





WHAT HAPPENS TO
COALITIONS WITH COMMUNISTS?

S COMMUNISM DEAD? Our ‘establishment’ and
Iits media are at pains to persuade us that it is. Sucha
suggestion is absolutely incredible in the light of the fact
that in China, Vietnam, Laos, Cambodia and Cuba 1,25
billion people remain under the heel of Communist rulers.
This figure exceeds the combined populations of the USA,
the former USSR, the Republic of China, Western Europe,
Central Europe, Japan, Australia and Canada. And in
Southern Africa the Communists have in the last two
decades succeeded in capturing control of Mozambique,
Zimbabwe, Angola and Namibia. Thus, they have notonly
laid their hands on great natural resources, but have also
encircled South Africa, as a prelude to the final assault.

Those who created Communism have proved to be mas-
ters of long-term planning, perhaps centuries-long plan-
ning. What more suitable arena for the renaissance of
Communism than South Africa, with its mineral wealth,
strategic geographic position between East and West, and
gateway to the rest of Africa and possibly the greater part
of the Third World?

De Klerk proposes coalition

After the recent referendum De Klerk announced his
unilateral proposals for a new constitution: a unitary state;
one-man-one-vote franchise; a rotating presidency; and a
coalition cabinet. When these were rejected by the ANC/
SACP, he proposed a multi-party coalition Executive
Council to replace the presidency -- also rejected by the
ANC/SACP. Thesignificance of these proposals is that De
Klerk is obviously committed to the idea of a coalition with
the ANC.

It is common knowledge that the majority of ANC
executive members are also SA Communist Party (SACP)
members, and thus negotiations with the ANC simply
means discussing terms with Communism in the guise of
African Nationalism. The negotiating body through which
the ANC/SACP have been given the means to get their
hands on the levers of power, is Codesa. In four out of five
of Codesa’s working committees, the ANC representation
is completely dominated by Communists, and in the fifth
the Communists control 42%. The ANC has steadfastly
refused to break its Communist ties.

Communists in South Africa have throughout their his-
tory beena minority groupand have beentreated as pariahs,
but have promoted their interests through organisations
like the ANC. They have also promoted their interests
through the Democratic Party (DP), and other elements of
the liberal ‘establishment’, including religious and aca-
demic bodies, and of course the media.
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The modus operandi

From the beginning, the formation of alliances and
coalitions has been the modus operandi of Communists.
In South Africa they have the benefit of their reciprocity
with the ANC, through which they have been able to attain
a certain degree of legitimacy. By this means they are
enabled to join in a coalition under cover of the ANC.
Because the NP government here is making determined
efforts at Codesa to bring about a coalition-type govern-
ment, the matter is becoming of paramount importance.

®vou will transfer power to us by means of
negotiation. Otherwise our resistance will
continue to the point where you will be
Jforced to transfer the power . .. @
(Slovo)

The gravity of this can be appreciated in the light of
historicprecedents. Three patterns emerge when Commu-
nists enter into a coalition with non-Communists. Coali-
tion per se is not at issue.

As soon as Communists enter as political partners, the
coalition ceases to be a continuum, as envisaged conven-
tionally, and becomes a one-way street to a definite
purpose. The coalitionends in either Communistdictator-
ship or in a complete rupture with the non-Communist
members of the coalition. There is no case of enduring
Communist co-operation within the limits of the tradi-
tional parliamentary pattern of political coalitions.

Coalitions with Communists follow a law of their own.
The question is: Why are they unworkable? Focusing on
Communists’ involvement in coalitions, three three pat-
terns manifest themselves: (1) a Communist dictatorial
power takeover; (2) the Communist purpose frustrated,
leading to their expulsion from the coalition; or (3) armed
conflict.

An Americanstudy by Prof Gerhard Niemeyer* analyses
in depth these three scenarios, each of which is relevant in
the present South African context. The case of Czechoslo-
vakia is an example of the Communists taking over
dictatorial power. Finland exemplifies the frustrating of
Communist aims. Armed conflict occurred in China,
Spain and Guatemala, but it has become so common, as
not to warrant further discussion. In the light of the classic
Communist revolution in the making in South Africa, it is
instructive to investigate such coalitions.

The basic principle is that Communists will not share



ultimate power with any other group.

Czechoslovakia: a lesson to be remembered

The case of Czechoslovakia is regarded as the classic
example of the Communist method of political infiltration
by means of coalition. The pattern of non-violent con-
quest of power is here perfectly exemplified.

When the Czechoslovakian government-in-exile under
Eduard Benes moved back to their country in April 1945,
it entered a coalition with the Czechoslovakian Commu-

tees.

Land reform was to begin with the confiscation of land
owned by “traitors” and the minorities. Banking and
insurance, as well as key industries, were to be placed under
government control.

The process of ‘softening up’ took three years. From the
beginning, the Communists showed a greater appreciation
of the value of certain power positions than their oppo-
nents. Seemingly moderate and self-denying, they never-
theless obtained power positions that could be used to

nists whohad stayed
in Moscow during
the war. The charter
of the coalition, the
Kosice Agreement,

A
N o

acquire additional ones.

The Communist posi-
tions of power can be di-
videdinto government po-
sitions and controlled

provided for (1)“Na- ﬁ : mass organisations. Of
tional Committees |4 @ PRAGUE « | the government positions,
toreplace the former |z CZECHOSLOVAKIA ~| the most important ob-
stateadministration; |> tained by the Communists
(2) the elimination |Z included the Ministry of
of former parties of |~ the Interior (which control-

the Right; (3)a com-
binationof Commu-
nist and non-Com-

AUSTRIA

led the police), Informa-
tion (propaganda and

munist (other than ‘

those of the Right) in a Government of the National Front;
(4) the cstablishment of People’s Courts; and (S) a consid-
crable degree of socialization of the means of production.

After an election in May 1946, in which the Communists
had the majority of the 51% polled, they claimed the
portfolios of Prime Minister, Interior, Finance, Internal
Trade, Social Welfare, Information and Agriculture. In
the following 20 months they systematically extended
their own power positions by exploiting real and alleged
plots ‘cndangering’ the unity of the nation; proposals for
social rcform; and finally the installing of twelve Commu-
nist policc commissioners in Prague. The non-Commu-
nist members of the Cabinet demandced the withdrawal of
this lattcr measure and, failing to obtain it, resigned. The
Communist Prime Minister did not step down, but made
up a new Cabinet consisting of an overwhelming majority
of Communists. Simultaneously, arrangements were made
by th¢ Communists in power for mass demonstrations,
which pointed to imminent civil war.

The fact that the President acceded to this pressure,
continuing apparently to harbour illusions about co-opera-
tion with the Communists, demonstrates the extent to
which Communists had been able to mask their designs
behind the official myth of national unity through coali-
tion, which had become absolutized, an almost sacred
cause. By making a fetish of the unity concept, the
Communists imposed their will on all three blocs in the
coalition government. They carefully refrained from
pressing demands that would frighting their future part-
ners, which was why Benes accepted the replacement of
traditional state machinery by so-called National Commit-

press), Agriculture (land
reform), and Internal
Trade. Their control of the mass organisations such as their
majority in the National Committees, trade unions, special
interest groups like youth groups, enabled them to found a
revolutionary network. Their method followed a pattern:
First they created a leadership composed of their own
members and fellow travellers; second they appealed to
people to join; and then, speaking in their name, they
created a ‘non-partisan’ public opinion which, without
exception, was identified with the policy of the Party. Press
and broadcasting facilities were procured by simply dis-
missing all non-Communist employees.

The coup d’état in February 1948 was but the final
squeeze of the pincers. Public opinion had been manipu-
lated for a concern for unity, democracy and peace. By
virtue of its commitment to the coalition concept, the
country’s capacity to resist had been weakened.

Czechoslovakia finally fell to Communist totalitarianism
on 25th February 1948, when President Benes consented to
a government composed of 13 Communists and 4 Social
Democrats. The Communists had been able to browbeat
the President into allowing the sovietization of the country
and the elimination of all anti-Communist opposition,
through pressure of public opinion manipulated by them
from key positions in the earlier government and by mass
organisations. These were positions obtained in the three
years as partners in the National Front coalition govern-
ment, during which the Communists had entrenched their
network of power positions.

Pressure from ‘above’ & ‘below’

When we analyze the success of the Communists in
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Czechoslovakia, we find that the Communists used hardly
any weapons other than those which the non-Communist
parties handed them.

Jan Cozak, a Czech Communist historian, saw the entire
operation as a combination of “pressure from below” and
“pressure from above”. “From below” was organised by
unified mass organisations, especially the trade union
movement, which staged demonstrations and conducted
strikes; as well as the arming of “reliable” parts of the
population.

“From above” meant the various ministries which de-
stroyed the middle class by means of a pretended fight
against “enemies and traitors”, and by checkmating resist-
ance to Communism.

This combination of relentless pressures led to the pro-
gressive, undisturbed breaking of the resistance of the
bourgeoisie and the limitation of their power. Step by step
they were pushed from their share of the power.

Czechoslovakia represents in its most finished form the
pattern of Communist take-over through the politics of
coalition government. With only slight variations, Hun-
gary, Poland, Roumania and Bulgaria were first led by
coalitionregimes established at Western insistence which
became full-blown Communist dictatorships.

Ousting in Finland

Sometimes things go wrong for the Communists. Some-
times they were forced into a showdown before they were
ready; sometimes their opponents discovered their meth-
ods and turned against them; sometimes the power of non-
Communistelements simply turned out to be impregnable.
In France (1946) and Finland (1948) they were manoeu-
vred out of power positions. For South Africans in 1992,
the Finnish example is of the greatest importance, showing
as it does how an informed government and a population
whose instinctrendered them resistant to Communism, can
in fact turn the tables.

Red Army units maintained bases even within Finnish
territory. No help could be expected from the West,
including neutral Sweden. Yetthe Finns, a highly homo-
geneous nation, notonly succeeded in forestalling a planned
Communist coup d’état, but ousted the Communists from
the Ministry of the Interior and from the government, and
set up an anti-Communist Cabinet. It serves as a living
refutation of the thesis that the proximity of the Red Army
reduces a country to helplessness.

A Marxist Block was formed and its leader became
Premier in 1946. In the coalition the Communists had
Interior (including the police), Defence and Education.
They produced agitation against ‘fascist’ reactionaries,
mass demonstrations and strikes, the setting up of a secret
police, and Sovietpressure. However, in the organisations
they attempted to infiltrate there were too many Finns
aware of their game, and beat them at it. Elections in 1947
showed a trend away from the Left, towards the Right and
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Centre parties. Ashowdown
in 1948, because of elec-
toral losses, caused the Com-
munists to make elaborate
preparations for a coup
d’état. Helsinki’s non-Com-
munist Chief of Police
seized arms caches. The
army surrounded the Presi-
dential Palace with a guard,
and seized arms and muni-
tions stores, encouraged by
a wave of anti-Communist
indignation throughout the
country. The public de-

. manded aninvesigation into
I the Communist Minister of
the Interior and his police,
and he was dismissed. The Communists called for a
general strike, which was an almost total failure. In
conditions of great disorder, a general election was held.
The national radio was removed from Communist control;
the state police apparatus was dissolved; Communist infil-
trators were ousted from government agencies; protest
strikes were broken up. The coalition was a failure for the
Communists.

Conclusions

The three patterns repeat themselves in country after
country. The first thing that strikes one is the strong
Communist urge to come to power within the framework
and the legitimacy of a coalition. The need for the
‘blessing” of non-Communists seems to be axiomatic in
Communist strategies.

Five elements form the basis of coalition agreements: (1)
a “common cause” shared by Communists and non-Com-
munists (the rationale); (2) the value of unity (moral
obligation); (3) goals of national policy (practical pur-
pose); (4) non-toleration of certain parties, ideas and indi-
viduals in the political arena (against such ‘devil-notions’
as “imperialism” and “apartheid”); and (5) the distribution
of power positions among the coalition partners (power-
sharing being the modus operandi).

ANC/SACP plans

Ata U.N. Meeting of Consultation with Anti-Apartheid
Movements and Non-Governmental Organisations held in
Geneva in November 1991, important aspects of the ANC-
SACP alliance plans were revealed. For instance: “The
transitional authority will have jurisdiction over all secu-
rity forces and matters. This means thatthe S.A. military
must be confined to barracks under international supervi-
sion during transition and that the police must be dis-
armed, with law and order maintained by the unarmed
police force, the civic associations and the international
community.” Further, “the transitional authority must
have control of all national finances™ and the South African
state media, “especially radio and television, must be
collectively controlled”.









mafia, the financing of the Iraqi build-
up by the Bush administration prior to
its raid on Kuwait, and other skeletons,
are seen as ‘just too much baggage’.
(This is the sort of pressure driving
George Bush to use the mind-altering
sleeping drug Halcion -- banned in 14
countries -- as reported by Associated
Press) The CIA is providing the
information to the House and to the
press, as part of aprocess of jetisoning
George Bush, and landing Bill Clinton
in the Presidential slot.

‘Baby-face’ Bill Clinton

In preparation for his presidential
election confrontation with fellow-
Trilateralist, George Bush, Democrat

Bill Clinton was in September 1988
inducted into David Rockefeller's
Trilateral Commission and in July
1989 into the Councll of Forelgn
Relations, as well as the
Bilderbergers (1991). This ‘insider’
is clearly favoured to assume the
presidential mantle in November.

If George Bush manages to pull his
presidency out of the fire, he will stay
the course with his New World Order
masters. |f he continuesto slip inthe
opinion polls, they will have an equally
obedient butfar more popular occupant
in the White House.

SOURCES: Criminal Politics,
Cincinnati, OH, USA; and National
Vanguard, Hillsboro, WV, USA.

THE ORIGINS OF
WESTERN CIVILISATION

A South African revisionist
looks at how historians
have been able to arrive at
a more accurate view of
the origins of Western
civilization, and thus our
own roots ...

N WHAT PURPORTS to be an

authoritative book aboutthe origins
of Western civilisation, namely
Geskiedenis van die Westerse
beskawing: deel I: oorsprong tot
intellektuele rewolusie*, the authors
make the following statement (page
2): “Western civilisation developed on
the European continent from the
historic process of the integration and
coalescence of ideas, institutions,
customs and viewpoints which
originated in the East and the Middle
East.” On page 4 they go on with the
following statement: “The origin of our
Western civilization is thus to be found
in that which was brought about over
centuries by Egyptians, Assyrians,
Chaldeans, Persians, Hebrews,
Sumerians, Babylonians, Hittites and
Phoenecians.” According to the
authors of this handbook, the origin of
Western civilization can therefore be
traced back to absolutely everyone
except the Europeans themselves!

Apart from that, the existence and
influence of the civilization of OId
Europe, the megalithic culture of Old
Western Europe, the Proto-Indo-
European and the Indo-European
groups like the Celtic and Germanic
tribes, are totally ignored.

Old-fashioned paradigm

Had this handbook been written in
the 1940's, its assertions would have
been completely in agreement with
the accepted paradigm of the time.
Today, however, most European
archeologists are of the opinion that
almost everythingthathas beenwritten

about European prehistory is either
incomplete or simply incorrect.
Naturally a few mistakes could be
expected, because as new finds are
discovered new conclusions become
necessary. The fact is, however, that
the suppositions on which this view of
history rests are now considered
invalid.

At the time of the emergence and
development of European archeology
in the 19th Century there was no
scientific method for dating events in
the past.. The only way to date
European prehistory after the end of
the last glaciation -- about 8000 BC --
and which includes the neolithic,
bronze and iron age periods, was to
relate it to the old civilizations of the
Middle East which extended back to
about30008B.C., where written records
and sources existed. By doing this,
the archeologists also tried atthe same
timetoexplainthe apparent similarities
between the monuments and finds of
Europe and the Middle East. In the
process, the archeologists made an
important assumption, and that was
that all important developments in
European prehistory were the result of
influences from the Old Middle East!

Cultural diffusion theory

The effect of this assumption about
the past led to the theory of cultural
diffusion. The past was seeninterms
of groups of people, tribes or ethnic
units that moved around, spread their
culture widely, or at least transferred
their culture peacefully to neighbouring
areas. Prehistory was seen as a sort
of global chessboard with the various
groups and cultures moving from one
square to the other like pawns in the
game. The task of the archeologist

100 BC.

Stonehenge, the great stone observatory in Britain, built long before
the pyramids. The astronomers of Stonehenge understood the great
18,6-year moon/sun cycle, which the Babylonians only discovered in
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3) Marija Gimbutas: The goddesses
and gods of Old Europe. London:
Thames and Hudson, 1982.

4) George Cardona, Henry Hoenigswald
and Alfred Senn (eds.): Indo-European
and Indo-Europeans. Philadelphia,
1970.

5) The Journal of Indo-European
Studles

DEFINITIONS:

The megalithic culture of Old
Western Europe: That culture,
from the Orkney Islands in the
north of Europe to Malta in the
south, that built the great stone
structures in western Europe.
The clvilization of Old Europe:
Situated in south-east Europe --
i.e. the Danube area, around the
Adriatic and Aegean Seas and
south Italy -- it started developing
its own independent cultural iden-
tity from about 7000 BC, and lasted
for more than 3000 years.
Proto-Indo-Europeans: The
common ancestors of all the Indo-
European groups. They were a
Nordic, warrior-like race of people
who invaded parts of Europe and
Asia from an area north of the
Black Sea from about 4400 BC.
They werethe people who gave alll
the Indo-European groups their
common Indo-European lan-
guages, religions and cultures.
Indo-European groups: All the
well-known bronze age and iron
age dwellers of Europe and west-
ern Asia, for instance the Ger-
manic groups in north-western Eu-

-

rope; the Celtic
groupsin central
Europe and Brit-
ain; the lItalic
groups (includ-
ingthe Romans)
in ltaly; the
Greeks; the Bal-
tic groups in
northern Eu-
rope; the Slavic
groups in east-
ern Europe; and
the Indo-Aryans
and lranians in
India and Iran.

Celtic group:
The inhabitants
of central Eu-
rope, France
and Britain, from
about 1900 BC
to 1 AD. They
had a common
Celtic language,
religion and cul- |

Old Europe: the area of autochthonous European
civilization, 7000-3500 B.C.

The study of the culture of Old Europe reveals the
existence of writing 2000 years before that of the
Sumerians, who were assumed to have been the
first to develop writing.

ES5 Megalithic culture from 7000 B.C.

ture. Two peak

cultural periods

have been identified as the
Hallstatt and La Téne periods.,
Their descendants live today in
Bretagne, France, as well as in
Ireland and Scotland.

Germanlc groups: The inhabit-
ants of southern Scandinavia and
northern Germany from about
1900 BC. We can identify three
main groups: North Germanic or
Viking; East Germanic, of which
the Goths were the most impor-
tant tribes; and West Germanic,
including the Angles, Saxons,
Franks, Alemanne, etc. Their de-

(WHAT we recognise as order today\

scendants live today in Scandina-
via, Germany, Britain, Holland and
Flanders.

*By PH Kapp and others: Pretoria:
HAUM, 1982,

and express in ‘liberal’ constitutions, is
nothing but anarchy become a habilt.
We call it democracy, parliamentarism,
national self-government, butin factitis
the mere non-existence of a conscious
responsible authority, a government --
that is, a true state! (OSWALD
\SPENGLER) Y,

THE SPANISH CIVIL WAR

Part 2: The generals take action

Under the Second Repub-
lic in Spain (1931), whole-
sale repression and injus-
tice against individuals,
newspapers, civil ser-
vants, judges and the
Church, labour unrest, as

where evident. In this
second part of the
summary of Spanish
Arena*, the momentous
decision of the Spanish
generals is discussed.

10

ORETHAN ANYTHINGELSE,
the revolution against the Law
had catastrophic consequences. For

well as a breakdown of law
and order, were every-

example, the Spanish code of laws
was based upon the old Roman code,
where precedent govemns principle,
except where overruled by a
subsequent decision or statutory
legislation. But the politicians of the
Republic set out to destroy the whole
basis of the legal code. They wanted
to alter the entire existing order as to
contracts, legacy and private property.
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Alllegalguarantees were swept aside.
All accepted principles of justice were
undermined. Victimization and
blackmail occurred on an unheard-of
scale. New agreements were made
on a corrupt basis. Those who
disagreed were open to persecution
and ruination. The Government
proceeded to wreck the existing order
by ruling by decree.

Because the Republic came atatime
when new ideas of reform and social
justice were circulating throughout the
world, many believed it was these
new ideas that were being applied.
But there was no doubt what direction
was being taken.

The effects in Seville, for example,
led the Civil Governor to describe the
situation there as a “state of war”. Yet
had not the “people” got the kind of
Government for which they were said
to have been yearning?

Corruption, disorder
everywhere

Corruption and disorder reigned
everywhere. Senor Azana -- a
“democratic intellectual”, of course --
was involved with other officials in
armms smuggling deals. Two months
afterthe establishment ofthe Repubilic,
the government was considered
incapable of safeguarding the lives or
property of anyone. The breakdown
of services, and the attacks, stoning
and mutilation of the Civil Guard were
common. Revolution was taught in
many schools. In Catalonia huge
secret arsenals were discovered.

The irony was that the police were
still trying to keep order, while the
activities of the government were
actually fostering disruption. Areaction
to this breakdown of the structure was
that on October 31 1933, the Falangist
Party was formed by the son of the
former Dictator, José Antonio Primo
de Rivera.

Clearly there was some controlling
influence behind all the riots, labour
unrest, political strikes, murders,
robberies, buming andlooting that were
taking place all over the country.

The trained agitators busy building
up a revolutionary urge were of alien
source. The alien source was the
Soviet Russian Government, which
had in 1920 declared that the Second
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Proletarian Revolution would take
place in Spain. After this it would be
the turn of France (now close to the
brink under Léon Blum), and then the
rest of Europe. For the purpose of
recruiting revolutionary leaders, secret
societies were formed. Under the
specious pretence of the “Defence of
the Republic”, Spanish mayors were
illegally replaced by “comrades” and
thus were thousands of Communist
cells created.

Grand Orient Freemasonry

Spanish Arena gives not only an
illuminating account of events, but
analyses in-depth the forces at work
beneath the surface. Accordingtothe
authors, “Grand Orient Freemasonry
was the executive headquarters for
disseminating revolutionary orders.”
Seven of the eleven signatories of the
“Provisional Republican Government”
were members of Spanish lodges.
Spain had been made ready for the
first stage in the Soviet Revolution by
the “capture” ofthe Army Generals by
Freemasonry. It was stated in the
Spanish parliament that “since 1925
Masonry had grouped under the
heading ‘Military Brotherly Union’ most
of the high officials of the Army ... Of
twenty-three Divisional Generals, 21
were Freemasons, and a similar
proportion of the Brigadiers. They
have all taken the oath of the Spanish
Grand Orient: ‘| swear obedience
without limitation to the head of the
Council of Thirty-three ... | swear not
torecognize any mortal asabove him.’
Both in 1929 for the abolition of the
Dictatorship of Primo de Rivera, andin
1931 for the abolition of the Monarchy,
the Masons gave their orders and the
Generals obeyed.” (Jean Dauray,
L’Oeuvre Latine, Jan. 1937)

The Communist World Revolution
achieved their goals through the use
of supposedly altruistic institutions like
the League of Nations, Youth and
Peace societies, and Grand Orient
Freemasonry. However, ever since it
was founded in 1773, this latter
organisation’s members boasted that
its function was to promote atheism
and revolution, and that it had been a
powerful actuating force during the
French Revolution.

In Spain, “thanks to the foresight of
the Freemasons, a great part of the
posts in command of the Civil Guards

and the Assault Guards were in the
hands of real Republicans”, that is,
before the Generals’ revolt. El Dia
Grafico boasted in 1936: “It was the
Masons who saw that the greater part
of our Navy placed itself on the side of
the people's party, disarming the
rebellious chiefs. The aviators were
Masons ... Similarly, Masons are the
majority of those who, inthe Press, on
the. speakers’ platforms, before the
microphone, maintain the sacred fire
of the cause ... It is the Masons who
have done most in this enterprise of
liberation of the Spanish people.”
General Mola (in Tempestad Calma
Intriga y Crisis) wrote: “Through the
French Masons the revolutionaries (in
Jaca) have gotintotouch with Russian
Communism, and they are also in
communication with the delegation of
the Soviets in Vienna.” G.Martin,
himself a Mason (in his La
Francmagonnerie Frangalse et Ila
Préparation de la Révolution, 1925),
said: “In case of trouble, the mob,
which will have backed the political
demands of the reform party by force,
is certain to be supported financially
by the Masonic Lodges.” Evidence is
given to show that the French social
revolutionaries were to help the Red
government in Spain in organising
supplies. The link betweenthe French
and the Spanish Governments was
through the Grand Orient Lodges of
Plus Ultra, La Marseillaise and
L'Internationale.

G.Martin, while discussingthe French
Revolution, says: “Freemasonry would
have had perhaps much more difficulty
in securing the triumph of its doctrines
in practice if it had not, during the last
yearsofthe [18th] century, the support
of a great portion of the Army.
Historians who have not reported this
fact seemto have grasped imperfectly
the root cause, which was the spread
of Lodges in military circles ... The old
system of government collapsed party
becausethe French Army anditslower
cadres did not attempt to come to its
aid ... Bythe help giventothe beginning
of the Revolution, military Masonry
was an essential elementinthe triumph
of the new ideas.”

Revolutionary organisation &
Soviet money

Lenin had said that the first essential
for Communist strategy was money,

11






the ActingPremier lackedthe necessary
"moral fibre, and decided that public
order could be left to the Civil Guard.
Franco was sent to the Canary Islands
as Commandant, but before he left
Spain he saw Generals Mola and
Varela. Early in July member of
parliament Calvo Sotelo was murdered.
The crisis had come.

The flag of salvation

On July 17 1936 a coded message
was conveyed to the Generals who
were sworn to raise the flag for the
salvation of Spain. These included
Generals Mola, Goded, Fanjul.
Sanjurjo, Saliquet, some officers of th
Fleet and Queipo de Liano.

Franco flew from the Canaries to
Tetuan in Morocco, and on July 21st
1936 issued a proclamation to the
Spanish people: “It Is the duty of
every man to enter this definite
struggle between Russiaand Spain.”
This was the sole reason given by the
Generals for the action they weretaking.

When the Generals' revolt started,
Prieto of the Republican Govemment,
boasted: “We have all the money, the
men, the instruments and all the arms.
Are these men mad?”

In January 1937 Alejandro Lerroux
(Premierinthe 1933 Government) was
to say: “We are not in the presence of
a military rising. The Army has not
brokenwithdiscipline. Itseekstorestore
a discipline broken by anti-patriotic
traitors and criminal anarchists. It has
not risen against the law, but for the
law; so that law and authority should
rule, not against the people, but for the
safety of the people. Itis by no means
a question of a military
pronunciamento, but of a National
Rising as legitimate and holy as the
War of Independence in 1808. It is
even more sacred, foritis nota question
only of political independence, but of
social and economic organisation, of
the protection of home, property,
culture, conscience and very life; in a
word, of a whole civilization as handed
down in history.” (Lerroux in
L’lilustration, Jan 30 1937)

Never was rebellion more justified.
The ultimatum was given to the
Government that it must govern. The
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government refused, and these men
were ready to stake their lives on their
appealtothe nation toriseupin defence
of its every ideal, its right to religious
toleration, the rights and liberties of its
citizens, and of everything which the
Spaniard traditionally held sacred.

*The Spanish Arena by William Foss
and Cecil Gerahty (pub. John Gifford,
London, 1938).

Part Il (conclusion) of this
series will deal with the conduct
of the Civil War itself.

THE NATIONAL MOVEMENT of the
Finns andthe “Friends of South Africa”
movement, composed mostly ofyoung
people, read your excellent magazine.
We would like to correspond with
anyone who would be interested in
Finland and our political scene over
here. Our address is: NMF, PL 41,
33501 Tampere, Suomi, Finland.
Yours for a White South Africa.

- Tarmo lkonen (Suomi, Finland)

* * *

‘'THERE CAN BE no initiation to
catastrophe to compare with
innocence,’ writes Robert Ardrey in
The Hunting Hypothesis.

‘The mighty mammoth elephant of
NorthAmericadied ofinnocence’ when
Asian hunters entered the continent
from the Bering Strait at the end of the
last great glaciation. African animals,
ontheother hand, had evolved side by
side with man and developed the
appropriate response, namely to flee
when that small, dangerous animal
approached. ‘It was natural selection
of a classic order: those animals that
developed the behaviour pattern of
flight left more descendants thanthose
who did not,’ comments Ardrey.

But the human species suffers from
the same innocence, and the White
tribes of Africa could well become
extinct through their naive trust in
politicians whom they allow to
determine their destiny.

--M (Pretoria)

* * *

THE CELTS were Nordics, and a
very inventive people too. They even
invented soap, had wheeled ploughs
and minted coinage, and were the
first to shoe their horses. Their art
was outstanding. They were certainly
notthe painted savages that politicians
like Macmilian and Vorster, in their
ignorance, liked to make out. The
Picts were not Celts, and the same
goes for the still earlier inhabitants of
Britain such as the little Iberian
‘Windmill Hill' folk. They were
probably used as labourers in the
construction of Stonehenge, a great
lunar observatory older than the
Pyramids, 4000 years ago and more.
However, many who claim to be Ceits
today, such asthe Welsh, were largely
these older people of England whom
the invading Celts drove out.

-- W T (Cape Town)

* * *

SINCE THE BOERS apparently do
not wish to be themselves, might it
not be a good idea to found a new
tribe? The Hugenots got their name
from a gallicised pronounciation of
the word Eidgenosse (pron. ee-ghe-
no, meaning confederate, oathtaker).
What about promoting a new
brotherhood of Eedgenote,
Eidgenosse or Hugenote, and
inviting, as the brothers Romulus and
Remus did, those of the same world-
view from all over the world to join
you?

-- KM (England)

* * *
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OUR INDUSTRIAL STRUCTURE is
falling apart, tens of thousands losing
their jobs, their property, the future of
their families. Sowhat do our ‘leaders’
do? They open free tradewith Mexico.
U S workers make $15 - $20 per hour,
whereas Mexicans work for less than
$3 a day. Thus big business decided
to get the Mexicans to do all their
labour, disinvest in the U S, invest in
Mexico, thus losing us even more!

-- L D (Munlsing, USA)

* * *

EUROPEAN AND GI™MAN
RESTORATION is happening now.
Russia needs German competence,
not American money, and in return
Germany willregainher lostt~--*tories.
The future is in Europe, not. ...1erica,
which the parasites are devouring
whole. Surely dream-world liberalism,
or nightmare liberalism, must be
discredited ere very long. Liberalism
is a form of mental Aids, and only
death can cure it.

-- T O (Johannesburg)

* * *

ALEXIS DE TOCQUEVILLE
(Souvenirs) wrote in the mid-1800s
that modern revolution is caused by
radical socialists seeking to replace
religion with “social science”. The
Fabian Society’s charity organisation
strove for “social science, doing good
and preventing evil”. Today guilt
manipulators make TV pleas formoney
to fix the world. While siphoning off
our wealth, we relieve the guilt of
ignoring our own -- we sit, insipid,
vacuous, before the social scientists.
When we begin to love our own,
perhaps God will again protect us from
the ranges of the savages.

-- W S (Rosharon, Tx, USA)

* * *

CAPE TOWN is sitting on a time-
bomb, with over 300 000 jobless or
semi-employed Blacks. As long as
the Communist Party is allowed to
strengthen itself, there is no hope fora
“New South Africa”.

-- G H (Cape Town)

* * *

THE DISAPPOINTMENT among our
comrades at the outcome of the SA
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referendum was very great, almost a
slap in the face. Does this mean that
allis lost for the Whites, or is there still
hope for a peaceful, legal way to save
the country? We here are anxious
enough about the future of Europe
(especially the threat to our will-to-life,
Nature, our race, and our wonderful
culturaltreasures), butitmustbe much
worse for you in South Africa! The
forces of internationalism which have
been shattered in Eastern Europe,
hope to parasitize your country.

The growing pdpularity of the
nationalist partiesin Germany signifies
arealchange ofmindinEurope, against
whichtheintemationalists cannothope
to defend themselves!

-- Student (Konstanz, Germany)

* * *

OUR ONE-WORLDER Foreign
Minister, Pik Botha, said on 17th April
in an ‘impassioned’ speech that as
part of the New World Order, neither
South Africa nor any other country
would be allowed to step out of line. It
would simply notbe tolerated. He was
relaying a very important policy
statement from his One-World
brethren, but the only transmission
that featured it at all was the Afrikaans
station on Radio SA's 6 pm news
builetin.

-- H M ( Pretoria)

* * *

IF WHITES insist on regarding
themselves and others simply as
individuals, while non-Whites
maintain their race consciousness,
then no one should be surprised if
eventually the non-Whites inherit the
earth.

-- N V (Washington)

THE POET
SPEAKS

Professor Root was during
his life professor of
English at Earlham
College, and has been
described as the Poet
Laureate of the real
America. In what is

probably his greatest
prose work, he presented
‘a vision which | believe
men have had in a nobler
time, and which we may
approach even today’.

ORE AND MORE as my life

has matured, | have realized
that by fundamental nature | am a
conservative. | have realized that |
wish to preserve the roots of life
whence grow the blossoms and the
fruits of life, and that | have become a
genuine radical -- i.e. one who works
with the roots of life, labouring to set
them more firmly and to nourish them
more richly. | applaud fruitful change
that comes from an enhancement and
intensification of last things that
maintain their continuity with first
things. But, as | see it, such change
must be growth from within, so that
you and | and our nation become ever
more clearly, more richly, more truly,
what we always are.

It is the philosophy that is to me the
important thing. In presenting it, |
make no pretence of tolerance. |
make no pretence of ‘seeing all sides’
(in the sense of affirming all sides). |
know what | believe; | know what |
don't believe. | say so -- and let the
icicles fall where they may.

By the nature of my philosophy and
myseif, | have to reject and deplore
certain political and social systems. |
abhor Communism, Socialism, and
that half-and-half neuter thing known
as ‘Liberalism’. | regard them as
enemies of God and enslavers of man,
| say so, without fear or favour. | am
not impartial about them, though |
think the evidence against them is
objective; and it is because of that
objective evidence that | cannot be
impartial. No good doctor is impartial
totetanus; no good jeweler is impartial
before paste and pearl, or diamond
and glass.

But at the same time | am not pattial
to what is today called Capitalism.
Recently, Cleon Skousen wrote a
revealing book called The Naked
Capitalist. It explores the strange
underworld of international finance-
capitalism, where Insiders of the
Establishment seek to use masks of
Socialism and ‘Liberalism’ and even
Communism, to secure (they think)
theirownwealth, andto increase (they
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