HOW MUCH DO ZIONISTS CONTROL
OUR WORLD…? 3: THE UNITED STATES
By John Armstrong (Email: johnarmst [at] yahoo.com)
Is the American Establishment pro-Israel (i.e.
‘Zionist’)? Many people think so. Over the
decades, the US authorities have certainly taken
plenty of steps that look unarguably pro-Israel.
But some observers are convinced that each such
step is a smokescreen (at best) and that the
American Establishment can actually be shown to
be anti-Zionist. So, what’s the truth?
Commonly, those folks who believe the US to be
Zionist point out that America was the first nation
on Earth to recognise Israel; America gives a lot
of economic and military aid to Israel; and
America has a totally disproportionate number of
Jews in positions of power in Hollywood and in
American actor Tony
the US Establishment generally. The clear
Curtis was a Jew
implication of these facts is that the US is indeed
Zionist. But this is a supremely important matter, so let’s take a moment to find out
how the other side responds to these facts – and whether their answers hold water.
RECOGNITION OF ISRAEL
In May 1948, the Jewish community in Palestine declared the rebirth of the State of
Israel. Once the ‘Act of Independence’ came into effect, America’s President Harry
Truman took just 11 minutes to officially recognise the new country. This certainly
seems Zionist. But context can be everything, so theorists urge us to stand back and
look at the wider picture.
Truman took office just before the end of WWII. He inherited a situation where a
large number of Jews were living in Palestine and a huge number of Americans felt
great sympathy for the Jewish People after the sufferings of Jews during the war.
Thus the options open to Truman were very limited because he needed to avoid
coming across to his electorate as a monster. He couldn’t get away with refusing to
allow the Jews in Palestine a measure of self-determination. But right up until the
Independence Declaration was made, he and his administration consistently sought to
ensure that, whatever the Jews in Palestine ended up with, it fell short of Statehood.
Truman’s government simultaneously tried to weaken the position of the Jews in
Palestine by refusing to sell them arms (and by seizing any consignments they illicitly
managed to organise), while at the same time knowing that the Arabs in Palestine
were having no difficulty procuring weapons from surrounding Arab nations.

Theorists say there are several non-Zionist reasons why President Truman might have
agreed to recognise Israel.
Firstly, Truman may have assumed that this
small, newborn state would be destroyed by the
armies of the (far larger) surrounding nations
who were bound to invade her if she declared
independence – and therefore that his
recognition of her would do no real harm. And
in fact, the day after the Declaration was made,
a combined invasion of Israel took place by the
armies of Egypt, Jordan, Syria and Lebanon,
together with forces from Iraq and Saudi
Arabia.
(The war raged for months. The American
authorities refused to sell Israel so much as a
pea-shooter with which to defend herself. But as
soon as it became clear that Israel had gained
Leonard Nimoy was a Jew
the upper hand and the conflict was going to go
her way, the US demanded an end to hostilities – apparently to keep Israel’s gains to a
minimum. The US even forced Israel to withdraw from some important territory she
had won.)
A second reason why Truman may have decided to recognise Israel was because he
wanted America to retain influence over her in the event she wasn’t destroyed by the
surrounding nations. Such influence would provide the US with many more ways to
undermine her. This situation is essentially no different from that of a spy who, while
serving one country, pretends to be devoted to an enemy country in order to acquire
opportunities to weaken it.
In the months leading up to the Independence Declaration, Truman’s public approval
rating was terrible and his Democratic Party was in turmoil. “The president was
nearly universally regarded as incapable of winning the general election”. To make
absolutely certain there would still be an anti-Zionist in the White House after the
election – and indeed to ensure the survival of the Democratic Party – Truman had to
win. This meant recognising Israel. Why so? There were quite a few reasons. Here are
just some of them.
The bulk of the American electorate were old enough to remember that three-quarters
of Palestine had already been given to the Palestinian Arabs when the British carved
out the new country of Jordan from it 26 years earlier. (And, since the UN had made it
plain that a considerable proportion of the remaining land would also be going to the
Palestinian Arabs – no matter what type of ‘Jewish national home’ came into being –
and since there were numerous Muslim countries in the world but not a single Jewish
one, most Americans felt it reasonable for Israel to happen.)
Many voters were also aware that, when the Allies won the First World War and
gained control of Palestine from the Ottoman Empire, they weren’t taking charge of a
country but merely a part of southern Syria. As the Arab parliamentarian Abdul

Dahamshe confirmed in 1995, “Palestine and Syria are one homeland.” In other
words, Americans felt that the creation of Israel would not involve stealing someone
else’s country. Quite the reverse. They generally saw it as handing back to the Jewish
People a small proportion of their ancestral land.
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Plenty of Americans also knew that the area in question was very small, representing
just 1% of the land comprising the Arab nations, and that many Palestinian Arabs had
only moved to Palestine from other countries in the recent past and could presumably
move back if they didn’t like living in Israel and didn’t want to go to Jordan.
Although the US public didn’t believe the Jews in Palestine were without fault in their
handling of the pre-independence conflict, they nevertheless felt that Jewish excesses
were rare (and that the Arabs had committed more), and that any excesses on the part
of the Jews should be seen in the light of the horrors inflicted on Jews in Palestine in
the ’20s and ’30s (see Part 1 in my series), not to mention the massacres – many of
them at the hands of the thousands of Muslims who joined the SS – during WWII.
Additional such factors are given in other articles in this series. (If the American Elite
are Zionist, one is entitled to ask why they don’t make truths like these widely known
today.)
All in all, there was an “emerging consensus among Americans in support of Jewish
statehood”, and Truman was forced to recognise Israel in order to get voted back in.
The actions of Establishment figures at the time prove that it was not the desire of the
US Elite to recognise Israel. General George Marshall, the Secretary of State,
furiously opposed recognition – and threatened to resign. What’s more, “Marshall’s
opposition was shared by almost every member of the … now legendary group of
presidential advisers, later referred to as the Wise Men [men like Averell Harriman,
Dean Acheson, Robert Lovett and John J. McCloy]”. And, when news of Truman’s
decision reached the American delegation at the UN, “US Ambassador Warren Austin
left the building in order not to be present when US recognition of Israel was
announced, … Dean Rusk [who also opposed recognition] subsequently had to rush to
the UN to talk US delegation members out of resigning en masse in protest.”
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Throughout the remaining five years of his
presidency (which was an immensely difficult
period for Israel), what did Truman do to help
her? He forced her to “allow 25,000 [Arab]
refugees to return” and he tried to get her to
accept 75,000 more. (Few people today are
aware that, in the lead up to the invasion of 1948,
the Arab nations surrounding Israel had urged the
Palestinian Arabs to temporarily vacate Palestine
so as to avoid getting in the way of the invading
armies. As one refugee put it, “The Arab
government told us: Get out so that we can get
in. So we got out”. Oddly, the US establishment
is quiet on this and many other related points that
would help Israel’s image. For just some of these,
see www.tinyurl.com/arabrefs.)

MILITARY/ECONOMIC AID
In later years, America did start to provide military equipment and economic
assistance to Israel. But some people argue that such acts are not necessarily Zionist.
Selling weapons and giving financial help to Israel results in America enjoying a lot
of say over Israel’s actions. For example, if Israel does something to make her borders
more defensible, America may well be able to twist Israel’s arm until she reverses
what she has done. Take the years leading up to the Suez Crisis of 1956. Egypt’s
President Nasser had repeatedly called for the annihilation of Israel; had amassed
enormous amounts of military hardware; had started mining Israeli sea-routes; and
had sponsored murderous attacks on Israeli civilians by militants operating from the
Egyptian-held Gaza Strip. Israel responded by taking control of Gaza and the Sinai.
The US President told Israel to withdraw all her troops or “face economic sanctions”.
Israel felt she had little choice but to obey.
America permits Israel to defend herself against her sworn enemies if she is attacked
(America would otherwise lose all influence over her), but Israel is only allowed to
defend herself within very tight limits. When the chance arises to inflict serious
damage on an attacking force, America prohibits her from doing so.
Consider the Palestinian Liberation Organisation (PLO). During the ’70s, the PLO
moved from Jordan to Lebanon and, by the end of the decade, it comprised a large,
increasingly well-equipped army which was terrorizing civilians in the north of Israel
through acts including a “massive artillery and mortar attack on the Israeli population
of the Galilee”. This was an intolerable situation for Israel, so she invaded Lebanon
and, after a few days, managed to corner all the many thousands of PLO militants.
Israel was in a position to deal a fatal blow to the PLO, but America stepped in and
demanded that Israel not only let all the PLO fighters live but also let them all escape
and allow them to leave the country with their personal weapons.
Selling arms to Israel also helps make Israel reliant on the USA. (It also discourages
Israel from developing better and more reliable weapons herself.) And, if Israel is

reliant on the USA, this gives the latter more control over her. For instance, in 1981
America sold a certain type of military aircraft to Israel. By doing so, and by
promising to sell her more, America caused Israel to rely on getting those additional
aircraft. The US was then able to manipulate Israel by withholding those planes.
Selling weapons to Israel also
helps the US to justify selling
game-changing military
hardware to Israel’s enemies.
For example, Ronald Reagan
“significantly strengthened the
Arabs by selling them some of
America’s most sophisticated
weapons.” By way of
illustration, in 1981 Reagan
sold $8.5 billion worth of
equipment, including five
AWACS surveillance planes
– the most advanced of their
kind in the world – to an Arab
nation fundamentally opposed
to Israel.
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Some theorists point out further that, by creating operational ties between the
Pentagon and Israeli forces, America has gained a valuable ‘inside track’, massively
increasing America’s scope for undermining Israel in a major conflict. (During the 6day war, the American Navy – specifically the spy ship USS Liberty – jammed Israeli
communications and helped Egypt to obtain intercepted Israeli messages. Such
activities were potentially made easier because Israel thought the US was an ally and
Israel’s military officers were thus prepared to share sensitive information with
American counterparts.)
Finally, selling/giving Israel weapons on those occasions when Israel believes she
faces a desperate military situation is a way to dissuade her from using tactical
nuclear armaments against invading forces. (In this way, America ensures that the
armies attacking Israel suffer far fewer losses and have a better chance of winning.)
This is what happened during the Yom Kippur war. In a coordinated move, Israel was
invaded, on the holiest day in the Jewish calendar, by both Egypt and Syria. During
the first few days of the war, when Israel was very much on the back foot – due
primarily to America’s Henry Kissinger ordering Israel not to act pre-emptively –
President Nixon promised to replace Israel’s losses in terms of tanks and aircraft so as
to keep her from obliterating the invading armies with atomic warheads.
Unsurprisingly, Israel didn’t actually receive a significant amount of that promised
hardware until the tide of the conflict had already turned in her favour. As a sizeable
bonus, this equipment enabled the US to coerce Israel into allowing Egypt’s 3rd
Army, which had been surrounded by Israeli forces and could easily have been wiped
out, to instead return home unharmed.
Later, we’ll see another, even more telling reason why giving economic aid and
selling arms to Israel could be done with an anti-Zionist motive.

MIDDLE EAST OIL
Is Middle East oil the reason for the anti-Israel behaviour of the US Elite? Let’s take a
look. Until 1970, America produced enough oil domestically to meet all her needs.
Thus her anti-Zionist acts prior to that point – e.g. President Johnson’s lack of
willingness to do anything about the years of grievous provocations by Israel’s
neighbours, including Egypt’s closure of the Straits of Tiran to Israeli shipping,
leading up to the 6-day war – seem unlikely to be down to oil.
And even after 1970 there was no actual need for America to import any oil from the
Middle East. All she had to do was be prepared to take a slightly more flexible
approach to extracting her own oil, or be remotely serious about using alternatives to
oil (e.g. coal, natural gas or geothermal energy), or be just a little more willing to buy
oil from producers outside the Middle East, and she would have avoided the problem
entirely. It starts to look like the US authorities have deliberately engineered things to
give the false impression that America is dependent on Middle East oil – presumably
so as to provide the Elite with an excuse for anti-Israel actions while still retaining
influence over Israel by deceiving her into thinking the US is on her side.
But perhaps the most
compelling evidence
that the powers-that-be
in America have
purposely wanted to
make the US seem
dependent on Middle
East oil is the
incredibly wasteful
way they have
prompted the
American people to
use the commodity.

The 1966 Camaro gave just 5.4 miles per gallon

Consider the car. By
neglecting public
transport, and by doing
virtually nothing
during the whole of
the 20th Century to
support the uptake and
development of
electric and hybrid
cars (practical
versions, at least for
their time, of both
types were available as
One of the many U.S. ‘land-yachts’ of the 1970s.
long ago as 1916), the
US Elite made the
American people dependent on petrol-driven automobiles. This fact would not be so
bad if the cars being used were efficient, but past US governments allowed gasoline to

be sold at insanely low prices, thus encouraging the populace to buy gas-guzzlers (e.g.
muscle-cars, ‘land-yachts’, and SUVs, which were all ridiculously thirsty).
For instance, the 1960 model of the very popular Chevrolet Corvette had an mpg of
less than 14; the wildly successful Ford Mustang of 1964 had a rating of just 10mpg;
and the Dodge Challenger, released in 1970, gave about 9mpg. Cars that were vastly
more efficient were available at the time, offering 40mpg or better, but why would
anyone be interested in fuel efficiency when gasoline cost as little as 25c a gallon?
If past US governments had been Zionist, or even if they had valued American
independence when it came to energy, they would have taxed fuel much more and
would have done much more to encourage car manufacturers to improve the
efficiency of their products. Instead, when the Tucker Corporation introduced a
brilliant car right back in 1948 that was capable of delivering 35mpg, Truman’s
government, along with the rest of the US Establishment, did the exact opposite of
supporting it. They very unjustly
Have you ever been edified by an
killed it off.
American Jew? If youʼve been uplifted,
for example, by the music of Carole King
Even after the oil crisis of 1973,
or Burt Bacharach or Bob Dylan or Irving
when Middle East producers
Berlin or Benny Goodman, then the
temporarily stopped deliveries to
answer is yes. Or, if youʼve ever needed
America due to her aforementioned
a blood transfusion, then thanks to
‘support’ for Israel during the Yom
Immuno-hematologist Philip Levine the
Kippur War, America’s response
answer is again yes. Or if youʼve been
was pathetic. After all, it wasn’t
inspired by the writings of Henry Miller or
until five full years later that the
the exploits of Harry Houdini, or been
US authorities organised some sort
cheered by the humour of Adam Sandler
of “gas-guzzler tax”. And the tax in
or George Burns or Sid Caesar then the
question gave no penalty as long as
answer is yes again. And this list only
a car managed just 22.5mpg.
gives a sampling.
What’s more, light trucks and
SUVs remained completely exempt
from the tax for another 27 years. The 1973 crisis forced the authorities to make it
look like they were reacting appropriately, so they tinkered with America’s energy
strategy. But by the time Reagan became President, the public had largely forgotten
the misery of empty gas stations, so he undid even these few weak measures and took
steps to ensure the US appeared more reliant on Middle East oil than ever.

(If the reader thinks I am focusing unfairly on Truman and Reagan, please be aware
that these two men are frequently touted by the mainstream media as being among the
most pro-Israel Presidents in history. Besides, these men would not have been
allowed to get away with all their more extreme anti-Israel acts had the wider US
Establishment not wanted them to. Nor would the media praise them today.)
THE SOVIET UNION
If US governments of the past didn’t need to keep Middle Eastern countries sweet
because of oil, perhaps they needed to keep them sweet to stop them aligning
themselves with the Soviet Union? Most conspiracy theorists reject this explanation
because they believe the USSR was a product and tool of the same Elite who control

the USA. (In support, they would cite material like that found in chapters 10, 11 and
13 of www.tinyurl.com/StillNWO.) But there are other reasons to reject it.
For a start, Soviet expansion into the Middle East was not an issue until after WWII,
so how does one explain the lack of practical help for Zionism from the American
Establishment in the early decades of the 20th century? For instance, all the way back
in 1912, before the Russian Revolution had even taken place, “the Zionist Literary
Society approached the Taft administration for an endorsement. [Philander] Knox [the
Secretary of State] turned them down flat”. The following year, the US put a
committed anti-Zionist in the pivotal role of Ambassador to the Ottoman Empire.
It was the same story after the USSR had begun to implode. Many examples could be
given. Here are just some tasters: George Bush Snr, “forced Israel to participate in the
Oslo process, which brought the PLO into the West Bank and Gaza”; “President
Clinton pressured Israel to give away large sections of land, and he made Jerusalem
negotiable”; George Bush Jnr “rescinded $289.5 million of loan guarantees to Israel”;
and Secretary of State John Kerry told Israel to stop degrading attack tunnels that
Hamas had excavated for the purpose of invading her. (Donald Trump is pro-Israel,
but the treatment he gets from the mainstream media should tell us that he is opposed
by those people who run the US Establishment.)
For a list of other anti-Israel acts by America, from both before and after the Cold
War – as well as during it – see www.hirhome.com/israel/hirally.htm
THREE REMAINING QUESTIONS
Three questions now arise: (1) Why would the US Establishment be so opposed to
Israel? (2) If the US Establishment is so opposed to Israel, why does it have so many
Jews in positions of power within it? And (3) If the US Establishment is so opposed
to Israel, how come Israel still exists? Some conspiracists argue that there is an oftignored fact which answers all three questions. The remainder of this article explains
the theory. I will leave readers to determine its merits.
In his autobiography, George Bush
Snr wrote, “[At Yale University] I
joined Skull and Bones, a secret
society; so secret, I can’t say anything
more.” This statement suggests a
number of things. First, secret
societies really do exist (Yale alone
has several others). Second, Skull and
Bones has some big things to hide.
And third, Bush is not a Christian,
else he would not protect this Society
to this extent. (Some conspiracists are
highly amused when told that
George Bush Snr at Yale University where
America is run by Christians. The
he joined the ‘Skull and Bones’ society.
more visible members of the Elite
often claim to be Christians, but their character, behaviour, and private remarks bear
no resemblance to any of the men of God described in the New Testament.)

Along with George Bush Snr, a number of other people named previously in this
article are alumni of Skull and Bones, including Bush’s son “Dubya” Bush Jnr,
Averell Harriman, Robert Lovett, and John Kerry, as are various further members of
the US Establishment.

George Bush Junior. Note his right hand.
People often assume that the sign he is
making here is in honour of the football
team of the University of Texas. For proof
that this is not the case, see the online article
‘9/11 anniversary no place for Devil’s
salute’ by Judi McLeod.

The symbol of Yale’s ‘Skull and Bones’
society. (After their ‘Tomb’ building was
broken into in 1876, it became evident that
the “322” seen above refers to their chapter
number in a larger organization.)

So, what is Skull and Bones?
We get a good idea from
studying its initiation ceremony.
Each new initiate is taken to a
building called “the Tomb”;
existing members dress up as
the Devil or in hooded skeleton
suits; the new man is placed in a
coffin, chanted over, given
robes with symbols on them,
and forced to kiss a skull
(something utterly prohibited in
the Jewish Old Testament
Scriptures). Existing members
then act out “a throat-cutting
ritual murder”. From this and
other facts, it is evident that this
organisation is, biblicallyspeaking, the opposite of JudeoChristian – i.e. it is Satanic.
Bush Snr and Bush Jnr are also
devoted members of ‘Bohemian
Grove’, a group that meets each
July near San Francisco. Many
of the other individuals named
in this article were/are members
or affiliates of it, including Taft,
McCloy, Acheson, Roosevelt,
Truman, Rusk, Clinton, Reagan
and Nixon, plus a huge number
of other members of the US
Establishment.
What is ‘Bohemian Grove’ all
about? We can gain an insight
by considering the centrepiece
of the two-week event. It is a
ritual, led by a man wearing a
hooded red cape and assisted by
men who wear black and red
robes. The ceremony involves
the worship of, and prayers to,
an enormous graven image
(something banned by the

Jewish scriptures). The image is called “the owl of Bohemia”. To Bohemians, the owl
is a depiction of Molech, a pagan ‘deity’ (whereas in the Old Testament Jewish
scriptures, the owl is “unclean” and represents a devil). The event concludes with a
mock (hopefully) human sacrifice by fire to Molech, complete with the sound of
blood-curdling screams. According to the Jewish scriptures, such behaviour is the
opposite of godly – i.e. biblically-speaking it is Satanic.

We are told that events at Bohemian Grove do not involve actual human
sacrifices, but this was certainly not always the case. The above photo shows
a young black man being lynched in readiness for a Grove ritual in 1909.
Finally, several people cited above as
being part of ‘Bohemian Grove’,
including Taft, Truman, Johnson, Clinton,
Roosevelt, and Reagan, are/were also
members of another secretive
organisation. Low-level initiates of this
particular ‘fraternity’ are deliberately kept
in the dark about the true nature and
purpose of the organisation so, in order to
spare their blushes, I have decided against
naming it here. However, it can readily be
The symbol of the Bohemian
identified if one simply Googles the
Club (the current name of the
following quote by a revered past member
group which meets at Bohemian
who tells us that, when a man reaches an
Grove) is an owl. See more
advanced enough level in the
owl logos overleaf.
organisation, “The seething energies of
Lucifer are in his hands.” (As any sensible
reading of a soundly-translated Bible will show, Lucifer is another name for Satan.)
Other people named in this article who are/were also members of this Satanic

fraternity include Marshall, Austin, Knox, and Ford. Indeed, many men in the US
Establishment are known to have joined.
Researching other institutions beloved by the Elite reveals that they too are, according
to the Biblical definition, Satanic or are fronts for Satanic organisations.
No-one is suggesting that every
member of the US Elite is a Satanist.
But theorists argue that members of the
US Elite do, directly or indirectly,
follow the orders of Satanists – whether
through fear or greed or blackmail or
naivete. (In 2005, there were
“approximately 4 million practising
Satanists in America”, quite apart from
all those people who follow the orders
of Satanists.)

The grounds of the US Congress
appear to be in the shape of an owl.

Hidden in the corner of the $1 bill is
what seems to be an owl. But see
overleaf for another way of viewing it.

We can now answer our three
questions. Since the top echelons of the
US Elite are Satanists, they believe they
will defeat God if they can ‘break the
Word of God’. They know that the
Bible prophesies the return of Jesus
Christ to Jerusalem in a reborn Israel
(e.g. see Zechariah 14:1-4 & Ezekiel
11:17). Therefore the Elite believe they
will win if they can destroy Israel or at
least force her to give up the old city of
Jerusalem. (Whether you or I believe
any of this is immaterial here. It is what
Satanists believe that matters.)
Why are there so many Jews in the US
Establishment? The Elite want a large
number of racial Jews in prominent
positions for several reasons. Jews act
as a smokescreen to protect the
identities of the institutions which truly
pull the strings. Jews in high-profile
positions also make it look like the US
Establishment is pro-Jew (this is useful
in order to influence Israel and to
mislead the sizeable Jewish population
in America). And they make it appear,
to the vast majority of those ordinary
folks who have discerned the existence
of an evil US Establishment, that it is
Zionist. Such folks will automatically
therefore oppose Israel.

The Elite make sure that any Jew they
place in a position of power regarding
Israel is anti-Zionist. So, for instance,
Franklin Roosevelt gave important
roles to Herbert Lehman, Bernard
Baruch and Samuel Rosenman. All
were Jews but all were anti-Zionist.
(Lehman and Baruch, at least, were
also members of a Satanic fraternity.)
And Henry Kissinger, who has done
much to jeopardize Israel, was given
tremendous influence in several US
administrations, especially Johnson’s,
Nixon’s and Ford’s, partly because he
was an anti-Zionist Jew, but also
because he was a dedicated member
of Bohemian Grove and other Satanic
organisations.

Turn the $1 upside down and the ‘owl’
suddenly appears to look instead like a
partially hidden Skull and Bones image.

It is very rare for a Zionist Jew to be
allowed into the Establishment. Such a person is always a mere token and is kept in a
harmless role unless or until he can be coerced into doing nothing significant to
damage the Elite’s plans for Israel.
It is true that some American Jews are extremely wealthy, but their very love of
money tends to lead them away from a love for Israel – not least because the Satanic
Elite are powerful enough to ruin them if they take Israel’s side. (Indeed, their wealth
may well emanate from their willingness to oppose Israel.) As Chaim Weizmann
wrote, when recalling the strenuous efforts by him and others to lobby the Western
powers to re-establish Israel, “rich and powerful Jews were for the most part against
us”. This is still the case today.
As for the many Jews in positions of power in the media and Hollywood, see article 2
in this series for proof that their net effect is to cause Zionism great harm.
Finally, if the US Elite is so opposed to Israel, how come she still exists? Why didn’t
the US simply invade her in 1948 when she declared independence?
According to the Bible, frontal assaults against Israel only succeed when the Jews in
Israel are estranged from their God. Satanists know this. After the Holocaust, the Elite
doubted if a frontal assault would work, so they didn’t attempt it – because had they
done so and failed, the game would have been up. Israel would have realised the US
Establishment was her mortal enemy and would not have given the US the influence
necessary to destroy her from within. (The Arabs were allowed to attack Israel either
to gauge Israel’s spiritual state or in case a frontal assault succeeded.)
After Israel’s victories in head-on battles in 1948, 1956, 1967 and 1973, the Elite
became wholly convinced that such an approach would not work unless Israel was
first ‘distanced from her God’. So that’s what they do. For example, their agents
infiltrate Israeli society to promote immorality and lack of faith in the God of the

Bible. The Elite provoke terrorist attacks against Israel, and force Israel to make
concessions, so as to lead Israelis to question God’s existence – or at least God’s
support for Israel. (The Elite also dissuade Christians from praying for Israel. A key
way they do this is by making Israel look unjustifiably bad in the eyes of Christian
leaders. George Soros,
an affiliate of Bohemian
Grove, provides a great
deal of funding for this
endeavour.) Suddenly
the military and
economic aid makes
perfect sense. The US
Establishment wants to
discourage Israel from
relying on God and to
stop her from looking to
God for rescue.
Anton LaVey, founder of the Church of Satan,
makes the “twin-horned salute”, a gesture in
honour of the ‘horned god’ – i.e. Satan.

Once the Elite feel they
have done enough
damage to Israel’s
spiritual foundations, the
frontal assault will come.

Just some of the many Establishment figures in the US who have flashed the
“twin-horned salute”. The pictures above show the Mayor of Washington
Marion Berry, Vice President Dan Quayle, and Vice President Dick Cheney.

