirm)
that I will support and defend the Constitution of the
United States against all enemies, foreign and domes-

~ tic; that T will bear true faith and allegiance to the
same; and that I will obey the orders of the President
of the United States and the orders of the officers
appointed over me, according to regulations and the
Uniform Code of Military Justice, so help me God.”

As New's parents put it, “Michael New did not
take an oath to defend the United Nations or its char-
* ter. Instead, he took an oath which he understood to
be exclusive to the United States of America.” As part
of the deployment, New was required to alter his army
uniform with United Nations patches and wear a U.N.
blue beret or helmet. He was also required to carry a
U.N. identity card, confirming his transformation into
a U.N. soldier without American POW/MIA protec—
tions.



70 Cliff Kincaid

uniform and report to a U.N. commander, he asked
his blockbuster question, By what authority?

Ray said the question was never answered because
the policy -has not been implemented in accordance
with the Constitution and Defense Department and

-Army regulations. “The reason they didn’t answer it is
that there is no authority,” he said. The army eventu-
ally conceded that the U.N. uniform was not autho-

- nzed. : ‘

~ Ray called the treatment of New an indication of
~ how “compromised” the army has become—*the de-
gree to which our military is willing to accommodate
political pressures which do not stand constitutional
or legal scrutiny.” : :

" Could similar pressures have had anything to do

with Admiral Boorda’s death? i

For his part, Michael New took the honorable
course. Speaking at an April 1996 conference spon-
sored by the American Sovereignty Action Project,
his father, Daniel New, said, “Don’t feel sorry for

Michael New. He gets to stand up with the likes of

Patrick Henry, the likes of Nathan Hale, the likes of
George Washington and say, ‘I love my country.”

He said Michael was taught love for country and |
love for God and had become “a bright light in a dark
place.” For that, he was extremely thankful, “I have

~ never been more inspired by any person in American

history than my own son,” he said. '
Following New’s example, more soldiers are com-
ing forward to resist the pro-U.N. agenda. However,
they are not seeking to undermine military morale,
order,-and discipline. Instead, they stand as evidence
of the breakdown in these areas that already exists as
a result of the pro-U.N. policy. The American people
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must understand that we are 1osing many good sol-
diers on this particular altar of political correctness.

New and Rasor are only the most visible manifes-
tations of the problem. Col. Robert Maginnis (re-
~ tired) of the Family Research Council, though critical
of New’s position, himself said he believed that many
soldiers are troubled by the military’s growing involve-
ment in U.N. peacckeeping. “With thousands of U.S.
forces wearing the U.N. uniform,” he told the Wash-
ington Times, “it goes through the mind of every sol-
dier, airman and sailor: Who is it I am representing?™

Washington Times journalist. Rowan Scarborough
- quoted an Army medic at Fort Bragg as saying about
New’s stand, “I think that it is very widespread, and
I think it’s an opinion that is almost universal among
all soldiers.”

Moreover, the U.S. Army itself has substantial
evidence that American soldiets are showing increas-
ing “resistance” toward U.S. involvement in “peace-
keeping” missions. In fact, the U.S. Army is so con-
cerned that its Research Institute for the Behavioral
and Social Sciences has underwritten research to ana-
lyze the attitudes of U.S. Army soldiers to involve-
ment in such operations. \

One study, conducted by Dav1d R. Segal of the
University of Maryland, found that members of two
U.S. Army units, the Fourth Battalion, 505th Para-
chute Infantry Regiment (4-505-PIR), and the 10th
Mountain Division, were extremely resistant to in-
volvement in “peacekeeping” operations. In 4-505-PIR,
Segal found that “a plurality of the soldiers were non-
committal on whether peacekeeping was appropriate
for their unit, and while over a third agree that it was
appropriate, one out of five soldiers disagreed. In the
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10th Mountain Division, rejection was even more
extreme. A majority of the soldiers felt that peace-
. keeping missions were not appropriate for their unit.”?
Navy Lt. Comdr. Ernest G. Cunningham, who
wrote a thesis on the subject, noted that when soldiers
fail to believe in such a mission or “in their governing
authority’s competence to make these decisions, unit
cohesion suffers.”®
Cunningham’s thesis, “Peacekeeping and U.N. Op-
erational Contiol: A Study of Their Effect on Unit
Cohesion,” included asking a group of marines if they
would swear to the following code: “I am a United
Nations fighting person. I serve in the forces which
maintain world peace and every nation’s way of life. I
am prepared to give my life in their defense.” The
answer: 69 percent refused. The survey also found -
that 73 percent opposed U.N. control of our troops
and 67 percent did not believe the president has the
authority to pass his responsibility as commander in
chief to the U.N. secretary general’ _
Finally, the marines were asked for their response
to this one:

The U.S. government declares a ban on the
~ possession, sale, transportation, and transfer of
- all non-sporting firearms. A thirty-(30) day
amnesty period is permitted for these firearms
to be turned over to the local authorities. At
the end of this period, a number of citizen
groups refuse to turn over their firearms. Con-
sider-the following statement: I would fire upon
U.S. citizens who refuse or resist confiscation

of firearms banned by the U.S. government.

On that key question—firing on Americans re-
sisting confiscation of their firearms—one out of four
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indicated yes. However, those who answered nega-

tively on the fircarms question were adamant, using

what were described as “heavier pen or pencil marks

" on their response or written comments in the margin”
of the survey. The comments included “Hell No!” and

* “If you take our [Constitutional] Amendments away,
then you can take this job and stick it where the sun
don’t shine.”

Perhaps another survey could ask the question
whether U.S. soldlers serving the U.N. would fire on
Americans resisting collection of their global taxes for
‘purposes of “global reconstruction.”

The emergence of a military-oriented publication
called The Resister suggests the answer may be no.

- This organ, representing the views of military person-
nel who choose to remain anonymous, openly advo-
cates anti-U.N. resistance.

But, the U.N. and its supporters want global taxes

" not only for expanded U.N. peacekeeping operations
but for the creation of international structures to carry
out and enforce what they believe will be global dis-
armament leading to world peace.

Former antiwar protester President Clinton ap-
parently agrees with them. He declared a unilateral
ban on nuclear testing but resisted deployment of a -
missile defense for the United States. A missile de-
fense would greatly lessen the pressure to negotiate a
“deal” on nuclear weapons through the U.N., and
would restore America’s ablhty to act mdependently
in world affairs.

C]_m_ton, putting his faith in the U.N., was insist-
ing on a “total ban” on nuclear tests. One obvious
problem is that Russia can’t be trusted to comply.
Another is that both China and India, the two most
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“ populous nations on earth, have refused. China, mean-
while, is supplying India’s archrival Pakistan and Iran
with nuclear and missile technology, and India is
threatening to deploy nuclear weapons unless a test

ban treaty includes a timetable for “total and universal -

disarmament,” presumably under U.N. auspices. This
would entail teams of U.N. inspectors running around
the world supposedly making sure that countries dis-
arm. ‘ )

However, the notion that the U.N. could monitor
and enforce “total and universal disarmament” is laugh-

able in light of Iraq’s well-documented ability to fool

“the U.N. Iraq was a signatory to the Nuclear Non-
Proliferation Treaty, a document negotiated under
U.N. auspices that was supposed to prevent the devel-
opment of nuclear weapons. :

Herbert Krosney, who writes about the armmg of
Iran and Iraq in his explosive book, Deadly-Business,
told me, “It is striking how many different weapons
systems the Iraqis were going after. They went after
the ‘Supergun,’ a long-range cannon, two or three
different ways to get the atomic bomb, a poison gas
program, and a biological weapons program. They were
going after everything in an extremely ambitious way.”
And, they were assisted by France, Britain, Germany,
and the United States.

The Persian Gulf War, waged under U.N. man-
dates which prevented total victory over Iraq, appar-

ently resulted in the destruction of this program. .

However, it's impossible to know for sure. The U.N.
set up a commission to determine the full extent of
the Iraqi program and to make sure Iraq doesn’t re-
arm. However, this commission has been repeatedly
forced to review what it thinks it knows about the
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Iraqi program, and U.§ News & World Report reported
that the U.N. commission itself included suspectcd
agents of Iraq.

One of the latest revelations by the head of the
commission, Rolf Ekeus, was that the Iraqis even tried
to develop “radiological weapons,” which scatter ra-
dioactive material. These are neutron bombs, non-
" explosive nuclear devices.

Dr. Sam Cohen, the developer of America’s now-
defunct neutron bomb program, tells me these low-
yield nuclear devices can never be effectively outlawed
- because they are already in production in countries
such as Russia and can be made small enough to be
dropped by a terrorist into a trash can across the street
from the White House.

Those who put their faith in the U.N. also have
yet to explain how they will disarm Iran, whose nuclear
* program is supported by both China and Russia. Iran

could have a nuclear bomb in as early as five years,
and Krosney says the Iranian problem could be. far
“more serious than Iraq because the Iranian rulers are
motivated by fundamentalist Islamic ideology. “It’s a
far more dangerous situation,” he told me. “You have
the potential of a bomb being used by terrorist ele-
ments or by the Iranian regime itself.”

A critical question, he says, is whether Israel would
decide to bomb the nuclear reactors in Iran that may
produce the nuclear bomb-related materials. Today,
Krosney argues, Israel is not prepared to stage a mili-
tary strike like the one it conducted in 1981 on the
French-supplied Osirak nuclear reactor in Iraq. A strike
on Iran, he warns, “could lead to a major war” in the
Middle East. Krosney believes one factor behind Israel’s
desire for a comprehensive Middle East peace is fear
of an Iranian bomb,
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- Such a “peace” could come about under U.N.
auspices, enforced by U.S. and Russian peacckeepers.
The U.S. and Russia have been staging joint “peace-
keeping” exercises for several years now.

Another troublesome country is Libya, which is
developing a major chemical weapons program. The
. U.N. solution, once again, is a treaty, the Chemical
Weapons Convention negotiated under the auspices
of the U.N. This treaty, which is supposed to ban
chemical weapons, passed the Senate in April of 1997,
However, a spokesman for the committee, chaired by
Sen. Jesse Helms, who voted against the treaty, said it
had been told by the U.S. intelligence community
that compliance with the document could not be veri-
fied. Kathleen Bailey, who works for Lawrence
Livermore National Laboratory, says a chemical weap-
ons plant could be small enough to be hidden in a
commercial warehouse. “There are no technical means
to locate secret chemical installations,” she points out.
Nevertheless, under pressure from the Clinton ad-
ministration, the Joint Chiefs of Staff in March of
1996 deleted an $805 million defense budget item to
- modernize American chemical warfare defenses. Jour-
nalist James Ring Adams called this decision, which
was quickly reversed, “dangerous.” It came in the wake
of the revelation by one of Clinton’s own panels, the
Presidential Advisory Committee on Gulf War Vet-
erans’ Illnesses, that U.S. equipment to detect chemi-

cal agents during the Persian Gulf War was inad- .

equate and unreliable.

The Department of Defense and Iraq both claim
that the Iragis did not use chemical or biological agents
during the war. Some experts believe that the thou-
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sands of veterans suffering from Gulf War Syndrome

“were the victims of the drugs they were given to guard
against a chemical weapons attack. Others think ex-
otic diseases are playing a part. However, U.S. troops
could have been exposed to low levels of chemical
agents over a period of days or even weeks, producing
cumulative toxic effects.

In a February 1995 article in The American Legion
Magazine, 1 first reported evidence that the Russians
had developed a new kind of chemical weapon and
had it tested on our troops by the Iragis in the Gulf
War. Dr. Michael Waller of the American Foreign
Policy Council told me that he was told by Russian
scientists, including Vil Mirzayanov, that the weapon—
called Novichok—also affects human genes, causing
birth defects and infant illnesses among offspring.

In a 30 April 1996 article in the Wall Street Jour-
nal entitled “Russia’s Toxic Threat,” James Ring Adams
confirmed all of this, quoting Mirzayanov, who has
since fled to the West, as warning that U.S. soldiers
during the Gulf War “may already have been exposed
to minute quantities of this nerve gas without know-
ing it.” Mirzayanov “says that an agent called Sub-
stance 33 may have been in the hands of Iraq during -
the Gulf War and that the accidental or other dis-
charge of small quantities, undetectable by American
instruments, could have produced some of the symp-
toms called Gulf War Syndrome,” Adams reported.

But, the push for U.N.-sponsored “disarmament”
is hard to resist, even for military leaders who want to
appear fashionable. The Clinton administration in
1996 largely succumbed to another U.N. campaign,
this one to ban defensive laser weapons. William
Taylor, a combat veteran and senior vice president for
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International Security Affairs at the Center for Stra-
tegic Studies, pointed out that the purpose of these
weapons was “to save lives—the lives of American and
allied servicemen and women,” and called the effort to
ban them “multilateralism threatening the basic, sov-
ereign interests of the United States of America.”

- Another U.N. campaign, to “ban” land mines, was
also largely successful. President Clinton in May of
1996 endorsed a permanent worldwide “ban” on their
use even while allowing our own military to tempo-
rarily use them in confrontation areas like the Korean
demilitarized zone. The U.S. Army had viewed land
mines as an important defensive weapon, with Joint
Chiefs Chairman General John Shalikashvilli calling
them “indispensable” during the Gulf War. But, the
U.N. campaign against them was supported by former
- military leaders such as Gen. Norman Schwarzkopf
and Gen. David Jones.

The logical outcome of this campaign to have the
U.N. supervise the “disarmament” of the world in all
of these different areas is that sensitive U.S. intelli-
gence information is being handed over to the world
body, ostensibly for the purpose of monitoring com-
pliance with international agreements and facilitating
peacekeeping operations. This was done increasingly
in the Clinton administration, Indeed, Clinton claimed
the unilateral authority to transfer this information to
the UN., and his person in charge of assisting the
U.N. in this regard was Assistant Secretary of State
for Intelligence Tobi Gati, a former vice-president of -
the pro-U.N. lobbying group, the U.N. Association.
Gati told the House Intelligence Committee in 1995
that there had been “very few” unauthorized disclo-
sures of U.S. intelligence information provided to'the
U.N. '
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However, former Assistant Secretary of Defense -
Frank Gaffney noted that, in one episode, U.S. intel-
ligence which had been shared with the U.N. and
marked NOFORN (not to be supplied to foreign
nationals) was nearly left behind when the U.N. aban-
doned Somalia. This unsecured cache of sensitive U.S.
intelligence materials had been discovered by Ameri-
can forces covering the withdrawal of U.N. forces from
* the country.

- Gaffney questioned the intelligence sharing ar-
rangement with the U.N., noting that the organiza-
tion is “largely staffed with civil servants detailed from
foreign intelligence services.” Historically, the U.N.
has been a hotbed of Communist espionage opera-
tions. For a time, the U.N. undersecretary general in
charge of peacekeeping was an Iragi, Ismat Kattani.

Henry Hyde, a member of the House Intelligence
Committee, points out that secret intelligence should
be the nation’s early warning system. In the Revolu-
tionary War, he notes, our forefathers limited knowl-
edge of key secrets to only five people, each of whom
took an oath of secrecy. One of these secrets was
France's covert support of the revolution.

"But, how things have changed.

- At the CIA in the Clinton adm1n1strat10n, Enid
C. B. Schoettle served on the National Intelligence
Council (NIC) as the National Intelligence Officer
for Global and Multilateral Issues. Prior to joining
the NIC, where she served as a key adviser to the -
director of Central Intelligence, she was a senior fel-
low and director of the Project on International Or-
ganizations at the Council on Foreign Relations
(CFR).
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- She is also one of the authors of the CFR work,
An Agenda for Funds: The United States and the Fi-
nancing of the United Nations, which was being adver-
tised as recommending ways “to ensure that the UN
has the financial resources to fulfill its expanding role
in the world™® |

Her position seems to be that the U.S. has a duty
to share intelligence with the U.N., and that Ameri-
can taxpayers have an obligation to pay for it. All of
this is being done in the name of unverifiable and
unenforceable U.N.-sponsored global disarmament
~ agreements which will leave America vulnerable.
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Life -
Unworthy of Life

As the United Nations assumes the trappings of 2
world government, it is becoming increasingly clear
that nice-sounding phrases like “women’s rights,” “sus-
tainable development,” and “family planning” are be-
ing used by the world body to sanction authoritarian
control over the most intimate details of our private
" lives. As I put it in my book, Glebal Bondage, “T'he
clear intention of the.birth control effort from the
beginning was not to give individuals the right to
make decisions, in the privacy of their own bedrooms,
but rather to ‘empower’ government to regulate and
control the human species for its own purposes. This
is a philosophy that works to the benefit of totalitar-
ian regimes, be they Communist, Nazi, or Fascist.”

Another nice-sounding phrase that is appearing
more frequently in this campaign is “quality of life.”
In fact, a group called the Independent Commission
on Population and Quality of Life has emerged to
argue for more effective means to control population
growth and therefore ensure a “quality of life” for
those who survive. Its members include Eleanor
Holmes Norton, the congressional representative for
the District of Columbia in the U.S. Congress, and

83
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‘Juan Somavia, the main organizer of the 1995 U.N.
World Summit for Social Development, where global
taxes were discussed and promoted.

This group produced a May 1995 document en-
titled Towards a New Multilateralism: Funding Global
Priorities. Innovative Financing Mechanisms for Inter-
nationally Agreed Programmes. The document, a virtual
catalogue of global tax proposals, was written by Hans
d’Orville, a German national who served as an assis-
tant secretary of the UNDP, and Dragoljub Najman,
. a Yugoslav national who served as assistant-director
general of UNESCO (The U.N. Educational, Scien-
tific and Cultural Organization).

The Independent Commission on Population and
Quality of Life is supported, by its own account, by
the governments of Canada, Germany, Japan, the
Netherlands, Norway, Sweden, and the United King-
dom, the U.N. Population Fund, the World Bank,
the Ford Foundation, the William and Flora Hewlett
Foundation, the MacArthur Foundation, the Andrew
W. Mellon Foundation, the Rockefeller Foundation,
the International Planned Parenthood Federation, and
the Population Council.! These are powerful forces in
the forefront of the movement for global taxes.

It’s important to understand the U.N. perspective
on population. Because it takes a resolute stand in
favor of open borders, it has nothing but contempt for
U.S. efforts to prevent the illegal entry of three to four
million Mexicans a year into the U.S. The world body -
will. say that it opposes “trafficking” in people for
monetary purposes, but will not oppose the move-
ment of individuals by themsclves across borders. In
fact, the U.N. objected when California passed Propo-
sition 187, cutting off welfare for illegal immigrants.
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In terms of population, the U.N. wants every na-
tion to be like the U.N.—multicultural in make-up
and outlook. This spells the demise of nation-states.
It may already be too late to prevent America from
undergoing an unprecedented transformation that is
threatening our heritage and survival.
 America’s immediate threat is a movement of
Mexicans—here and abroad—who are actively plot-
ting to get the territory taken during the Mexican-
American War, which they call Aztlan; returned to
Mexico. Their aim is to take it back by re-occupying
our southern states. As part of this, Mexican Presi-
dent Ernesto Zedillo has-proposed an amendment to
the Mexican Constitution allowing Mexicans to re-

_tain their nationality when they take out American
citizenship. Zedillo said to them, “You're Mexicans—
Mexicans who live north of the border.”
~ So, the influx of ﬂlegals is not an “accident,” caused
necessarily by bad economic conditions. It is a delib-
erate policy, in the same way that communism was a
frontal attack on the American way of life. '

The refrain that “America is a nation of immi-
grants” is true. But, current immigrants from Mexico
are different. They don’t want to learn English and
don’t want to be Americanized. An American citizen-
ship ceremony in Arizona in 1994 was conducted
largely in Spanish and, in a case to be decided by the
U.S. Supreme Court, an Hispanic state government
employee in Arizona fought for the “right” to conduct
state business in Spanish. Through the federal gov-
ernment, as part of complying with the Voting Rights -
Act, we as taxpayers are actually forced to provide
them with bilingual ballots so they can take political -
power through the ballot box without ever learning
English.
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The answer to this problem, of course, is to en-
force our laws and protect our borders. The U.N. would
have us believe that the answer lies in government-
mandated population control programs around the
world, in Mexico, and everywhere else.

The U.N. Conferénce on Women, which was held
in Communist China in 1995, demonstrates how in-
sidious and dangerous this international campaign has
become and how, with global taxes behind i, it could
result in the quick emergence of a global population
control program that could make Nazi Germany look
tame by comparison.

Leaving aside the problem that the conference was
held in a country, Communist China, where a woman’s
“reproductive rights” are controlled- by the state, the
entire agenda of the event was designed to undermine
the natural differences between the sexes, discredit the
traditional family, and obliterate the notion of moth-
erhood. Why? Because the U.N.’s notion of “family
planning” translates into not just population control
but depopulation. Traditional families mean lots of
children. The world body aims to limit and reduce the
number of people by isolating, attacking, and ma-
nipulating mothers who have the potential of giving
birth to children. For the U,N., mothers are the en-
emy because they produce children.

In pushing this agenda, the U.N. hopes to play on
common fears about growing numbers of people, es-
pecially in the Third World. On the face of it, the
numbers do seem striking: there are 5.7 billion people
-in the world, and China alone has 1.2 bl]hon, almost
five times as many people as the U.S.

But, rather than restrict population growth and
control people’s lives, the U.N. and the U.S. govern-
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ment would be better advised to support policies that
promote economic growth and development. This is
one way to make sure that people don’t flee their own
countries for a better place, which usually turns out to
be America. In Mexico, however, there is a Socialist
regime heavily in hock to the International Monetary
Fund (IMF). "
~ The way out of the populatlon crisis” is giving
- people the freedom and responsibility to care for them-
selves, their families, and their nations. But, that elimi-
“nates the influence of U.N.-affiliated institutions such
as the World Bank and the IMF in the mtemal affairs
of member-states,

The “option” of more freedom and opportunity
runs directly against the agenda of those who want
more government control, including a world govern-
ment, that will dictate family life. The U.N. planners
contend that people destroy the environment, rather
than contribute to it. Therefore, they must be con--
trolled, even eliminated. Individual freedom and re-
sponsibility, within a context of traditional values, do
not fit into their “Brave New World.” And, big fami-
lies are certainly an obstacle to their plans.

The U.N. Population Fund, one of the largest
U.N. agencies, implements this population control pro-
gram in more than one hundred countries. National
Institute of Womanhood President Cecilia Acevedo
Royals describes how it works: “Mothers in Kenya
must stand by helplessly while their. children die of
simple pneumonia because their clinics, chocked full
of costly IUD’s, do not have a singlc vial of penicillin
that costs only a few cents; women in India are lured .
into government sterilization chambers with promises.
of houses and loans; women in many developing com-
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" munities’ must submit to taking contraceptives before
their community gets a new road, ora waterpurification
tool.” ,

‘The use of economic and financial blackmail to
reduce population will undoubtedly intensify. The
Clinton administration’s Undersecretary of State for
Global Affairs Timothy Wirth met with- the president
of the World Bank, James D. Wolfensohn, who indi-
cated that the bank is prepared to provide the finan-
cial means to implement the Beijing conference agenda.
Wolfensohn is described in his official biography as
having “a long record of involvement in development
and environment issues” and served on the board of

_the Population Council, a private group pushing the
U.N. population control strategy.

If threats don’t work, there’s always pure force.
The scheduling of this “women’s conference” in China,

" though controversial, was no accident. It is relevant to
-what the U.N. planners ultimately have in mind for
those women around the world who want to have
children and families. In China, a woman can be forced
to have abortions or undergo sterilization to comply
with the state-mandated one-child-per-family policy.
If a mother somehow manages to have more than one
child, government benefits can be taken away or her
children killed outright.

In China, because of the custom of male heirs,
this has meant the disproportionate slaughter of fe-
males. A glimpse into this “Brave New World” was
provided in 1995 when some American news maga-
zines carried stories and photos of how children in
Communist Chinese orphanages are routinely and
deliberately starved to death. The orphanages were
said to have higher death rates than even some of the
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Nazi death camps. One picture showed an emaciated
eleven-yéar-old girl tied down to a bed, withering
away to nothing. A British documentary on the prob- -
lem, T#e Dying Rooms, showed children tied to wooden
toilets, sleeping in their own excrement. Another
emaciated child was filmed on a table wasting away
with a serious eye infection that had gone untreated.
One of the British reporters was shocked when a towel
on a cart started moving and crying; a baby was hid-
den underneath it, left alone to die. :

But, the key point—often overlooked in the sto-
ries about the orphanages—is that this is being done
with the assistance of the United Nations. The U.N.
Population Fund has poured an estimated $150 mil-
lion into the Chinese population control program over
the years. The killing of these babies is a direct result
of the Chinese one-child-per-family policy, imple-
mented with the assistance of the U.N.

Newsweek was honest enough to point out, “The
vast majority of kids in Chinese orphanages arc not
orphans at all, but abandoned children. They're al-
‘most always girls, victims of the government’s.one- -
child-per-family policy and the traditional peasant
preference for boys.” This is the pohcy being sup-
ported by the U.N. in China.

In the British film, academic Stephen Mosher
pointed. out that the policy, instituted back in 1979,
was implemented after Western experts from the
World Bank and the United Nations told China that
they had to control their population for economic
* reasons. Explaining some other ramifications ‘of the
one-child-per-family policy, he said some babies are
born and immediately drowned or have a lethal injec-
tion shot into their bodies through the soft spots on
their skulls.
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Sen. Jesse Helms, chairman of the Senate Foreign
Relitions Committee, has set the record straight about
the U.N's involvement with the Chinese program:
“For almost two decades, UNFPA [the U.N. Popula-
tion Fund] has, in the name of reducing the world’s
‘population, helped the Communist Chinese Govern-
ment manage its brutal population control program.
Under China’s program, women are dragged into
government clinics and forced to have an abortion if
they already have one child. Women and men are
forced, like animals, to undergo sterilization proce-
dures if they violate or oppose the ‘one-child’ policy.
This inhumane program—which UNFPA upholds as
a model for developing countries—has caused an
alarming increase in abortions of baby girls because
many Chinese consider them less valuable.”

Helms noted that UNFPA's current executive di-
rector, Ms. Nafis Sadik, told China’s official news
‘agency in 1991 that “China has every rcason to feel
proud of and pleased with its remarkable achievements
made in its family planning policy and control of its
population growth over the past 10 years. Now the
country could offer its experiences and special experts
to other countries.”

However, the Chinese program is still evolving.
In June of 1995 a law went into effect in China man-
dating automatic abortions for fetuses judged to be
“defective” (i.e., retarded or having spina bifida). Can
the murder of the elderly be far behind? As many as
eighty million people were killed in China as part of
the Communist revolution. A few million more
wouldn’t make any difference to the Communist dic-
tators.
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Though publicized by our own media, the story
“about the conditions in the Chinese orphanages actu-
ally demonstrates how bad a job our media have done
in covering Communist China. When our nation’s
-~ top journalists were in China reporting on that so~
called women’s conference sponsored by the United
Nations, they completely missed this story. It appears
that either they were not interested or were taken on
guided tours of Chinese orphanages where the babies
appeared to be well treated. )

The sad fact is that many in our media, especially
female journalists, want to ignore the Nazi-like naturce
of the Chinese program because of the perception
that women in China are making progress in other
areas, such as the economy and politics. In connection
with the women’s conference, for example, CNN an-
chor Judy Woodruff wrote a long article for the Wash-
ington Post that devoted only one line to the issue of
mandatory abortions for women having more than
one child. Bonnie Erbe, host of the public television
program “To the Contrary,” went so far as to favor-
ably quote Chinese Communist mass killer Mao Tse
‘Tung as saying that “women hold up half the sky.”
Erbe hailed the Communist Chinese constitution for
supposedly guaranteeing “equal rights” for women.

American journalists in China may be reluctant to
expose human rights abuses because they fear they
will be evicted from the country. In December 1995, .
for example, the Chinese Communist regime an-
nounced the expulsion of a leading German journal- =
ist. He was charged with writing articles that “at-
tacked personalities of the People’s Republic” and of
having “negatively influenced German public opinion
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about China.” In fact, he had only written about hu-
man rights problems and corruption in China.

The U.N. complicity in the killing of baby girls in
China makes a complete mockery of what the U.N.
says it represents. The shocking fact is that, in the
name of protecting human rights, the UN. actually
works to destroy them. However, the U.N. planners
rationalize this by insisting that population control is
absolutely necessary to save the earth and protect it
from human beings.

How can a global organization encouraging baby-
killing be sincerely interested in protecting the rights
of girls or boys? The obvious answer is that the U.N.’s
drive for “children’s rights” is a sham designed to put
more power and authority into the hands of interna-
tional bureaucrats. With global taxes at their disposal,
the U.N. could dramatically expand its population
control program.

Not surprisingly, however, the U.N. still doesn’t
want to fess up to its complicity in the Communist
Chinese brand of “family planning.” A current U.N.
document, “The Girl Child,” calling for a “global
agenda for girls” around the world, promotes the U.N.
Convention on the Rights of the Child, another dan-
gerous treaty authorizing government interference in
family affairs. In the hands of the U.N,, it could ac-
tually be twisted into sanctioning the outright murder
of children.

In this area; like many others the U.N. injects
itself into, the organization.desperately needs more
money to expand. A first step was taken when the
Clinton administration restored taxpayer funding for
the U.N. Population Fund, which financially supports
Communist China’s one-child-per-family policy. The
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U.S. now provides the U.N. agency with $55 million
a year. :

In addition, under the Clinton administration a
policy decision was made to regard women who flee
China and resist forced abortion and forced steriliza-
tion as criminals who should be deported back to
China. Under previous administrations, such women
were considered candidates for asylum in the U.S.

Rep. Christopher Smith’s (R-N.J.) House Sub-
committee on International Operations and Human
Rights had a hearing on this issue in 1995, featuring
Chinese women who had been forced to undergo
abortions under the regime’s one-child-per-family
policy. One of those victims told Smith, “If we don’t
have the right' even to give birth to a baby, what's the
use of any other rights?”

But, the Clinton administration recognizes the
“human right” to abortion, not the human rights of
unborn children.

Although we might like to think so, it is not likely
that the United States will ultimately be spared from
a Chinese-style population control program. Here, for
the time being, so-called family planning is being
pushed with tax dollars mostly on poor people and
teen-agers. Eventually, however, it will likely lead to
government-imposed restrictions on the size of fami-
lies.

There is already a proposal on the table, intro-
duced by Lester Brown of the Worldwatch Institute,
to discourage population growth in the United States
by changing the tax structure. Currently, American
families can take deductions from their taxes for as
many children as they have. But, Brown says, “The
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time may have come to limit tax deductions for chil-
dren to two per couple. It may not make sense to
subsidize childbearing when the most important need .
facing humanity is to stabilize populatton

For the time being, the strategy in the U.S. stops
just short of outright coercion and changing the tax
code. However, the cost of raising children has risen
dramatically because the personal exemptions for chil-
dren have not kept pace with the cost of living.

Current plans, directed at girls and young women,
call for more efforts at educational brainwashing, the
establishment of more school-based “health clinics”
and school-based “health information programs” and
more “family planning” efforts in local communities.

Cecilia Royals of the National Institute for Wom-
anhood says the U.N. is attempting to move the U.S.
and other governments toward a situation in which a
young woman will be “educated” for the purpose “of
ensuring that she seeks greater use of contraception,
abortion and sterilization and selects any occupation,
other than motherhood.” The document prepared for
the Beijing women’s conference explicitly attacked
“traditional female and males roles that deny women
opportunities for full and equal partnership in society”
and called for the development of “curricular and teach-
ing materials” to break down these roles.

At the same time, the U.S. Congress is continu-
ing to fund scores of “family planning” -projects
throughout the U.S. that attempt to manipulate a
woman’s “reproductive rights” and control the size of
families. This money—$193 million in fiscal year
1995—is funneled through Title X of the Public
Health Service Act and goes to many Planned Parent-
hood afﬁ]mtes that promote and perform abortions.
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Despite talk of a “revolution” when the Republi-
cans took control of Congress in 1994, the Republi-
can-controlled House voted 221 to 207 ‘to continue
this program, demonstrating there is really not a dime’s
worth of difference between the two parties on an
issue dear to the hearts of big government liberals.

Much of this money is provided to buy condoms
and other contraceptives for teen-agers. This may
sound reasonable in light of the skyrocketing illegiti-
mate birth rate. But, the facts show that it has been
a colossal failure, perhaps deliberately so.

As noted by Gracie Hsu of the Family Research
Council, “even though more teenagers are being ex-
posed to these family planning ‘services,” the rates of
out-of-wedlock births, abortions, sexually-transmitted
diseases, and pregnancies have all risen significantly in
the teenage population since the [Title X] program’s
. inception.” She says the program has failed largely
because it by-passes parental rights and authority.
Without such guidance and without a foundation of
strong moral and religious values, teen-agers who are
provided with sexuality information and even contra-
ceptives are more likely to engage in sexual activity
and have children, abortions, or get sexual diseases.

So, why does this failed program continue? One
answer is that a multibillion dollar birth control in-.
dustry dispensing chemicals and pills to our young
people has a vested interest in continuing it. Another
is that the failures serve as an excus¢ for government
to take even more intrusive action into our private
lives to “control” the problem that government has
made worse! This is why the U.N. is involved on a
global basis. The issue can be manipulated into giving
the world body even more power to run our lives.




9% , Chiff Kincaid

With global taxes, the Chinese program could be
expanded on a worldwide basis.

In the U.S., the population control movement is
so strong that it came perilously close to capturing the
post of surgeon general. Dr. Henry Foster, President
Clinton’s nominee to replace the embarrassing Dr.
Joycelyn Elders as surgeon general, was closely asso-
ciated with Planned Parenthood. He had performed
an unknown number of abortions, had supervised a
study using drugs to induce abortions, and had en-
dorsed fetal experimentation and human embryo re-
search. He had also engaged in the involuntary ster-
ilization of the retarded——a practice reminiscent of
Nazi Germany. _

Despite this hideous record, Foster actually had a
majority of votes in the Republican-controlled Senate
to win the post. However, he failed to get the sixty
votes necessary to derail a filibuster staged by Sen.
Phil Gramm, and his nomination died. Were it not
for Gramm, the U.S. might have gotten an abortion-
ist as surgeon general—a person who is supposed to
defend life would instead have been a destroyer of it.
America seems to be closer to the “Brave New World”
of the U.N. planners than many of us are prepared to
admit.

It wasn’t until recently that we were aware of the
“horror of “partial birth” abortion, a procedure in which
a baby is partially delivered, its brains sucked out and
head crushed, and then disposed of. Brenda Pratt
Shafer, a registered nurse who witnessed the proce-
dure, testified, “The baby’s little fingers were clasping
and unclasping and his feet were kicking. Then the
doctor stuck the scissors through the back of the head
and the baby’s arms jerked out in a flinch. ... The
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doctor opened up the scissors, stuck a high-powered
suction tube into the opening and sucked the baby’s
brains out. Now the baby was completely limp.”

The practice of cuthanasia continues to attract a
lot of attention in the U.S. because of the activities of
Dr. Jack Kevorkian, accused repeatedly of murder by
helping people kill themselves. Euthanasia has been
defined in almost benevolent terms as inducing a pain-
less death in elderly people who are sick or dying. But,
once euthanasia is accepted for some people, under
what seem like ethical circumstances, it can be ex-
pected that the practice will be applied by government
to others against their will. In this regard, Nazi Ger-
many serves as a concrete example of how a govern-
ment-run euthanasia program works in practice. _

The book by Michae! Burleigh, Death and Deliv-
erance: Futhanasia in Germany, chronicles the Nazi
attempt to eliminate its “unfit” members. The book
demonstrates that between 1939 and 1945 the Nazis
systematically murdered as many as two hundred thou-
sand mentally ill or handicapped people who were
said to be “life unworthy of life.” All of these murders
were completely legal and considered ethical at the
time.

Of course, this program was just a small part of
the Nazi “race purification” campaign that eventually
took the lives of six million Jews.

While Hitler engineered this onslaught, he per-
sonally disapproved of the killing of animals and was
a vegetarian. This is not dissimilar from the prevailing
mindset in America, where the lives of human be-~
ings—especially the unborn, the elderly, and the handi-
capped—are increasingly in jeopardy, and the lives of
“endangered” animals are protected by federal law and
federal agents. 7 »
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It is not inconceivable that America could soon
witness the widespread “mercy killing” of the elderly
and the handicapped—anyone, in the words of the
Nazi planners, who is considered “life unworthy of
life.” .

Nevertheless, because these practices are clothed

"in the rhetoric of compassion or because they are
viewed as an effort to grapple with the population
“problem,” they are likely to be accepted by growing
numbers of people. This opens the door for global
taxes to finance a drastic expansion of these programs
on a worldwide basis. , .

- In order to stop this onslaught, we have to expose -
the myth of family planning, that the issue isn’t what
people do in their private lives but the role of govern-
ment in regulating or controlling these decisions for

- us. Those who are pushing population control aim to

use government to force us to conform to their agenda.

The deadly secret is that family planning is a cover for

government control of our families and our lives!

On an international level, the Roman Catholic
church is battling against this U.N. “vision” for hu-
manity. According to Vatican insider Malachi Mar-
tin, author of The Keys of This Blood, Pope John Paul
I1 believes there will be world government by the year
2000,> but opposes the U.N. agenda for the world
because he believes the U.N. is proabortion and pro-

- homosexuality and wants to destroy the traditional

family.? _ '

In this connection, there is continuing controversy
over the attempted assassination of the pope. Some
experts believe the Communists were behind the as-
sassination attempt on Pope John Paul II because of
his ultimately successful effort, working with the .
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Reagan administration, to destabilize the Communist
puppet government in his native Poland. But, Martin
suggests that the real culprits lie beyond communism—
secular and humanist forces opposed to the Catholic
church position on contraception, abortion, and the
need for Christ-centered education.

In his “Gospel of Life,” in an unmistakable refer-
ence to the U.N. and other global players, the pope
condemned the “powerful of the earth” and the “in-
ternational institutions” engaged in what he called a

“conspiracy against life” and dcs1gned to bring into
being a “culture of dea

Catholic writer Suzanne Rini, author of Beyond
Abortion, says we are witnessing the emergence of an

“antiChristian social order” whose “religion” is eugen-
ics, the scientific improvement of the human race by
deciding who will live and who will die, based on
their “quality of life.” Ultimately, she writes, the ob-
jective is “a scientized Garden of Eden,” in which
human beings will literally be designed and “created”
by others. Under one possible scenario, a genetically
based “utopia” will be achieved “and the Fall and sin-
ful nature of man repudiated.”™

Rini specifically points to the dangers inherent in
the “Human Genome Project,” an “effort to map and
~ sequence the entire human genome,” the approximately
~ one hundred thousand genes in the human body.® This

* project could produce the research necessary to pro-
duce a master race. The program, budgeted at $3 bil-
lion and coordinated by the National Institutes of
Health, is supposed to have located the one hundred
thousand or.so human genes and completely analyzed
the structure of DNA. by the year 2005. Though pre-
sented as an effort to identify hereditary illnesses, some
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fear the project will inevitably lead to the automatic,
even requlred abortion of gencttca]ly 1mperfcct” off-

spring.

creation of what could be seen as subhumans. Human

- embryos could be created in the lab and defined under
the law as chattel or property, she says. “Corporations,
then, could try to genetically engineer humans to cre-
ate a compliant work force,” she explains.

This effort is always referred to as “multinational”
in scope, in the sense that many different nations are
pooling their resources in order to complete the project.
Currently, programs are also underway in Britain,
France, the European Community, and-']apan. But,

‘the word multinational could also imply a United
Nations connection down the road, perhaps through
"the World Health Organization.

Commenting on the possibilities, writer Monette

Vaquin said:

Today, astounding paradox, the generation fol-
lowing Nazism is giving the world the tools of
eugenics beyond the wildest Hitlerian dreams.
It is as if the unthinkable of the generation of
the fathers haunted the discoveries of the sons.
Scientists of tomorrow will have a power that
exceeds all the powers known to mankind: that
of manipulating the genome. Who can say for
sure that it will be used only for the avoidance
of hereditary illnesses?’

Can humans be trusted with this power as it Te-
lates to other human beings? In a column about the.

controversy over the teaching of creation and evolu-
tion in the public schools, Council on Foreign Rela-
tions fellow Jessica Mathews put the issue in clear and

But, Rini says it could go in another direction, the -
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concise terms for all Americans: “It is about whether
human life was created for a purpose or is the result
of a random, unsupérvised, natural process.”

If life is just a random, unsupervised, natural pro-
cess, then earthly survival is the only goal and humans
should be entrusted with the power to decide who .
lives and dies, based on their value to the species. For
those who see life on this. earth as the sum and total
of all human existence, then it makes sense to elimi-
nate the genetically deficient.

It also makes sense, from.this perspectwe, to har-
vest body organs from the unborn as well as the living,
‘even if they are prisoners scheduled for execution and
* consent for the operations is not received. This is also
‘happening widely in China, which has tried to keep it
secret. Reports indicate that foreigners make up most
of these “customers,” willing to pay top dollar for quick
access to organs and wanting to avoid long waiting
lists for transplant operations here. The transplants
are said to be an excellent source of foreign currency.
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Back to Nature

The arrest in 1996 of the alleged Unabomber ter- -
rorist demonstrated the logical outcome of radical en-
vironmentalism. Theodore Kaczynski had close ties to
radical environmentalist groups and had attended an
Farth First meeting at the University of Montana
- where a “hit list” of “enemies” of the environment was
distributed. Two on the list were killed by bombs
believed to have been sent by him. His alleged victims
included Gilbert P. Murray, the head of a Sacramento,
California, timber lobbying group, and Thomas J.
 Mosser, a public relations executive whose company

had done some work for the Exxon oil company.
The philosophy articulated by Kaczynski in his
“manifesto” was described as “anti-industrial.” This
“was certainly true. But, as the bombings show, it was
also antihuman. It is strange to think of some humans
waging war on others for environmental purposes. But,
that is the philosophy that Kaczynski apparently em-
braced. It is a war on people. In fact, John Davis,
editor of the Earth First Journal, was once quoted as
saying that “eradicating small pox was wrong.” Small-
pox, he sa.ld “played an important part in balancing
ecosystems.”

103
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+ Davis is talking about blodwg;ﬂm a term which
has a positive connotation in America today and is
featured regularly in United Nations literature, usually

- in connection with the concept of “sustainable devel-
opment.” It is generally considered an attempt to pro-
tect plants, animals, and things. But, as Davis’s com-
ments on smallpox suggest, it actually has a much
more sinister application.

From the point of view of the radical environ-
mentalists, it is a doctrine which holds that every
species has equal intrinsic value and that the planet
earth cannot be viewed solely as a resource for human
beings. In other words, we are the enemy. There are
too many of us humans. We pollute the planet. We
use too many resources. |his may explain why preda-

 tors such as bears and wolves are being reintroduced
into the Western part of the U.S.

When a group of environmentalist organizations
in 1995 was agitating for U.N. control over
Yellowstone National Park, it sent a letter to a U.N.,
committee that said the park was “in danger” in part
because of “human-bear conflict [which] jeopardizes
the grizzly bear.” In other words, the bear was impor-
tant, not the human. The same letter complained about
“ever-increasing levels of visitation” to the park by
humans and “home building and new population clus-
ters” near the park.

If the bears don’t get us, perhaps the environmen-
talists will. One is Ric Valois, founder of the Environ-
mental Rangers, a radical green group. “A gun enthu-

. siast and military buff, he wears a 9mm sidearm on his -

hip as he prowls the Blackfoot River-near Lincoln,

Montana, in search of environmental offenders,” a

Washington Times article said. The Times dubbed his
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group the “green militia” and said that it has threat-
ened violence against miners, loggers, and others.

There is, of course, an important difference be-
tween Kaczynski and Valois and the elites who run
the environmental movement. Kaczynski was a true
believer in the sense that he lived like a virtual cave-
man, isolated in a cabin and rarely showering. Valois,
too, lives in a cabin. But, the CEOs who manage the
professional environmental movement make hundreds
of thousands of dollars a year and live the high life.
They are not so much interested in a “back-to-nature”
existence as they are in making sure that the living
standards of other people get cut, that we get back to
nature, by force if necessary.

In a report by the Center for the Defense of Free
Enterprise, entitled “Getting Rich,” the financial facts
about the wealth and power of the environmental
movement are laid out. They are astounding. For
example, John Sawhill, president of the Nature Con-
servancy, pulled down a $185,000 salary; Jay Hair of
the National Wildlife Federation got $242,060; and
Fred Krupp of the Environmental Defense Fund re-
ceived $193,558 a year.

The revenue of these organizations was equally
impressive. The Nature Conservancy pulled in
$278,497,634; the National Wildlife Federation re-
ceived $82,818,324; and the Ermronmcntal Defense
Fund collected $17,393,230.

If we don’t get shot by the environmentalists, our
living standards will certainly continue to suffer.
Maurice Strong, the secretary general of the Earth
Summit and former director of the UN. Environ-
ment Program, has declared, “It is-clear that current
lifestyles and consumption patterns of the affluent
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middle class—involving high meat intake, consump-.
tion of large amounts of frozen and convenience foods,
use of fossil fuels, appliances, home and work-place
air conditioning, and suburban housing—are not sus-
- tainable.” -
| The U.Ns Habitat II conference in Turkey in
1996 gave us another indication of what the U.N., has
" in store for us and how they intend to accomplish this
radical transformation of our lives. As Laurel MacLeod
of Concerned Women for America put it, the confer-
ence called for the complete “re-design” of cities’ regu-
lations, political systems, and judicial and legislative
procedures.

One of the greatest enemies, from the U.N. per-
spective, is the car—a symbol of personal freedom to
most Americans. The car is a villain because it pol-
lutes and uses too much energy. In the U.S., Vice

- President Gore, author of Earth in the Balance, wasn’t
alone in viewing the internal combustion engine as a
dire threat. President Clinton disclosed that he once
told China’s president Jiang Zemin that the “greatest

* threat” China posed to the U.S. was environmental

‘becau_sé the Chinese drive too many cars.

New York Times columnist Thomas L. Friedman
said he was told by Clinton that he told the Chinese

Communist leader,

The greatest threat to our security that you
present is that all of your people will want to
get rich in exactly the same way we got rich.
And unless we try to triple the automobile
mileage and to reduce greenhouse gas emis-
sions, if you all get rich in that way we won't
- be breathing very well. There are just so many
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~ more of you than there are of us, and if you
behave exactly the same way we do, you will do
irrevocable damage to the global environment.

Former Secretary of State Henry Kissinger was
even alarmed by this statement, calling it an example
of how Clinton and the “protest generation” had found
America guilty of various “sins” which have allegedly
contributed to the world’s ills. Kissinger said Clinton
naively seemed to think that the Communists in China
would respond to this expressed desire for cooperation
on “social issues” when there are so many other areas,
military and strategic, which divide us.

Nevertheless, this single-minded fixation with per-
ceived global threats—and the notion that the whole |
world will come together to grapple with them—drives
the environmentalists today.

As long as China refuses to cooperate, citizens in
other countries will be the targets. In an official Habi-
tat IT document on the “urban environment,” Quezon
City in the Philippines was given credit for staging
“impromptu road inspections” of cars, checking them
for pollution emissions.

The report, put together by the World Resources'
Institute, the U.N. Environment Program, the U.N.
Development Program, and the World Bank, also
advocated a wide variety of taxes on the cost of oper-
ating a car. The report explained:

Some countries have begun to consider taxa-

tion asa means to reduce vehicle use, conserve

energy, and reduce carbon dioxide emissions, -
Hungary, for instance, introduced an environ-

mental tax on-fuel in 1992 as we]l as a road

maintenance fee.
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Fuel taxes can be an importanf policy tool in
efforts to change travel behaviors. . . . The high
cost of fuel in Japan and Europe has led people
in those countries to drive less and to drive
more fuel efficient cars than their counterparts
in the United States.!

Here, the city of Chattanooga, Tennessee, is con-
sidered a model for the U.N. in “changing behaviors.”
A Housing and Urban Development Report prepared
for Habitat II called it an “environmental city” and a
“sustainable community.” Residents certainly deserve
to be proud of its transformation from the “worst
polluted city” in the U.S. in 1969 to the point where
in 1990 it was said to have met federal clean air re-
quirements. However, the transformation does not
seem to be complete.

Speaking at a conference on Habitat II, City
Councilman David Crockett described how city man-
agers have tried to “disconnect” people from their au-
tomobiles and “connect them to each other” through
more funding of public transportation and the cre-
ation of more walking and bike paths. He discussed
how city residents have been exposed to a “wholistic”
approach to life through “massive education.” Appar-
ently, this has come about at least partly through the
efforts of the local newspaper, the Chattanooga Times,
whose publisher, Paul Neely, introduced Crockett to
the conference. Neely said the effort in Chattanooga
was assisted by grants provided by foundations, whose
resources are “based on that old industrial money.”

The effort to change behaviors and discourage the
use of cars was at least partly behind the Clinton
administration’s 4.3 cents-a~gallon rise in the gas tax.
But, when gas prices started rising in the summer of -
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1996, congressional Republicans looking for a cam-
paign issue saw their chance to repeal it. In some ways
this was a trivial issue. However; higher taxes are rarely
justified, and the American people rightly revolted at
the high cost of gas. “We can’t have everything—
cheap energy, ample supply, a safe environment and
no intrusive regulation,” declared Council on Foreign
Relations fellow Jessica Mathews in a Washington Post
column. But, of course, we can, if we have the politi-
cal will. '

The Mathews column was noteworthy for the fail-
ure to recommend more exploitation of our domestic
oil resources in Alaska and off the coasts. Mathews
complained about rising oil imports, but the policy
pursued by her and her friends in the environmental
movement force us to rely more heavily on foi‘cign
sources of supply. -

At the same time, the environmental movement
has a burning desire to increase the power of interna-
tional agencies such as the U.N. This tendency, how-
ever, proceeds not on the basis of bombing people
into submission but through scare campaigns that..
provoke more and more government regulation of
industry and higher and higher taxes, all in the name
of “saving the planet.”

It is very costly to finance this dramatic expansion
of governmental power, especially on an international
level. This is why some of theleading cheerleaders for
global taxes are in the international environmental
community.

The “need” for these taxes is obvious: the 1994—
~ 1995 “World Resources” report of the World Resources
Institute (WRI) alluded to the cost-of implementing
the global environmental agenda at $600 billion. WRI
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has long been a proponent of “Green Fees,” another
word for taxes. ,

Today, it is desperately working to “design effec-
tive taxing mechanisms” and is studying ways to “ad-
just the tax bases” in industrialized countries to favor
environmental causes. These are all euphemisms for
higher taxes. It is also in favor of implementing a
carbon tax in all the countries belonging to the Orga-
nization for Economic Cooperation and Development
(OECD). : :

Along these same lines, WRI is examining what it
calls “new financial schemes,” the “rethinking [of] old
institutions,” referring to the Global Environmental
- Facility and the World Bank, and is examining “the
availability of new funds under, for example, the Cli-
mate Change Convention.” This is the U.N. treaty
that is supposed to curb global warming.

One immediate threat is the proposed ratification
of the U.N. Convention on the Law of the Sea, de-

scribed by the Clinton administration as “the stron- -

gest and most comprehensive environmental treaty in
existence or likely to emerge for quite some time.”
‘The administration claims some changes have been
made in it since the time when President Reagan re-
fused to sign the document in 1982. But, it still in-
cludes a niew U.N. institution—the International Sea-
bed ‘Authority—to be based on “assessed contribu-
tions.” The International Seabed Authority is ruled by
a “council” which raises revenue from mining. These
are dangerous precedents for U.N. global tax schemes.

The nature of this arrangement was recognized by

.former U.N. officials Erskine Childers and Brian

Urquhart, who, in proposing a “United Nations sur-
charge” on international trade and raw materials or
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commodities, noted that “there will, of course, be the -
future revenue from the Seabed Authority,” as if this
were, indeed, 2 precedent for such schemes.

The United Nations Association (UNA), the pre-
mier pro-U.N. lobbying group in the U.S., recognized
the precedent-setting nature of the Seabed Authority
as well, noting. that “only the Seabed Authority cre-
ated by the U.N. Convention on the Law of the Sea,

~which entered into force in late 1994, has authority

today to directly collect international revenues to fi-
nance its activities.” :

James Gustave “Gus” Speth, who served as Presi-
dent Clinton’s administrator of the U.N. Develop-
ment Program, is an environmentalist who strongly
supports global taxes. He founded the WRI in 1982
and served as its president until January 1993. Before
founding WRI, he coordinated President Jimmy
Carter’s environmental program and helped found the
Natural Resources Defense Council.®

In the fall of 1994, in advance of the March 1995
U.N.-sponsored World Summit for Social Develop-
ment, Speth, as UNDP administrator, openly endorsed
global taxes. One of his proposals was for “an interna-
tional tax on the consumption of non-renewable en-
ergy” and “global environmental permits” for indus-
tries to operate. Speth said, “These proposals demand -
a great deal from the international community. But -
they are all doable.™

The 1994 Human Development Report, issued by
Speth’s UNDP, was explicit in this regard, calling for
“new sources of international funding that do not rely
entirely on the fluctuating political will of the rich
nations.” The report said that some of these proposals

- include “tradable permits for global pollution” and “a

global tax on non-renewable energy.”
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The 1994 Human Development Report went fur-
ther, adding specifics about the proposed international
taxes on energy: It urged “fees” on “polluting emis-
sions” and “a global tax on energy.” It said that a tax
of $1 on each barrel of oil (and its equivalent on coal)
‘during 1995 through 2000 would yield around $66
“billion a year.

At about the same time that the U.N. World
Summit for Social Development was being held, the
Global Commission to Fund the United Nations was
issuing its own report. Entitled The United Nations at
Fifty: Policy and Financing Alternatives, it was pub-
lished in the March 1995 issue of Futures: The Journal
of Forecasting, Planning and Policy. A summary of the
proposals said the global taxes could be used “for the
* tasks which nation states cannot perform successfully
by themselves,” including grappling with “global envi-
ronmental issues” and “sustainable human develop-
ment.” It proposed levies on fishing in deep oceans
~ and “sin” taxes on “dangerous” environmental activi-
fies. ‘ .
The Commission on Global Governance also em-

phasized global taxes for environmental purposes. It
suggested “charges on the use of global resources such
 as flight-lanes, sea lanes, and ocean fishing areas.”

In its report, Our Global Neighborhood, the group
said that, “the time could be right” for a “fresh look
and a breakthrough in this area.” It declared, “The
idea of safeguarding and managing the global com-
mons—particulacly those related to the physical envi-
ronment—is now widely accepted; this cannot happen
with a drip-feed approach to financing.”®

The Ford Foundation’s 1994 study, “Renewing
the United Nations System,” by former U.N. officials
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Childers and Urquhart, suggested several “schemes for
additional financing of the UN.” These included glo-
bal taxes on “the preduction of materials such as pe-
troleum and hydro-carbons [and] mineral raw com-
modities.” Another group, the Worldwatch Institute,
\in its 1993 Report on Progress Toward a Sustainable
Soczezfy, ca]led for global taxes to “solidify U.N. fi-
nances.”

One of the contnbutors to that 1993 volume,
Hilary French, wrote a separate July 1995 report, Par#-
nership for the Planet: An Fnvironmental Agenda for the

 United Nations, which urged development of a “dedi-
cated funding mechanism to finance the investments
- required for the transition to 2 susteunable society—
including environmental programs.” She seemed to
prefer an international currency tax in order to gener-
ate more money for environmental programs.'

The environmentalists perceive they need billions

“or trillions of additional dollars because their plans are
so extraordinarily ambitious. It is not an understate-
ment to say that they want to completely remake .
human society and alter the American way of life,
with the United Nations playing a key role.

To some extent, Americans are waking up to the
fact that something strange is going on. Many have
noticed the unusual markings on signs entering our
state and national parks that refer to them as “bio-
sphere reserves” or “world heritage sites.” .

_ Rev. Joseph Chambers of Charlotte, North Caro-

lina, obtained some striking photographs of the sign
leading to Mount Mitchell State Park in North Caro-
lina before and after citizens started asking questions
about it. One photo of the sign identified the park as

a “United Nations Biosphere Reserve.” After some
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questions were asked about the significance of the
U.N. marking, the sign was changed to read merely
“International Biosphere Reserve” (emphasis added).
Part of the sign was simply turned around so the name
United Nations was no longer visible in the front. But,
the words United Nations were still visible on back,
until a plank was put over them too.-

Park officials vehemently deny that the U.N. in
any way is trying to take over our parks. They changed
the sign just to prevent these wild “conspiracy theo-
ries” from developing. But, if everything is so inno-
cent, why not explain the U.N. role and let the Ameri-
can people make up-their own minds about what's
going on?

Suspicions were aroused by that visit in November
of 1995 by a foreign U.N. delegation to Yellowstone
National Park, to agitate against the construction of a -
gold mine a couple of miles outside the park. This
visit was arranged and paid for by the Clinton admin-
* istration. Yellowstone is both a U.N. biosphere re-

serve and a world heritage site, designated that way
under the terms of a 1972 U.N.-sponsored treaty on
protecting' the heritage of the world.

Subsequently, Clinton administration Vice Presi-
dent Al Gore traveled down to the Florida Everglades,
where he announced a $1.5 billion program, paid for
by a tax on sugar production, to return one hundred
“thousand agricultural areas—some of the richest farm-

“land in America—to marshland, As many as forty
thousand jobs were immediately put in jeopardy.

When Gore announced this plan, he didn’t travel
under the U.N. flag, like they did in Yellowstone.
But, the result was still the same. The Everglades is
both a U.N. biosphere reserve and a world heritage
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site. Al Gore knew exactly what he was doing; he was
a leading participant in the 1992 U.N.-sponsored Earth
Summit.

© There are currently forty-seven U.N. biosphere re-
serves and twenty world heritage sites in the U.S.
which are being used to create and expand vast wil-
derness areas and restrict human and economic activ-
ity. In fact, experts say that what is being planned is
the creation of “Bioregions” and the relocatlon of
human beings, all for the purpose of promoting “sus-
tainable development” or protecting “biological diver-
sity,” or “biodiversity.”

-In the U.S. Northwest, the plan is already well
underway. President Clinton’s so-called compromise
on the Spotted Owl problem was a sell-out to the
professional environmentalists which will ultimately

~ result in the loss of cighty-five thousand timber and

related jobs. Mr. Clinton’s “conversion” plan will, at
best, throw a few of the unemployed into make—work
jobs. The rest will go on welfare.

" Incredibly, one commentator said that, now that
Mr. Clinton had the forest problem behind him, he
could concentrate on the economy. This is typical of
the lack of understanding of how environmentalism
costs jobs and hurts the economy. The president’s plan
will hurt timber production, increase the cost of lum-

~ ber, and make it harder for new couples to qualify for

the purchasé of first-time homes. This wil/ affect the
economy as a whole.
The well-financed green lobby came out . the win-

- ner, and industry and labor came out the losers. But,

in defeat, America may have seen the possibility of a
comeback and ultimate victory. In a major develop~
ment, representatives of industry and labor came to-
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gether at the AFL-CIO headquarters to blast the
Clinton plan. Workers and management united against
_the government-environmentalist alliance.

For the time being, however, the radical environ-
mentalist movement holds the edge, having framed
the debate in terms of “protecting versus “destroying”
the environment. As a result, in 1996 as many as
ninety-one House Repubhcans—mcmbers of the first
GOP-controlled House in forty years—were voting

with Democrats on environmental issues. A poll found
that 55 percent of GOP voters did not trust their
party to “protect the environment,” and the Clinton
administration plan to “protect” the Everglades by
putting a tax on sugar, taking thousands of agricul-
tural acres out of production, and throwing thousands
of people out of work, was considered a political win-
ner. ‘
One item on the Republican agenda which got
stalled was the proposed revision of the Endangered -
Species Act (ESA), a key law that has served to imple-
ment the antigrowth agenda of the greens. Already,
more than five hundred plants and animals are on the
list, and four thousand candidates await listing. Simple
math tells you that if one owl can virtually shut down
- an entire industry in the Northwest, four thousand of
these critters can go a long way toward shutting down
the entire economy.

In the case of the owl, the truth i§ that logging
could have proceeded at 1980s levels. Despite propa-
ganda to the contrary, our forests were growing faster
than they were being cut. But, the president bowed to
those who have misled the public by talking about old
trees—“old growth”—and cute owls.
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The old trees—mostly Douglas Firs—will die
because of disease, drought, insects, or forest fires unless
they're cut down. But, the radicals would rather see
them die—even decay on the ground—than be har-
vested for human benefit. In fact, in July 1992, more
than thirty people were arrested for cutting North-
west timber that had been blown down. They were
threatened with six months in Jall and/or a five hun-
dred-dollar fine.

The radicals claim that the owls can only survive
in “old growth” forests. But, Dixie Lee Ray pointed
out in her book Environmental Overkill that “the bio-
logical needs of Spotted Owls are few. They need a
place to nest and lay eggs, and enough trees to provide-
cover, but open enough so they can fly aftér and cap-
ture suitable prey. For food, the owl prefers rodents;
woods rats and brush rabbits are favorites. Spotted
Owls—Northern or California or Mexican—can sur-
vive wherever these conditions exist; the age of the
forest is of no consequence.”

On an international basis, the environmentalists
have become experts at sounding the alarm about al-
leged dangers that supposedly threaten the entire
planet. Their villain in many cases is the use of en-
ergy. This is why they are so committed to higher and
higher taxes. Their stated objective is to drastically
reduce our use of energy—the lifeblood of a modern,
. industrial economy. :

The environmentalists have been s0 successful that
it is considered politically incorrect these days to be-
lieve that global warming is a natural phenomenon
that doesn’t present an immediate threat to man’s life
" on earth. You can still occasionally hear, see, or read
about this view in the major media. But, if Jessica
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‘Mathews has her way, it will be increasingly branded
as the viewpoint of a few extremists and may eventu-
ally be totally suppressed. Mathews, a senior féllow of
the Council on Foreign Relations and a regular col-
umnist for the Washington Post, has written a column
‘criticizing those editors and producers who, in the
name of balance, give time and attention to those who
question or doubt the theory that global warming is
such 2 major threat that we have to make major
changes in the American way of life.

It is amazing that a newspaper like the Post, sup-
posedly devoted to the right-to-know, would publish
a column like Mathews’s. What Mathews called a
“false controversy” is a real debate that should go fur-
ther in educating the American people about the real
agenda of the radical environmentalists. They don’t
want to protect the environment so much as they want
to limit industrial progress, the source of the so-called
greenhouse gases that they claim are causing the warm-
ing.

If the issue were as cut-and-dried as Mathews
suggests, the proponents of the theory wouldn’t have
to resort to false claims and phony statistics. The New
York Times, for example, published a sensational story
based on preliminary data showing that 1995 was the
“Hottest Year on Record.” That would seem to sup-
port the global warming theory. But, the data used by

the Times were incomplete; the information was only . -

through November. December turned out to be a very
cold month. Compared with a ten-year average for
the same month, the temperaturé over much of the
Northern hemisphere plummeted by almost 1.3 de-
- grees in December, This was the largest one-month
drop since 1979, when researchers started using satel-
lites to gather the data.
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Rather than admit that this information contra-
dicted the-sky-is-falling environmentalists, the #ash-
ington Post put it this way: “This seemingly paradoxi-
cal finding is a reminder of the enormous complexities
and uncertainties still connected with efforts to un-
derstand the global climate.” Translation: they don’t
know what they're talking about. '

The same goes for Newsweek magazine, whose 22
January 1996 edition hit the newsstands as much of

.'the East coast was digging out from under a major
snowstorm. The cover story carried the headline “The
Hot Zone. Blizzards, Floods & Hurricanes: Blame
Global Warming.” This time the theory was that ex-
tremes in temperature reflected. the phenomenon of
global warming. Inside, however, the story said, “Last
week’s blizzard can’t be blamed on the warming world.
No storm or-drought or heat wave ever can be so
neatly diagnosed.”

In fact; there’s no evidence at all that the weather
is more extreme and destructive. A George C. Marshall
Institute report issued in April 1995 found no evi-
dence of an increase in tornadoes and hurricanes as

" temperatures increase. On the contrary, it is cold— -

not warmth—which is associated with greater stormi- .

ness.

“The report found that although some global warm-
ing has occurred, it cannot be blamed on human or
industrial activity, as the media imply, and the in-
crease has only been half a degree over the last hun-
dred years. Further, most of this increase occurred
before 1940-—that is, before most of the carbon diox-
ide caused by human industrial activity was released
into the atmosphere. That means the warming is prob-
ably a natural phenomenon.
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The Marshall Institute findings were released by
© Dr. Sallie Baliunas, a Harvard astrophysicist and chair
of the Marshall Institute Science Advisory Board. The
evidence from the study suggests it would be far wiser
to collect more facts before implementing measures
that could prove extremely costly to the economy and
have no impact on the “problem” at all. But, that
doesn'’t fit into the agenda of the environmental move-
ment or the U.N. _

Another popular environmental scare in recent
years has been the claim that the ozone layer is devel-
oping a big hole, leaving us vulnerable to all kinds of
threats to human health. But, a new organization called
the Advancement of Sound Science Coalition points
out it is already costing ninety million Americans eight
. hundred dollars each to modify or replace the cooling
element in car air-conditioning systems that the scare-
mongers blame for creating the ozone hole. Yet, the
coalition notes that “scientists now believe the ozone
layer may repair itself, even without this expensive
new regulation.”

Another popular scare campaign involves chemi-
cals in the environment. A new book titled Our Stolen
Future makes the claim that exposure to synthetic
chemicals is threatening the endocrine systems of

people, destroying their balance of hormones, and

impairing the ability of humans to reproduce. The
catchy phrase “gender benders” has been invented to
capture the essence of the alleged problem.

* When those behind the scare held a news confer-
ence at the National Press Club to announce- their
findings, their publicity agent was the notorious Fenton
Communications, the same public relations firm which

represented Communist Nicaragua and the Salvadoran
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Communist guerrillas and which helped orchestrate a .

national scare campaign over chemicals on apples. This

* scare resulted in apple growers losing ‘hundréds of
millions of dollars before the truth finally got out.

The Competitive Enterprise Institute was quick
to.rebut the “gender benders” scare campaign by issu-
ing two excellent reports. One, titled Rackel’s Folly,
made the case that new restrictions on chemical use
could actually harm human health by inhibiting the

“ production of cancer-fighting fruits and vegetables or
making them more expensive. The other, Nature’s
Hormone Factory, pointed out that nature itself pro-
duces chemicals that have the potential to disrupt
endocrine systems and that these naturally occurring
substances are far more prevalent than synthetic chemi-
cals.

Moreover, synthetic chemicals are absolutely es-
sential. These chemicals, in the form of pesticides and
genctically engineered additives, make it possible to
engage in high-yield agriculture. The entire story is
told in Dennis T. Avery’s excellent book Saving the

 Planet with Pesticides and Plastics. Avery, director of

the Center for Global Food Issues at the Hudson

Institute, argues convincingly that by promoting high-

yield agriculture, conservatives actually conserve the
environment better than the self-styled environmen-
talists.

The explanation for this lies in the fact that the
liberals who claim to be proenvironment are actually
promoting farming methods that result in very low
yields. The only way, under these circumstances, to
expand yields is to plow down millions of square miles
of additional wildlands, thereby destroying the wild
species which inhabit them and undermining the stated
purpose of the environmentalists. ‘
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In addition, Avery points out that, at its current
yields, organic farming “cannot possibly support the
world’s population without inducing unprecedented
global famine.” Faced with such an outcome, the radi-
cal environmentalist dream (or nightmare) makes
“sense”—to dramatically reduce the human popula-
tion and relegate the remaining people to isolated areas.
Of course, such a course cannot be pursued painlessly.
Many will die. :

By contrast, high-tech and high-yield farming not
only saves land and wildlife, Avery notes that it “re-
duces human cancer risks by providing inexpensive,
attractive produce year-round; conserves our supplies
of fresh water; saves our forests, including the crucial
rain forests; and—lest we forget—feeds vastly increas-
ing numbers of people while using fewer resources.”

Avery focuses on the restrictions on logging in the
Pacific Northwest as an example of how the liberals
_exacerbate the problem they claim to be concerned
about. “The U.S. has much of the world’s most sus-
tainable crop and forestland,” he points out. “Our farm
and forest products.should increasingly be exported to

- ease the pressure on forests in the tropics, which har- -
bor most of the world’s speciés. But to ‘save’ a Spotted
Owl that wasn’'t endangered, liberals shut down log-
ging on big tracts of our fastest-growing forests. Now
the world’s wood is being cut from tropical forests.”

Avery has some advice for conservatives (and Re-
publicans) on the environmental issue: don’t spend so
much time on conservation issues talking about jobs
and property rights. Instead, discuss how the radical
environmentalists are moving the planet toward an
environmental catastrophe.
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The key question—whether. human beings are
going to survive—depends on whether we are going
to exploit our natural resources and our sciénce and
technology to provide for a rising standard of living
for our people. Seen in this light, proposals for global
taxes on energy will make the situation far worse by
making it more expensive to produce and raise the
products we need.

In fact, it can be persuasively argued that we need
a drastic reduction in tax rates. This would enable
American agriculture to provide even cheaper prod-
ucts for the domestic and international markets. But,
this would not play into the hands of those who want
the ‘power to manage human affairs by redistributing
the wealth of the world. |

In combatting the global tax agenda, we have to
explain to the American people how our standard of
living has been brought to this point and why inter-
national taxes, especia]ly a carbon tax, would devastate
our soaety -

Fredric C. Olds, who specializes. in energy com-
munications, says we must return to the beginning:

When the pilgrims came here 376 years ago,
this country was literally forests and rivers,
plains, deserts, mountains. There were no cit-
ies, no manufacturing, no electric lights, no
telephones, no roads. It .was a wilderness, and
the people came here on their small sailing
vessels, and thcy built thelr new homeland.

From the first landings in 1620, it took the
new settlers only 155 years to reach the point
where they felt strong enough to declare them-
selves a nation with the Declaration of Inde-
pendence. ' '



124 ) Cliff Kincaid

At that time, this country still was very much’
an undeveloped nation—well below the stan-
dards of the advanced nations of the
world. . . . During the next hundred years or
so, the U.S. caught up with and surpassed the
other industrial nations of the world. By the
1950s and 60s we, with just 5 percent of the
population of the world, were producing and
using 1/3 of all the energy being produced and.
used in the world of 4 billion people.

At that time, we owned 80 to 90 percent of all
the significant technology in the world. We
developed it. We owned it. We were the larg-
. est food exporter. We produced 25 to 30 per-
cent of all the world's goods and services. -

We were able to do this because people were .
free to find and develop and use the resources
that were here in this country, and because
they were ingenious and they were persistent
and they were industrious. And because they
produced electricity.?

As a result, Olds adds, if a global carbon tax ever
gets implemented, the U.S. will by far pay the highest
price because our electric society is dependent on the
carbon fuels—coal, oil, and gas. Higher energy costs
mean more expensive goods and services; leading to
fewer of them produced and purchased. Our standard
of living will decline but government will grow larger.

Perhaps this is not an accident.
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Slave Labor

An extraordinary book was published in 1995 by
a former reporter for Forbes magazine, Steven Solomon,
in which he urged adoption of a global tax on inter-
national currency transactions and the formation of a
“world economic directorate” to manage the econo-
mies of the nations of the world. Solomon claimed
that his book was an inside look at how “unelected
central bankers” are running the “global economy.”
~ The book contains much valuable information
about the behind-the-scenes operations of international
bankers. But, it also serves as an argument for giving -
international bureaucrats even more power over world
affairs. It is shocking but extremely revealing that a
journalist of his prominence is on board the global tax
bandwagon. It is not unreasonable to suggest that
Solomon, who interviewed many of the big money
men in the world today, is reflecting their views in
pushing global taxes.
Entitled The Confidence Game (Simon & Schuster),
the book cheered the hearts of those at the U.N.
pushing these controversial tax-raising schemes, and
it proves, once and for all, that concern about such a

127



128 : Chff Kincaid

tax being imposed on the world is not at all mis-
placed. In the book, Solomon proposes a version of
the tax which could bring in an amazing $13 trillion
a year. :

“Such great sums,” he says in the book, “could be
used to pay the cost of administering new financial
regulations. Some could be turned over to the Basel
club [i.e., central bankers] to pursue interventions to
stabilize currencies and to carry out lender-of-last-
resort missions. Some could finance the World Bank
for economic development, or an IMF that might be
restructured to evolve into a world central bank and
scat of a genuine world economic directorate.”

In a footnote, Solomon acknowledged that his pro-
posal is a variation of the “T'obin tax” on international
currency transactions proposed by economist James
Tobin and pushed under the auspices of the UN,

In a review of the book for The American Enter-
prise magazine, John McClaughry describes Solomon’s
proposal and commented, “This is the New World
Order with a vengeance.” In arguing against this pro-
posal, McClaughry points out that international cur-
rency transactions reflect the assets of people “who are
consciously shipping it around the world in search of
market opportunities, low tax rates, and productive
efficiéncy. Their responsibility is to live with the risks
they incur without expectation of government rescues
carried out at the expense of innocent taxpayers.”’

But, as the Solomon ‘book indicates, the lure of
additional billions or trillions of dollass for the U.N.
and other international agencies may be too much to

‘ignore. ] : .
How would they do it? Any financial “crisis” could

serve as an excuse to push this tax, on the ground that
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the international currency markets need the “stability”
that regulation and taxes would supposedly provide.
The tax would be marketed as an attack on “rich” -
investors who would, in reality, include the managers
of the mutual funds and pension plans of ordinary
Americans.
International taxes could be implemented under
- the ‘cover of a “global crisis” of some sort, in which
national governments or international agencies are
“forced” to act. In this regard, the influential Wash-
ington Post has published an article about how the
“international money markets could trigger a major
financial crisis they might not be able to control.”
Concern about this was attributed to high-level Clinton
administration officials, Federal Reserve officials, and
“top Wall Street financiers.” '

At the end of the article, after several proposals
for controlling this problem were discussed, the issue -
of the Tobin tax was brought up. E. Gerald Corrigan -
of Goldman Sachs, the former president of the New
York Federal Reserve Bank, was said to have a “res-
ervation” about the Tobin tax as “one way to reduce
volatility in markets.” Corrigan said, “Maybe a tax
would be a good idea, but it literally would have to be
universal. Besides, for a lot of these transactions you
would have to have a really stiff price to change be-
havior. I don’t think it would work. There is no chance
of getting universality. . . . It’s a very, very, very diffi-
cult problem to get your arms around.”

Leaving aside the possibility of universality, the
U.N. has vigorously promoted such a tax. In the fall
of 1994, in advance of the March 1995 U.N.-spon-
sored World Summit for Social Development, United
Nations Development Program (UNDP) administra-
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tor James Gustave Speth endorsed it, saying that “a
global human security fund” should be established,
financed from “global fees such as the “Tobin tax’ on
speculative movements of international funds.” The
1994 Human Development Report, issued by Speth’s
UNDP, was explicit in this regard, saying that “global
taxation may become necessary” to “achieve the goals
of global human security” and that one of the “prom-
ising new sources” of revenue includes “a small trans-
action tax on speculative international movements of
foreign exchange funds.?

The 1994 Human Development Report went fur-
ther, saying that “a tax on the international move-
ments of speculative capital suggested by James Tobin,
winner of the Nobel Prize for Economics, . . . could
raise $150 billion a year.™ The report featured an
article by Tobin, winner of the 1981 Nobel Prize for
Economics, who outlined his proposal and said it could
produce revenues of $1.5 #rillion a year:

An international uniform tax would be levied
on spot transactions in foreign exchange. . . .
The revenue potential is immense, over $1.5
trillion a year for the 0.5% tax. . . . It is appro-
priate that the proceeds of an international tax
be devoted to international purposes and be
placed at the disposal of international institu-
tions.’ o -

The difference between the $1.5 trillion proposed
by Tobin and the $13 trillion suggested by Solomon
is easy to explain. Once 4 “small” tax is introduced, it
could easily be increased. 1t could also start far smaller,
in order not to unnecessarily alarm people.

At the World Summit for Social Dcvclépmcnt; '

proposals for global taxes were seriously offered and
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debated. One of the leading proponents was France’s
* then president, Socialist Francois Mitterand. The New
York Times reported, “He supported a proposal to tax
speculative international currency transactions. as [a]
way of raising money for development. . .. President
Mitterand . . . said he had no illusions about the dif-
ficulty of establishing a tax on financial transactions.
But he challenged the audience of more than 115
government leaders to make a real commitment.”
Similarly, the Washington Post noted that the
“T'obin tax” was offered and debated at the U.N. event:

Another idea, proposed by James Tobin, an
American who won the Nobel Prize for eco-
nomics in 1981, called for a tax on speculative
currency transfers to raise funds for develop-
ment aid. A tax on short-term currency deals
as small as 0.05 percent, U.N. officials say,
could raise as much as $150 billion a year and
produce the added benefit of discouraging dis-
ruptive financial speculation.”

Following up, the UNDP’s 1995 Humar Devel-
opment Report referred to the ongoing “global human
development debate” having led to “concrete policy

proposals” on the tax ideas. It added that these in-
clude ‘

finding new sources of funding for global hu-
man security, such as the “Tobin Tax’ on inter-
national speculative movements of currency or
internationally tradable permits for global emis-~
sions. At the recent World Summit for Social
 Development, proposals such as the 20:20 com-~
pact [a proposal for international financial as-
 sistance to poor countries] and the Tobin tax
attracted widespread interest from many quar-
ters.?
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The report didn’t explain the nature of this “wide-
spread interest.” But; it is beyond doubt that officials
of the UNDP are extremely interested in and actively

-promoting the concept. Moreover, there is evidence
that the UNDP facilitated discussions at the World -
Summit for Social Development on this topic. This

was revealed by Alan F. Kay, 2 commissioner of a.
group called the Global Commission to Fund the
United Nations, which is dedicated to “researching all
feasible ways of funding the United Nations in addi-
tion to improving the collection of dues and assess-
ments from member states.” Kay discussed what went
on behind the scenes at the U.N. conference when he
made an appearance at the National Assembly on the
United States and the United Nations, a pro-U.N.
group. This group, incidentally, in a “draft declara-
tion” for consideration by delegates to the event, pro-
posed a “serious exploration of alternative funding
sources” for the UN. Kay said that, “with the coop-

. eration of UNDP and others in the U.N.,” he pro-
moted these plans.

As noted earlier, the Global Comrmssmn to Fund
the United Nations issued its own report, entitled The
United Nations ar Fifty: Policy and Financing Alterna-
tives, published as the March 1995 issue of Futures:
The Journal of Ferecasting, Planning and Policy. A news
release summarizing its proposals urged establishment
of “a ‘Global Securities and Exchange Commission’ to
bring order and investor confidence back into roiling
capital markets—while providing innovative funding
sources for the United Nations.” It added that “most
relevant to today’s financial crises, a levy of at least
.001 % on international currency transactions” could
bring in needed revenue.’
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The commission, one of several private groups
pushing global taxes, is a 501(c)3 not-for-profit cor-
poration whose “Secretariat,” currently 2 director and
associate director, is based in Washington, D.C. There
are fifty-seven commissioners and nineteen members
of the commission’s advisory council. It is significant
that current and former U.N. officials have played a
key role in this commission. These include Bella
Abzug, a former member of Congress and prominent
participant in the U.N.-sponsored Fourth World
Conference on Women in Beijing, China; Mahbub ul
Hagq, special advisor to the UNDP administrator and
former finance minister of Pakistan; Inge Kaul, direc-
.tor of the Human Development Report Office of the
UNDP; Robert Muller, former assistant secretary gen-
eral of the United Nations for Economic Affairs; Marie
Angelique Savane, director, Africa Division, United
Nations Population Fund; Brian Urquhart, former
U.N. undersecretary general for Special Political Af-
fairs; Ruben Mendez, professor of economics, Yale
University, and advisor to the UNDP; and Dr. Dharam
Ghai, director, U.N. Research Institute for Social
Development. '

One of the authors contributing an article to the
commission’s special edition of Futures was Inge Kaul
of the UNDP. Her article was titled “Beyond Financ-
ing: Giving the United Nations Power of the Purse.”
In order to rectify the “present financial constraint on
UN activities,” the article proposed “to shift the bur-
den of financing the UN from national to global
sources—by introducing charges for the use of global
commons or levies on international activities such as
trade and foreign currency transactions.”!
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Other articles in this special edition of Futures
devoted to global taxes were written by Harland Cleve-
land, a former official of the U.N. Relief and Reha-
bilitation Administration; Erskine Childers, former
senior adviser to the U.N. director-general for Devel-

‘opment.and International Economic Cooperation;
Hans d’Orville, former assistant secretary, UNDP
Governing Council and Dragoljub Najman, former
assistant secretary general of the United Nations Edu-

cational, Scientific, and Cultural Organization

~ (UNESCQ); and Ruben Mendez, a historian with
the UNDP. ,

Mendez is a key link between the Global Com-
~ mission to Fund the United Nations and another group
pushing global taxes called the Commission on Glo-
bal Governance. Mendez, a former senior UNDP
official, wrote an article endorsing global taxes in
Choices, the official organ of the UNDP. In the April
1995 issue, Mendez proposed a variation of the Tobin
tax, urging that a “Foreign Currency Exchange” be
established as an agency of the U.N. to “generate vast
revenues” for the world body. Mendez declared, “It is
time to make an intellectual quantum leap, and to
look beyond the nation-state for new, innovative and
independent transnational sources of funds.”??

This new proposal stemmed from Mendez’s fear

that the Tobin tax is unworkable because “formidable
obstacles stand in its way.” He explained, “Foreign
exchange transactions are often loose and informal.
They leave no ‘paper trail’ by which they can be moni-
tored and taxed.” By contrast, his Foreign Currency
Exchange (FXE) would behave like foreign securities
" exchanges already do, only on a less expensive basis by

offering lower rates. The FXE, he says, would be a
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“publicly-owned entity” run by the U.N. At a 1 per-
cent rate for fees and commissions, it could generate .
$840 million a day, he said.”

In his Choices article, Mendez noted that he had
previously endorsed the Tobin tax in a report in 1993

to the Commission on Global Governance. This or-

ganization is probably the most important “private”
group pushing global taxes, although it received sig-
nificant financing from various governments. Funding
for its work has come from the governments of the

~ Netherlands, Norway, Sweden, Canada, Denmark,

India, Indonesia, and Switzerland. The government
of Japan arranged for funds for the commission from
“two United Nations trust funds.” In addition, the
MacArthur Foundation, the Carnegie Corporation,

~ and the Ford Foundation in the U.S. provided finan-

cial assistance.' _ :

Of particular significance is the fact that the ex-
ecutive director of this commission, Peter Hansen,
went on to become undersecretary general for Hu-
manitarian Affairs at the U.N. In this capacity, he
gave a presentation on “Alternative Sources of Fi-
nancing the UN System” at the National Assembly on
the United Nations and the U.S. He spoke of the
potential of new “money raising approaches” for the
U.N. being “very, very persuasive” and favorably cited
the proposal for the Tobin tax on international cur-
rency transactions. “It is time to take some action

‘here,” he declared.”

The commission itself held a series of meetings,

“beginning in September 1992 and ending in October

1994, which produced a volume entitled Our Global
Neighborhood in 1995. The commission included

twenty-eight members drawn from twenty-six coun-
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" tries. The U.S. members were Barber Conable, former
Republicﬁn congressman, and Adele Simmons, presi-
dent of the MacArthur Foundation. Other members
included Oscar Arias, former president of Costa Rica;
Hongkoo Lee, prime minister of Korea; Brian

Urquhart, former U.N. official; and Yuli Vorontsov,

Russian ambassador to the United States and foreign
policy adviser to President Yeltsin.

The summary of the final document declared, “An
international tax on foreign currency transactions
should be explored as one option” to bring in more
revenue.'®

* Despite the appeal of the Tobin tax as “a revenue
enhancer” for the U.N., the premier pro-U.N. lobby-
ing group, the United Nations Association, declared
that today “the opposition is also likely to be
formidable. . . . In the current political atmosphere, at
least in the United States, one may expect consider-
able resistance to amy ‘new taxes,” especially for a dis-
tant global organization like the U.N.”

International environmentalists, while preferring
taxes on energy, nevertheless also support an interna-
tional currency tax. In its 1993 report, Progress To-
ward a Sustainable Society, Hilary French endorsed a
“levy” on “international flows of money.” She explained,

To discourage currency speculation, Nobel-lau-
reate James Tobin has suggested that a-0.5-
percent tax be placed on foreign exchange trans-
actions, which Tobin calculates would have the
side-benefit of raising more than $1.5 trillion
annually. But even a far smaller levy would
raise sizable funds. For instance a tax of just:
0.05 percent on current daily currency transac-
tions would raise $150 billion annually—more
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than 75 times the recent replemshment of GEF
[Global Environment Facility].”

Similarly, the antipoverty group Oxfam came out
“in support of a currency tax, saying that “an interna-
tional tax on currency speculation could serve the dual
purpose of providing resources for development and
deterring a financial activity which is deeply destabi-
lizing for all countries.”® The World Federalist Asso-
ciation, a group promoting “world federation,” has
also endorsed “taxes on mtemanonal financial trans-
actions.”

It is important to note that a key international
money mampulator, George Soros, whose financial
transactions would be subjected to the Tobin tax, is a
big backer of the U.N. He was the keynote speaker at
the May 1995 conference of the Business Council for
the U.N.

Soros-was also a big backer of the Bosnia peace
agreement, whereby U.N.-affiliated international in-
stitutions such as the IMF took control of the country’s
central bank. But, Bosnia isn’t the only example of
how the power of global money, working its way
through international agencies, can affect the fate of -
nations.

Another example is the Mexican bailout, in which
the leadership of both political parties participated. It
was a $48.8 billion package designed to bail out inves-
tors burned by the fall in value of the Mexican peso
and the threat of a Mexican government default on

“peso-dominated bonds. These investors included .
Goldman Sachs, the number one underwriter of
Mexican stocks and bonds in the U.S. and European
markets for 1992 through 1994. Goldman Sachs has
had a longtime relationship with Clinton. In the 1980s,
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it helped to underwrite $400 million in bonds for the
Arkansas Development Finance Authority. Goldman
" Sachs co-chairman Robert Rubin and Mack McLarty,
who became White House counselor under Clinton,
were good friends. Rubin, worth an estimated $100
million, and his wife contributed $275,000 to the
Democratic National Committee in 1992.

After the election, they were rewarded for their
financial contributions. Rubin joined the Clinton cabi-
nct, and Kenneth Brody, a Goldman Sachs general
partner, was appointed by Clinton as chairman of the
Export-Import Bank. Goldman Sachs also defended
Clinton against his mounting legal troubles. A Wash-~
ington lobbyist for Goldman Sachs, Michael Berman,
had raised money to defray the Clintons’ legal ex-
penses stemming from the Whitewater investigation
and Paula Jones’s sexual harassment lawsuit.

In the book The Buying of the President, Charles
Lewis explained the seedy details surrounding: the
Mexican deal: -

Rubin spearheaded Goldman’s move into
Mexico, and the firm had steered billions of
dollars into that merging market over the years.
The peso crisis of 1993-94 came to a head just
as Rubin was becoming treasury secretary. Flis
one-year recusal from dealing in matters af-
fecting Goldman Sachs had ended. By helping
Mexico to make good on its commitment to
bondholders, the $20 billion U.S. portion of
the bailout was viewed by some as a publicly-
financed insurance. policy for Rubin and
Goldman Sachs, along with other large invest-
ment houses and banks that were highly ex-
posed inMexico. Rubin was a partner in the
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firm and could be civilly Lable for claims by
investors. Mexico has already used the bailout
money to pay back investment banks.

If the bailout was not a guarantee, the invest-
ment community was further reassured by the
“Framework Agreement for Mexican Economic
Stabilization,” signed by Treasury Secretary
Rubin and the Mexican Ministry of Finance
on February 21, 1995. The document gave the
Department of the Treasury “the right to dis-
tribute, in such manner and in such order of
priority as it deems appropriate” the Mexican
export revenues it now controls. In other words,
Robert Rubin had the power to grant first right
of payment to whomever he chooses, including
the holders of Mexican bonds purchased from
Goldman Sachs.

‘The $20 billion, of course, was just part of the
deal. This is the money that came directly from the
Federal Reserve and a little-known Treasury Depart-
ment account called the Exchange Stabilization Fund
(ESF). The IMF furnished another $17.8 billion, and
$12 billion came from other sources. :

Moreover, the deal was based solely on President
Clinton’s “executive authority.” Where does the presi-
dent get the authority to send tax dollars abroad and
to arrange additional financing through the IMF? In
a report produced for the Citizens United Founda-
tion, Michael Boos charged that the use of the ESF

" to bail out the peso violated “the spirit, intent and

letter of the ESF statute.” He pointed out that the
bailout called for extension of ESF credit for periods
of three to five years, although the statute does not -
authorize the extension of credit or loan guarantecs

for longer than twelve months. 7
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Rather than challenge the administration’s action,
~ the Republican congressional leadership went along
with the scheme, enabling Clinton to claim and use
more power than he was legally and constitutionally
entitled to. This meant that the Republicans lost 2
crucial opportunity to explain to the American people
how U.S. law has been manipulated to assist interna-
tional organizations, foreign governments, and_ special
interests.
The ESF grew out of the “emergency powers” .
. legislation arising out of the 1930s depression. Origi-
nally, it was designed to stabilize the exchange value
of the dollar. In 1945, Boos notes, as part of the Bretton
- Woods Agreements-Act, which authorized U.S. mem-
bership in the IMF, the ESF was made part of the
permanent laws of the U.S. In 1976, amendments
were passed to the Bretton Woods Agreements Act,
authorizing the use of the ESF to extend credit where
such credit is “necessary to and consistent with United
States obligations in the International Monetary Fund.”
This represents @ perversion of the original purposes
of the IMF.

The idea behind the IMF was to avoid the kind
of post-World War I economic collapse that was
blamed for World War II. The IMF was supposed to
be a temporary source of funds for nations needing to
balance their books. The World Bank, another Bretton
‘Woods institution, was supposed to provide develop-
ment loans. Another institution, the proposed Inter-
national Trade Organization, failed for lack of sup-
port. : .

Today,. these organizations, including the newly
created World Trade Organization (WTO), consti-
tute an important aspect of what some call the New
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World Order. They have generally failed to assist de-
velopment in the Third World, but have succeeded in
draining a lot of wealth from the U.S., giving inter-
_national ‘bureaucrats tremendous power over world
events.

“IMF Tells U.S. to Boost Rates” was the headline
over a 19 July 1994 article in Tnvestor’s Business Daily.
This is typical of how the IMF has assumed the power
to tell other nations, including the U.S., how to man-
age their economic affairs. IMF Chief Michel
Camdessus “suggested that the U.S. needs to raise
interest rates in order to keep its economic expansmn
going,” the article said.

In fact, in another sign that international agencies

* are interfering with American sovereignty, the IMF
also warned Congress not to cut taxes for the Ameri-
can people. In its World Economic Outlook study,
the IMF urged lawmakers to reduce the fiscal deficit
before cutting taxes. It advocated a program which
“postponed the introduction of significant tax cuts until
substantial progress toward a balanced budget” has
been achieved.

The critical issue is why the IMF cIalms the right
to meddle in internal U.S. affairs. If the IMF were
simply a private, Socialist think tank, that would be
one thing, But, it is actually a U.S. taxpayer-financed
international body that claims the authority to man-
age the world economy. So; we, as citizens, are paying
the salaries of bureaucrats who are in effect lobbying
to keep our taxes high.

This, apparently, is the. price of being a player in
the “global economy.” It is not unreasonable to specu-
late that at some point in the future our own massive
debt may prompt the U.S. to seek financial aid from
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these international agencies, putting us even further
under their control.

The IMF threat helps ﬂlustrate the awesome power
of these international agencies. The dramatic confron-
tations between the Clinton administration and the
- Republican Congress in 1995 over balancing the bud-

get may have led some people to think that all of the
economic decisions affecting our nation are made in
Woashington, D.C. In fact, many are made elsewhere.

But, Mexico wasn’t the only country in need of a
taxpayer-financed bailout. In a last-ditch effort to save
the presidency of Boris Yeltsin, the International

- Monetary Fund (IMF) announced a $10 billion “loan”
to Russia in the spring of 1995. More than $300
million a month was pumped into Russia beginning
in April so that Yeltsin could try to buy votes before
the 16 June presidential election.

We were led to believe there were significant dlf—
ferences between Yeltsin and his leading opponent,
Communist Gennady Zyuganov. However, though a
“non-Communist,” Yeltsin had installed as his for-
eign minister Yevgeny Primakov, the former head of
a branch of the Soviet KGB. Moreover, the U.S. busi-
ness and financial establishment was prepared to deal
with whomever won the election. Columnist Robert
Novak reported that pro-U.N. billionaire business-
man George Soros was-observed having breakfast with
Zyuganov at a February 1995 meeting of the World
Economic Forum. Novak said Zyuganov was trying
“to reassure international investors—such as Soros—
by promising to create a ‘climate of conﬁdcnce’ that
their funds will be safe in Russia.”

For these businessmen, the U.N. and its affiliated

 institutions represent a form of regulation of the world
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- economy that works to their benefit. It doesn’t really
matter who is in charge of nation-states as long as
they play along with big busmess big banks, and the
UN.

The leadership of both political parties, under the
influence of big business, supported the creation. of
the WTO, in which the U.S. has only one vote among
120 countries, pays 20 percent of the bill, and has no -
veto power to stop anti-American decisions which are
made in secret. The WTO manages international trade
and is an integral part of the U.N. system today.
Leading the charge against the WT'O during the
presidential campaign, Patrick J. Buchanan said about
U.S. leaders, “What are they doing surrendering our

.~ sovereignty to 2 World Trade Organization where we

get one vote out of 120 and Fidel Castro can cancel

Anmerica’s vote?” Nevertheless, the Alliance for GATT

Now, a lobbying group that promoted the WTOQ,

represented some of the nation’s leading business or-

ganizations, including the Business Roundtable, Na-

tional Association of Manufacturers, and the U.S;

Chamber of Commerce.

In January of 1995, when the WTO ruled in favor
of Venezuela and Brazil over the U.S. in a case in-
volving foreign oil, only Pat Buchanan among all the
presidential hopefuls spoke out against it. Why were
all the other candidates silent about a cause involving
the erosion of our national sovereignty? The answer,
again, has got to be money. The Business Council for
the U.N. (BCUN) is a virtual “Who’s Who” of the
international business community. Members include
Archer Daniels Midland Company, the Rockefeller
Group, Chemical/Chase Manhattan Bank, and IBM.
These companies or their officers pour tremendous
amounts of money into the political process.
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development of what is called the “international labor
market,” these corporations found that they could
produce the same goods and services for a much
cheaper price. This has resulted in massive corporate
“downsizing,” in the name of facing “global competi- -
tion.”

Figures show that annualized weekly wages peaked
in 1972 and are now below 1956 levels, even while’
chief executive officers of major companies continue
pulling down multimillion dollar salaries. For example,
Louis Gerstner, chief executive officer of IBM, made
$2,626,000 a year while laying off sixty thousand.
Gerstner is a prominent member of the Business
Council for the United Nations.

Another example is Walter V, Shipley, chairman
and chief executive officer of Chemical/Chase Man-
hattan. His salary was $2,496,154 while he put twelve
thousand people out of work. He, too, is 2 prominent
member of the BCUN. ,

‘BCUN members also include Capital Cities/ABC,
the New York Times Company, the Turner Broad-
casting System, NBC, and Rupert Murdoch’s News
America Corp. This means that the “global media”
have no interest in telling the full truth about what is
happening to the American standard of living under
U.N.-managed trade deals because they profit from
the very same arrangements. 7

This is an issue involving our sovereignty. America
is not in control of our destiny because the country
has been sold out to foreign interests, international
agencies, multinationals, and their agents. It is not

“isolationism” to call attention to this problem; it is

“the highest form of patriotism.
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The problem for Pat Buchanan, who made this a
critical issue in the campaign, is that he did not have
the resources to adequately compete in a political pro-
cess dominated by big money. He stayed at budget
hotels and took advantage of “free media”—doing
interviews on radio talk shows. Oliver North, who ran
for the Senate from Virginia, commented that
Buchanan had “cleatly alienated the GOP’s money. It
is great to have the image of someone fighting the big
moneyed 1nterests of the pa.rty, but tough to actually
be doing so.”

The issue that enabled Buchanan to make gains in
the Republican primaries was not “protectionism” per
se but the issue of who is going to be protected.
Buchanan wanted to protect American workers against
cheap and slave labor. The political party establish-
ments want to protect the big businesses and the big
investment houses which provide them with financtal
contributions. This is why both parties arranged the
taxpayer bailout of a corrupt regime in Mexico that
was in hock to Wall Street interests such as Goldman
Sachs.

One patron of both party establishments is Dwayne
O. Andreas, chairman of Archer Daniels Midland
(ADM), the huge agribusiness conglomerate which
had net sales in fiscal year 1994 exceeding $11 billion.
Andreas has served as 2 member of the board of trust-
ees of the BCUN.

In 1992, Andreas and his company contnbuted
$270,000 to help Clinton and the Democratic party
capture the White House. But, during the presidency -
of Republican George Bush, who openly embraced
the New Wotld Order, Andreas funneled more than
$1.1 million to the Republican National Committee.
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ADM poured tens of thousands of dollars into Sena-
tor Dole’s senate and presidential campaigns, as well
as his leadership PAC and think tank. Dole’s rela-
tionship with Andreas earned him the nickname, “The
Senator from ADM.” _
However, showing his heart really was with
- Clinton, Andreas predicted the lifting of the U.S. trade
embargo of Communist Cuba during the next Clinton
-administration. “Common sense will lead to the end
of the embargo in the next administration,” he said.
“Nixon opened up China, Bush went to Russia, and
Clinton can do the same thing with this tiny little
island.” This “tiny little island” was a base for Soviet
nuclear warheads targeted on American cities, a cen-
ter for Communist subversion in the Western hemi-
" sphere, and even the State Department acknowledges
that Cuba continues to facilitate drug trafﬁckmg into
the U.S.

But, for people like Andreas, it is just another
business opportunity. This is what's wrong with big
business today and why Buchanan struck such a chord
with the American people. This is the New World
Order in action; hard-pressed American taxpayers
being forced to subsidize multinational entities who
support America’s enemies. And, now they want glo-
bal taxes to make us pay more.

All of this, of course, is carefully packaged as “free
trade,” and even some conservatives were highly criti-

- cal of Buchanan, saying he had broken with the “free
trade” policies of one president he served, Ronald
Reagan. 7

However, the truth is that the Reagan administra-
tion got extremely tough with Japan during the 1980s,
pursuing a policy that gradually opened up the Japa-
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nese market. This remarkable story is detailed in the
report Roadmap for Results: Trade Policy, Technology
and American Competitiveness, produced by the Coun-
cil on Competitiveness.

The Reagan administration never permitted “free
trade” in the sense of letting Japan dump products on
the U.S. market. On the contrary, the Reagan admin-
istration encouraged U.S. industry in filing an unfair
trade case against Japan. As a result, a U.S.-Japan
Semiconductor Arrangement was signed in 1986, and
in 1987 the Reagan administration applied sanctions
worth $300 million for noncompliance with this deal.
But, even this wasn’t enough. In 1991 and 1992, new

" - agreements were reached with Japan to increase Ameri-

can access to the global and Japanese market.

It was under the Reagan administration in 1987
that the Semiconductor Manufacturing Technology
Consortium (SEMATECH) was created. This is a
joint industry-government funded research consortium.

- Some conservatives deride this as an “industrial policy”
and antifree trade, but the evidence shows that it was
pursued under the Reagan administration and that it
was ultimately successful.

Moreover, this wasn’t the only area where such a
policy was pursued. Virtually the same thing occurred
in the communications equipment industry. Begin-
ning in 1984, the Reagan administration and U.S.
industry began working together to open up the Japa-
nese market to American cellular telephones. In 1984,
an antidumping action was filed against Japan, fol-
lowed by discussions on the issue between President
Reagan and Japanese Prime Minister Nakasone. One
year later, antidumping duties were formally imposed
on Japan. It wasn't until 1989 that Japan finally agreed
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to reallocate communications frequencies to allow
access for U.S. companies.
‘There are many other such cases, demonstrating

_ that when U.S. companies were faced with unfair
competition, the Reagan administration did not hesi-
tate to join with American industry against foreign
regimes that exploited our market, still the largest in
the world. The result was that billions of dollars of
revenue and tens of thousands of American Jobs were
saved.

. But, now, under the terms of the WTQ, our op-
tions are even more limited. Our vote gets cancelled
out by Castro. '
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War Crimes

" Allies of the U.N. seem to be quite open about
what they want global taxes for. They cite such nice-
sounding causes as environmental programs, peace-
keeping, and “family planning.” However, global taxes
would almost certainly have to underwrite the U.N.s
rapidly expanding operations in the judicial realm.

The most dangerous new U.N.-sponsored institu-
tion may well be the International Criminal Court,
which would require billions in dollars in global tax
revenues. “If the United States and other countries are
serious about a New World Order, orderly procedures
for establishing laws and the capability for enforcing
laws via courts and.‘police’ would seem to be the se-
rious heart of the matter,” declared Wendell Gordon
in his book The United Nations at the Crossroads of
Reform. _

As a revenue source, Gordon suggested that mul-.
tinational corporations might agree to an international
corporate income tax if the money could be used to
~ finance an international legal system to protect their
interests and reduce international “chaos” in the Third -
World where they conduct business. )
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He explained, “An effectively working business
community requires the existence of impartial courts
and meaningful police power to enforce the sanctity
- of contract. If corporations can obtain the rule of law

in exchange for the international corporate income
tax, they will have struck a good bargain.”

It is unclear at this point whether a global corpo-
rate income tax will be the preferred global tax and
whether the system would be exclusively geared to-
ward protecting the interests of multinational corpo-
rations. Gordon’s book appeared as the U.N.s Inter-
national Criminal Tribunal for the former Yugoslavia

' was getting underway, and he expressed the hope that
it too could lead to “a permanent and respected police
force and a judicial system capable of trying individu-
als.” Indeed, it is this tribunal that has led U.N. sup-
porters to believe that an International Criminal Court -
(ICC) is within their grasp.

If this tribunal is perceived as a “success,” the U.N.
and its allies are convinced that the ICC will become
a reality and that revenue for international prosecu-
tions of all kinds will be forthcoming. The ICC could
imprison and prosecute individuals for “crimes against
humanity” and other vague offenses, potentia]ly in-
cluding “colonialism,” “environmental crimes,” or even
“hate crimes.” The judges could come from Cuba or
North Korea. Nevertheless, the concept has been en-
dorsed by such groups as the American Bar Associa-
tion and the American Society for International Law.
and could soon be a reality.

The court could also be used to go aftcr those who
don’t pay their “fair share” of global taxes. Gordon
himself noted that, in order to collect an international
tax on multinational corporations, the U.N. would
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have to have the “police power” to “make such collec-
tions effective.” This would come through an enhanced
U.N. judicial arm—the authority to arrest, prosecute,
and imprison people on a worldwide basis. ,

Currently, the U.N. has an International Court of
Justice, also known as the World Court, whose rul-
ings are mere opinions. The prospect of the U.N.
having a criminal court with compulsory jurisdiction—
and an independent source of revenue for the world
body—would complete the process of the U.N. be-
coming a full-fledged world state.

Of course, the U.N. is not packaging the ICC in
the terms used by Gordon because they sound too
scary. Instead, the ICC is being packaged attractively
as an effort to bring international outlaws, terrorists,
and war criminals to justice. Under these circumstances,
it’s hard for people—most especially the politicians in
Washington, D.C.—to declare their opposition to such
a judicial proceeding. However, if these politicians
have any feeling left for American sovereignty, or even
of their own places in history, they will quickly realize
that the ICC could also hear politically charged cases
against American political and military leaders and
that the cases could be decided by representatives of
Communist countries or terrorist regimes. In other
words, American political and military leaders could
end up serving time in U.N.-run prisons.

The prospect of the U.N. having an ICC was
highlighted in an article in the March/April 1996 is-
sue of Foreign Affairs, where U.N. Secretary General
Boutros Boutros-Ghali himself pointed out that the
main U.N. body, the General Assembly, was “now

considering” the establishment of a permanent ICC.
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The process appeared to be moving quickly. Prior
to the November 1996 presidential elections, a meet-
ing of the U.N.’s Preparatory Committee on the Es-
tablishment of the International Criminal Court was
held 25 March through 12 April and reportedly. pro-
duced remarkable progress. A 12 August through 30
August session was supposed to draft the final text.
Some observers thought that the Clinton administra-
tion might even try to get a treaty establishing the
ICC through the Senate before the 1996 election.

President Clinton had himself strongly endorsed
the ICC in a speech in October of 1995 at the dedi-
cation of the Thomas J. Dodd Research Center at the -
University of Connecticut. Dodd’s liberal son, Sen.
Christopher Dodd (D-Conn.), a co-chairman of the
Democratic National Committee, has been the lead-
ing cheerleader for the ICC. Trying to portray the
court in the best possible light, Dodd had suggested
that it could have been useful in prosecuting the PLO
terrorists who staged the 1985 terrorist attack on the
Achille Lauro cruise ship and killed American citizen
Leon Klinghoffer. ‘

However, the prospect of the ICC being used ex-

clusively to target enemies of Israel or the United
States was not readily apparent. The Israeli military
attacks on Lebanon in April of 1996 could also be fair
game for the ICC. In fact, Israeli military officers—
even political leaders—could be prosecuted by such a
court. A possible case against Israel was buttressed by
a United Nations report charging that the Israeli at-
tack which killed more than one hundred refugees in
a U.N. camp in southern Lebanon did not appear to

‘be a mistake, as the Isracli government had insisted.
U.N. Secretary General Boutros-Ghali’s embrace of
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this report led to intense criticism of him from Israel

and the Clinton administration.

The U.S. Department of Defense (DOD) was said
to be opposed to the court, arguing that the ICC
could prosecute American military officers for actions
that take the lives of civilians in military operations
abroad. Officially, however, DOD did not object to
the ICC.

A Democratic takeover of thc U.S. Senate in No-
vember 1996 and President Clinton’s reelection would
virtually guarantee ratification of the ICC treaty.

" However, it is also quite possible that 2 GOP-con-

trolled Senate could pass the proposal because of the -
percewed need to appear tough on human rights vio-
lators. Sen. Arlen Specter (R-Pa.), a former prosecu-
tor, is one of the most prominent advocates of the
new world body. Another supporter is Sen. James
Jeffords (R-Vt.).

Robert Dole’s position on the ICC was not im-
mediately known, although he was considered a pos-
sible backer. But, even if he were opposed, the Demo-
crats would only have to pick up a dozen or so GOP
senators in order to pass the ICC treaty with a re-
quired two-thirds vote of those senators present.

In the House, some of the strongest support for
the ICC comes from Republicans. Rep. Jim Leach,
for example, is a prominent backer of the ICC. Leach,
a member of the House since 1976, served as presi-
dent of Parliamentarians for Global Action, a “world-
wide network of national legislators” which lobbies
for more U.N. power and influence over international
affairs. The group is funded by big liberal founda-
tions, various governments, and the U.N. itself. Leach
also served as co-chair of the U.S. Commission on
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Improvihg the Effectiveness of the U.N,, a'body es-
_ tablished by Congress.

Other known members or supporters of Global
Action included Representatives Connie Morella,
Patricia Schroeder, and Gary Ackerman, and Senators
Tom Harkin, Paul Simon, and James Jeffords.

One of Global Action’s most important programs
was in the area of international law, where it pro-
moted the establishment of the U.N. Tribunals for
the Former Yugoslavia and Rwanda, the ICC, and -
“the advancement of the principle of individual ac-
countability under international law.”

But, Global Action was part of a much larger
group, the NGO Coalition for an International Crimi-
nal Court, a network that has been working to sup-
port the creation of the ICC. Other members of the

- coalition are Amnesty International, the Baha'ia In-
ternational Community, the (Jimmy) Carter Center,
Equality Now, Human Rights Watch, the Interna-
tional Commission of Jurists, the Lawyers Committee .
for Human Rights, the Quaker U.N. Office, and the
World Federalist Movement.

Sen. Jesse Helms, as chairman of the Senate For-
eign Relations Committee, played his familiar role,
leading the opposition to the ICC. In a 1994 speech
calling it “very unwise and very dangerous,” he raised
the specter of such a court prosecuting Americans for
colonialism or “environmental crimes” before judges
from North Korea and Cuba. John Bolton, a former
assistant secretary of state, agreed that the ICC is “a
lousy idea” that could easily be turned against the U.S.

" He compares it to the U.N. Human Rights Commis-

sion, a group which has been manipulated by human

rights violators around the world such as Cuba into a
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forum for condemning the U.S. record on human
rights.

~ Though liberal groups are said to be disappointed
that the Clinton administration wanted the U.N.
Security Council (where the U.S. has a veto) to exer-
cise control over the court’s jurisdiction, Bolton said
the U.S. veto is seldom used and that he could easily
foresee the ICC becoming another anti-American
propaganda vehicle.

How would it work? Herbert Romerstein, an ex-
pert on Communist disinformation and intelligence
activities, notéd that in the 1940s, 2 Communist-front
group known as the Civil Rights Congress filed a
petition with the U.N. charging the U.S. with “geno-
cide” for its treatment of blacks. Under the ICC, black
racist Louis Farrakhan or one of his backers, a country
such as Libya or Iraq, could bring “genocide” charges
against the U.S. over treatment of blacks or Indians.
The list of possible charges against the U.S. is endless.
And, even if the U.S. had the power to veto such
cases, they would still be of immense propaganda value
to America’s enemies. One could easily envision left-
wing groups staging mock hearings on “war crimes”
or “crimes against humanity” involving U S. leaders
past or present.

The ICC is considered a logical successor to the
International Criminal Tribunals for the Former Yu-
goslavia and Rwanda, established to prosecute “war
criminals” from those conflicts. Not wanting to ap-
pear soft on human rights violations, most members
of the U.S. Congress—Democrats and Republicans
alike—have gone along with this effort. The biparti-
san support for the Yugoslavia court in particular con-
vinced ICC supporters that the time is right for cre-
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some by historical standards. Like most Jiberals, the
U.N. is against the death penalty.

- A larger question involved whether the conflict in
the former Yugoslavia even qualified as worthy of this
kind of attention. Was it a civil war or did it have an
international dimension that required U.N. interven-
tion? And, why do these crimes require an interna-
tional tribunal anyway? If rapes or assaults were com-
mitted, why not prosecute them as ordinary street
crimes?

In this case, the prosecutors were trying to portray
the indicted Serbs as agents of a grand conspiracy
~mounted from Serbia that used “ethnic cleansing” as
part of a state-organized policy. This tactic reflected
the propaganda that got the U.S. involved in the con-
flict in the first place. The war in the former Yugosla-
via was frequently referred to as a “holocaust,” similar
to what the Nazis did against the Jews, involving “death
camps” and so forth. In reality, as Richard Cohen of
the Washington Post acknowledged, “there’s hittle doubt
that the Serbs have behaved abominably. But so, too,
on occasion, have the Muslims.” He said a compari-
son to the Nazi holocaust “exaggerates the crimes of
the Serbs and diminishes those of the Nazis—and, of
course, obscures suffering elsewhere.”
However, the propaganda served its purpose, even-
tually laying the groundwoerk for U.S. and NATO
intervention in the region and the holding of trials by
the tribunal. There was intensive pressure to use
American troops to arrest those charged by the tribu-
" nal. - o
By May of 1996, the tribunal had indicted fifty-
seven people—forty-three Bosnian Serbs, three
Serbians, eight Bosnian Croats, and three Bosnian
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. Muslims. At this time, however, only three éuspects
were in custody. They were housed at a special twenty-
four-cell wing of Scheveningen prison near the Hague.

But, the overreaching nature of the tribunal’s ac-
tivities finally got to be too much to bear, even for
some liberals. The tribunal’s indictment of a Serb
general for allegedly ordering military attacks on civil-
ian targets was strongly criticized by Washington Post
deputy foreign editor Edward Cody, who noted that
similar charges could have been brought agamst “a
long list of respected leaders around the world,”
cluding President Harry Truman for the leoshlma

" bombing and Winston Churchill for the bombmg of
Dresden. during World War II.

Offering a similar criticism, consérvative legal
scholar Bruce Fein added, “The entire concept of
crimes against humanity or war crimes is too elastic
and its inevitable political manipulation too arbitrary
to satisfy the fundamental imperative that the law
should warn before it strikes.” Fein called the dubious

_ indictment of the Serb general “compelling evidence”

. against the creation of the ICC.,

Another argument against the ICC is sheer cost.
The costs associated with the Yugoslav and Rwanda
* tribunals have already reached into the tens of mil-
lions of dollars, although the ABA Journal complained
that they “continue to encounter difficulties in obtain-
ing appropriate and timely funding from the United
Nations.” This is another way of saying that they want
and need more money. Global taxes are an obvious
source.

Bureaucracies have a way of growmg As of April
1996, 311 people of thirty-six different nationalities
were working for the tribunal, and the costs were
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escalating. For the first year, the U.N. put the cost at -

$32.7 million. In the meantime, other groups were
~ contributing funds. The Open Society Institute of
George Soros provided $105,000 and the Rockefeller
Foundation $50,000. For its part, the U.S. was paying
about one-third of the costs. The U.S. State Depart-
ment said that, in the time period of 1994-1995, the
U.S. .provided $9.5 million for the court in the form
of outright grants and computers and software. How-
ever, continuing its practice of raiding federal agencies
to benefit the U.N,, the Clinton administration also

provided personne] to the effort. This included two

prosecutors and five investigators from the Depart-
ment of Defense, six prosecutors and three investiga-
tors from the Department of Justice, and five foreign
service officers from the Department of State.
- The costs associated with the establishment and
operation of the ICC, a “permanent” U.N._arm, are
" not known. It would require 2 bureaucracy, investiga-
tors, a police force to arrest targeted individuals, and
a prison system. However, UN. Secretary General
Boutros-Ghali had the answer to this problem: his
Foreign Affairs article included another call for global

taxes on international currency transactions, energy,

and international travel. He predicted that a source of
“automatic” funds for the U.N. would be a reality by
the next century—just four years away.

The other serious problem with the holding of
these tribunals and the establishment of an ICC is the
sheer hypocrisy of the entire spectacle. For example,
one of the judges of the Yugoslavia tribunal is from
Communist China, a dictatorship where the Com-
munist rulers have murdered tens of millions but have
escaped prosecution. Like the Yugoslavia court, the




War Crimes 165

judges for the ICC would be drawn from all U.N.
members, including China, Cuba, North Korea, Libya,
Iraq, and Iran.

Of all of these, Cuba has been the most pers1stcnt
threat to the U.S. It has been an outpost for Soviet
nuclear missiles targeted at the U.S. and has exported
drugs and terrorism to surrounding countries, includ-
ing the U.S. Yet, Castro, who never stood for a free
election, is a hero of the U.N. and received a thunder-
ous standing ovation when he addressed the U.N.
General Assembly in October of 1995.

In El Salvador, where Cuba intervened on the
side of Communist terrorists, the U.N. claims to have
performed a mediating role by establishing a process
that led to “peace” and an eventual amnesty for both
sides in the conflict. However, the results didn’t pro-

vide any justice for Col. Ed Pickett (retired), whose

son David was murdered in cold blood by the Com-
munists after his military helicopter was shot down in
El Satvador in 1991. Ed Pickett has spent subsequent
years trying to get the U.N. and the U.S. State De-
partment interested in beginning the process of ap-
prehending his son’s killers.

Russia, which still supports Cuba despite the break-
up of the old Soviet Union, is a member in good
standing of the U.N. despite the brutal war it waged

against rebels in the Chechen Republic, where bomb- -

ing campaigns killed tens of thousands of innocent
women and children.

Russia, now occupying the Soviet scat on the U.N.
Security Council, may be the greatest terrorist nation
the world has ever known. It helped spark World War
II through the partitioning with Germany of Poland
in 1939 and the Hitler-Stalin pact between the lead-
ers of both nations.
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One story, citing declassified U.S. military docu-
ments, noted, “Unlike Germans who were tried for
their experimentation on humans, the Japanese germ-
warfare researchers became some of Japan’s most
prominent citizens—university presidents, heads of
medical centers. Lt. Col. Ryoichi Naito, Ishii’s right-

-hand man, founded Green Cross, one of Japan’s top

pharmaceutical companies.™

Today, fifty years after the fact, there is no reason
why these Japanese war criminals should not be pus-
sued in the same way Nazis have been hunted down.
However, a major complicating factor is Japan’s bid
for a permanent seat on the U.N. Security Council,

~where it would be in a position to pay more of the

U.N’s bills. This is not an insignificant issue. Until

. the U.N. implements a global tax scheme, so-called

voluntary contributions from member-states are the
main source of revenue. Japan and Germany—which
also wants a permanent U.N. Security Council seat—
are the logical places to go in the meantime.

The Heritage Foundation has pointed out that -
any plan to expand the number of seats on the U.N.
Security Council would further dilute the influence of
the United States in the world body. However, if a
case could be made for allowing either Germany or
Japan on the Security Council, Germany would be a
far better candidate. The Center for Civilian Internee
Rights, a group representing allied victims of the Japa-
nese, says, ‘Germany has atoned for their World War
IT crimes. ... They have paid out more than 90 bil-
lion marks in compensation/reparations and apolo-
gizes almost daily. 'They are continuing to. pay com-
pensation to the survivors until the survivors are all
dead. Their textbooks fully cover their World War I1




War Crimes . . i 169

misdeeds and the vast majority of the German people
are repentant of the Nazi actions.” By contrast, Japan
has failed to do this.

The Center for Civilian Internee Rights, whose
executive director is Gil Hair, wants to block Japan’s
acquisition of the U.N. seat until Japan financially -
compensates its victims and issues an official apology.
The group has filed a claim against Japan at the U.N.
Human Rights Commission.

But, the allure of Japan’s increasing involvement
in and support for the U.N. may be used to justify a
continuing effort to ignore Japan’s war crimes history.
Lt. Gen. Richard Myers, who served as head of the -
forty-seven thousand U.S. troops in Japan, was quoted
in Pacific Stars & Stripes as saying that Japan should
be taking a more active military role in U.N. peace-
keeping operations and that the.country has already
had “tremendous successes” in its first steps. toward
such a role. He pointed to Japan’s participation in
U.N. peacekeeping operations in Cambodia,
Mozambique, Rwanda, and the Golan Heights.

A new book on Japanese and American perspec-
tives on U.N. peacekeeping even examines the poten-
tial for Japanese-American “cooperation” in U,N.
- military activities in the years ahead.*

In terms of the so-called regular budget of the
U.N., Japan is already the number two contributor
behind the U.S. While the U.S. contributes. 25 per-
cent, Japan provides 12.5 percent. This percentage,
‘which is supposed to reflect a country’s share of the
world economy, will have to go up. In fact, some
experts say that Japan’s economy will surpass the U S.
economy by the year 2000. -
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Itis Signiﬁcant that the work of the Commission
on Global G_overnancé, which endorsed a series of
global taxes, was supported by two U.N. Trust Funds

“established by Japan® and that the U.N. University

co-hosted a public symposium with the commission

in Tokyo. The U.N. University was established with

$100 million from the government of Japan.
Largely for financial reasons, Japan figures to play
a more prominent role in the U.N. in the future. Its
war crimes will be conveniently forgotten, making a
mockery of the world body’s commitment to “justice.”
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The
New State Religion

In promoting global taxes, the U.N. and its sup-
_ porters claim the additional revenue is needed for such
things as environmental protection and military peace-
keeping. But, there is a great deal of evidence suggest-
ing that international taxes would also help subsidize
a world religion or a world church. This is because the
United Nations has religious roots and to a great ex-
tent already promotes and underwrites its own brand
of religious expression. This aspect of U.N, affairs has
received little attention. Critics of the U.N. frequently
“speak of it as a godless institution, which is true in the
sense that its charter does not refer to a Creator as a
source of our human rights. .
But, the facts speak for themselves. The U.N. En-
vironmental Program (UNEP), which American tax-
payers are forced to subsidize to the tune of $100

. million a year, actually functions much like a state

church. It vigorously promotes the concept of an “En-
vironmental Sabbath,” in which the earth is glorified
in place of God, going so far as to establish a North
American Environmental Sabbath Planning Commit-
tee. UNEP also published a report entitled Ezhics &
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Agenda 21, a reference to the “plan of action” adopted
by the 1992 Earth Summit. Most of the report is_
devoted to providing religious reasons for implement-
ing the environmentalist agenda.

Why the resort to religion? In the introduction to
the report, Dr. Noel J. Brown, director of UNEP,
refers to the “economic debate” over how much it will
cost to restore the earth and puts the cost at an in-
credible $600 billion 2 year. He also talks about the
“social debate” over this effort. But, what is lacking,
he says, is “a much clearer sense of the ethical and
moral issues posed by Agenda 21.” He concludes, “We
are, after all, earth’s only moral creatures, and to be
true to our nature we need to give the fullest moral
expression to the way we treat the earth.”

In other words, the only way we're going to force
the nations of the world, primarily the United States,
to cough up hundreds of billions of dollars a year is to
make this environmental movement into a religious
crusade, making people feel bad if they don’t fork over
the big bucks. Guilt is always an effective way to ac-
complish -this.

Incredibly, American taxpayers are already help-
ing make this a reality. The Presidio National Park in
San Francisco, a former U.S. military garrison man-
aged by the National Park Service, has emerged as the
world’s headquarters for this religious campaign, which
seems to be evolving into the establishment of a world
religion. Established as a national park to benefit
American citizens, the Presidio has been transformed
into the location of the Gorbachev Foundation, a think
tank created by the former Soviet President Mikhail
Gorbachev. Though an outcast in his own country,
Gorbachev’enjoys very close relations with many lead-
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ing citizens in the U.S. who think he has given up on

© Communism.

Officially, the Gorbachex; Foundation is a “ten-
ant” of the Presidio. A Park Service employee explains
that the foundation is allowed to operate there be-

-cause it is regarded as a “non-profit” group which is

“not affiliated with any political ideology.”
But, this is laughable. Gorbachev’s ideclogy is a
clever mixture of green and red. He has masqueraded

- as a savior of mankind, trying to merge the concept of

environmental protection with religious ideas. One of -
his close allies is Bishop William Swing, leader of the
Episcopal Diocese of California, who wants a United
Religions organization headquartered at the Presidio.

At his State of the World Forum in San Francisco
in 1995, Gorbachev unveiled an “Earth Charter”—a
sort of constitution for an emerging world govern-
ment. This Earth Charter only makes sense in the
context of giving a world government control over the
planet in the name of saving the world’s environment.
This is their goal, and they will argue that it is nec-
essary because of the calamity that they themselves
have ushered in.

Appropriately enough, Gorbachev presided over
perhaps the most environmentally irresponsible na-
tion in history—the Soviet Union.

His latest project is the writing and acceptance of
a Charter of Human Responsibilities, which was pro-
posed during the May 1995 Summit of Religions and
Conservation, held at Windsor Castle under the chair-
manship of His Royal Highness, Prince Philip, Duke:
of Edinburgh. The Alliance of Religions and Conser-
vation, which grew out of the summit, was awarded a

U.N. special prize for helping to “reach untold mil-
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lions world wide with a conservation message through
religious channels.” Nearly three thousand religious
groups are said to be associated with it.

The Gorbachev Foundation says this charter will
be implemented through “two proven networks”—the
Alliance of Religions and Conservation and the State
of the World Forum, those individuals and organiza-
tions working with Gorbachev. Gorbachev's October
1996 State of the World Forum was expected to at-
tract over six hundred prominent individuals from fifty
nations. His eventual goal is to complete the charter,
have the State of the Forum adopt it, and then have .
one major organization per faith adopt it by the end
of 1997. Eventually, the charter will be “officially dis-
seminated through UN structures, with an eventual
goal of establishing a Court of Human Respons1b1]1—
ties to whom individuals or groups can appeal,” hlS
literature says.

Though portrayed in terms of encompassing all
faiths, a reporter for the San Francisco Chronicle de-
-scribed -the tone of the October 1995 State of the
World Forum as “unorthodox,” noting that leaders of
mainline Western religions were mostly absent. One
of the speakers, Deepak Chopra, has since emerged as
- a major spiritual guru for many Americans, courtesy
of the American taxpayer-financed Public Broadcast-
ing Service (PBS), which has brought him into tens of
millions of homes through his television programs.

One of his books, The Way of the Wizard, begins,
“People want to-know why I, who come from India,
am so interested in wizards. My answer is this: in
India we still believe that wizards exist. What is a
wizard? Not simply someone who can perform magic
but someone who can cause transformation.”
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Liberals who complain about government violat-
ing the “separation of church and state” have been
noticeably silent about public television’s seemingly
endless promotion of Chopra, who has made a for-
tune dispensing “spiritual advice.” His many programs
on PBS have included one titled “Alchemy: The Art
of Spiritual Transformation.”

If Chopra were an evangelical Christian, the odds
are that he wouldn’t get the time of day from PBS. In
fact, he’'d probably be set up for a special investigation
of his financial empire. An Associated Press story
reports that Chopra has aiready made millions through
books, audio tapes, TV appearances, and speeches.

Though a medical doctor by training, his appeal

lies in using the teachings of Ayurveda, which are

described as “the ancient science of healing” and “an-
cient wisdom” from India. He avoids traditional Chris-
tian teachings and embraces Eastern mystical religious
concepts like “Karma.” Indeed, he rarely mentions
Christianity, except in terms which play down its
uniqueness. For example, in an interview with a pub-
lication appropriately titled Body, Spirit, Mind, he
insisted that every person has a “wizard” which leads
to “God consciousness,” which he also defined as
“Christ consciousness.” _

In this state, Chopra claims people can “have an
experiential knowledge of Divinity, perceiving God in
a flower, in a tree, in a rainbow, in other beings.” In
another altered state he defines as “cosmic conscious-
ness,” he claims people become aware “that there is
spirit in the world of matter.” All of this sounds strik-
ingly similar to the nature worship that seems to grip
the radical environmentalist movement and people like
Gorbachev.
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Dubbed the “Hollywood Soul Man” and “guru to
the stars,” he’s been an advisor to such personalities as
ex-Beatle George Harrison, Olivia Newton-John,
Michael Jackson, and Demi Moore. Entertainment
Weekly reported that he taught Naomi Judd how to
meditate, but that because she is a Christian, she de-
cided to stick with prayer.

Perhaps because he enjoys backing from Holly-
wood, he’s been accepted by the PBS crowd. The PBS
station in Los Angeles, KCET, sponsors his programs
for national distribution and sends out official press
releases announcing his shows which feature quota-

_ tions from the Upanishads, one of the ancient Hindu

teachings.

The problem is not only taxpayer dollars going
through PBS to promote his teachings, but the fact
that Hindu theology is considered by most Christian -
thinkers to be primitive, heretical, or even blasphe-
mous because Hinduism holds that God and man are
ultimately one and the same. Christianity, by contrast,
holds there is a gulf between man and God that is
breached by Christ.

While Chopra spouted Eastern-style New Age

. mysticism to the American people through PBS,

Clinton administration Secretary of the Interior Bruce
Babbit was traveling the country delivering a speech
erititled “Between the Flood and the Rainbow,” in
which he attacked his own Catholic upbringing and
made environmental protection into a holy war.
One speech, delivered to the National Religious
Partnership for the Environment and the American
Association for the Advancement of Science in 1995,
referred to nature as “sacred” and “holy” and claimed
that “religious values remain at the heart of the En-
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dangered Species Act.” On the other hand, he was full
of contempt for traditional Christianity, saying, “I
learned my religious values through the Catholic
Church, which, in that era, in that Judeo-Christian
tradition, kept silent on our moral obligation to na-
ture.” Babbitt went on to credit the native American
“priests of the snake clan” for “awakening” in him
respect for the environment.

Babbitt’s smear was denounced by the Cathohc
League for Religious and Civil Rights, which noted
that appreciation and respect for nature has always
been a part of the Catholic tradition and that the
Catechism of the Catholic Church refers to the need for
“moral” considerations in exploiting the earth’s re--
sources for human benefit. But, Babbitt’s bashing of
* Catholics, though offensive, wasn’t the central issue.
Rep. Helen Chenoweth (R-Idaho) was more on tar-
get when she objected to the speech as an example of

“a government-sponsored religion in America.”

She explained, “This religion, a cloudy mixture of
‘New Age mysticism, Native American folklore, and
primitive Earth worship, is being promoted and en-
forced by the Clinton Administration in violation of
our rights and freedoms.” She said it was clear that
Babbitt was attempting to regulate and enforce “his
dream of utopia into reality” and that the key problem
with government involvement in this “cnvironmental
religion” was that “non-believers face persecution.”

But, Babbitt was simply echoing Vice President
Gore, who had attended the U.N. Earth Summit and
spoke at the Episcopal Cathedral of St. John the
- Divine, where he scrmonized that “God is not sepa-
rate from the earth.” This theme was also highlighted
in his book, Earth in the Balance.
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Leading environmentalists also subscribe to this
view. Chenoweth noted that Sierra Club director David
Brower had been quoted as saying, “We are a kind of
religion.” Scientist James Lovelock authored a book
about “Gaia,” a reference to a supposed spirit of the
earth, and said that Gaia was “a religious as well as a
scientific concept.”

Viewed in this context, the environmentalist drive
for global taxes takes on a more sinister connotation.
Since the environmentalists are some of the biggest
boosters of global taxes, it is reasonable to assume that
some of the increased revenues which go to U.N. en-
vironmental programs would also underwrite their
religious activities. It is also not unreasonable to sug-
gest that what the U.N. really wants to establish is a
state—or world-—religion, cloaked in the garb of en-
vironmental activism. ]

The evidence, in fact, is all around us, although
the media portray this activity in the best possible
light. Significant moves have already been made to-
ward a world church. In 1990, more than 150 reli-
gious leaders from twelve faiths and forty nations met
at the Princeton Theological Seminary in New Jersey,
where they launched the World's Religions for the -
World’s Children. It was orgamzed by the World
Conference on Religion and Peace and the United

'Nations Children’s Fund (UNICEF). In 1993, the
Parliament of Religions met in Chicago and issued a
document entitled Towards a Global Ethic, w1th heavy
environmental overtones.

It is interesting, to say the least, that those in
America supposedly devoted to a strict separation of

~ church and- state have not seen fit to challenge the

U.NVs or even the Clinton administration’s activities
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in the religious area. Their silence may have more to
do with the content of the religious expression than
the fact that government is involved in promoting it.
Government support for traditional Christian teach-
ings, which emphasize a personal God and a personal
savior, Jesus Christ, are always discouraged by these
organizations. By contrast, the U.N.’s religious activi-
~ ties, which obscure the uniqueness of the Christian
faith, seem to be acceptable to them. ‘

The U.N. Environmental Program’s promotion of
Environmental Sabbath activities are especially inter-
esting. One of these documents explains,

The Environmental Sabbath seeks to revitalize
the teachings of each faith and tradition that
bring respect and restoration to the creatures
and the biosphere. It seeks to bring healing
rest to Creation and each creature; it seeks to
bring relief from relentless human pressing. It
seeks peaceful times and places on earth; it
seeks conditions that allow revitalizing -
Creation’s sustaining processes and rejuvenat-
ing its creatures. The environmental Sabbath:
seeks rest for the Earth. '

One document, intended for pastors of U.S.
churches, advises that each congregation have a “spe-
cial day,” presumably a Sunday, set aside for the En-
vironmental Sabbath. In a section of the document
entitled “Suggestions for the Celebration,” pastors are
told, “Direct your congregation toward action: not only
in church, but in the home, at school, in the political
process. Be specific, mentioning local issués if pos-
sible.” The document even mcludes prayers and music
for the “celebration.”
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To be sure, the UNEP material includes refer-
ences to the Christian faith. Indeed, a heading en-
titled “Scriptural Sources” cites various Bible verses
meant to show “care for the earth,” the “covenant,”
and “stewardship.” Prayers reprinted in the document
are drawn from Christianity, in addition to Buddhism,
Hinduism, Judaism, Islam, native Americans, the
Religious Society of Friends, and Baha'i.

However, it is apparent that the UNEP version of
Christianity differs significantly from what most Chris-
tians are taught. One UNEP document, in a summary
of “religious perspectives” on environmental issues,
features a “Christian” viewpoint referring to “ecologi-
~ cal sin,” defined as “refusing to share with needy oth-

ers—both other-needy human beings and the needy
natural world.” This is an interesting concept. How-
ever, it has never been part of the Ten Command-
- ments. By
The effort to rewrite Christianity into some form
of earth worship reflects the fact that Christ-centered
religion does not fit in well with the other faiths that
the U.N. wants to mold into some form of world
religion or state church. The purpose of Christianity
wasn’t to save the earth but save people. In addition,
Christianity is much different than the other religions
because of the unique claims made by Jesus Christ
and his self-identification with God the Father. Jesus
said in the Gospel of John, chapter 14, verse 6, “I am
the way, and the truth, and the life; no one comes to
the Father but through me.” In another passage, verse
9, Jesus said, “Whoever has seen me has scen the
Father.” 7
How does the U.N. deal with these claims? By
ignoring or distorting them. Especially disturbing are
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the UNEP efforts to bring children into its religious
environmental campaign’ by having them engage in
Eastern religious practices such as meditation. One
"UNEP document includes a list of “games, activities
and improvisations to save the earth” designed for
children. An activity described as “I'ree Span,” rec-
ommends that children “gather ‘round a beautiful tree.
Look, listen and meditate upon it as long as you can.”
Children are advised to “experience the tree, for only
by contemplating with a quiet mind can we fully ex-
perience and reverence nature.” '

The use of the term rewverence is key. U.N.-style
religion wants people to “reverence” nature, not God
or Christ. .

Another activity, called “Mount Olympus” and de-
signed “for all students,” entails this scenario:

A family meeting of the gods or the Lords of
The Universe is discussing the problems of the
rogue Planet Earth. Your group is a delegation
from Earth, come up to plead the case for hu-
man survival, but the gods are not convinced.
'They feel the long-term prospects for Earth
are not good and are discussing drastic action:
Burn them off with global warming? Send a
diseasé to wipe them all out? Or try another
messenger-to teach human beings what they-
are doing wrong?

This reference to “another messenger” is a direct
swipe at Christianity, implying that the message of
Christ was not sufficient to save mankind. But, who
might the other messenger be?

The answer may lie in an examination of a key -
nongovernmental organization represented at regular

briefings of the U.N., a mysterious group called World
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Goodwill. It is a program of the Lucis Trust, 2 mem-
ber organization of the U.N.’s Economic and Social

- Council, which describes itself as “a non-profit world
service organization dedicated to the establishment of
right human relations through cooperation and car-
ing. Its activities promote the education of the human
‘mind towards recognition and practice of the spiritual
principles and values upon which a stable and interde-
pendent world society may be based.”

Otber than occasional advertisements in newspa-
pers such as the Washington Post (from which the pre-
ceding quotation was taken), the Lucis Trust is prob-
ably an unknown entity to most people. Its officials
are not familiar names. It creates the impression of
being just another liberal, feel-good organization. In
fact, it is something else entirely.

The Lucis Trust, incorporated in the U.S. in 1922
with offices in New York, England, and Switzerland,
was reportedly originally known as the “Lucifer Trust.”
The term Lucifer refers to Satan, the archangel cast
from heaven for leading a revolt of the angels against
God. It literally means “light-bearer.” Although it
connotes evil to Christians, the term has a different .
meaning for people who believe that what Satan of-
fered to human beings in the biblical Garden of Eden,
knowledge of good and evil, is something which en-
ables humanity to grow in its own development and
awareness of God.

World Goodwill and Lucis Trust include many
different references to Christianity in their literature,
even quoting from the Bible and Jesus Christ. How-
ever, it stops far short of recognizing Jesus Christ as
the only Son of God. It is also full of references to
Eastern religious practices, such as meditation, and




The New State Religion : 183

highlights the use of what i it calls “esoteric teachings”
and “occult science.”

Both groups follow the writings of Alice A. Bai-
ley, a disciple of Russian-born Madame Blavatsky,
author of a book on New Age or occult Theosophy
entitled The Secret Doctrine. Bailey, who claimed to
receive telepathic instructions from Djwhal Khul, a
Tibetan master, wrote books on meditation, telepa-
thy, astrology, “esoteric healing,” and “white magic.”
One of her books, A4 Treatise on White Magic, asserts
that “man is essentially and inherently divine.”

Equally significant, Bailey referred to the U.N. as
“the hope of the world” and a “great field of experi-
mentation” in which people undergo an “awakening”
about their true nature. Bailey wrote about what Lucis
Trust describes as “a subjective synthesis in humanity
and of a telepathic interplay which will annihilate time.”

World Goodwill distributes a pamphlet entitled
- “The United Nations: Entering the Global Age” and
describes one of its objectives as “to support the work
of the United Nations and its Specialized Agencies as
the best hope for a united and peaceful world.” An-
other document, “The New World Religion,” declares
that “the concept of a world religion and the need for
its emergence are widely desired and worked for. The
fusion of faiths is now a field for discussion. Workers
in the field of religion will formulate the universal
platform of the new world religion.” It further de-
clares, “In the New World Religion the science of
invocation and evocation will take the place of what
we now call ‘prayer’ and ‘worship.”” '
~ World Goodwill also distributes a pamphlet out-
lining a mysterious “New Group of World Servers,”
described as the “Custodians of the Plan,” the “inner
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spiritual government of the Planet.™ One document
is titled “Preparation for the Reappearance of the
Christ,” and the group talks openly about “the reap-
pearance of the World Teacher—the Christ,” who is -
“expected by millions, not only by those of Christian
faith but by those of every faith who expect the Avatar
under other names—the Lord Maitreya, Krishna,
Messiah, Imam Mahdi and the Bodhisattva.”

Moreover, the figure Maitreya is believed by some
to exist today and live in London. Benjamin Creme,
who is associated with Share International and the
Tara Center, insists that Maitreya has a physical ap-
pearance but can appear and disappear through the
power of thought alone.

Russell Chandler, an award-winning religion writer
for the Los Angeles Times, says it's “naive” to think of
the Lucis Trust “Plan” as a “present, organized con-
spiracy.” He says, “Proof of this cannot be convine-
ingly demonstrated.” '

However, it’s hardly necessary to prove the exist-
ence of a conspiracy, especially when these groups
work openly through the U.N. What is lacking is any
systematic effort to describe what they are doing and
attempt to understand what it is they think they are
-accomplishing.

There are many knowlcdgeable observers who do
think something strange is going on. One is Dr.
Michael G. Zey, who, in his book Seizing the Future,
describes the “New Age philosophy” as having a “pro-
found international influence” around the world
through such groups as the Esalen Institute, which
sponsored and financed Boris Yeltsin’s 1989 U.S. tour
before he became Russian president. Zey asks, “Are
the penetration of these networks into official circles
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the first step in a world government informed not by
- science and technology but by sorcery and witchcraft?™

Crities might respond that since there’s nothing
scientific about sorcery, witchcraft, or telepathy, the
entire New Age movement is nothing to be concerned
about, only laughed at. Indeed, some of it is patently
ridiculous. However, it is a fact that the U.S. intelli-
gence community was avidly interested in paranormal
phenomena. It started a program in the 1970s to in-
vestigate the application of one-paranormal phenom-
enon—remote viewing, or the ability to describe loca-
tions one has not physically visited. The program in-
volved thie use of psychics—people supposedly with
the ability to detect or affect things not using the
normal five senses. -

The American Institutes for Research, which re-
viewed the program, declared, “Even though a statis-
tically significant effort has been observed in the labo-
ratory, it remains unclear whether the existence of a
paranormal phenomenon, remote viewing, has been
demonstrated.” Sen. Alphonse I’Amato said the pro-
gram was kept alive because similar psychic research
Was being pursued by the Soviet Union, China and

“some of our European allies.” >

If it's true that the intelligence community and
the academics who reviewed its work cannot come to
any firm conclusions, the possibility of paranormal
activities cannot be dismissed out of hand. It is cer-
tainly a fact that some people believe they take place
and that such practices can be facilitated by certain
mental processes.

In this context, World Goodwill stages what it
calls “The Great Invocation” in cooperation with the
U.N.—a song or poem involving “spiritual energies”
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that are “channeled” through the U.N. It ends with
the words, “Let Light and Love and Power restore
the Plan on Earth.”

- At the same time, the Lucis Trust advises its sup-
porters and followers to engage in the practice of
“meditation at the full . moon.” A pamphlet explains
that a full moon “offers the greatest opportunity for
meditation—particularly in group formation—to be

used as a means of cooperation with the divine Plan

or Intention for our world.”

All of this may strike some as bizarre or extreme.
If so, it is equally strange that the major liberal media
have not published stories about these practices. Re-
ports of people meditating before 2 full moon would
be entertaining at the very least. However, these prac-
tices may not belong in the same category as “Elvis
Presley is alive” sightings. They may not be that laugh-
able in the highest reaches of the U.N.

An examination of World Goodwill materials
demonstrates that their claims of working with the
U.N. are not laughable at all. Current or former U.N.,
officials who have either spoken to the group or been

. interviewed in its publications include Robert Muller,
former assistant secretary general of the U.N.; Jacques
Baudot, coordinator of the 1995 U.N. Summit for
Social Development; Erskine Childers, former senior
advisor to the U.N. director-general for Development
and International Economic Cooperation; and Henryk
J. Sokalski, coordinator for the U.N.’s International
Year of the Family project.

In their book Spirizual Politics, Corlnne
McLaughlin and Gordon Davidson attempt to docu-
ment the existence of a “Spiritual Government” oper-
ating behind the scenes of world events through the
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U.N.% Davidson was associated with World Goodwill,
and their book features an endorsement from Noel
Brown, director of the UNEP.

They discuss a “meditation room” at the UN,,
sometimes referred to as a “chapel.” A photograph of
this room, featured on the cover of William Norman
Grigg’s book Freedom on the Altar, shows it is bereft of
any conventional religious symbols.® A group known
as Friends of the Meditation Room is reported to -
meet regularly there. McLaughlin and Davidson write

about its significance:

The room is a place of quiet stillness and has -
been réferred to as one of the holiest of holies
on the planet, yet it is accessible to the public
on request from the visitors lobby. It is the
focis for the energies of a unified planet and
humanity, and for right relations among all

. kingdoms of life. When Gordon worked for
the UN for four years with World Goodwill,
an NGO there, he meditated daily in this room -
and experienced a very powerful energy help-
ing to support the synthesis of nations and the
emergence of the Soul of humanity.”

They go on to write about the existence of spiri-
tual entities involved with the U.N.:

From the deeper perspective of the Ageless
Wisdom, there are certain vast Beings of great
Love and Light on an inner level whose energy
can assist humanity only when there is a group
consciousness and an energy field composed of
the entire human-family. One such Being,
which could be called an Avatar of Synthesis,
is said to focus energy on the United Nations
General Assembly, to assist the efforts of hu-

-~
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" manity in synthesizing the vast diversity of earth
peoples and nations by strengthening a slowly
growing will to umty. Delegates and staff who
work in the energy field of the UN and are of
goodwill speak of being profoundly changed
by being there, of developing respect and com-

- passion for all humanity by their exposure to
the energies of human convergence focused
there.® ' '

McLaughlin and Davidson suggest that people
- start meditating on the U.N. as well as “Devas and
angels"—the “invisible builders of all that we see.in
the world.” These are described as “nature spirits.”
Through meditation, sometimes conducted while
“lighting a candle for the Deva,” humans can suppos-
edly begin “the process of cooperation and attunement,”
ultimately leading to the actual clean-up of environ-
mental pollution. They don’t explain precisely how
this occurs, but insist that recruits “ask inwardly for
the change we'd like to see happen—such as fertility
returning to a barren area or a polluted stream or toxic
dump clearing up.”

It is certainly newsworthy that the head of the
U.N.s environmental program endorsed such a book.
It would certainly save a lot of money if these envi-
ronmental clean-up methods worked as advertised.
However, while there is no evidence that these
thoughts alone can alter the course of nature, the
possibility has to be entertained that McLaughlin and
Davidson and their associates are coming into contact
with something. It is significant that, in their book,
they make much of the governmental research into
“psychic warfare” that was referred to earlier. “The
potential of the mind is tremendous,” they say.
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In a similar vein, Hindu meditator Sri Chimnoy,
described as a U.N. “chaplain has described the U.N.
as “the way of oneness” that “leads us to the Supreme

Oneness.” He adds:

The United Nations becomes for us the an-
swer to world suffering, world darkness and
world i 1gnorance The inner vision of the United
Nations is the gift supreme. This vision the
world can deny for 10, 20, 30, 40, 100 years.
But a day will dawn when the vision of the
United Nations will save the world. And when
the reality of the United Nations starts bearing
fruit, then the breath of immortality will be a
living reality .on Earth,?

There is evidence to suggest that what McLaughlin
and Davidson say about this “spiritual government”
may, in fact, be true. World Goodwill has written
about something called “The Group of Reflection,”
described as “members of the U.N. Secretariat, schol-
ars, NGOs and religious leaders.” No names were
provided, however. In a document, this group dis-
cussed the “intrinsic goodness” of man and declared
that “the spiritual dimension” of humanity “needs to
be included forthnghtly in United Nations documcnts
and activities.”

Another organization working closely with the
U.N. is the Temple of Understanding, explicitly dedi-
cated to achieving “a spiritual United Nations.” It has
an impressive international board of advisors, board of
directors, council of trustees, and council of advisors

- representing most religious groups.

The Temple, which maintains a “UN liaison,” de-
scribes its purpose as “the worldwide promotion of
interfaith’ dialogue and education, to achieve under-
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standing and harmony among the people of the world’s
religions and beyond.” However, the inclusion of con-
troversial liberal theologian Dr. Harvey Cox on the
organization’s council of trustees cannot promote much
harmony or understanding among those who take
Christianity seriously. A long-time writer for Playboy
magazine, he authored one article, “For Christ’s Sake,”
containing outrageous speculation about Jesus’s. rela~
tionship with women and calling for the end to His
portrayal as a “first century teetotaling Myra
. Breckinridge.”

When the Temple was launched back in 1963,
plans were to have an actual “temple,” a $5 million
futuristic building to honor the world’s religions. Spon-
sors included John D. Rockefeller IV; Robert S.
McNamara, secretary of defense in the Johnson ad-
ministration, who later became head of the World
Bank; and Eleanor Roosevelt, who founded the group
that became known as the United Nations Associa-
tion. Other endorsers included J.B. Rhine of Duke
University, a researcher into paranormal activities, and -
Roland Gammon of the World Parhament of Reli-.
gions.

The “temple” is actually going to be a “Peace Pyra-
mid,” located in the Washington, D.C. area.. A pro-
posed structure will be built on three levels symboliz-

* ing spirit, mind, and body. One level will feature a
hologram of the earth, another will feature a medita-
“tion space, and the other cultural arts. '

During U.N. Week in October of 1995, the fifti-
eth anniversary of the world body, the Temple spon-
sored an interfaith celebration at the Cathedral of St.

-John the Divine, which was described as “the official
UN 50th anniversary celebration for the City of New
York.”
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If the Reverend Pat Robertson had been part of
any “official” festivities in New York, the outery would
have been deafening. But, because it involves the U.N.,
it’s all right. And yet, the U.N. is as “religious” as any
of the conservative-oriented religious groups that get
regularly denounced by the liberal media as the “Chris-

tian Right.” The difference is that the U.N.’s religion

meshes well with radical environmentalism.
The “Temple of Understandmg provides more
evidence of this fact. The group’s fall 1995 newsletter

~ included an article by Carina Courtright, a member of

its board of directors, who was identified as head of 2
corporation “dedicated to preservation and presenta-
tion of spiritual and environmental values.”

It works closely with the Cathedral of St. John the
Divine, the headquarters for the Gaia Institute and
the organization behind the Joint Appeal by Religion
and Science for the Environment, a document issued
in 1992 by 150 religious heads and scientists. One of
the signers was Dr. Jessica Tuchman Mathews, then
a vice-president with World Resources Institute, who
became a senior fellow with the Council on Foreign
Relations and a columnist for the Washington Post.
Mathews is a major advocate of global taxes for the
U.N. Another signer was Rev. Joan Campbell, general
secretary of the National Council of Churches of Christ
{(NCC). Her involvement also carrics a lot of signifi-
cance. .

The NCC, once known as the Federal Council of
Churches, and the United Methodist church “played
a crucial role in supporting the fledgling United Na-

- tions both during its creation and during the postwar

years.”® The NCC includes thirty-two Protestant and
Orthodox member congregations, to which forty-nine
million people belong. '
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During the U.N. fiftieth anniversary meetings in
‘New York, Cuban Communist dictator Fidel Castro
was happily received by one hundred church leaders
convened by the Interreligious Foundation for Com-
munity Organization and the Reverend Dr. Joan
Brown Campbell. Castro is a figure who “expelled

most priests and nuns, closed Catholic schools and

banned Christmas” after he took power.!

After the meeting with Castro, the Reverend Dr.
Campbell praised the Communist dictator for sup-
posedly improving the situation of the Cuban churches.
“The churches now are able to carry out all the work
of the church, thats the training of pastors, Sunday
school teaching, evangelism and service to the soci-
ety,” she said.”? But, one expert said this was demon-

strably false, that “state repression” continues to exist.
He said,

The government refuses building permits for
the rapidly growing church and then imprisons -
pastors who resort to ministering in- illegal
“house churches.” Cuban churches cannot run
schools and have no regular access to televi-

" sion, radio or other mass media. Missionary
activity is mostly underground, and the distri-
bution of religious literature is tightly
controlled. . . . All the other adjuncts of reli-
gious freedom—ifreedom of expression, free-
dom of association, freedom of movement, free-
dom of the press and due process of law—are
denied as well.®® :

NCC General Secretary Campbell served as ex-
* ecutive director of the Washington office of the World

Council of Churches (WCC), which has itself been
accused of collaborating with the persecutors of Chris-
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tians. For example, the WCC participated in a 1994
conference on “interreligious dialogue” in Sudan, where
the regime is imposing Islamic law on its Christian
~ population and “is engaged in a genocidal war with
the predominantly Christian and animist population
in the south.”* Furthermore, “Sudan was reliably ac-
cused before the UN Human Rights Commission last
year of having crucified Christian opponents.”s

Paul Marshall, a professor of political theory at
the Institute for Christian Studies, says it appears the
WCC is following the pattern it established during
the Cold War when it “engaged in long and destruc-
tive ‘dialogue’ with ‘religious figures' from the old
Communist bloc, many of whom turned out to be
government agents who used these efforts as a cover
to intensify persecution of the church.”

If the WCC was wrong about the Commmunists
and was used by them, is it not possible that these
religious figures are also seriously misguided about
both the U.N. and environmeéntal religion? In addi-
tion, as Representative Chenoweth warned, isn’t per- .
secution of “non-believers” a danger as well?

As Castro’s Cuba shows, old-fashioned persecu-
tion of Christians is still occurring worldwide, and the.
U.N. has essentially turned a blind eye and a deaf ear’
to it, even though David Barrett of the World Chris-
tian Encyclopedia estimates that 160,000 Christians
are killed by governments or mobs each year because
of their religious identity. ~

Rep. Chris Smith, as chairman of the House Sub-
committee on International Operations and Human
Rights, held a hearing on the subject on 15 February
- 1996. One witness was Albert M. Pennybacker, asso-
ciate general secretary of the NCC, who admitted the
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problem exists and said it was “appropriate” for the
U.S. government to address the topic. However, as a
solutlon, he urged “a continuing and strong commit-
ment” to two U.N. documents, the International
Covenant on Civil and Political Rights and the Dec-
laration on the Elimination of all forms of Intolerance
Based on Religion or Beliefs.

The fact is that the U.N. doesn’t regard persecu-
tion of Christians to be a serious issue, as evidenced
by the continuing failure of the U.N. Human Rights
Commission to even mildly criticize Communist China -
for its massive humian rights violations. Persecution of
Christians, especially Catholics, is very intense in
China. The panel’s vote on 23 April 1996 marked the

- sixth year in a row that China had averted censure
over its record. This time the vote was twenty-seven
countries against criticizing China, twenty in favor,
and six abstaining. When China won the vote, del-
egates “burst into applause,” according to one report.

. Despite this record, the NCC is still a major player
in a religious lobby to strengthen the U.N. Reverend
Dr. Campbell was a featured speaker at the Septem-
ber 1995 National Assembly on the United States and
the United Nations, whose purpose was to expand the
power and influence of the U.N. A panel at the event
was entitled “Moral, Ethical and Spiritual Values and
the U.N.,” featuring Jane Blewett of the Earth Com-
munity Center, William Collins of the Baha'i Faith,
Erik Larson of Brahma Kumaris, Janes Evans of
Women of Reformed Judaism, and J. Philip Wogaman
of Foundry United Methodist Church.

Another panel, “Religious NGOs and the U.N.,”
featured Douglas Hunt of the United Church of Chnst

- Central Atlantic Conference, Betty Golomb of
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Women of Reformed Judaism, Jo Marie Griesgraber
of the Center of Concern, Robert McClean of the
United Methodist Church/General Board of Church
& Society, Janice Smith of the Baha'i International
Community, and William Vendley of the World
Conference on Religion and Peace.

The United Methodist Board of Church and So—
ciety has been described as the largest church lobby in
Washington, D.C., and is the political arm of America’s
third largest religious body.

The involvement of the Roman Catholic church
in these efforts is a matter of controversy and dispute.
It’s true that the U.S. Catholic Conference (USCC) .
itself has a strong pro-U.N. element and distributes
two books on U.N.-related issues. For many years, the
USCC was represented by Father J. Bryan Hehir, an

“Internationalist” who has shown 2 “preference for
supranational forms of government.’ ’ In 1983, as sec~
retary of the USCC, he was ‘invited by the far Left
Institute for Policy Studies to deliver a lecture entitled
“Matthew, Marx, Luke and John.""

Also within the church there is a movement,
known as Liberation Theology, which historically
collaborates with international communism. This
movement includes former Haitian President and
Catholic Priest Jean Bertrand Aristide, who was kicked
out of his Catholic order for preaching violence and
hatred. When Aristide was overthrown by a military
group in 1991, the Vatican was the only state in the
world to recognize the new anti-Aristide government.
In a direct affront to the Vatican, he was restored to
power by the Clinton administration and the U.N.

Robert Muller, a former assistant secretary gen-
eral of the U.N. who claims to have been “personally
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involved” in the creation of eleven U.N. agencies and
programs, has been described as a one-time Catholic
who has been in contact with a number of popes.
Today, however, he is described as a “visionary” who
promotes the New Age movement. He envisions the
U.N. as becoming “the body of Chuist” and says that
we. should “display the U.N. flag in all houses of
_ worship.”®

In an interview w1th World Goodwill, Muller went
into more detail about the spiritual dimensions of the
U.N.,, saying, “Year after year I increase my respect for
the United Nations,. to the point that I consider it
now as one of the greatest institutions ever created by
humans, a true meta-organism for the evolution of
the human species and the plapet. ... The U.N. is
humanity’s incipient global brain. ... We still need a
global soul, namely our consciousness and fusion with

- the entire universe and stream of time.”

Other visionaries, considered authentic by many
traditional Catholics, see the U.N. much differently.
Catholic visionary Josyp Terelya, in a message some
Catholics believe came from the Mother of Jesus on
18 September 1992, said:

It is Satan himself who speaks through the
false prophet of the organization of the United
Nations, using the corpse of the
organization . . . to deceive mankind. So it was
when the forces of Satan used the League of _
Nations to deceive the peoples before [World
‘War II]. And so it is today. Now understand
that the devil uses invisible evil spirits, who act
upon visible servants throughout the world, who
are mustering the nations of the world for a
world war . .. which the Lord calls the battle
of the great day.” '
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Terelya went on to say that the U.N “was estab-
lished through the agency of the devil, that through
this diabolic exchange he might change God’s king-
dom into a kingdom of darkness. The devil is now
using the Organization of the United Nations to de-
ceive and to blind the nations before God’s truth, to
keep people from placing their trust in the Kingdom
of God, which alone is the hope of the world.™

Another Catholic visionary, Zdenko “Jim” Singer,
claiming to relay a message from Christ Himself, said:

Nations prostitute themselves in the United
Nations and My children continue to pay hom-
age to this dead head which now lives again in
that city by the ocean. Know that it is the “X,”
Satan’s own servants who toil tirelessly to de-

. liver My children into his clutches. Just as they
contaminate and poison so much in your lives,
they are the ones also overseeing the aims of
that organization [the UN.].”2

What happens to the Roman Catholic church and
the world after the passing of Pope John Paul IT is a
matter of grave conjecture. Writing in Signs of the
Times magazine, a traditional Catholic publication,
" Bernard and Catherine Lawrence contend that Pope
John Paul II is “the last authentic Pope of these times”
and that, “upon his death, the Antichrist will begin
his reign.”* )

" The divisions within the Roman Catholic church
are real and ominous. These conflicts, however, are
apparent in politics as well as religion. God’s role in
these unfolding developments is something beyond
our absolute knowledge. As human beings exercising
_personal freedom, our role has to be to save ourselves
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through faith, with God’s help, and save our families’
and our nation.

In this context, the evidence is unmlstakable: the

"U.N. is an impediment to the human freedoms that
God gave us. But, one doesn’t have to be religious to
recognize this fact. Politically, awareness is also grow-
ing. More than a half-dozen pieces of legislation were
introduced in congress to restrict U.N. influence over
U.S. affairs. These bills targeted U.N. taxation schemes,

+ U.N. jurisdiction over public and private lands, U.N..
control of our troops, and U.N. disarmament schemes
leaving America defenseless.

Ultimately, of course, our future rests w1th the
next generation, which must be taught the American
history many of us never learned in school. By under- -
standing the past, we can safeguard the future—a ﬁltu.re :

without the U.N.
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In Global Taxes for World Government, investigative journalist Cliff
Kincaid documents the United Nations’ quest for trillions of dollars in
international taxes from American taxpayers and American business-
es. In researching the U.N. global tax plans, Kincaid discovered that
American taxpayers may soon be underwriting a disconcerting array
of global programs.

e Who are the instigators in the U.N. bureaucracy who want to
impose international taxes on the American people?

o What effect will global taxes have on Americans who carry
pension plans, IRAs, and mutual funds?

» Where will the money derived from global taxes go, and what
will it fund?

* How are monies in federal agencles already being looted for
the U.N/s radical agen'_ .

¢: The U.N. Plan to Rule the
ook at the U.N. agencies that
escape the scrutiny of the hbera dia, providing valuable investiga-
tive research for Americans who are concerned about the future of our
nation’s economic security.
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