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Foreword

¢€¢

THERE IS A CONSPIRACY in this country to limit public
comment and discussion to what a small but powerful clique has
predetermined to be ‘acceptable.’ The moment anyone attempts to
introduce an idea that is ‘unacceptable,’ nationwide forces are
mobilized to silence the ‘heretic’.”’

Previously, any statement like the ones above would have been
automatically dismissed as the raving of a ‘‘right-wing fanatic.”’
Aren’t you told nearly every day by the Establishment media (print
and electronic) that America is a free marketplace of ideas?

Are you comfortable with the assurance that the First Amend-
ment to the Constitution is in force and enforced?

If so, prepare yourself to be jolted out of your complacency.
The conspiracy does exist.

The First Amendment applies only to ‘‘approved’’ thought.
You are the victim: if not actively, by having your own ideas and
thoughts forcibly withheld from public airing, then passively, by
being limited in what you are allowed to read and hear.

This book details the conspiracy, in action, against Liberty
Lobby and its radio program ‘“This Is Liberty Lobby.”’

You may never have heard of Liberty Lobby, a Washington-
based populist institution dedicated to lobbying for the rights of
America’s workers and taxpayers. You may be unaware of the
radio program ‘‘This Is Liberty Lobby.”’

But the point here is that your right to decide, for yourself, to
believe or disbelieve, to support or not support, to be aware of the
lobby and its views has been illegally and un-Constitutionally im-
paired by a conspiracy among people so powerful that their in-
fluence reaches from the smallest hamlet of America to inside the
Capitol Building, the White House and the judiciary.
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The principal agent—the ‘‘front-line troops’’ if you will—of
this conspiracy is the Anti-Defamation League of B’nai B’rith
(ADL). Using its power and influence, the ADL alternately ca-
joled and intimidated radio stations throughout the country to
drop ¢“This Is Liberty Lobby.”’

Through the ADL’s egis, a statement defaming Liberty Lobby
was read into the Congressional Record, and then this statement
was used by the ADL in its campaign to convince radio stations
that the lobby was so unsavory as to be outside the protection and
guarantees of the Constitution.

None of this is speculation. In this book you will read cor-
respondence to and from top leaders of the ADL, in which various
aspects of the conspiracy are detailed, in their own words. For the
first time since political Zionism began to flex its muscles and in-
sinuate itself into every aspect of American life, the actual details
of a conspiracy in action are exposed.

It is not necessary for you to agree with the aims and ideas of
Liberty Lobby to recognize that the actions of the ADL are con-
trary to everything that is American. What is necessary is that you
—and every citizen of the United States—become aware that there
exists in America today a force so powerful that it can determine
what you should know and what you should not know; what you
can hear on the radio and what you cannot hear; what you can
read and what you cannot read—indeed, what you are permitted
to believe and what you are not permitted to believe.

The conspiracy against Liberty Lobby and its radio program
was set in motion at an ADL meeting on February 13, 1974. As
documents obtained by the lobby show, it was at this meeting that
the ADL decided to get ‘“This Is Liberty Lobby’’ off the air. One
of the ‘‘problems,”’ as outlined during that meeting, was described
as ‘“‘freedom of speech.”

In other words, the ADL was going to have to find a way
around the Constitutionally guaranteed right of freedom of speech
to squelch ““This Is Liberty Lobby.”” Arnold Forster, general
counsel of the ADL, had some proposals, which included claiming
that Liberty Lobby in some way threatened American democracy.
So an un-Constitutional plan was to be presented as acceptable by
smearing Liberty Lobby as ‘‘anti-democratic.”’

Thus, the ADL ‘‘counteraction’’ against ‘“This Is Liberty
Lobby’’ was launched. The pressure began to build. Members of



ix

the ADL who knew radio station executives or who advertised on
radio stations carrying the broadcast were told to contact their
friends and associates and tell them the broadcast should be
discontinued. If that didn’t work, the next step was a threatened
economic boycott.

Webster’s New International Dictionary defines ‘‘conspiracy”’
as ‘‘a combination of men for an evil purpose; an agreement be-
tween two or more persons to commit a crime in concert, as
treason; a plot.”’

From the evidence you will read, it becomes clear that the ADL
would like not only to exercise censorship over everything that is
said or published in the United States, but also to prescribe exactly
what is to be said on every radio and television program and in
every publication and classroom, in the entire country.

If someone writes a letter to the editor of a newspaper express-
ing views that run counter to the views of the ADL, not only is that
letter instantly answered with the official ‘‘party line’’ (which is
only to be expected), but the ADL goes so far as to contact the
employer of the writer of the letter, in an attempt to have him
fired.

If a teacher in high school or college dares to question any
aspect of the world as viewed by the ADL, that teacher, if not
fired, becomes an outcast.

Is this a conspiracy? Is America a free marketplace of ideas? Is
there a First Amendment to the Constitution?

After reading the startling revelations in this book, backed up
by copious documentation, you will be able to answer the above
questions—and you won’t like the answers.

For years, Liberty Lobby has expounded the doctrine of
‘‘America first.’’ Obviously, this idea is abhorrent to the interna-
tionalists. It is the view of the lobby that the vast majority of
Americans are for America first, and would support America-first
ideas if only they were made aware of them.

Apparently the ADL and its minions and co-conspirators agree,
because it is doing everything in its power—and that power is for-
midable—to make sure that you don’t hear these ideas or even
hear that anyone has any ideas that contradict their narrow view of
the world.

In document after document—memoranda, personal letters,
meeting notes and sworn testimony—you will see a conspiracy



develop. You will be taken on a trip behind the closed doors of
secret ADL meetings; you will read correspondence intended only
for the eyes of the “‘elect.”

Does recognizing a conspiracy make you ‘‘anti-Semitic’’? The
ADL says ‘‘yes.”’ Liberty Lobby says ‘‘no.”’ If you are not permit-
ted access to both sides of the question, then you cannot be ex-
pected to make an informed judgment. The ADL says you must
see and hear only one side; Liberty Lobby wants you to see both
sides.

Conspiracy Against Freedom is the first actual documentation
of the ADL’s plot to silence any opposition. Here you can read the
actual programs presented by ‘“This Is Liberty Lobby’’ to which
the ADL objected, and which set its ‘‘counteraction’’ machinery
into motion.

Liberty Lobby does not demand—as does the ADL—that you
agree with its point of view. But Liberty Lobby has the ‘‘audacity’’
to suggest that the First Amendment applies to all persons and
groups; that a conspiracy to silence any view is un-Constitutional.

You be the judge.

Frederick V. Blahut
Associate Editor
The Spotlight
August 19, 1986
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I
The Beginning of the Struggle

WITHIN A SPAN of time that is to the majestic waves of
history a mere ripple on the beach, the North American continent
has been transformed from wilderness to the teeming site of the
most highly developed technological civilization ever seen on this
planet.

The population which comprises that civilization originated
almost entirely in distant lands. At first an insignificant number of
what were to become known as a highly significant people sailed
along the strange shores and braved the primeval forests. Then the
Atlantic bore more and more ships making the hazardous crossing
from Europe. Little outposts of Spanish, English, and French
culture endured and grew. The Scandinavians (who had probably
had representatives on the scene before any of the rest) and the
Germans arrived in greater numbers, along with a burgeoning
stream of other nationalities.

Some made the journey in search of treasure, some for adven-
ture, some for land—and some, like the African slaves and English
convicts, made it unwillingly. But almost from the beginning of
the colonization of the New World there was combined with the
perils and hardships an exhilarating sense of escape from the
restraints and repressions, both religious and secular, that had ac-
companied so much of life in Europe. Even those who did not
migrate from the Old World specifically in search of relief from
censorship, tyrannical regulation, and persecution, must have
found themselves enjoying a fresh new breeze of freedom.

It was largely to escape the trans-Atlantic tentacles of control
over property, thought, and speech that the colonists declared
themselves independent and waged the revolution that made them
Americans with a nation of their own. The greatest emphasis in the



Constitution which they created to form the foundation of the
United States was on the highest possible degree of liberty to
think, to speak, to write, to worship, to have privacy, to work, to
manage one’s financial affairs, and to live one’s life generally
without any interference except that which was absolutely essential
to the maintenance of public order.

Entirely alien to the revolutionary American philosophy was any
form of thought control in the form of censorship or of penalties
for the expression of ideas, viewpoints, and opinions. It was
assumed that people who lived their lives with the widest possible
latitude for personal expression would not only be happier
than otherwise, but also would produce an unrestricted interplay
of ideas that would enable truth to grow freely and public deci-
sions to be made on the basis of full debate and the greatest possi-
ble amount of information.

How well the philosophy of unrestrained expression has sur-
vived and flourished on this continent in the face of tidal waves of
immigration and general population growth, economic centraliza-
tion and crises, special interests, and wars is itself subject to
debate, but the Constitution retains at least some of its original in-
fluence, and one remains officially free to say and write what he
pleases, within the limits of the libel laws and barring incitations to
immediate mayhem and riot.

But is ‘‘officially’’ free the same as actually free? The major
communications media have been consolidated into a few hands,
themselves heavily controlled by major banks, resulting not only in
a narrowing bottleneck of access to the national audience, but also
in what amounts to censorship of what is communicated to the na-
tional audience by those who hold sway over the means of com-
munication.

Few truly independent channels of communication to a mass au-
dience remain—that is, channels of communication free of distor-
tion by the schemes and prejudices of network magnates and
bankers, of advertisers and of political pressures. The major such
free and independent source of information and opinion in Amer-
ica, Liberty Lobby, and a sinister campaign waged to stifle its
voice, are the subjects of this book. More specifically, this is the
story of how a group which operates in the interests of a foreign
country, a group whose philosophy and methods are utterly alien
to the American traditions of democratic free speech and open



debate, tried to silence Liberty Lobby’s radio broadcasts, and the
resultant lawsuit brought by Liberty Lobby to defend itself against
its attacker, the Anti-Defamation League of B’nai B’rith.

The story unfolds during the 1970s. Liberty Lobby, whose
history and nature will be discussed at greater length later, had
begun to produce a five-minute daily radio program which con-
sisted of news commentary reflecting Liberty Lobby’s populist
point of view. The first citizens’ lobby in the United States, the
Washington-based non-profit institution advocated America-first
nationalism, armed neutrality, aloofness from involvement or in-
terference in the affairs of other countries, and freedom of the
people from repression and exploitation by governmental and big-
bank financial power.

Broadcast at first on only a handful of stations, ‘‘This Is Liberty
Lobby’’ attracted the attention of the ADL as the program swiftly
grew in popularity and began to be heard on scores of additional
stations. Its unique viewpoints on politics, taxes, the economy,
foreign policy, and other issues intrigued and stimulated ever-
greater numbers of Americans.

‘“This Is Liberty Lobby’’ also attracted the considerably less
sympathetic attention of Israeli representatives in the United
States—for Liberty Lobby steadfastly and forthrightly opposed
any United States policy which would use taxpayers’ money to
benefit other peoples at the expense of the United States, which
would play favorites among other nations, and above all which
would involve the United States in the quarrels and wars of other
countries. Israel is almost totally dependent on United States
largesse for the maintenance of its aggressive war machine, and
Israeli agents and sympathizers in the United States are almost
totally responsible for United States’ support of Israel, which is an
outlaw state as far as the other countries of the world are con-
cerned.

As a one-ally nation whose success in war is due to the magnifi-
cent superiority of U.S.-supplied materiel rather than to any
superiority of numbers, courage, or skill, it is in Israel’s interest to
whip up all possible psychological and political support in the
United States. The ADL is Israel’s principal agent in that
endeavor, although other groups, such as the Jewish Defense
League (a violent, militantly pro-Israel gang) and the American
Jewish Committee, contribute to the same purpose.



The ADL produces and distributes in the United States a radio
program called ‘‘Dateline Israel,”” which consists of unabashed
propaganda in favor of the Zionist state. The ADL buys full page
ads in major newspapers supporting Israeli strategies and attack-
ing any move toward an evenhanded American policy in the Mid-
dle East. The same themes are constantly seen in letters to editors
written by ADL personnel, in the content of the ADL Bulletin and
another, less public, ADL periodical called Facts. ADL leaders
make frequent trips to Israel; they meet there, as well as in the
United States, with Israeli leaders, and they sponsor trips to Israel
by influential non-Jewish American politicians, preachers, busi-
ness people, and others, who are treated to propaganda tours
designed to guarantee their enthusiasm for Israeli aims and
policies.

Because our country has been flooded for so long with pro-
Israel propaganda, marked by continual factual distortions and
omissions, and because it is made out to be a sort of religious
heresy to doubt that whatever Israel does is fully justified and
eminently commendable, some readers may not have a fresh and
sharp recollection of the truth about that bizarre area of world
history.

Zionism is an international political movement which began in
the 19th century and reached fruition during the first half of the
20th century. It is a strictly Jewish phenomenon, even though
every Jew does not support it, in that its essential proposition is
that the Jews, having been scattered through the countries of the
earth for many hundreds of years, should have a homeland of
their own. According to Zionist ideology, all Jews should leave
their host countries to live in their own country. Thus Zionism sees
the Jews not only as a religion, but also as a people, a nation, for
whom dwelling anywhere but in their own geographical national
state is an unnatural condition.

Another component of Zionist thought that follows from the
first is that the Jews, being presently an ‘‘international nation,”’
are fated to suffer the enmity of the peoples in whose countries
they happen to be living. For the Zionist, ‘‘anti-Semitism’’ is an
endemic, inevitable, eternal situation as long as Jews live outside
their own land. In fact the Zionist sees in anti-Semitism a positive
force for unifying the Jews, reminding them that they are dif-
ferent—strangers in a strange land, always in danger from the



others among whom they dwell—and encouraging them to migrate
to their own country.

The problem for the early Zionist theoreticians was that there
was no homeland to which the Jews could be ‘‘ingathered.’’ The
Zionists craved Palestine because that had been the site of ancient
Israel. Other areas were considered, but the Zionist purist insisted
on Palestine even though it had been twenty centuries since that
area had contained anything resembling a Jewish nation. It had
been a part of the Roman Empire, during which period any sem-
blance of a Jewish state had ceased to exist. At a time when
Europe consisted of disunited tribes of Goths, Gauls, Teutons,
Angles, and Saxons, the Jewish tribes also scattered. After the
Romans, the land area at the eastern end of the Mediterranean
Sea—which had, of course, belonged to the Philistines and others
before it had been settled by the Jews—was occupied and con-
trolled by various powers. The Arab followers of Mohammed
swept it into the Islamic Empire. The European Crusaders fought
for it and occupied it for about the same length of time the United
States has now been in existence, building castles there, setting up
estates alongside the local inhabitants, and exporting goods to
Europe. Later, Palestine was controlled by the Turkish Ottoman
Empire, and eventually by the British Empire, under whose ‘‘man-
date’’ the place came following World War 1.

It was from the British that the Zionists extracted, at the time of
the first world war, the Balfour Declaration, which supported the
concept that Palestine should become a Jewish homeland. The
motivation of the British in cooperating with the Zionists was
primarily a deal in which the Zionists undertook to get the United
States into the European war on the British side in exchange for
English support for the creation of Israel (see Appendix A).

While England got what it wanted from the Zionists and their
supporters in America, the Zionists did not get their country until
many years later. The occasion of World War II led to heavy
Zionist agitation and manipulation. Jewish immigration to Pales-
tine, which had stepped up following the Balfour Declaration,
became more and more significant. Following the second world
war, despite efforts by the English to regulate the human flow into
the areas they controlled, Zionist-inspired migration of Jews grew
and created a major crisis in Palestine. The Zionists looked on
both the English and the native population—mainly Arabic—as



enemies who stood in the way of Jewish immigration and of crea-
tion of a Jewish state. The same men who now rule Israel led ter-
rorist bands which engaged in torture, bombings, and massacre
against the British and the Arabs. Efforts to negotiate a com-
promise in which Arabs and newly arrived Jews could share the
territory ran aground on Zionist ambition and Arab resistance.

When Israel declared itself a national state following British
withdrawal from the area, open war broke out, resulting in Zionist
occupation of much of Palestine. Deliberate tactics of terror were
used by the Zionists in order to frighten Arab civilians into aban-
doning their homes and farms and towns. The United States began
its descent into a self-defeating Middle Eastern policy by recogniz-
ing Israel and demonstrating its support for the Zionists.

As far as the actual ownership of land in Palestine was con-
cerned, the property belonged mostly to the Arabs who had lived
there for hundreds of years. For the Zionists of Germany and
Poland and Russia and England to claim that the land was
‘‘theirs’’ was considerably more outrageous than if a group of
Panamanians claimed they were descendants of the Aztecs and
were taking over Mexico City, Acapulco, and the Petrofina oil
fields—or if a group of Mexicans announced that they were
descended from ancient Egyptians and were returning to Egypt to
resume ownership of downtown Cairo and all the lands along the
Nile. The Israeli claim over Palestine was no more rational than if
the Apache Indians proclaimed that all the land west of the
Mississippi River was theirs by religious right, and that all those
Americans who had been under the mistaken impression that they
enjoyed legal ownership of their condominiums, split level homes,
trailer lots, ranches, and farms, should vacate and be gone to other
parts of the world by a week from Tuesday, taking only what they
could carry in their automobiles or on their backs.

The whole thing would seem an insane fantasy, a joke, if there
were not power to bring the surrealist nightmare to reality. Im-
agine that the United States were weakened to comparative de-
fenselessness, and that the claim of the Apaches were backed by
the power of the Soviet Union, and you will not find it so hard to
picture a family of Indians moving into your home while you are
forced to hit the road to Canada or South America.

It is one of the jobs of the ADL to make the rape and theft of
Palestine by immigrants from Europe and America seem palatable



and even praiseworthy to the citizens of the United States who are
expected to finance the bloodthirsty operation. It would not seem
an easy task, considering the repeated invasions of neighboring
lands by Israel’s armed forces, which have led to the occupation
and attempted absorption into Israel of parts of Egypt, Jordan,
Syria, and Lebanon. Touting the image of ‘‘brave little Israel’’
defending itself against massive hordes of Arabs, the ADL and its
allies played on American sympathies and guilt (promoted primar-
ily by stories of the World War II ‘‘holocaust’’) to garner
unlimited support for whatever Israel might choose to do. In the
process the United States became the chief benefactor of one of
the major aggressors of the world, and of a state which had
deliberately attacked, in bright daylight, an American ship, the
U.S.S. Liberty, in an effort to sink it and kill the crew. Despite the
deaths of United States sailors at Israeli hands, and the continual
defiance by Israel of international law, and despite the absence of
any benefit to the American people in support of Israel at the ex-
pense of the friendship of vital suppliers of oil in the Middle East,
the ADL and its co-Zionists succeeded in keeping American public
opinion predominantly in favor of Israel.

It was against such a massive and well-financed propaganda
campaign in favor of a foreign power that Liberty Lobby wielded
its own weapons of communication. In the early 1970s (and today,
for that matter), almost no one else stood in the ADL’s way.
Senators like William Fulbright, who criticized Zionist power in
the United States, found themselves the victims of well-organized
campaigns to get them out of office. The nation’s press was almost
a hundred percent incapable of making even the smallest real
criticism of Zionism or Israel. Television news furnished little
more than unending choruses of praise for our gallant Middle
Eastern crypto-ally. Only Liberty Lobby possessed a voice which
could be heard all over the nation and which openly opposed the
costly and destructive manipulation of the United States by agents
and fanatical supporters of Israel.

It is known that Israeli consular personnel who heard, or heard
of, ““This Is Liberty Lobby’s’’ protests against American support
of Israeli aggression and land-grabbing got in touch with the ADL
and complained and asked what could be done. The much greater
amount of contact which no doubt took place between ADL
leaders and Israeli government officials was kept secret, but cir-
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cumstantial evidence clearly shows what actually was taking place.
In spite of the laws of the United States which forbid persons in
this country from acting or propagandizing on behalf of foreign
powers without registering with the American government and
identifying their propaganda as such when it is published, the
ADL operated with impunity. The link which would be necessary
for criminal prosecution—and which the ADL therefore took
great pains to keep secret—was the direction of the ADL by a
foreign entity. By making itself appear to be an American
organization, and by always taking measures to disguise its pro-
Israeli purposes as pro-American, the prime unregistered agent of
Israel in the United States managed to subvert American interests
and mislead the people without the slightest interference from the
agencies designed to prevent just such corrupting and damaging
activities. The whole purpose behind the foreign agents’ registra-
tion laws was to prevent Americans from being misled into believ-
ing that they were being given objective information, or informa-
tion by pro-American sources, when actually they were being given
slanted or untrue information designed to help foreign interests.

So, when Liberty Lobby spoke out, and when its radio program
began to be heard by more and more people throughout the coun-
try, the ADL reacted like a hidden snake prodded in its cavern: It
bared its poisonous fangs and struck out to paralyze and destroy
its foe.
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The Conspiracy

€¢
FOR YOUR INFORMATION.

““Minutes of a Meeting of Special Subcommittee on Liberty
Lobby Broadcasts of the Civil Rights Executive Committee.”’

That heading, accompanied by the name Arnold Forster, the
longtime general counsel of the ADL and one of its principal
ringleaders, introduced the only record of the meeting which of-
ficially initiated the ADL’s campaign to silence ‘“This Is Liberty
Lobby.”” The document was obtained by Liberty Lobby’s at-
torneys from the ADL during Liberty Lobby’s lawsuit against the
Zionist organization—as were most of the other documents which
form the basis of this book.

Unfortunately the minutes of the meeting are so sketchy, and
composed with such deliberate caution and vagueness, that they
add little to our knowledge of what really transpired at the ADL’s
high conclave. Those present included ‘‘laymen’’ as well as paid
ADL personnel such as Forster and Irwin Suall (head of the
ADL’s so-called Domestic Fact-Finding Division). Of particular in-
terest is the inclusion in the meeting of members of the Advertising
Lodge of B’nai B’rith, ‘‘by special invitation.’’ A later deposition
(that is, answers given under oath) by Jack Geller, one of the
Adpvertising Lodge members who attended the meeting, was espe-
cially revealing, as will be shown later, but it does not take much
imagination to conclude that the advertising fraternity was repre-
sented at the gathering for specific and sinister reasons: Advertis-
ing is the lifeblood of the United States communications media.
Without it, a privately owned radio station or broadcasting net-
work could not survive for a week. While Liberty Lobby’s pro-
gram was not dependent on advertising for its production, the
radio stations which carried ‘‘This Is Liberty Lobby’’—and of
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course the Mutual Broadcasting System—relied entirely on adver-
tising for their existence. If the ADL could put pressure on
enough advertisers to abandon stations which carried ‘“This Is
Liberty Lobby”’ the stations would collapse, and few businessmen
would let things go that far without capitulating to the extortion.
Even the threat of significant loss of advertising would be more
than enough to bring most station owners into line, whatever their
personal feelings about their programming might be.

As for the others present at the meeting which kicked off the
ADL’s campaign of destruction against Liberty Lobby’s radio
program, they were mainly ADL regulars who had previously
taken part in efforts to silence critics of Israel and the ADL itself.
Most of them were longtime Zionist or left-wing activists, or both.
Arnold Forster, for example, was a leading author of ADL letters
and reports supporting Israel and smearing Israel’s American
critics. He was involved in the production of the ‘“Dateline Israel’’
radio program. Forster had also been accused of (and apparently
detained by the police for) clandestinely painting swastikas on
Jewish property in an effort to stimulate enthusiasm for Zionist
causes, and presumably to encourage emigration from the United
States to Israel. Irwin Suall, who amounted to the ADL’s chief spy
and expert in muckraking and character defamation, had worked
for various socialist causes before going full time to the ADL. His
department specialized in gathering information which could be
used against ADL victims.

Those gathered in New York for the ‘‘counteraction’’ meeting
heard a report that Liberty Lobby broadcast outlets, which had
started in 1973 with four stations, had grown to one hundred and
seven stations before the end of that year. ‘““Those broadcasts,
which are primarily right wing and isolationist, are also anti-
Zionist and, occasionally, anti-Semitic,’’ the attendees were told.
The minutes of the meeting give no specifics as to the alleged anti-
Semitic content of the programs, but the casual tossing off of ‘‘oc-
casionally, anti-Semitic’’ at the end of the list gives the lie to the
whole proclaimed excuse for the ADL’s war against Liberty Lob-
by’s broadcasts. Later, ADL internal communications mentioned
fairly often that the radio program was not anti-Semitic, falling
back on the line that in publicly attacking the program it was safer
to imply that Liberty Lobby and its personnel were somehow anti-
Semitic rather than specifically to accuse the radio program of
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anti-Semitism.

The minutes of the meeting do contain the statement that ‘‘Lib-
erty Lobby is the major organized anti-Semitic group in the United
States today,’’ but, again, without any basis given for the allega-
tions. It becomes quickly clear that ‘‘anti-Semitic’’ is ADL code
for ‘““anti-Zionist.”’ After mentioning that a monitoring system for
listening to, recording, and reviewing Liberty Lobby broadcasts
had been established, the records of the meeting show that the
discussions then turned to the problems and methods that would
be involved in a campaign to eliminate ‘“This Is Liberty Lobby.”’
The minutes themselves give the merest outline, but they show that
the ADL was ready to undermine the broadcasts by any possible
means:

Among the problems confronting the committee, which came under
discussion, were the Fairness Doctrine, freedom of speech, etc. A
memorandum from Justin Finger indicated that the Fairness Doc-
trine was of limited usefulness for counteraction purposes.

Areas of possible investigation and counteraction were then dis-
cussed. These areas included (a) sources of funding (b) possible
violations of statutes (c) tax exempt status (d) possible Congressional
investigation.

The following conclusions were reached:
1. Liberty Lobby is of sufficient importance to warrant ADL action.

2. ADL should undertake a campaign to express [sic] Liberty Lobby
for what it is. The exposure should not be confined to anti-
Semitism, but should include all areas which indicated that the
organization is a threat to American democracy.

3. Counteraction to the broadcasts should be two-pronged; (a) on
the national level, the issuance of publicity exposing Liberty Lobby
and (b) on the local level through the regional offices, the manage-
ment of the radio stations be approached and informed of the nature
of Liberty Lobby. This effort should be conducted jointly, where
possible with any church groups, black groups, and others who may
be willing to cooperate.

4. That the 1968 issue of Facts on Liberty Lobby be updated, and
other information materials gathered for counteraction purposes.

The meeting was adjourned at 2:00 P.M.

In the light of what happened later, some aspects of the meeting,
even as preserved sketchily and in self-serving language, take on
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special meaning. One of the most damning passages in the
meeting’s minutes is that which sets out ‘‘freedom of speech’’ as
one of the problems confronting the ADL. Here in New York City
sat a group of conspirators in the service of a foreign power, wor-
rying that one of the greatest protections guaranteed by the United
States Constitution would interfere with their thoroughly anti-
Constitutional and anti-democratic scheme—and yet preparing to
pose as champions of freedom and democracy.

Adding to the irony and effrontery is the statement that the
ADL’s “‘exposure’’ of Liberty Lobby ‘‘shquld not be confined to
anti-Semitism, but should include all areas which indicated that
the organization is a threat to American democracy.’’ The ADL’s
onslaught against free speech, along with its persistent efforts to
delude United States citizens into supporting policies detrimental
to their own interests, were real and present threats to American
democracy, whereas there were no such threats presented by Liber-
ty Lobby, as the ADL well knew. Indeed it was a requirement of
membership in Liberty Lobby’s board of policy that the prospec-
tive member sign an oath of support of the Constitution. ADL
allegiance to Israel, on the other hand, put it and its supporters at
best in a position of dual loyalty to the United States and its Con-
stitution, and at worst in a position of such actual and potential
conflict of interest that support of Israel might be totally incom-
patible with loyalty to the United States.

In self-consciously stating for the record that Liberty Lobby
might present some sort of threat to American democracy, the
ADL was indulging in the use of ‘‘code words’’ of the sort they
were always falsely accusing other people of using (i.e. ‘‘Zionists,”’
‘“‘international bankers,”’ and other terms supposedly used to
mean ‘‘Jews’’). In ADL parlance ‘‘American democracy’’ means
an America marching lockstep to ADL drumbeats, and certainly
not an America guided by the free will of a well and fairly in-
formed majority of the people. It was the ADL, and not Liberty
Lobby, which conceived and attempted to carry out the un-
constitutional censorship and silencing of a political adver-
sary—an act essentially contrary to the principles and functioning
of a democracy.

There is another highly revealing aspect to the ADL phrase just
quoted. The intention not only to accuse Liberty Lobby of anti-
Semitism, but also to depict it as a threat to American democracy,
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is a manifestation of a long-standing and often-used ADL tactic. It
is a tactic which aims at mustering widespread (and in particular,
non-Jewish) support for ADL attacks, and blunting the possibility
of counterattacks against the ADL, by hiding the special-interest
nature of the ADL’s aims and making it appear that what is really
just a threat to the ADL and Zionism, or simply inimical to Israel’s
interests, is also supposedly a threat to a wide range of other
elements of United States society. It goes without saying that the
ADL unvaryingly misrepresents its victims as being a threat to ‘“all
Jews,’’ but in a maneuver which is partly self-protective and partly
calculated to bring support from non-Jews, it fictitiously general-
izes the ‘‘threat’’ as directed against a much greater sphere of the
population (such as blacks), and even against the American system
of government.

An excellent example of the thinking behind such deliberate lies
is found in an ADL document which was never meant to be seen
outside a privileged inner circle but which chance brought to the
light of day. The document was written in 1965 by the same Ar-
nold Forster whose name appears at the head of the minutes of the
New York meeting we are now inspecting. Forster’s secret report
was written for ADL insiders after Forster had traveled extensively
in South America studying means of expanding ADL influence
in that part of the world. He called it ‘‘The Proposed B’nai B’rith-
Anti-Defamation League Operation in Latin America.”” Com-
plaining that many Latin American Jews were not aware of or
worried about ‘‘anti-Semitism’’ and showed no interest in ‘‘stir-
ring things up’’ or ‘‘making waves,’’ Forster went on to write:

‘“Many elements in the Jewish community are convinced ‘things
are good.’ . . . The only way these Jews will be persuaded to join
defense efforts is to ‘dress up’ programs with the problems of
other ethnic groups, camouflaging the fight for the Jewish minori-
ty in an across-the-board fight for all minorities.”’

New uses for Forster’s camouflage in the conspiracy against
Liberty Lobby included not only the idea of claiming that Liberty
Lobby in some vague way threatened American democracy, but
also the details of the scheme to pressure radio stations to stop car-
rying the Liberty Lobby broadcasts: ‘“This effort should be con-
ducted jointly, where possible with any church groups, black
groups, and others who may be willing to cooperate.’’ To per-
suade Americans that their own staunchest constitutionalists, na-
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tionalists, and patriots are a danger to their own country, and that
the completely alien interests of a Middle Eastern aggressor nation
are the same as those of the United States, is indeed a formidable
task, and it is a tribute to the power of uninhibited lying, unprin-
cipled confusion of issues, and long experience in destroying
reputations with a wary eye on the law of libel, that the ADL has
succeeded as well as it has for so many years.

Little more than is contained in the minutes of the meeting
which made official-the so-called ‘‘counteraction’’ against ‘“This
Is Liberty Lobby’’ has come to light. There is ample documenta-
tion, however, along with other evidence, of the ways in which the
ADL and its instrumentalities carried their war against the First
Amendment onto the battlefield.
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The Words the ADL Feared

BEFORE CONTINUING to follow the unfolding of the con-
spiracy set in motion by the ADL meeting of February 13, 1974, it
makes sense to turn to the radio scripts which frightened the ADL
into action in the first place. We know that for weeks before the
February conclave, the ADL faithful around the country had been
instructed to listen to their radios and report to ADL headquarters
if they heard ‘“This Is Liberty Lobby’’ and what they heard on it.
The purpose was two-fold: 1) To monitor the contents of the pro-
gram. 2) To find out which stations were carrying the program.

Of course the sharp increase in the number of stations carrying
the program which occurred during the first months of its ap-
pearance was one of the stimuli that sent the ADL into stepped-up
destructive action. (Not long afterward a contract between Liberty
Lobby and the Mutual Broadcasting Company would give an even
more spectacular boost to the coverage of ‘“This Is Liberty
Lobby.”’) Another factor in triggering ADL action was the mili-
tary crisis in the Middle East in the latter part of 1973, which
caused Israel to galvanize the ADL into special urgent service to
silence American opposition to Israel’s aggressions and Israel’s in-
fluence on the United States in garnering political and material
support for its wars.

The Yom Kippur War of October 1973 was the occasion of fren-
zied activity by Zionists in America to see that Israel won out over
the obvious interests of the United States, and that Israeli violence
and occupation of Arab land did not lead to any diminution of
American support, even though support of Israel’s war machine
might cost Americans their allies in other parts of the world, earn
them the lasting enmity of all Arab peoples, and even cut them off
from their vital sources of oil.
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It appears that there was, and is, in the United States, no signifi-
cant, outspoken, organized voice raised against slavish American
support of Zionism and Israel except that of Liberty Lobby. To
silence that voice became a principal aim of Israel and the ADL.
The ADL had long before unleashed its attack-dog accusation of
‘“‘anti-Semitism’’ against Liberty Lobby. Now it energetically
sought to smother the light of truth which Liberty Lobby was rais-
ing before the American people.

What were the words and ideas which so terrified the ADL and
the Zionist state that a full-scale onslaught was thought necessary
to deprive the American public of the information offered to it by
Liberty Lobby? Actually, very few of the scripts of ‘“This Is Liber-
ty Lobby’’ contained any reference to Israel, Zionism, or the
ADL, and none contained any derisive or critical comments about
Jews in general. Of five daily scripts a week, over a period of many
weeks, only a handful dealt with subjects of special interest to the
ADL, and those were fair, accurate, and devoid of anything which
could even remotely have been considered offensive to an open-
minded listener.

The only way to demonstrate these facts to the reader, and to
show the lack of justification for the charges made against Liberty
Lobby by the ADL, is to present the actual scripts of ‘“This Is
Liberty Lobby’’ broadcasts. Here are transcriptions of what can
be called the harshest “‘This Is Liberty Lobby’’ attacks on ADL
sacred cows up to the time of the meeting which launched the for-
mal ‘‘counteraction’’ against Liberty Lobby in early 1974.

Script 299
April 23, 1974

One of the more refreshing occurences of recent months here in
Washington, has been the decision of the Attorney General, William
Saxbe, to open up the Justice Department for public inspection. Sax-
be is doing this by conducting a weekly press conference and it was
perhaps inevitable that he would alienate one of the special interest
groups. The current flap started when Saxbe stated that he felt the
Attorney General’s list of subversive organizations needed study and
updating.

Most Americans would have no argument with that decision.
Perhaps if the Attorney General, whoever he was, had been more
diligent, criminal groups such as the Symbionese Liberation Army
wouldn’t have been able to achieve such success as they have en-
joyed. Without taking anything away from Clarence Kelley, the new



Director of the FBI, it is difficult to imagine a group like the Sym-
bionese Liberation Army existing for very long without the sure and
certain knowledge of his predecessor, J. Edgar Hoover. In any event,
while explaining why he has ordered the update, Saxbe said, quote,
‘“The appeal of communism among intellectuals has waned since the
late 1940s and early 50s, and the Jewish intellectual was in those days
very enamored of the Communist Party. Some of these were
Americans and some were foreign.”’ Unquote.

Well, of course the American Jewish Congress, the American
Jewish Committee, the National Council of Churches, the United
Methodist Board for Church and Society, the Union of American
Hebrew Congregations, the Jewish War Veterans, the B’nai B’rith
Anti-Defamation League and Bella Abzug, all screamed anti-
Semitism at the top of their lungs. In fact, an adviser to Senator
Jacob Javits on Jewish affairs, said he thinks Saxbe and his aides
were taking ‘‘dumb pills.”’ In an amplification of his remarks, Saxbe
said he has long felt that there was a great deal of anti-Semitism in
the communist witch-hunts of the late 40s and early 50s and much of
it was directed at some highly visible Jewish intellectuals who were
considered sympathetic to Russia.

Now, it is very interesting that this attack on the Attorney General
springs from a decision to update the list of subversive organizations.
Even more interesting is the statement made by Robert H. Williams,
a former Army counter-intelligence officer who said, quote, ‘A
careful study shows that persons singled out as ADL victims are
seldom anti-Semitic but are always anti-communist.’’ Unquote. The
ADL is of course the Anti-Defamation League, an arm of the frater-
nity B’nai B’rith . .. which in turn is a subsidiary of the World
Zionist Organization . . . an organization which, according to Saul
Joftes, a former high ranking official of the B’nai B’rith Interna-
tional Council, is an arm of the government of Israel.

The outcry of these groups against the Attorney General was
predictably carried in the leading liberal newspapers . . . along with a
thinly disguised put-down for allowing a breath of fresh air into the
damp and musty halls of the Justice Department. The facts sur-
rounding the Zionist movement in the United States have been en-
capsulated in a brief report published by Liberty Lobby. Although it
covers only a small facet of the multitudinous activities of the move-
ment, it presents facts as they relate to America and the American
taxpayer. It is a report every American should read. We will be hap-
py to send you a copy free. When you remember that Jacob Schiff’s
grandson as reported in the New York Times, estimated that the
Wall Street financier contributed about $20 million to the Russian
revolution, the idea of Jewish intellectuals being enamored of com-
munism is not so far-fetched.

% ¥ %
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Script M-79
August 22, 1974

Liberty Lobby’s America First, pro-Constitutional stand has
garnered many friends in Congress—and some enemies. An example
of the latter is Joshua Eilberg, Democrat of Pennsylvania. Recently,
Eilberg inserted a vicious smear attack on the lobby into the Con-
gressional Record. The attack originated with a well-known group
which advocates dual loyalty, and presses for war in the Middle East.
Yet, this same group had the unmitigated gall to accuse Liberty Lob-
by of being subversive, even though all our members are required to
sign a loyalty oath! Well, soon after that vindictive report was in-
serted into the Record another congressman reciprocated with an in-
sert of his own. The congressman was Representative Bill Nichols,
Democrat from Alabama and the insert reflected Mr. Nichols’s feel-
ings about Liberty Lobby. Nichols stated ‘‘Liberty Lobby has been
praised and cited by many members of this body as a pro-
Constitution, highly patriotic institution active in Washington for
many years. It is in fact, the original people’s lobby. Liberty Lobby
does not hesitate to take a strong stand on behalf of America first,
and advocates the policy of neutrality in foreign affairs laid down for
this nation by its founder, George Washington. During my years in
Congress, I have supported many of the aims of this organization
which I believe to be those of sound fiscal policy and a strong na-
tional defense and staunch opposition to communism.”’ _

What would cause such opposite reactions to the work of Liberty
Lobby between two Democratic representatives? Perhaps an ex-
amination of the voting records of Eilberg and Nichols tells more
about this than any other set of criterion. Eilberg voted for American
entry into an ‘‘Atlantic Union’’ which would water away U.S.
sovereignty and raise your taxes to support the faltering English
economy. Bill Nichols opposed this internationalist scheme. Eilberg,
on the other hand voted against your right to own gold—a right in-
herent in the United States Constitution. Bill Nichols recognized the
rights of citizens on that issue, also. Congressman Eilberg voted for
increasing the federal debt limit to a fantastic four hundred and
seventy five point seven billion dollars, costing the taxpayer addi-
tional billions that we don’t have. Congressman Nichols, noting the
highly inflationary results of deficit spending, voted against this
measure and thus voted for, you, the taxpayer. Representative
Eilberg voted against cutting the national budget by two percent,
despite the outstanding fact that a vote to cut government spending
by any amount is a vote for fiscal sanity. Congressman Nichols cast
his vote precisely on target for the taxpayer here, also; he voted for
cutting the national debt accordingly. If Liberty Lobby had its
druthers, come to think of it, we’d like to make the type of friend ex-
emplified by Bill Nichols. And, we think you’ll agree that being at-
tacked by those who consistently vote against taxpayers’ interests—is
not really such a disgrace after all.



Script M-123
October 23, 1974

Not long ago, on this program, we announced the fact that Con-
gressman Joshua Eilberg, of Pennsylvania, had inserted a smear at-
tack on Liberty Lobby in the Congressional Record. We also an-
nounced that another congressman, Bill Nichols, of Alabama, insert-
ed a complimentary statement into the Record.

We took Mr. Eilberg to task for inserting the smear, claiming it
was from a group which advocates dual loyalty. Mr. Eilberg felt that
what we said constituted a personal attack against him; we didn’t,
and even though all that we did was report facts, we are happy to
give him an opportunity to respond.

Here is what he said: ““What I put into the Record on July 18 was
not a smear, but a statement of fact. It was a detailed documented
report by one of this nation’s most respected human relations agen-
cies, the Anti-Defamation League of B’nai B’rith. For more than 60
years, ADL has defended democratic principles, supported the fight
against bigotry and discrimination, and has guarded against ex-
tremist forces that threaten our cherished American values. One such
force is Liberty Lobby. I stand by my statement that the leadership
of this organization espouses great sympathy for Hitlerian Nazism
and has been proselytizing its vicious and clandestine brand of anti-
Semitism on radio, including this station.”

That will give you an idea of how Congressman Eilberg responded
to what he called a ‘‘personal attack.’”” He went on, in his tirade
against Liberty Lobby, ‘‘Liberty Lobby, when it maligns Jews, often
veils the racist ideology of its founder with euphemisms like ‘dual
loyalty’ and ‘Zionist control,’ and claims it is merely patriotic, but its
undisguised religious bigotry emerges in the very pages of a pamphlet
advertised by Liberty Lobby on this station, which claims that Jews
are responsible for every conceivable evil.”’

Mr. Eilberg then closed his statement with this remark: ‘‘Of
course, all legitimate points of view; right, left and center, are en-
titled to be heard, but the question to be answered by this station and
its listeners is this: Is racial and religious hatred a legitimate point of
view, or is it more akin to false advertising or blatant pornography?
Does the airing of bigotry constitute responsible broadcasting?’’

Well, now Mr. Eilberg has had his say and, so long as we have
freedom of speech in America, he will continue to have his say.
However, if Mr. Eilberg thought our earlier program was a personal
attack he did little to substantiate his own self, but he did much for
the ADL, which wasn’t even mentioned in the earlier script! In
almost two years of broadcasting, there has never been an instance
where racial or religious bias has been aired on this program. There
never will be, but like Don Quixote and the windmill, Mr. Eilberg ap-
pears to need an enemy, real or imagined.
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Script M-136
November 11, 1974

There was a mass protest the other day in New York. It took place
outside the United Nations where they were discussing the issue, in-
side, concerning the admittance of the Palestine Liberation Organi-
zation. The protesters were mainly Jewish and they were outraged
that the UN was even considering accepting the Palestinians as
representatives of a national entity.

The protesters based their opposition to the Palestinians on the
acts of terrorism perpetrated by the commando groups in recent
years, saying that the UN should not be pressured into accepting ter-
rorist demands. Speeches were made vilifying the Palestinians for
their many cruel acts of terror. Now, no civilized individual will deny
that wanton acts of cruelty, resulting in death, disfigurement and in-
jury are to be condemned. Yet, terrorism, as a weapon of politics, is
a dismal fact of life. It is as prevalent in the Western Hemisphere as it
is in the Eastern.

As a matter of record, the thousands of protesters in New York
should have remembered just who originated the terrorist activity in
the Mideast. Names out of the past like the Haganah, the Irgun, the
Stern Gang evoke images of terror at least—if not more—gruesome
than any committed by the Palestinians. The essential question ap-
pears to be, was it justified? The Israelis, naturally, feel it was. The
Palestinians, naturally, feel their acts of terror are justified.

Time and events have a way of clouding issues of the past. South
Vietnam is still there, fighting for its life, but it is once again a remote
Southeast Asian country, of little importance to most Americans.
Back in 1946 and ’47, the repeated acts of Jewish terrorism were con-
demned by the world. In fact, the United Nations even now consider-
ing accepting Palestine as a member condemned Israel time and time
again, for acts of terrorism.

Rationale for the Jewish terrorism was the fight for freedom and
independence; for a homeland. Rationale for the Palestinians’ ter-
rorism is the fight for freedom and independence and for their
homeland. The killing of Olympic athletes in Munich, the bombing
of Lod Airport; the wanton slaying of Jewish hostages are all acts to
be deplored, but also to be deplored is the bombing of the King
David Hotel in Jerusalem; the repeated terrorist attacks against Jor-
dan; senseless border attacks where men, women and children are
slaughtered.

The point of all this is simply that Israel can no longer have it all
her way. The Palestine Liberation Organization has as much right to
be heard in the United Nations as does Israel. Blaming the PLO for
violence in the Mideast does no credit to Israel and is not conducive
to peace. Shooting down a commercial airliner is every bit as



reprehensible as shooting athletes, and should be remembered just as
long.
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Script M-137
November 12, 1974

Senator J.W. Fulbright, the Democrat from Arkansas won’t be
back in Washington as a senator next January at swearing-in time for
the new Congress. That’s a shame, for the senator realized, probably
much more than most people just how powerful the Israeli lobby is
on Capitol Hill.

The grants [to Israel], in military aid, outright financial support,
guarantees of various bond issues and forgiveness of prior debts bog-
gle the mind. You might feel, that in view of this kind of overwhelm-
ing support Israel would look a little more kindly on the attitude of
the United States in attempting to protect its own energy interest, but
when it comes to Palestine, apparently Israel has a blind eye. There
was a massive protest in New York City the other day, demonstrating
against the United Nations admission of the Palestine Liberation Or-
ganization as a valid member.

The validity of the Palestine request will be discussed in another
broadcast, but listen to what Senator Fulbright, chairman of the
Senate Foreign Relations Committee has to say about Israel’s at-
titude: ‘“Israel makes bad use of a good friend by pressuring the
United States into policies that antagonize Arab countries. The
Palestinian people have as much right to a homeland as do the Jew-
ish people.”’ In view of the energy crisis in this country, these are very
important words.

Senator Fulbright’s announcement that Israel’s actions haven’t
been all kosher was stimulated by his contention that America should
not support continued Israeli occupation of Old Jerusalem and the
Palestinian West Bank. Fulbright said, ‘“We, and we alone (referring
to the United States), have made it possible for Israel to exist as a
state. Surely it is not too much to ask in return, that Israel give up
East Jerusalem and the West Bank as the necessary means of break-
ing a chain of events which threatens us all with ruin. What is taking
place in the Middle East is a long-term, historical underweighting of
the scales of power. An Arab-Israeli settlement would not put an end
to the energy crisis nor could it be counted on to bring about a
substantial reduction of oil prices. It would however, eliminate the
major irritant in relations between the Arab states, particularly Saudi
Arabia [and the United States], and in so doing, create a much im-
proved environment for negotiations on oil supply and prices.’’

It was Senator Fulbright who made the perhaps incautious remark
that the United States Senate was controlled by Israel. He said this
just before he entered the primary in Arkansas which cost him his
Senate seat. A check of the record will prove that whatever Israel
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wants, Israel gets. Of course, so do many other nations, but the
possibility of great damage to America doesn’t exist in other areas of
the world as it exists in the Mideast.

* % %

Script M-155
December 6, 1974

In all the furor over what General Brown, the chairman of the
Joint Chiefs of Staff said concerning the Jews in America, it is get-
ting a little difficult to see the forest for the trees. For example, on
September 18 this year, nearly two months before General Brown
said it, Evans and Novak, the national columnists, devoted an entire
column to the armaments race in the Mideast, with emphasis on
Israel.

Here is part of what they said: ‘‘An incredible secret Israeli request
for $4 billion a year in U.S. arms is explained by a confidential
estimate given to American industrialists by Secretary of State Henry
Kissinger. Kissinger says a new Arab-Israeli war within six to eight
months is a better than 50-50 proposition. Although the massive
military aid package will definitely be trimmed, it raises the possibili-
ty of a pre-emptive Israeli strike against Syria which would
dangerously draw in both the United States and the Soviet Union.
When fully totaled, Israel’s aid demands far exceed the widely
reported 31 billion in immediate urgent military supplies plus $1.5
billion a year in military credits for the next five years. Add it all up,
one high Pentagon official told us, and Israel is preparing expen-
ditures in cash and credit, on military armaments equal to 40 percent
of its gross national product for the next five years. It’s totally
ridiculous.”’

A considerable number of people in this country want to defuse
the powder keg in the Mideast by an immediate and drastic cutback
in arms aid to both the Arabs and Israel, with Soviet cooperation.
General Brown, in his comments at Duke University, noted that
when he told the Israelis they would have trouble getting the military
aid they wanted from the Congress, they said, ‘“We will take care of
the Congress.”’

Apparently General Brown feels it is his job to protect the United
States of America, not Israel, and the essence of what he said, that
Israel controls American foreign policy has been noted on this pro-
gram many times. It is encouraging that responsible men in govern-
ment are finally getting around to saying it. Up till now, it has been
the unmentionable and is a totally self-fulfilling statement: in other
words, what Israel wants, Israel gets! Anyone who says it or criticizes
it is immediately attacked.

-Actually, no bill favoring the state of Israel has ever met with
significant opposition in the Congress. It is also interesting to note
that the efforts on behalf of Soviet Jewry constitute a clear case of



religious and racial bias on the part of the Israeli lobby, since it seems
to be totally unaffected by the plight of other oppressed minorities in
the Soviet Union and in Eastern Europe. Well, first it was Senator
Fulbright. Now it is General Brown. It will be interesting to see what
happens to General Brown.

* * 4

March 21, 1975

This is the last day of the Liberty Lobby convention here in Los
Angeles. One of the most popular and respected attendees of the
convention is here with me now. Brigadier General Clyde Watts is
one of the leading constitutional authorities in America, is a retired
soldier who lives in Oklahoma; he’s the recipient of more patriotic
awards than anyone I know.

Now, General Watts, you’ve had the opportunity to speak to a
number of groups here in Los Angeles at our convention. Essential-
ly, what did you talk about?

[Watts:] Bob, I talked about the erosion of our constitutional
rights, perhaps best exemplified by the suit between Liberty Lobby
and the Anti-Defamation League involving the invasion by ADL of
Liberty Lobby’s First Amendment freedom of speech to com-
municate with the American people on radio.

[Bartell:] General Watts, perhaps we should explain to our audi-
ence that you are counsel for our suit against the ADL. How do you
evaluate the issues in this action?

[Watts:] Our preliminary reconnaissance has revealed that the news
media is essentially controlled and dominated by the multibillion-
dollar expenditures of advertisers and the ADL with its economic in-
fluence on the advertising industry has been able literally to drive
Liberty Lobby off the airways in many areas. I have observed that
some of the stations that are essentially in sympathy with Liberty
Lobby’s broadcast materials have not seen the light but they have felt
the heat. Obviously, the impairment of Liberty Lobby’s constitu-
tional right to contact the public by radio and present its views is vital
to all Americans. If Liberty Lobby can be driven off the air, so can
every other voice that seeks to be heard. Although you are still on
many radio stations, the issues in the present case involve your future
ability to maintain any kind of public contact. This right is vital, not
only to Liberty Lobby but to every American in the present pattern
to revitalize the basic concepts of Americanism before it is too late.

[Bartell:] General Watts, do you think Americans are losing their
constitutional freedoms?

[Watts:] I do. In the gradual erosion of rights such as this, history
reveals that when loyal men do nothing, tyranny prevails. It is the
responsibility of every American that constitutional rights remain of
paramount concern in our daily lives. The courts in America have
gone to fantastic lengths in recent years to permit anti-American
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demonstrators to scream their epithets at their fellow Americans, and
it is inconceivable that equal justice under the law would not extend
to Liberty Lobby’s constitutional right to be heard over the airwaves
simply because of powerful and ruthless opposition. If anti-Amer-
icans have unlimited access to the airwaves, why should not pro-
Americans have the same right? The origin of our First Amendment
to the Constitution lies in the thought behind the words of [Francois
Voltaire], who said, ‘‘I may not agree with what you say but I will de-
fend to the death your right to say it.”’ Liberty Lobby seeks only the
same rights as granted to others. We want nothing more and will take
nothing less. We are making an ultimate effort to get it.

[Bartell:] I want to thank you, General Clyde Watts, for appearing
today. This winds up our week in Los Angeles. We’ll be back in
Washington to report next week. Please join us.

* * w*

July 8, 1975

Elmo B. Zumwalt, recently retired as chief of naval operations
and he is now making noises like a budding politician; but while he
was still in uniform, according to a story in the Philadelphia En-
quirer, Zumwalt hosted a dinner party for a number of Jewish-
American leaders traditionally opposed to increases in U.S. military
spending.

Admiral Zumwalt’s pleasant dinner party for the Jewish-American
leaders persuaded them to support a larger Pentagon budget in ex-
change for the fullest military support for Israel. Sol Freadman of
the Philadelphia Enquirer said that this was not the first such deal
between Washington and Jewish leaders. Both Lyndon Johnson and
Richard Nixon sought to exchange support for Israel for a modera-
tion of opposition to the Vietnam War. Estimates on the amount of
aid already given Israel range from about seven to fifteen billion
dollars and Israel is currently waiting for the president’s reassessment
of relations with Israel for another two and a half billion dollars in
aid. Meanwhile, the Israeli lobby is busy and so are Israeli military
men. In fact, the military editor of Ha’aretz, a leading Israeli
newspaper calls the Pentagon visit ‘‘the siege of the Pentagon by the
Israeli army. Washington is so filled with high-ranking Israeli offi-
cers that a person going to the Pentagon could think he or she was in
Israeli army headquarters.”” Well, apparently their visits are paying
off for even though America’s own reserve military equipment sup-
ply is being depleted by sending it to Israel, while thousands more
Americans join the unemployed ranks and while Congress cuts back
on our own defense appropriations, Israel’s defense industry is
booming. The Wall Street Journal reports: ‘‘Israel’s defense industry
enjoys an export boom. Israel’s bill for a sophisticated American-
made aircraft and other high priced weaponry is running about two



and a half billion dollars a year. Paradoxically Israel’s own defense
industry mainly involved in producing less sophisticated items, is
awash in export orders. One reliable source estimates that Israel’s ex-
port of arms and other military equipment could reach as high as a
hundred and fifty million dollars this year.”’ (The Wall Street Jour-
nal.) It is interesting to note that aid to Israel from the United States
in the years 1949 to 1969 totaled a little more than a billion dollars.
That’s in a period of twenty years. In the years 1969 to 1972 the aid
totaled over a billion dollars. Now, of course, it’s up to two and a
half billion per year. As Alfred Lilienthal, the president of Middle
East Perspective has said, ‘“The American people are entitled to have
all the facts as to why a president can never say no to Israel, why their
representatives in Washington are not serving the totality of Amer-
ican interests, why the media is afraid to report the news thoroughly,
why their sons may soon be fighting in a new more terrible
Vietnam.’’ As the specter of an oil shortage looms in the background
the OPEC nations have already indicated they intend to raise the
price of oil. Shrill cries will be heard for a U.S. show of force; this, of
course, is madness and polls have already clearly indicated that the
majority of the American people are unalterably opposed to
American intervention in the Middle East. It’s a pity that Congress
doesn’t realize that, or do they? Tomorrow we’re going to have an
exclusive report from Liberty Lobby. Won’t you join us?
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IV
The Adversaries

BEFORE GOING INTO a detailed account of the ADL’s con-
spiracy against Liberty Lobby and those who broadcast its radio
program, we will take a general view of what happened—as well as
a closer look at the opposing parties in the conflict.

In reconstructing what the ADL did in its campaign to destroy
Liberty Lobby’s ability to communicate with the public by way of
radio, a number of approaches become evident:

Articles appeared in the ADL’s own publications—the ADL
Bulletin and Facts, the former being more for general circulation
and the latter more for ADL professionals and insiders—making
false charges against Liberty Lobby and people associated with it.
Those articles established the party line, so to speak, and their lies
would then be parroted by a myriad of other mouths. The ideas,
phraseology, and imagery of the ‘‘seed’’ articles would be echoed
in ADL press releases and in directives to ADL regional offices,
and then re-echoed even to the present day in newspaper articles
and columns, in letters to radio stations, letters to advertisers, and
letters to editors.

It appears that the ADL likes to have strict control over the
precise words that are used by any of their followers—whether a
regional director, a congressman on the House floor in Washing-
ton, a newspaper columnist in Las Vegas, a reporter for the New
York Times, a talk show host in Miami or Los Angeles, a rabbi, or
a lady writing complaints to a station owner in Cleveland. Indeed,
it is quite clear that the ADL would like not only to exercise cen-
sorship over everything that is said or published in the United
States, but also to prescribe exactly what is to be said, down to the
last jot and tittle, on every radio and television program and in
every newspaper, magazine, comic book and classroom in the en-
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tire country. This totalitarian dream—better call it a night-
mare—of total thought control is of course beyond the ADL’s
present power, but it tries as strenuously as it can to carry it as far
into effect as possible.

If someone writes letters to the editors of newspapers attacking
Israel, the ADL counters not only by arranging to have its own
replies published in the papers, but also, when feasible, by contact-
ing the writer’s employer and trying to get him fired from his job
on the ground that his opinions are bad for the employer’s busi-
ness.

If a high school history teacher questions, ever so mildly, some
of the lurid propaganda tales of America’s recent wars, or if the
teacher in some other way commits a blasphemy against the
ADL’s articles of faith, retaliation is swift and drastic, with the
teacher usually discharged or transferred to some remote and
undesirable, properly insulated, ADL-approved position.

The same applies if a college professor questions some aspect of
the ADL’s officially sanctioned version of history or makes an ef-
fective criticism of Israel: The ADL attempts to get the individual
removed from his or her teaching job. If that fails, the ADL con-
tinues its smear campaign and does everything possible to isolate
the academician and to neutralize his ideas. In a recent case, a
black professor from South Africa teaching at a university in New
York discussed aspects of the frequently made charge that Zionism
manifests aspects of racism. The ADL put barbs in its frenzied ef-
forts to shut the man up by helping to pressure state legislators to
threaten to cut off funding to the university if the criticisms of
Zionism did not cease. The president of the university obediently
announced that the seat of learning and academic freedom which
he oversaw ‘‘disassociated’’ itself from the ideas of its professor,
and the head of the professor’s African studies department prom-
ised that remedial discussions on ‘‘both sides’’ of the issue would
be sponsored outside the professor’s classroom. No matching zeal
for two-sided discussions has ever been shown by the ADL itself,
as long as its own messages get through loud and clear. ADL
strategy is simply to replace unapproved ideas with its own. It is
continually pushing its ‘‘teaching materials’’ and ‘‘study guides”’
into schools and colleges, and where it cannot entirely eliminate an
unwelcome source of facts or opinions, it endeavors to swamp
them with its own propaganda.
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In another recent episode, for example, an anti-Zionist group
scheduled an evening meeting at a schoolroom in a public high
school—a facility frequently used by a diversity of groups for their
meetings. Failing to squelch the meeting—Ilargely due to prior rul-
ings of the courts on the unconstitutionality of refusing access to
public facilities to some groups but not to others—the ADL and its
allies forced the school to announce that it would hold special
classroom discussions denouncing the anti-Zionist group and pro-
moting the views sponsored by the ADL. Newspapers reported
that the ADL had offered its own personnel to teach the special
classroom sessions, but that the school administrators had
gratefully declined, and instead would merely use ADL-provided
materials as the basis for the special classes. The ADL, in addition,
put in a request to use another part of the school on the same even-
ing as the other group. You can be sure that through the entire ef-
fort to prevent the anti-ADL group from using school facili-
ties for its meeting, the ADL was mouthing its vociferous support
of ‘“freedom of speech.’’ It has been a longstanding ADL tactic
piously to express wholehearted love of constitutional free speech,
but to reserve the rights of free speech to those who do not
disagree with the ADL on sensitive issues. Thus it is commonplace
for ADL public statements to say that free speech is fine for the
right people, but that some views are so dastardly and repulsive
that their expression should not be permitted. Which views fall in-
to which category is of course to be determined by the ADL.

It is noteworthy that when making such pronouncements the
ADL almost never quotes a specific statement which is supposed
to be beyond the pale of free speech protection. Instead it refers
obscurely to ‘‘religious bigotry’’ and ‘‘racism,’’ and skips on to
diatribes against the evil and subhuman nature of persons guilty of
such bigotry and racism. The ADL’s typical victim in all likelihood
said nothing more than that cheerleaders for Israel had great in-
fluence on the United States’ press, or that the human rights of
Arabs had suffered under Israeli military occupation, or that the
United States should withdraw military aid from Israel; by in-
cluding all such assertions under the label ‘‘anti-Semitic religious
bigotry’’ the ADL paints the darkest possible picture of its adver-
saries while neatly avoiding the issues.

In the case of Liberty Lobby, the ADL had long used the precise
tactics just described. The Zionist organization dealt in what
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amounted to overt namecalling and efforts to create guilt by asso-
ciation. Of course in Liberty Lobby’s case, where the coverage of
““This Is Liberty Lobby’’ and The Spotlight was nationwide,
the ADL faced a different challenge than it did in the case of an
airline pilot who wrote an anti-Zionist letter to his local paper, or a
high school teacher who questioned some treasured historical
legend. Where Liberty Lobby was concerned, the ADL’s pervasive
influence on publishing, broadcasting, television, and the movie
industry already provided the basic means of attempting to drown
out the heretic’s expression of ideas with the much greater volume
of noise and newsprint available to the ADL. Though astonishing
in its growth and popularity, the anti-Establishment Liberty Lob-
by was still a fledgling compared to the much older and entrenched
Zionist network.

The ADL had used its heavy guns for years. As far back as the
1920s it had officially attempted to stop the publication—and, that
failing, any public mention—of various books which presented so-
ciological, historical, or biological views or theories which did not
serve the ADL’s ideological purposes. The ADL was very open in
its appeals and threats in the early days, stating unashamedly that
it wished to prevent the circulation of certain books or the ap-
pearance of certain speakers on the public platform or even at
private gatherings. Those books, and the ideas of those speakers,
the reader must understand, were not the products of irresponsible
lunatics nor of religious fanatics shrieking obscene insults against
their fellow citizens or advocating that they be burned at the stake.
The books and speeches the ADL tried to suppress were thought-
ful, serious, logical expressions of ideas, facts, and theories which
the ADL found objectionable and probably unanswerable. Cer-
tainly those persons the ADL was trying to silence presented more
logical argument and evidence for their points of view than did the
ADL, which has almost never troubled itself to present a factual
and reasoned attack on any of its opponents, much less an argu-
ment against its opponents’ ideas.

So persistent was the ADL, and so faithfully supported with
money and influence, that by the second half of the twentieth cen-
tury the American public was being force-fed gluts of propaganda
cooked up in ADL kitchens and served in motion pictures, and on
television. A major feature of that propaganda was the message—
sometimes subtle, but more often blatant—that the creation of
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Israel out of farms and homes and towns belonging to other
people—with all its concommitant barbarities—was the most
wonderful thing that had happened on the planet in several thou-
sand years, that Israel’s wars and expansionist policies were fully
justified and were in fact ordained by God, and that enemies of
Israel, whether Arabs trying to get their property back or to de-
fend themselves against further aggressions, or critics of Zionism
in Europe and America, were monstrous embodiments of wicked-
ness, unworthy of constitutional rights or basic self-expression.

It was always the ADL’s custom to depict things in absolute
black and white. People it wants disliked are never just of an op-
posing opinion, never even just misguided or misinformed; instead
such people are iniquitous, festering with ill will and hatred. Occa-
sionally, where the individual was once in the ADL’s good graces,
he is merely corrupt of soul, mentally sick, or just ‘‘disturbed.”
Jewish adversaries of the ADL, since they can’t conveniently be
labeled anti-Semitic, are given versions of the latter treatment and
termed ‘‘emotionally erratic,”’ ‘‘self-hating,’’ or some other such
tag which is clearly intended to identify them as crazy without
quite exposing the ADL to a solid libel suit. The ‘‘self-hating Jew’’
is an invention of the ADL and those of like mind to bring into
disrepute independent Jews who oppose the Zionist fantasy of an
international nation of Jews who will be forever subject to anti-
Semitism unless they leave their countries of residence and migrate
to their own national state in Palestine.

Worse still fares the Jew who not only scorns Zionism but also
believes in the integration of Jews into their countries of residence
rather than maintaining a dual loyalty, or a kind of supernational-
ity, so that being a Jew would become nothing more special or
exclusivist than being a Methodist or a Presbyterian.

Ironically enough, the ADL—while despising Jews and others
who oppose the Zionist concept of Jewish uniqueness and separat-
ism—hypocritically has talked out of the other corner of its mouth
for years in an effort to persuade the American public that Jews
are just extra nice folks who go to another church. By that means
the ADL has pushed the actual goal of keeping Jews psychologi-
cally separate, frightening them from trusting Gentiles and feeling
safe among them by promoting endless horror stories of past and
present anti-Semitism and persecution, and holding up to Jews the
ideal of emigration to Israel, while at the same time preaching to
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non-Jews, particularly through motion pictures and television,
that Jews are no different from anybody else, and that any ex-
clusivity coming from non-Jews is thoroughly despicable and
based on bigotry and hate. One example is the ADL’s meddling
when it comes to the portrayal of Jewish characters on television,
in motion pictures and on the stage, even to the point of wanting
to literally rewrite Shakespeare’s Merchant of Venice. Such pro-
ductions have as their primary purpose not entertainment or even
moneymaking, but rather are admittedly tailor-made in order to
create certain attitudes among the American public. The rest of the
story is that there has never been produced in the United States any
motion picture or television drama which depicted Israel or
Zionism in an unfavorable light.

The catalyst which precipitated the ADL’s campaign against
Liberty Lobby’s radio program was not that anything ‘‘anti-
Semitic’’ was aired on ‘“This Is Liberty Lobby,’’ but rather that
Israel’s warmaking, and United States’ support of Israel’s aggres-
sions, were loudly criticized by Liberty Lobby at a time when
almost nobody else had the courage, or perhaps even the insight,
to speak out on the subject. As briefly mentioned earlier, it is
known from evidence produced in the course of Liberty Lobby’s
later lawsuit against the ADL that at the time of Liberty Lobby’s
vigorous opposition to United States involvement in the most re-
cent (as of that time) Israeli war, whether such involvement was
direct or indirect, official representatives of Israel complained to
the ADL about Liberty Lobby’s public criticism of Israel’s policies
and activities. The unhappiness about ‘“This Is Liberty Lobby”’
expressed by Israeli consular and embassy officials in the United
States was no doubt just a hint of the actual interchanges that went
on between the leaders of Israel and the higher-ups of the ADL in
New York City.

In any event, the foreign power that has stirred the Middle East
to warfare and upheaval since the 1940s has the most vital interest
in the continuing support of the United States. Israel is almost
totally dependent on an inflow of money and military supplies
from the North American power. It makes some foreign exchange
by re-exporting American supplies to other countries, but intrin-
sically it is a resource-poor and non-productive member of the
world economic network. Except for a few insignificant manufac-
tured items such as toys, games, and pottery, its exports consist
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almost entirely of bullets and shrapnel—whether still in the carton
or exploding through the air.

Israel would exist on the relatively harmless level of Ghana or
New Guinea but for the constant unreciprocated inflow of dollar
aid and weapons and munitions which it uses to extend its empire
into neighboring countries. (Just the suggestion that those neigh-
boring countries should be allowed to purchase from the United
States the simplest defensive weapons meets with a loud public
outcry by the ADL and its allies.) Even the materials crucial to
Israel’s secret nuclear arsenal were for the most part stolen from
the United States, probably with a surreptitious wink and nod
from the necessary public officials and private accomplices. Even
on the rare occasions when stories reporting such thievery and
treachery finally surface in the American press, the reaction of the
government and the communications media is such that not even
the shyest wren would be startled from its perch by the resultant
alarm and protest. Whatever outrages Israel commits against or
within North American, South American, or European countries
are treated as the slightly amusing misdeeds of a pampered child.

Israel has no ally but the United States, and its support in the
United States depends almost entirely on the influence of the large
Jewish population there. (Note that the sentence you have just
read, although factually and logically indisputable, would be—will
be—held out by the ADL as anti-Semitic.) Part of Israel’s Amer-
ican support comes directly from the bank accounts of Jewish
Americans themselves. Many Jews who would not seriously think
of fulfilling the Zionist plan by selling their homes, giving up their
jobs, and moving to Palestine are persuaded, socially pressured, or
frightened by the boogeyman of anti-Semitism, into donating
large sums of money to the foreign country which constantly
makes claims for their help and allegiance. In so doing they are
aided by American tax laws which make exceptions in favor of
contributions which end up in Israel.

But by far the greater value of the United States to Israel comes
from the American government, for no possible quantity of
private contributions from supporters of Zionism could come
close to equaling the vast economic and military largesse showered
upon the Zionist state by United States politicians. It is the money
of the American citizens and the profits of American corpora-
tions, confiscated by way of federal taxes, which makes up most of
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the torrent of financial and military support which flows from
North America to Israel. Therefore it is most important to Israel
that Washington continue to pass the laws and make the deals and
appropriate the money necessary to the continuance of Israel’s ex-
istence as anything but a sand-poor little desert religious enclave.

Recognizing that re-election of American politicians depends on
the votes of the American people, and that politicians are moti-
vated basically by the desire to get themselves re-elected, Israel and
its Zionist adherents in thé¢ United States devote themselves to
creating the conditions which will guarantee the highest possible
degree of loyalty to Israel among members of both the legislative
and administrative branches of the American government.
Zionists are also busy among the non-elected bureaucracy—and it
is an easily observable fact that any strong criticism of Israel by an
appointed government official has generally led at best to his cen-
sure and public apology, and more often than not to his removal
from office. Because Congress and the White House have over-
whelming control, they are the primary targets.

A discussion of the entire Zionist apparatus in the United States
is beyond the scope of this book. Zionism’s organized support
consists not only of the ADL, but also of the strongly Zionist
American Jewish Committee, the United Jewish Appeal, and
other powerful and well-financed groups. Some of them other
than the ADL may pose as religious groups somewhat like the
Knights of Columbus or the Southern Baptist Convention, but
those of practical Zionist orientation are distinguished from simple
religious alliances by (1) making their membership fear that it is in
great and continual danger not only of assimilation through inter-
marriage and cultural corruption, but above all (and somewhat in-
consistently) of persecution and death at the hands of the rest of
society, and (2) urging emotional and financial support of a for-
eign state as a religious duty and, in effect, a form of salvation.

To marshal the vast resources of the United States in support of
Israel, Zionism must make use not only of organized Judaism but
also of the much larger non-Jewish population. Wherever they
can, Zionists take key positions in political, educational, and pro-
fessional associations (just to name a few examples) and aggres-
sively promote their ideology and its aims. Their influence in the
communications media is most evident. There, an unremitting bar-
rage of pro-Zionist propaganda has assailed the public from mo-
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tion pictures, television, newspapers, magazines, the stage, and
books for so many years that the mass ears have virtually been
deafened to any other viewpoint.

While the ADL likes to say that when non-Zionists criticize
Zionists, the word ‘‘Zionist’’ is being used as a code word for
“Jew,”’ the truth is that the ADL and similar Zionist groups use
their purported ‘‘defense of Jews’ and ‘‘opposition to anti-
Semitism’’ as code phrases for the promotion of Zionism. The
ADL tries to camouflage its essentially Zionist function and its
agency for Israel as protection and promotion of Jews in general.

Disguised, shrouded in its own lies, the ADL works for unity
and continued financial support among Jews by spreading fear of
anti-Semitism and by constant reminders of every suffering and
persecution, real or mythical, endured by Jews in the whole of
their history. The other side of the paranoia brewed by the ADL
for Jewish consumption is guilt and sympathy cultivated by the
ADL among Gentiles. The centerpiece of the guilt and sympathy
campaign is the ‘‘holocaust’’—the alleged officially organized ef-
fort to exterminate all the Jews of Europe during the 1940s. The
“‘holocaust’’ is used not only as the main excuse for Israel’s crea-
tion and existence, and for the murder and destruction it has
brought to the Middle East, but also as a means of making the
non-Jews of America and Europe feel that they were all somehow
responsible for the creation of anti-Semitism and its nourishment
over the centuries, so that by being a Christian one is tainted in a
way which Jews, the victims, are not, and that one has an obliga-
tion to make amends by showing deference and support to the sup-
posed pinnacle of Jewish hopes and aspirations—the state of
Israel.

Criticism of Israel by non-Jews has been imbued by the ADL
with such horrific overtones, and so successful has the ADL’s
decades-long conditioning of American Gentiles been, that many
Gentiles would find it less alarming to be called ‘‘crooked’ or
‘“‘immoral’’ than ‘‘anti-Semitic.”’

Acting as an agent of Israel within the United States while pass-
ing as something else, the ADL was Israel’s instrument for direct
attack upon Liberty Lobby for its opposition to Zionist sapping of
United States resources and Zionist influence on United States
politicians and policies. In the clash that resulted, Liberty Lobby
stood clearly for the national interests of the United States, while
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its opponent—muddying the waters in every way it could in order
to hide its true nature and intentions—represented interests which
were in almost every way inimical to the welfare of the great North
American republic and its citizens. Of course the ADL did not an-
nounce what it was really up to, for to do so would have made it an
outlaw and pariah. Instead it cloaked its work in the irrelevant
trappings of ‘‘brotherhood,’’ ‘‘tolerance,”’ and ‘‘democracy for
all’’—concepts which, ironically enough, are totally alien to the
concepts and practice of the state of Israel, on whose behalf the
ADL expends ninety percent of its energies.

As zealous as it was in dolling itself up to make a phony impres-
sion on the public, it was even more enthusiastic about trying to
put its major opponent, Liberty Lobby, in a false light. Playing its
self-appointed role of ‘‘monitor’’ and evaluator of Americans, the
ADL would first decide who was an obstacle to Zionist interests
and then would proceed to misrepresent the individual’s intentions
and motives, misstate his views, incorrectly characterize his aims,
and in general lie about him until anyone who believed even half of
what the ADL said would completely discredit their victim as a
source of fact or opinion—and would probably have serious
doubts about permitting him to continue freely walking the face of
the earth.

Unfortunately the power of the Zionist lobby is so great both in
Washington, D.C., and on the local constituency level, that it has
never been difficult for the ADL to line up politicians who will
tout its credibility in order not to offend Jewish 