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The late billionaire Jeffrey Epstein's pedophilia is what has interested the media. 

But his own blog, which was still active even after his death, suggests what he 

and his fellow elites were really interested in. He called it “cutting edge science.” 

It is how the global elites intend to manage our lives. They already claim credit for 

“rewriting our global culture.”  

“Jeffrey Epstein is a former member of the Mind, Brain and Behavior Committee at 

Harvard, the Trilateral Commission, the Council on Foreign Relations, the New York 

Academy of Science and a former Rockefeller 

University Board Member,” his website proclaimed. “Mr. 

Epstein is also an active member of the Edge 

Organization.” You can’t get higher-up than Epstein. 

This is the crème de la crème of the American 

establishment.  

But as Patrick Wood, Editor of Technocracy News & 

Trends, notes, “He had no visible or logical means of 

creating wealth, although he spent a fortune on various 

pet projects.”  

Wood comments that Epstein was definitely NOT like 

“the typical member” of the Trilateral Commission (TC) or Council on Foreign Relations 

(CFR). “He had no compelling outward qualifications as far as I can tell, but if you think 

about the TC and CFR as being potentially useful for nefarious purposes, then Epstein 

was the blackmailer and his secret and real profession was sex trafficking and 

pedophilia,” Wood adds. 

A quick look into one of Epstein’s affiliated groups, the Edge organization, reveals a 

“Billionaires’ Dinner” with photos of Jeff Bezos, owner of Amazon and the Washington 

Post; Jeffrey Epstein; and many others. “Guests have included the leading third culture 

intellectuals of our time, dining and conversing with the founders of Amazon, AOL, eBay, 

Facebook, Google, Microsoft, PayPal, Space X, Skype, Twitter,” says the website. “It is 

a remarkable gathering of outstanding minds -- the people that are rewriting our global 

culture.”  

This new global order is based on Scientism, a philosophy attractive to the global 

elites which holds that a small group of powerful people will manage the future 

through technocracy. Some of these people believe in “transhumanism,” the use 

 



of science and technology to enhance human mental and physical 

characteristics, creating a virtual super-race of humans.  

Epstein, for example, “planned on using his own semen to impregnate the chosen ones 

and thus improve the human race,” notes Wood. 

“Epstein also planned to cryonically freeze his 

head and his penis, so that future science could 

bring him back to life to live forever.”  

In this way, Epstein believed that he would, 

personally, be resurrected and experience a form 

of eternal life.  

While this kind of approach sounds fantastic, 

the fact is that Epstein, a college dropout, was 

highly regarded by such elite organizations as 

the Trilateral Commission and Council on 

Foreign Relations (CFR) and Harvard 

University.  

As reported by the Harvard Crimson, “He 

cultivated cozy friendships with top Harvard 

administrators including a former University 

president” and pledged a $30 million donation to 

Harvard to fund the University’s Program for Evolutionary Dynamics. “Our work is about 

understanding the past, managing the present, and helping to build the future,” it says.  

Epstein was accepted into the “Chairman’s Circle” of the CFR’s top donors but 

the group’s president, Richard Haass, tried to distance himself from Epstein after 

his death. However, the Trilateral Commission, whose membership is by 

invitation only, has not said anything publicly about his involvement with the 

organization. Research into the agenda of these organizations is as important as 

finding out those who were rubbing elbows (or other body parts) with Epstein or 

the young girls in his harem.  

How could someone with enormous wealth, obtained through mysterious 

circumstances, reach the pinnacle of power? Was it because of his keen intellect? The 

Trilateral Commission’s goal has always been the “deeper integration and greater 

globalization” of the world’s economies but asserts that such a process has been 

jeopardized by “populism and nationalism.”  

The Trilateral Commission Summer 2019 report, “Democracies Under Stress” reflects 

the current political thinking of the global elite who invited Epstein to join their 

“prestigious” organizations and attend their “dinners.” It states, “All of this [stress] is 
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occurring at a time when Beijing is offering the world what many see as a viable 

alternative to democracy.” The “many” is not defined. But speaking for themselves, in 

terms of the “many,” these global elites apparently see the U.S. experiment in 

constitutional self-government as less efficient than China’s rule by the communist elite.  

This report from the Trilateral Commission features two pictures of former Secretary of 

State Henry Kissinger, a prominent member of the North American Group. One shows 

Kissinger with Soviet President Mikhail Gorbachev, who fooled the West with Glasnost 

and Perestroika while pursuing the goal of world communism with the support of 

“socialists” and environmentalists in the West. Former top Jimmy Carter adviser 

Zbigniew Brzezinski also “played an important role in the formation” of the Trilateral 

Commission and served as its first director from 1973 to 1976.  

Media organizations represented by Trilateral Commission members include NBC 

News, Bloomberg, the Washington Post, Time Magazine, CNN, the Wall Street 

Journal, and the New York Times. Clearly, they, too, play a major role in shaping 

the culture.  

The heavy media presence in the organization explains why commission meetings and 

reports are not examined critically or even covered. Hence, we can assume one is 

invited to join such an organization, “by invitation only,” and stay involved, based on 

favorable coverage, or non-coverage, of what this organization actually does. That 

virtually guarantees that “whistleblowers” will never come forward with inside 

information about their plans.  

But Patrick Wood, who co-authored the book, Trilaterals Over Washington, has 

watched the activities of the organization for many years and says there is no doubt that 

China has always been the key to the plans of the TC. He notes that Kissinger started 

the relationship with China under President Nixon and then Brzezinski completed most 

of the communist country’s integration into the global economy under President Carter.  

The goal has been to develop an elaborate scheme of social engineering, a 

technocracy, which will be used to bring into being an anticipated new worldwide 

utopian system. In the elite view, an authoritarian system of governance such as 

China would allow technocracy to thrive much more quickly than in Western 

democracies, or in our Constitutional Republic. Indeed, China now leads the 

world in video surveillance firms that feature facial and voice recognition 

capabilities. The regime’s “social credit” system of regulating the personal lives 

of citizens has already achieved some notoriety.  

Here, a softer version of the “social credit” approach has been adopted by social media 

which collect personal information about users and control the news and information 

available to the people. But America seems to be going the Chinese route. Amazon’s 



“Rekognition” program promises “Facial Recognition with Artificial Intelligence.” Amazon 

does extensive work for the CIA and has just filed suit challenging the awarding of the 

Pentagon’s $10 billion Joint Enterprise Defense Infrastructure or JEDI cloud computing 

contract to Microsoft. What the future holds is being left up to those who associated with 

Jeffrey Epstein. 

The Washington Post reported that the Council on 

Foreign Relations (CFR), an exclusive club of mostly 

Washington, D.C. and New York City insiders, “took 

no action” against one of its members, pedophile 

Jeffrey Epstein, after his crimes were known. Epstein, 

a secretive billionaire with high-level connections in 

academia and government, had attended CFR events 

and donated $350,000 to the organization, becoming 

one of its top donors and a member of the 

“Chairman’s Circle.” The CFR kept the money.  

Epstein, whose “suicide” in jail has been labeled by 

some informed observers as murder, may be the 

most controversial CFR member since communist 

spy Alger Hiss.  

If Epstein was murdered, the question becomes what did he know and when did 

he know it. At the CFR he would have had the opportunity to learn some deep 

dark secrets about foreign policy matters and the military-intelligence 

establishment. 

ABC newswoman Amy Robach said in a video uncovered by Project Veritas, “He 

[Epstein] made his whole living blackmailing people.” She stated her belief that he was 

murdered in jail while awaiting trial on child sex trafficking charges. Her own well-

documented story about the sex fiend was killed by ABC News.  

There were several big holes in the Post story about this “prestigious” organization and 

its Epstein connection. The paper failed to note the long list of people from the Post, 

ABC News, and other Big Media organizations who belong to the CFR. Epstein was 

found guilty of sex crimes in 2008 but remained a member from 1995 through 2009. He 

was dropped from the rolls for nonpayment of dues and not because of sex crimes. The 

CFR’s “Rules, Guidelines, and Practices,” stipulate that, “Members should bring any 

concerns related to conduct at CFR to the attention of the vice president for 

membership or another officer of the Council.”  

It looks like nobody said a word about Epstein, even after he was convicted. 

While much of what the CFR does is out in the open, in the form of public 
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meetings and a journal called Foreign Affairs, the organization has a “rule on 

non-attribution” for certain meetings in which identities of speakers are 

concealed. CFR leaders “now acknowledge that they never discussed what to do 

about Epstein’s donations after he pleaded guilty to sex crimes in 2008,” said 

Post reporter Marc Fisher. He quoted CFR president Richard Haass as saying, “I 

deeply regret that his conviction did not automatically trigger a review of his 

membership status.” These comments were in an email to council members 

“obtained” by The 

Washington Post.  

The corporate membership is 

a who’s who of top American 

companies, including social 

media firms like Facebook and 

Google, banks, and hedge 

funds like Soros Fund 

Management.  

While it was framed as a 

disclosure about CFR 

malfeasance, the Fisher story 

is a classic example of how 

the media cover for the rich 

and powerful, including themselves. Members of the media who belong to this exclusive 

club are nominated, under the rules of the organization, by another CFR member. The 

membership is over 5,000. The Fisher story pretends to “cover” Epstein’s involvement 

with the CFR without going into any significant detail at all and not holding anybody 

accountable.  

The “nonpartisan” CFR attracts some naïve Republicans by claiming not to take “any 

position on questions of foreign policy.” But president Richard Haass, a former Bush 

Administration official, states in an official CFR publication that “internationalism is built 

into our institutional DNA.” Hence, when the CFR journal Foreign Affairs published the 

article, “The Hard Road to World Order,” we can safely assume it spoke for most 

members of the organization, including its leadership. This article, written by Richard N. 

Gardner in 1974, outlined the various global structures and international organizations 

needed to bring about a form of world government. This kind of article, along with a 

2017 piece predicting CIA subversion of the Trump presidency, are why authentic 

conservatives have always regarded the organization with suspicious and distrust. They 

understand it was founded for the distinct purpose of opposing “isolationism,” or what 

might today be described as an “America-First” approach in global affairs.  

 

Jeff Bezos, founder of private space company Blue Origin and 

the Amazon.com, visited the Los Angeles Air Force base, 

Space and Missile Systems center and spoke to the 

Commanders and Leaderships of Air Force Space Command 

at Ft. MacArthur, San Pedro, Calif., Oct 25, 2017. 



But the organization has had an impact on both political parties. Haass, whose speaking 

fee is in the $40,000-$70,000 range, met for free with Trump when he was running for 

president. Trump said at the time, “…I like him a lot. I have a few people that I really like 

and respect.” One can safely assume Trump’s opinion has changed.  

Indeed, CFR domination of the military intelligence establishment explains why 

President Trump has to be considered an enemy of the Deep State. But what 

interest did Epstein, an alleged blackmailer, have in the organization?  

The Post article claims, “In his 15 years as a member of the prestigious Council on 

Foreign Relations, Jeffrey Epstein attended only two events -- a dinner for big donors in 

1998 and a 2002 conversation with Paul O’Neill when he was U.S. treasury secretary 

during the George W. Bush administration.”  This is stated as a matter of fact when no 

sources are provided for this information. One has to assume it came from a CFR 

member. And if the information came from a member, can’t we assume, because of the 

controversial nature of Epstein’s activities, that perhaps this is not the complete truth?  

After all, wouldn’t the CFR want to play down his involvement with the organization? Did 

any CFR members visit Epstein at his various properties? Did they go there to play 

chess? Was he solicited for donations? By whom? Billionaire Bill Gates is being 

hounded (and rightly so) by some media for meeting with Epstein on several occasions. 

Although he is not listed as a CFR member in the current membership roster, his wife 

gave a speech to the organization in 2008 and his foundation has contributed to the 

CFR. However, except for the Marc Fisher story in the Post, which is of limited value, 

this “prestigious” organization has gotten off the hook for its acceptance of largesse 

from Epstein. In response to the Post’s inquiry, a CFR spokesperson said the 

organization is now “examining ways to allocate resources equivalent to Epstein’s 

donations” to combat sexual violence and human trafficking. But where is the 

investigation of what CFR members may have known about Epstein’s penchant for 

young girls?  

Post reporter Fisher provides limited information about the CFR as a faithful 

employee of another rich and powerful man, Jeff Bezos, the owner of the paper 

who was caught in a sex scandal of his own. Bezos owns Amazon, making him 

one of the richest people in the world. Bezos had to give his ex-wife a big chunk 

of his fortune when sexually explicit photos were leaked and he was caught in an 

adulterous affair. We have to assume we are not getting the entire picture about 

Epstein and certainly not about Bezos from the Post. 

While Bezos is not listed as a CFR member, billionaire George Soros is. His money is 

said to have played a decisive role in the Democratic Party takeover of Virginia. The 

Post hails Soros as a philanthropist, but Republicans in the state say the left-wing 



agenda in Virginia includes gun confiscation, releasing criminals from jail, a “Green New 

Deal,” and abortion-on-demand until birth.  

We can’t assume we will ever get the full picture from the Post or other media 

about Epstein’s role in the CFR. Post employees who belong to the CFR include 

David Ignatius, a mouthpiece for the intelligence community, and Fred Hiatt, 

editorial page editor. Marc Thiessen, a “conservative” columnist associated with 

the American Enterprise Institute and featured on Fox News, is also a member.  

The media have an obvious conflict of interest in covering one of the most powerful 

organizations in the world.  

The headline over the Fisher article was predictably deferential to this powerful group: 

“Council on Foreign Relations, another beneficiary of Epstein largesse, grapples 

with how to handle his donations.” It sounds like a mere bookkeeping error, not a sex 

scandal involving powerful men passing around money and devoted to running the 

world.  


