
America— 
      “Quo Vadis?” 
                             (Where Goest Thou?) 
 

 

When we look at what is happening in America today – 

where we have been, where we are, and where we are 

going – it causes us to ask the question:  

“Are we in a down-hill slide by chance                           

or by design?” 
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                   Restoring God, Family and Country              

        Behind the Scenes in     

              Washington 

  

A Message from Dr. Glenn J. Kimber, Chairman of the Board 
 

Are today’s elections and current events a 
result of chance or design?  (Part 1) 

 
 

Lessons from Vietnam 
 

I went to Vietnam very much ignorant of 
the political scene of America, let alone 
the world scene.  But while overseas, I 
had opportunities to be a first-hand 
witness of strange actions as well as the 
concocted media broadcasts of events 
that supposedly happened over there. 
 
I came home still in love with America, 
but very confused.  I knew we had lost 
the Vietnam War.  It was, in fact, the 
only war America has lost.  It was lost by 
politics – not because of military 
weakness! 
 
 For the last 45 years, I have watched 
history repeat itself over and over again.  
But now my thinking is different.  Now I 
know that what is happening in America 
today is actually by design.   
 
Back in 1970 when I returned from that 
political war, I wanted to learn who was 

in charge of that war, and who was 
controlling the political scene, the mass 
media rhetoric, and the financial boom 
and bust cycles that have repeated 
themselves over and over. (In fact, I’ve 
seen over 14 boom & bust cycles in my 
lifetime).  This report is Part 1 about the 
journey I took to get some answers, and 
where those answers came from. 
 
For more than 40 years since Vietnam, I 
had the privilege of being tutored by 
one of the greatest patriots and most 
knowledgeable research historians that 
ever lived in America – and perhaps the 
world – Dr. W. Cleon Skousen – scholar 
and author of over 35 national best-
selling books on many subjects, 
including The Naked Communist, The 
Naked Capitalist, The 5,000 Year Leap, 
The Making of America, and the current 
popular book The Cleansing of America.   
 
I was privileged to ask him the question, 
“The events happening in the political 



3 
 

and media scene—are they really all by 
chance?”  Dr. Skousen looked at me 
with concern, and said, “Do you think it 
happens over and over the same way by 
chance?”  My response to him showed 
my wide-eyed ignorance. “Is it all being 
directed then?” I asked.  He smiled at 
me and said, “Why do you act 
surprised?  You know it is.” 
 
Over the next number of years he was 
kind enough to train me with historical 
facts, documented examples, and 
spiritual confirmation.  Now I look back 
and with fond memories, I remember 
the smiles on his face when people 
would ask him the question, “Dr. 
Skousen, how do you know so much 
about what has happened in America, 
and what is happening now, and still 
stay so optimistic?” 
 
I wish many freedom fighters today 
would hear his simple response, which 
really is his suggestion for all of us who 
are freedom-lovers today:  “It’s easy to 
stay optimistic,” he said, “because in my 
research I’ve included studies of the last 
chapter.  And the last chapter says -- in 
the end, America wins!” 
 
Today I am watching with great interest 
our current election news.  It’s the 
mass-media’s playground.  Individuals 
with high standards of morality are 
mocked and ignored, and those with 
questionable standards are portrayed 
and touted as the “best possible 
candidates” available.  The cycle of false 
media-hype and political games are 
upon us once again. 
 

An Unpopular Word 
 
Obviously, during my own studies, the 
most compelling question that I wanted 
answered was, “WHO is really in control 
and running things?”   
 
One of the first things I had to get into 
my mind was the realization that 
inasmuch as the events were planned 
and directed in secret, they would have 
to be referred to as a “conspiracy.”  This 
word, however, was very unpopular and 
people who talked about a “conspiracy” 
were usually given the title of “right 
wingers,” “McCarthy-ites,” “New Right 
fanatics,” “scare-mongers,” etc.   
 
So I asked Dr. Skousen, “In your mind, 
what do YOU call the conspiracy?  
Following is the reply he gave, and 
subsequently wrote up for others to 
read.  As he shared with me, he too had 
to go through the same investigating 
that I was doing to have to do.   
 
Dr. Skousen’s comments can help us all 
understand the answer to that compelling 
question, “WHO is really in control and 
running things in America, and in fact 
throughout the whole world?”   
 

Giving the Conspiracy a Name 

Dr. Skousen told me:   

“It has been known for a long 
time that there was a powerful 
group of insiders that were trying 
to get control of the United 
States and her people, but it has 
been hard to find an accurate, 
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non-sensational name to put on 
them so that we could calmly, 
objectively, and definitively 
identify these people and find out 
what they have been doing and 
why. 

“For fifty years I have been 
searching for just the right name 
to identify these people. They are 
often called ‘the Establishment.’  
Some call them the ‘Elitists.’   The 
historian, Carl Quigley, called 
them ‘the Network.’  John A. 
Stormer wrote a national best 
seller and called them 
‘Perpetrators of Treason.’ Dan 
Smoot wrote a best seller calling 
them ‘the Invisible Government.’  
Ferdinand Lundberg, called them 
the ‘Rockefeller  Syndrome.’ 

“In one of my books, I called 
them the ‘Naked Capitalists.’ 

“Former Secretary of Agriculture 
Ezra Taft Benson used just one 
name for these people in all his 
books. He called them ‘The Secret 
Combination.’” 

Conspiracy -- For What Reason? 

It was interesting that Secretary Benson 
said that the three things motivating 
these individuals to do what they were 
doing were for:  Power, Gain, and Glory.  
I could understand power – that is, 
political control.  I could understand 
gain – that is, the acquisition of money.  
But I asked Secretary Benson, “If they 
always obtained power and money in 

secret, how would they be able to get 
glory from the world?”   
 
He responded, “The time will come 
when these people will have so much 
confidence in what they are doing that 
they will come out of secrecy, and begin 
to brag about their successes and show 
off what they feel they have 
accomplished with their new world 
power.”  He even suggested to me that I 
would live long enough to see this 
happen – the coming out of secrecy and 
bragging to the world. 
 
Dr. Skousen continued: 

“In sharing with you the results 
of my studies, I am going to call 
them by yet another name.  I will 
call them the ‘MPs.’ This doesn’t 
mean Military Police. It stands 
for Master Planners. As we get 
acquainted with the dreams of 
these people that have been 
evolving for over a century, we 
begin to catch glimpses of what 
they believe would be the 
beautiful world of the future.  

“The Master Planners are quick 
to confess that they continually 
use covert and sometimes 
sinister methods to achieve their 
purposes, but they insist that 
these deceptive tactics are 
justified when you consider the 
fact that they are planning a 
world of universal peace, and 
universal prosperity. 
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“What is particularly disarming 
about the Master Planners is the 
fact that they have done a lot of 
good in the world. I have met 
some of them. They are 
charming, polished, well-
educated world leaders. They 
have donated hundreds of 
millions for colleges and 
universities, museums, fine-art 
centers, scholarships, 
institutions of charity, etc. In 
fact, this facade of philanthropy 
is what makes it virtually 
impossible for most people to 
give any credence whatsoever to 
the research of Congressional 
committees as well as numerous 
scholars who have discovered 
what these highly respected 
leaders are on the verge of 
unveiling to the shocked and 
unsuspecting inhabitants of this 
planet. 

“After more than a century of 
unbelievably successful 
manipulation and exploitation of 
governments, economies, mass 
media, and the populace of 
every continent on earth, these 
Master Planners are beginning 
to talk about their New World 
Order as though it were about to 
be born.”  

You may recall the touting words of many 
of our current politicians as they speak of 
“Modern America.”  They brag about the  

 

universal health care plan.  Their 
speeches include how the Federal 
Government can now take care of all 
our needs, including managing our 
lands, protecting the wild grouse and 
sand ants, etc., controlling interest 
rates, how they know best to insure 
non-denominational religion-free 
curriculum into our public educational 
system.  We listen in shock as our 
executive leader vows to over-ride the 
wishes of Congress to insure his 
interpretation of the voice of the 
people.   

And we wring our hands as we watch in 
horror the broadcasting documentaries 
on how our government is aiding and 
abetting our enemies. 

As I currently view all of this happening, I 
must refer again to Dr. Skousen’s counsel 
that he shared with me: “When you see 
these things happening, if you really 
want to know what it’s all about, and 
what is going to happen, you need to 
stop and take a brief look at the not too 
distant past.  This way you can know who 
is directing it all and what their desired 
outcome is.” 
 
So, in next month’s “Behind the Scenes 
Report,” I will give Part 2 of this report and 
include the names and personalities of 
those involved in this whole current 
political scene.  The report will be looking 
back to see the future, and will answer the 
question:  Is It Happening Again – Are the 
2016 elections just “Trumped up”? 

 
* * * * * 
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                   Restoring God, Family and Country              

        Behind the Scenes in     

              Washington 

  

A Message from Dr. Glenn J. Kimber, Chairman of the Board 
 

Are today’s elections and current events a 
result of chance or design?  (Part 2) 

 
The Founding Fathers of Change 

 
t is very important for Americans 
everywhere to study the greatness of 

America, the declaration of Americans’ 
rights shown in the Declaration of 
Independence and the U.S. Constitution.  
But this understanding must be from the 
viewpoint of the Founders themselves.  
We need to recognize their “intent” for 
each facet of our government, from their 
perspective. 
 
As so-called “Constitutionalists,” we will 
never have a clear picture of what they did 
unless we have a full understanding of 
WHY they included particular principles 
and what they actually wanted to achieve. 
 
We often refer to the Founders as the 
“Forefathers of America.”  We could also 
say that there were “four” fathers.  There 
were over a hundred active leaders who 
participated in setting up the first free 
people of modern times.  But there were 

four who had the title of leadership.  For 
example: 
 
1.   George Washington was known as 

the “Father of our Country.” 
 
2.   Sam Adams carried the title of 

“Father of the Revolution, with his 
Sons of Liberty.  Thomas Jefferson 
assisted as the writer of the 
Declaration of Independence. 

 
3.   James Madison carried the title of 

“Father of the Constitution” for his 
copious notes of the convention, 
and contribution to vital principles. 

 
4.   Benjamin Franklin was labeled the 

“Father of Morality,” for his wise 
counsel and high standard of living. 

 
What a tremendous team these four 
“Fathers” made in establishing this 
“land of the free!” 
 
 

I 
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A Change, a Change, a Change was 
Coming 
 
After the Constitution was adopted in 
1787, and ratified in 1789 with the Bill of 
Rights,  it was exciting to see how fast the 
country rose to greatness as the new 
system was launched.  Even Washington 
himself was surprised and elated.  He said: 
“The United States enjoys a scene of 
prosperity and tranquility under the new 
government that could hardly have been 
hoped for.”  (Fitzpatrick, The Writings of 
George Washington, Vol. 31:316-317) 
 
But – as the Founders themselves had 
feared – America gradually began to drift 
away from the principles of freedom that 
they had established.  The Founders wrote 
powerful warnings to future generations, 
to make sure they maintained the “checks 
and balances” provided for in the original 
Constitution.  Nevertheless, here is what 
happened: 
 
Just as America had been established on 
correct principles by a group of business 
and political leaders, so also the shift in 
direction was the handiwork of business 
and political leaders.  New leadership came 
into power and influence approximately 
100 years after the Constitution was 
established.  The desire of these new 
leaders was to abandon the Constitutional 
principles of the original Founders, 
including free enterprise, and shift the 
country towards what became known as 
Democratic Socialism. 
 
It is vital that the people of America learn 
who these founding leaders were, and 
what their philosophy was and still is.  They 

became known as the “Master 
Planners” who wanted to set up a “new 
world order.”  We refer to them as the 
“founding fathers of change.” 
 
It is also important to understand the 
organizations which they carefully 
established to accomplish their designs 
as well as their involvement in national 
and international affairs.  
 
There were about 100 men from the top 
inner circle who represented four major 
dimensions of power.  Four of the most 
influential of these “master planners” 
were: 
 
1.  Andrew Carnegie was one of the 

giants in the steel industry. 
 
2.  J. P. Morgan was one of America's 

foremost railroad magnates. 
 
 3.  John D. Rockefeller was one of 

America's foremost oil magnates. 
 
4.  Cyrus Eaton  was an international banker 

who promoted peaceful co-existence 
and world-wide disarmament. 
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These four leaders of change set up 
organizations, including international 
banking dynasties, vast international 
corporations, tax-exempt foundations, and 
powerful lobbyist organizations that 
sponsored representatives who have 
gained high offices in government – 
especially in the United States. 
 
The background story of these master 
planners is documented and explained in 
the excellent resources, such as Tragedy 
and Hope, a 1311-page book by Carroll 
Quigley.  Quigley was a historian and for 
many years an insider into some of their 
most prestigious organizations.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

An excellent review of Tragedy and Hope, 
written by W. Cleon Skousen, called The 
Naked Capitalist exposes the plans of these 
four “fathers of change.”  Dr. Skousen also 
wrote the national best-selling book The 
Naked Communist, which reveals the 
world-wide organization of Communism, 
its founders and philosophies. 
 
In addition, a series of reports called “The 
Freemen Digest” contains interviews with 
a number of the current Master Planners 
themselves.  These interviews were 
conducted under the guidance of Dr. 
Skousen.  Also, the renowned Reece 
Committee Report documents this 
extraordinary story. 

What Motivates These Master 
Planners? 
 
No system in the history of the world has 
resulted in such a massive destruction of 
human life as these militant forms of 
socialism that were being suggested and 
even implemented by these Master 
Planners. 
 
Many of the most prominent Americans 
advocating this abandonment of the 
American Dream are ordinarily thought of 
as capitalists.   As mentioned, these wealthy 
and successful American industrialists 
turned away from the Constitution and 
began embracing and promoting  the 
principles of Democratic Socialism.  
 
Why is Democratic Socialism so 
appealing? 
 
Democratic Socialism provides a 
concentration of power over the people 
and their property.  Apparently from the 
point of view of these wealthy and 
influential leaders, Democratic Socialism 
offered some distinct advantages to 
themselves. 
 
By gradually acquiring the leadership of 
both American political parties, the 
“founding fathers of change” knew that it 
would be possible to gain control of the 
policies of the United States government.  
The power of government could then be 
used to gradually establish cartel privileges 
which would greatly simplify the problem of 
competition.   Competition was frightening 
to these men as they became successful 
corporate owners.   
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We now know these men also felt the need 
to acquire control over the nation’s money 
and credit system. 
 
Verified Congressional investigations have 
revealed just how these master planners 
launched their ideas for socialism in 
America.  Increased taxation and expanded 
government spending was directed in ways 
that would greatly enrich their own 
enterprises. 
 
Hundreds of millions of dollars were 
channeled through tax-exempt 
foundations to provide gifts and grants to 
educational institutions.  All of these 
heavily financed programs emphasized a 
collectivist or Socialist system as the hope 
of the future. 
 
In addition, the ideas of the original 
Founding Fathers were touted as “not 
fitting” a modern industrial economy.  In 
fact, they said, the Constitution is obsolete. 
 
These wealthy leaders then invested 
heavily in certain political candidates who 
would promote Socialist policies after 

being elected to 
office. They 
began to buy 
up as much as 
possible the 
media 
(newspapers, 
radio, 
television, and 
the internet).   

 
Their most loyal employees were pressed 
forward to accept top-level government 

offices where policies are set and 
decisions are made. 
 

The Downfall Accelerates– 1913 
 
Congressional investigations reveal how 
these wealthy master planners became 
the “founding fathers of change” as 
they gained national political power by 
1913.  Three of the programs they had 
been pushing for several years went 
into operation the same time they 
gained control of the White House and 
Congress. 
 
The Federal Reserve System was pushed 
through by the White House which gave 
a consortium of wealthy banking houses 
control over the   money and credit 
system of the United States; 
 
The Federal Income Tax Amendment 
(the 16th Amendment) went into effect 
which gave the Federal Government a 
powerful new financial resource;  and 
 
The loss of the balance of power came 
with the passing of the 17th Amendment 
(which we will discuss later). This 
amendment severely damaged the 
machinery which the Founders had set 
up to protect states’ rights and the 
power and authority to protect U.S. 
citizens. 
 
These and other Supreme Court 
decisions gave the government leaders 
the authority to do anything they felt 
was “good” for the country, and forced 
Americans to pay for them with their 
taxes. 
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Tax, Tax, Tax!  Spend, Spend, Spend! 
 
From 1913 until now, every emergency has 
been used to increase taxes, strengthen 
Federal regulations and gradually focus the 
whole power structure of government 
away from the individual and local self-
government toward Washington. 
 
Additional Congressional investigations 
revealed that some of these emergencies 
were contrived or planned.  Others were 
simply exploited to expedite the 
socialization process.  Here are some 
examples: 
 
Getting into World War I.   As early as 1909 
one of the wealthy foundations was 
emphasizing how much more rapidly they 
could change the American "social order” 
if the U.S. could be involved in a European 
war.  World War I was the result. 
 
After World War I, Congressman Charles A. 
Lindbergh, Sr., father of the famous "Lone 
Eagle" who was the first to fly the Atlantic, 
asked the people of the United States to 
reconsider the policy Washington was 
pursuing in its foreign affairs. He was 
particularly concerned about how 
Americans were pushed into World War I.  
 
Getting into World War II.  Later, as World 
War II broke out in Europe during 
September 1939, there was widespread 
hope among Americans that the United 
States could somehow resist the 
temptation to become involved. Highly 
perceptive leaders who had served in 
Washington and knew the tragic 
consequences of “Internationalism” as a 

basic foreign policy, raised warning 
voices against participation in another 
world war.  
 
One of these was J. Reuben Clark, Jr., a 
former Under-Secretary of State and 
former ambassador to Mexico. As a 
prominent writer on Constitutional 
issues, he consistently reflected the 
views of the Founders.  In 1939 he gave 
a speech urging American leaders to 
recognize the role of America as a great 
world peacemaker.  “America,” he said, 
“the great neutral, will thus become the 
Peacemaker of the world, which is her 
manifest destiny if she lives the law of 
peace.”  (Quoted in the Freemen Digest, 
October 1978, pp. 2-3) 
 
But little heed was given to the 
warnings.  Ever since Secretary Clark 
gave this speech, the United States has 
been involved in a number of major 
wars, including the holocaust of World 
War II, the Korean War, Vietnam, the 
war with Iraq, and currently Isis.   
 
Looking back, one cannot help 
wondering how much happier, more 
peaceful, and more prosperous the 
world would be if the United States had 
been following the policy of 
“separation” as the world’s great 
peacemaker, instead of 
“internationalism” as the world’s great 
“policemen.” 

 
In Part 3 of this series, we will discuss 
the various organizations they teamed 
up with throughout the world which 
gave them “control” of policies at home 
and abroad. 
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        Behind the Scenes in     

              Washington 

  

A Message from Dr. Glenn J. Kimber, Chairman of the Board 
 

Are today’s elections and current world 
events a result of chance or design?  (Part 3) 

 
Watching Current Events Become 
the History of the Nation 
 
As mentioned in Part 1 of this report, I first 
started studying this material in depth 
better than 45 years ago, when I had just 
come back from Vietnam and was many 
years younger.  I remember to this day the 
feeling I had when I would ask my mentor 
and father-in-law, Dr. Cleon Skousen, 
“What is happening to America?”   
 
He said, among other things, “You had 
enough experience in Vietnam to know 
that all these current events you are 
watching today are not just happening by 
chance, but are being directed and 
encouraged by individuals and groups who 
believe they have a better plan for modern 
times, than the Founding Fathers did.”  In 
those early 1970s, we all heard individuals 
say that the Founders were great for the 
1700s, but what they recommended would 
not work today, and hence we needed 
“change.”   
 

When I started to study the current 
personalities and organizations who were 
masterminding this “change,” I had a 
feeling that this just couldn’t be real.  
People like me who were studying and 
believing these things were called “right 
wing radicals,” “conspiracy theorists,” part 
of the “new right,” and a number of other 
strange titles that I just did not understand.  
 
 It took me almost 17 years of study and 
training before I started to really 
understand that what was happening was 
not just a “right wing conspiracy,” but the 
actual results of individuals – some of them 
good people – who just felt they were wiser 
than the American Founding Fathers. 
 
In the 1970s, I watched the political scene, 
trying to understand what was happening 
with the then president Richard Nixon.  I 
asked Dr. Skousen, “Is what is happening to 
him a product of this so-called ‘change’ and 
control of the political scene?”  He said, 
“Let’s go back a few years to the time when 
your father was only 14 years of age – the 
year was 1913.” 



Page 12 

As a result of that careful guidance through 
history, I can now see that what we have 
today is very similar to what the Founding 
Fathers had in their day.  In their time, 
they had two groups – one group was 
called the “Tories,” or those who felt that 
having someone as powerful as a king 
would be the best form of government to 
live under.  The Tories believed in what 
was called the “divine right of kings” – or 
the belief that God selected the rulers and 
others like them to be in charge of all the 
unalienable rights of the people and be 
managers of them, on their behalf.   
 
This was astounding to me.  This belief 
divided families like a mental civil war, for 
the other group believed in the philosophy 
of what the Founders called “Freemen,” 
where they believed in the opposite of the 
Divine Right of Kings.  They believed that 
inalienable rights were given directly to the 
people by God, and they could loan these 
rights to the government through 
representation, if they chose.  Hence, the 
government had no rights except those 
rights loaned to the government – a 
government of the people, by the people, 
and for the people.   
 
This was an eye-opener to see how real 
these two positions were.  I read 
correspondence between the great patriot 
Benjamin Franklin, who was a great 
Freeman, and his son William, a prominent 
governor, who was a staunch Tory.  It was 
a pull between two forces.  Then as I 
reviewed these things, my mind raced back 
to my own military service when we often 
sang all the verses of the Star-Spangled 
Banner, including the verse “when 
Freemen shall stand.”  I was a freeman! 
But why did Dr. Skousen feel that I would 
understand more by studying 1913?  As I 

mentioned, this is when my own father 
was 14.  It was also the year that Dr. 
Skousen was born. 
 
1913 was the year when the Founding 
Fathers of Change accelerated their 
political take-over of America -- “Land of 
the Free” – to be replaced by America 
“Land of the Controlled.” 
 

Results of the Fateful Year 
 
It is not my intention, as I document this 
story, to discuss a “mythical conspiracy,” a 
depressing expression, or a “right wing 
tactic.”  This is more of an explanation as 
to where we are and how we got here. 
 
In Part 2 of this report, we listed the four 
main personalities and families who 
became the leadership of the “founding 
fathers of change.”  I was amazed to learn 
how close their concepts and goals were to 
our original founders – Adams, Jefferson, 
Franklin, Washington.  They all talked 
about the fact that what they were doing 
would become the “hope of the world,” 
and America would become the “shining 
light on a hill.”  These new founders of 
change talked about the necessity of being 
organized all over the world to achieve 
their purposes of governmental control of 
people worldwide—what they called 
“hope of the world.”   
 
The founders of change therefore reached 
out to other prominent families and 
groups throughout the world who thought 
their way.  They began to organize into 
various outreaches into every aspect of 
society and culture.  Again I was surprised 
when I learned that they eventually 
organized and teamed up with 32 world-
wide organizations that would be not only 
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govern the people in the various countries of 
the world, but would also begin to control 
and direct the relationships between 
countries. 
 
They expressed over and over again that 
the number one tool for power would be 
to control the finances and economies of 
every nation, thus becoming powerful 
enough to be able to use their monies and 
banking interests to even control every 
aspect of the political scenes.   
 
Here is how the famous historian, insider 
and believer of the necessity of total 
control, Carroll Quigley, described it in his 
world-renowned book Tragedy and Hope.  
The goal was:   
 

“…to create a world system of 
financial control in private hands 
able to dominate the political 
system of each country and the 
economy of the world as a 
whole…to be controlled in a 
feudalistic fashion by the central 
banks of the world acting in 
concert by secret agreements.”   

 
This would then give them the 
governmental power to control all the 
means of production and distribution. 
 
Who would have ever guessed that by now 
just one of their banks, J.P. Morgan’s 
Chase Bank, would be so large that it 
would have “265,359 employees in over 
100 countries, with $2.6 trillion in assets!” 
 
What does this have to do with 1913?  It was 
in that year that these powerful groups 
entered the political scene in a very profound 
way.  First, they were able to influence “the 
election of a president of the United States 

who believed in their philosophy.”  His 
name was Woodrow Wilson.  Under his 
influence they would accomplish the 4 main 
goals that we mentioned in Part 2 of this 
report.  
 
First, they established the Federal Reserve 
System, that was neither Federal nor a 
reserve, but instead its establishment gave 
to a small number of private banks 
constitutional control of the whole 
economy of the United States. 
 
Second, they would push through the 16th 
amendment that would bypass the 
protective control of the states and allow 
the federal government to tax the citizens 
of the United States directly.  This taxing 
power gave them the Constitutional 
authority to do anything that these 
Founders of Change felt would be “good” 
for the nation as a whole, and force the 
people to pay for it.  Sometimes they would 
even use this power to obtain finances from 
America to control other nations. 
 
Third, to prevent those who still believed in 
the Founding Fathers and the original 
Constitution from stepping in to prevent all 
of this from happening, these “change 
artists” pushed through the 17th 
amendment and totally destroyed checks 
and balances and the states’ power to 
protect the people. 
 
Looking through the windows of history 
over the past 100 years since 1913, it is not 
difficult to see that what they launched and 
what they now control is not working! 
From the time of my father’s time to my 
time, I have watched these master 
planners influence and manipulate the 
passage of additional amendments to 
the Constitution.  I am especially 
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concerned about amendment #25, passed 
in 1967, while I was serving in the military.  
This amendment, pushed by the 
Establishment, gave the controlling 
organizations the tool to influence a 
political coup-de-tat, which would allow 
the selection of a president and vice 
president of the United States who had not 
been elected by the people to serve in 
those capacities. 
 

A Strange Event in Modern History 
 
It was 1974.  The president of the United 
States was Richard Nixon (born in 1913, 
incidentally).  His vice president declared 
that he was going to resign because of tax 
problems, which he did.  Because of the 
25th Amendment, President Nixon could 
now select who he wanted as vice 
president.  He selected Gerald Ford.  Not 
many months later, President Nixon was 
accused of impeachable acts by individuals 
(outside of government??) who released 
tapes with proof of inappropriate behavior 
of the president.   
 
President Nixon resigned, and Gerald Ford 
became president, though he had never 
been elected by the people.  He began his 
presidency with two interesting actions: 
 
1.  He pardoned former President Richard 
Nixon “of all crimes known and unknown.” 
 
2.  He selected Nelson Rockefeller, from 
one of the prominent families of the 
“fathers of change” as vice president. 
 
We now had a president and vice president 
who had never been elected by the people.  
What happened next created a “wow” in my 
studies. 
 

President Ford’s wife developed personal 
health problems, possibly causing the 
President to resign.  If President Ford 
resigned, Nelson Rockefeller would be our 
president!  But Betty Ford got better and 
President Ford remained.  However, the 
next election was very interesting.   
 
David Rockefeller encouraged one of those 
close to his family to run against Gerald 
Ford, and David’s brother, Nelson 
Rockefeller.  The candidate’s name was 
Jimmy Carter.  His vice presidential 
selection was Walter Mondale – a very 
prominent political leader.   The 1976 
bicentennial election, 200 years after the 
Declaration of Independence was signed by 
our original Founders, would put two 
(apparent opponents ??) running against 
each other.  But they were both supported 
by the same power group!  President Carter 
was elected and was president until 1981.  
A review of his presidency with the goals of 
the “powers that be” will show interesting 
parallels – especially if we remember the 
earlier quote from Carroll Quigley. 
 

Over the Years, Again and Again 
 
For the last 45+ years, contrived, controlled 
history has repeated itself over and over 
again – even under the leadership of the 
great Ronald Reagan.  He would declare to 
the press his heartache that numerous 
times he was restricted and repeatedly 
directed. 
 
Is it possible that our current election is 
being significantly influenced today?  In our 
April report, we will give a more detailed 
analysis of this possibility, along with an 
identification of the names of other 
organizations that have been set up by the 
“founding fathers of change.”   
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              Washington 

  

A Message from Dr. Glenn J. Kimber, Chairman of the Board 
 

Are today’s elections and current world 
events a result of chance or design?  (Part 4) 

 
The Design Revealed 
 
You will recall that in Part 3 of this series, 
under the subtitle “Over the Years, Again 
and Again,” we mentioned that for the last 
45+ years, contrived, controlled history has 
repeated itself over and over again.   
 
In this report, we give a more detailed 
analysis of this probability, along with an 
identification of the names of other 
organizations that have been set up by the 
“founding fathers of change.”   
 

The Master Planners in Action 
 
In order for these “founding fathers of 
change” to be able to implement their 
programs to the greatest extent, they set 
up more than 30 organizations both 
nationally and internationally.  They would 
use these organizations as carriers and 
promoters of their message.  These 
businesses also became the “legal tools” to 
thrust them into the political arena.   
 

We should understand that these Master 
Planners have successfully captured the top 
leadership of both national political parties. 
For half a century they have dominated the 
policies of both the White House and the 
State Department. They dominate the 
entire national network of the American 
media, the policies of the National 
Education Association, the National Council 
of Churches,  the American delegation to 
the United Nations, and practically every 
important decision-making post in the 
American government.   
 
A closer look at the organizations that the 
Master Planners organized will give insight 
into their ideas and arrangements for 
America’s future. 
 

The Council on Foreign Relations 
 
This society was set up by Cecil Rhodes in 
conjunction with Rothschild, Morgan, 
Carnegie, Rockefeller, et al., and was 
directed by a small highly secret Round 
Table Group.  
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This secret group then set up fronts for the 
purposes of carrying forward its 
conspiratorial schemes. The United States 
front was called the Council on Foreign 
Relations, and became known as the CFR. 
This is the way historian and “insider” Dr. 
Quigley says it came into being: 
 

“At the end of the war of 1914, it 
became clear that the organization of 
this system [the Round Table Group] 
had to be greatly extended.  Once 
again the task was entrusted to Lionel 
Curtis who established, in England and 
each dominion, a front organization to 
the existing local Round Table Group. 
This front organization, called the 
Royal Institute of International Affairs, 
had as its nucleus in each area the 
existing submerged Round Table 
Group. In New York it was known as 
the Council on Foreign Relations, and 
was a front for J.P. Morgan and 
company in association with the very 
small American Round Table Group. 
 
“The American organizers were 
dominated by the large number of 
Morgan ‘experts,’ including Lamont 
and Beer, who had gone to the Paris 
Peace Conference and there became 
close friends with the similar group of 
English 'experts' which had been 
recruited by the Milner group. In fact, 
the original plans for the Royal 
Institute of International Affairs and 
the Council on Foreign Relations were 
drawn up in Paris.”  (Quigley, Tragedy 
And Hope, pp. 951-952) 

 
Although the Council on Foreign Relations 
is not the secret inner circle, its front 
activities are kept as mysterious as they 
are powerful. Practically no publicity is 

tolerated.  If the student searches the 
recent periodicals for articles on the CFR, he 
is likely to find nothing, or at least very 
little. However, a more or less "official" 
account of what the Council wanted on the 
record was published by the Christian 
Science Monitor, September 1, 1961.  
 
This paper, according to Dr. Quigley, is part 
of the CFR-related press and therefore the 
article might be considered an official 
presentation. Here is the way the article 
opens up: 
 

“On the west side of fashionable Park 
Avenue at 68th St. [New York City] sit 
two handsome buildings across the way 
from each other. One is the Soviet 
embassy to the United Nations.... 
Directly opposite on the southwest 
corner is the Council on Foreign 
Relations -- probably one of the most 
influential semi-public organizations in 
the field of foreign policy.” (Christian 
Science Monitor, September 1, 1961) 

 
The CFR roster has a formal membership of 
about 1,400 elite personalities carefully 
selected for their usefulness from all of the 
nation's key professions. These are 
screened and trained for decision-making 
positions in the Federal Government. The 
article states, "Almost half of the Council 
members have been invited to assume 
official government positions or to act as 
consultants at one time or another." 
 
One other article may be found in one of 
the older magazines concerning the CFR. In 
Harper's of July, 1958, will be found an 
article entitled, "School for Statesmen," by 
CFR member, Joseph Kraft. He describes the 
CFR in these terms: "It has been the seat of 
... basic government decisions, has set the 
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context for many more, and has repeatedly 
served as a recruiting ground for ranking 
officials.”  In this article, Kraft makes the 
point that CFR trains its members in a 
specific line of strategy to be carried out as 
part of the team in Washington. 
 
What is this strategy?  Kraft points out that 
the chief architect for the formal creation 
of the CFR was the network's White House 
aid to President Wilson, "Colonel" Edward 
Mandell House, who worked hand in glove 
with Jerome Greene. House described to 
the administrator, Philip Dru, that the 
creation of an international grouping of 
powers and the establishing of "Socialism 
as dreamed by Karl Marx.”  
 
Kraft states that the carefully selected 
cadre of CFR supporters brought in to help 
House were Walter Lippmann, John Foster 
Dulles, Allen Dulles and Christian Herter. 
These were all with House at the Paris 
Peace Conference and House was the host 
for the Round Table Groups, both English 
and American, when they met on May 19, 
1919, in the Majestic Hotel, Paris, to 
organize the front organizations for various 
parts of the world, the CFR in the United 
States being one of the most important. 
 
These facts are mentioned simply to alert 
the reader to the fact that Dr. Quigley may 
be entirely correct in his charge that the 
CFR and the Global Establishment have 
gained such a hold on the elective process 
in the United States that no matter which 
political party goes into power, the winner 
is beholden to those powers to a 
significant degree. 
 
Admiral Chester Ward, who is a long time 
member of the CFR stated: 
 

“The CFR as such does not write the 
platforms of both political parties, or 
select their respective presidential 
candidates, or control U.S. defense and 
foreign polices. But CFR members, as 
individuals, acting in concert with other 
individual CFR members, do.”  (Quoted 
from "Kissinger On the Couch.") 

 
Nearly every Secretary of State has been a 
member of CFR. Notice that this includes 
both Democrats and Republicans. 
 
The tragedy in all of this is the simple fact 
that the average tax-paying American was 
not given an honest and genuine choice. 
The voter finds himself enduring one party 
long enough to witness a whole series of 
travesties and then switches to the other 
party thinking he will get a substantial 
reversal of policy.  But he doesn't.  At best, 
all he gets is a slowing down in the 
collectivization process and in some areas it 
becomes even worse than it was before. 
 

The Trilateral Commission 
 
From any point of view -- economic, 
political or social -- the most influential 
planning group in the world is under the 
direction of the Trilateral Commission in 
New York, Paris and Tokyo. 
 
It will be immediately appreciated that this 
organization is no ordinary federation of 
international leaders.  
 
Its members are among the most influential 
economic and political leaders in the world. 
It proposes to construct a “new world 
order" around the more advanced world 
(industrially speaking) and the third world. 
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The Trilateral Commission could be far 
more devastating to Constitutional 
government and the American lifestyle 
than the U.N. 
 
Some idea of what the big-brother people 
are planning for your future may be gained 
from top Trilateralist, Zbigniew Brzezinski 
in his book, Between Two Ages. It calls for: 
 
   1.  A piecemeal gathering of nations into 
a one-world order. 
 
   2.   An international council to deal with 
political issues. 
 
   3.   An international security body to 
enforce the peace. 
 
   4.  Education on all levels to be handled 
by an international body. 
 
   5.   Distribution of information to be in 
the hands of an international council. 
 
   6.   An international body set up to 
control production of goods. 
 
   7.   An international body set up to 
control credit and finance.  
 
   8.   “Greater American sacrifices.”  
 
Notice that the emphasis is never on 
“freedom” but only on "international." 
Many of the founders of the Trilateral 
Commission are running the United States 
government today.    
 

 
 
 

The Aspen Institute for        
Humanistic Studies 
 
This is the current name for the planning 
center of the nation's leading members of 
the Fortune 500. These are the 
international bankers, the big industrialists, 
the heads of the oil corporations, and many 
of the people who run the nation's media.  
 
Naturally, this is a powerful group and they 
have never hesitated to intervene in the 
affairs of the American people when it has 
been in their interest to do so.  
 
In the past this group of powerful vested 
interests has been known as the Council on 
Foreign Relations or CFR, the Trilateral 
Commission, The Council on Pacific 
Relations, the Bilderbergers, etc. 
 
Basically, they have always been more or 
less the same people. Their latest meeting 
place for important planning sessions is the 
Aspen Institute. The most significant goal of 
the Aspen Institute is to set up a "new 
world order" to replace the individual 
sovereignty and national constitutions of 
the various nations of the world, including 
our own.  
 
All history demonstrates that when any 
group acquires a fabulous amount of money 
and power, they cannot resist the 
temptation to remake the world. The Aspen 
Institute is one of these groups in America, 
and there is a similar, perhaps competitive 
group, in the new European Economic 
Community (EEC).   Through the Single 
European Act, which entered into force in 
1987, EEC members committed themselves 
to remove all remaining barriers to a 
common market by 1992. The act also gave 
the EEC formal control of community 
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policies on the environment, research and 
technology, education, health, consumer 
protection, and other areas. The Aspen 
Institute promotes secular humanism in 
domestic affairs and a new world order in 
foreign affairs.  
(See http://www.britannica.com/topic/European-
Community-European-economic-association) 

 

The Bilderberg Meetings 
 
This is where the American Master 
Planners meet with their counterparts 
from other countries. As explained by the 
Encyclopedia Britannica: 
 

“The Bilderberg Conference is an 
annual 3-day conference attended by 
about 100 of the world’s most 
influential bankers, economists, 
politicians, and government officials. 
The conference, held in a different 
European or North American country 
each year, is conducted in an 
atmosphere of rigid secrecy. The 
conference provides a private, informal 
environment in which those who 
influence national policies and inter-
national affairs can get to know each 
other and discuss without commitment 
their common problems. After each 
conference a private report of the 
meeting is circulated only to past and 
present participants, and in the report 
speakers are identified only by their 
country. The conferences were 
initiated by Prince Bernhard of 
the Netherlands and took their name 
from the hotel at Oosterbeek, Neth., 
where the first conference was held in 
1954. An international steering com-
mittee generally selects different 
delegates each year.” 
(http://www.britannica.com/event/Bilderberg-
Conference) 

The 1957 meeting was held off the coast of 
Georgia on St. Simons Island, not far from 
Jekyll Island where a secret meeting was 
held in 1908 to set up the format for the 
U.S. Federal Reserve Bank. The 1964 
meetings were at Williamsburg, Virginia. 
They have also met in Canada, Turkey, 
Germany, England and France. 
All of their meetings are closed.  No 
secretary takes notes of the speeches. No 
reporter sits in on the debates. And when 
Prince Bernhard brings down the gavel for 
the close of the conference, no handout, 
policy statement or copy of their adopted 
resolutions is given to the press.  
 
The conferees depart to the four corners of 
the earth to carry out their adopted goals 
but the world is never given the slightest 
hint as to what has been decided. 
 
Raymond B. Fosdick, one of those who 
nearly always attends these Bilderberg 
conferences, has said that the Bilderberg 
partners are spinning "the infinity of 
threads (economically and politically) which 
bind peace together."  And of course the 
"peace" they have in mind is compulsive 
cooperation, which a socialized world 
government could enforce upon humanity 
to the exclusion of any significant 
resistance.  Hence, there would be peace as 
they envision it. 
 
Apparently, the great fear of the Bilderberg 
Group has been the possibility of someone 
infiltrating and exposing them.  Therefore, 
they sometimes make a pretense of 
publicizing their meetings and even 
acknowledging who has been invited so 
that the presence of so many world-
renowned personalities will not look quite 
so conspiratorial or mysterious. At least this 
has helped to demonstrate who is 
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represented at these conferences and 
what political and economic allies are 
banding together. 
 
At the 1975 meeting in Turkey the press 
was there, but only the socialist press 
which did not publish a single line about 
what took place. Bankers were there, but 
not "capitalist" bankers. Only those who 
expect to acquire a U.N.-sponsored 
monopoly control of world finance. 
Government officials were there, but only 
from the extreme left-wing segment of the 
spectrum. They, too, have remained totally 
tight-lipped as to the machinations of this 
august assembly.  Just to give you a brief 
idea of what a Bilderberg conference is 
like, consider the implications of a meeting 
with these kind of people participating. 
 

The 2016 Election 
 
These, then, are the basic organizations 
which have been manipulating the 
elections of our country for over 50 years.  
Never has it been more obvious than 
during this year’s campaign for presidential 
election. 
 
It is very interesting to me that when BOTH 
Donald Trump and Hillary Clinton listed 
their chief advisors on policy during their 
campaigns, they named some of the top  
directors of the CFR. 
 
Donald Trump met with the president of 
the CFR, Richard Haass, in August of 2015.  

Haass is also a member of the influential 
Trilateral Commission and a Bilderberg 
attendee. He was appointed special envoy 
to the State Department by Barack Obama. 
 
Said Trump:  “I respect Richard Haass,… I 
like him a lot. I have a few people that I 
really like and respect.” 
 
Other candidates held briefings with Haass and 
the CFR, including Senator Marco Rubio, Jim 
Webb, Hillary Clinton, Gov. Chris Christie of 
New Jersey, Gov. John Kasich of Ohio and Jeb 
Bush.  (NY Times, March 3, 2016) 
 
You may be interested in viewing this compiled 
video on Youtube (posted last month) to 
actually see comments by both Trump and 
Hillary, and also Haass himself: 
 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=r_1eav-
I0DI 
 

Conclusion 
 
It is obvious that as things now are, the Master 
Planners –  or as we call them, the Founding 
Fathers of Change – will continue to run the 
government regardless of who we choose as 
president. 
 
In our next Behind the Scenes report, we will 
continue our study of who the Founding 
Fathers of Change are actually endorsing and 
what techniques they are using to see that their 
people win.  
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=r_1eav-I0DI
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=r_1eav-I0DI
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  A Message from Dr. Glenn J. Kimber, Chairman of the Board 
 

Are today’s elections and current world 
events a result of chance or design?  (Part 5) 

 
s we begin this part of our “Behind the 
Scenes” report, it would be well for us 

to remember the conclusion of Part 4 of 
our last report – especially in light of what 
has happened this last few weeks with the 
withdrawal of both Ted Cruz and John 
Kasich.   
 
In the last report, we stated: 
 

“It is obvious that as things now are, the 
Master Planners –  or as we call them, 
the Founding Fathers of Change – will 
continue to run the government 
regardless of who we choose as 
president. 
 
“In our next Behind the Scenes report, we 
will continue our study of who the 
Founding Fathers of Change are actually 
endorsing and what techniques they are 
using to see that their people win.” 

 
Did Cruz Really Lose? 
 
It was very interesting that either Ted Cruz 
does not understand who is ultimately 

running things, or he forgot past history.  
You might remember that a number of 
years ago, Ronald Reagan made the mistake 
of selecting his own vice presidential 
running mate, and he ended up losing the 
election as well.   
 
When Reagan ran the second time, he 
waited to select the VP until after he was 
instructed on whom he was to select.  The 
Founding Fathers of Change told him: 
“Bush!”  Reagan (reluctantly) complied.  
Hence, he received the Master Planners’ 
support, endorsement, and backing of the 
media.  We will report more on the 
significance of that at the end of this report.  
But first, I want to answer the question 
from last month’s report “Who are the 
Founding Fathers of Change actually 
endorsing?” 
 
To do this, I would like to introduce you to 
two exceptional scholars, both of whom 
have a great following in the press 
throughout the nation.  In their two reports 
that I have selected to include here, you will 
have a greater understanding of who is 

A 
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actually supporting Donald Trump and 
Hillary Clinton.  We have always known 
that they were supporting Hillary; but read 
what these two syndicated columnists 
reported on Donald Trump: 
 

THOMAS SOWEL – May 1, 2016  

 
The sudden appearance of Donald Trump 
on the political horizon last year may have 
been surprising, but not nearly as 
surprising as seeing some conservatives 
supporting him. 
 
Does Trump have conservative principles?  
Does he have any principles at all, other 
than promoting Donald Trump?  A 
smorgasbord of political positions – none 
of them indicating any serious thought 
about complicated issues – is not a 
principle.  Nor is cheering for himself and 
boasting about all the great things he is 
going to do as president. 
 
Haven’t we seen this movie before?  
Wasn’t Barack Obama going to heal the 
racial divide, end the partisan bickering in 
Washington, have the most transparent 
administration ever, lower the cost of 
health care and let you keep your own 
doctor? 
 
Had he actually done all those things, 
walking on water as an encore would have 
been an anti-climax.  But instead, he did 
the opposite of all those things. 
 
As this late date, there is no point itemizing 
the many things that demonstrate Trump’s 
gross inadequacies for being President of 
the United States.  Trump himself has 
demonstrated those gross inadequacies 
repeatedly, at least weekly and sometimes 
daily.  Those who do not believe their own 

eyes and ears are certainly not going to 
believe any words of mine, or of anyone 
else. 
 
What William James called “the will to 
believe” is still as powerful today as it was 
when he coined the phrase more than a 
century ago.  But what is there about 
Donald Trump that taps into that powerful 
current of credulity?  The many betrayals of 
the voters by the Republican establishment, 
year after year, no doubt set the state.  And 
Trump is a great theatrical performer on 
any stage. 
 
But is that enough?  It has been enough 
politically to put some of the great 
demagogues of history in power, especially 
after the existing establishment has 
discredited itself. 
 
The discredited Weimer Republic in 
Germany was vulnerable to the verbal 
attacks by Adolf Hitler that brought him to 
power.  Now we know, too late, that Hitler 
turned out to be a bigger catastrophe – for 
Germany and the world – than the Wimer 
Republic. 
 
Donald Trump is not an evil man like Hitler.  
But his headstrong shallowness and 
fecklessness make him a dangerous man to 
have in the White House, with our enemies 
around the world on the march, and 
developing intercontinental missiles that 
can deliver nuclear bombs. 
 
A President of the United States has many 
heavy responsibilities beyond building a 
wall and fighting the Republican 
establishment.  Just the thought of Trump 
appointing justices of the Supreme Court, 
who will have lifetime tenure and make 
decisions, for decades, that will determine 
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whether we will still be a free people, 
should sober up all who have not been 
irretrievably hypnotized by rhetoric. 
 
For conservatives especially, there is finally 
a real choice for a change – and a sharp 
contrast with Donald Trump.  Senator Ted 
Cruz has a track record that leaves no 
doubt as to his adherence to conservative 
principles.  And he is as thoroughly versed 
in the issues facing this country as anyone 
who has run for President since Ronald 
Reagan.  (The Spectrum Daily News, May 1, 
2016, p. 6A) 
 
--------------- 
 

HAROLD PEASE – March 14, 2016 

 
Dr. Harold Pease has been a personal 
friend of the late Dr. W. Cleon Skousen and 
myself for many years.  Here are his 
excellent remarks that further validate the 
accusations we have been making in these 
reports about the Founding Fathers of 
Change: 
 
I am so sorry to have to report that Trump 
is with the establishment after all. What I 
share below may be evidence of one of the 
biggest con games on the American people 
in decades. The anger against the 
establishment is real and voting in virtually 
every state whether for Donald Trump, Ted 
Cruz and Bernie Sanders clearly 
demonstrates that a revolution from the 
establishment is under way.  
 
But what if one of the biggest leaders of 
this revolution against is, in fact, an 
establishment candidate? Remember, it is 
the establishment’s press that says Trump 
is non-establishment and has given him 
many times more press than anyone else. 

Trump skirted the question as to who would 
be his key advisers as president once before 
by saying that he would select the best 
minds.  
 
In the March 3rd Presidential Debate he was 
asked by Chris Wallace, “Who are the best 
people?” “Can you reveal two or three 
names for national security?” Trump 
answered, “I think Richard Haas is excellent.  
I have a lot of respect for him.” “General 
Kane is excellent.” “I like Colonel Jacobs 
very much.” “I see him.” “I know him.” 
 
Richard Haass is in his thirteenth year as 
president of the Council on Foreign 
Relations (CFR). He is also a member of the 
Bilderbergers and the Trilateral 
Commission, two other groups long accused 
of working for globalization (code for world 
government). No one in America is more 
establishment than he and his organization, 
and he is the first name on the lips of 
Donald Trump as an advisor.  
 
The CFR has been the most powerful special 
interest group in the media and politics for 
the last 90 years. It is the establishment! 
Ironically Richard Haass is the same advisor 
to Hillary Clinton who, while Secretary of 
State speaking to the Council on Foreign 
Relations, then dedicating a branch CFR 
sub-center in Washington D. C., said” 
 

 “Thank you very much Richard. I am 
delighted to be at these new 
headquarters. I have been often to the 
mother ship in New York City but it is 
good to have an outpost of the Council 
right here down the street from the 
State Department. We get a lot of 
advice from the Council so this will 
mean that I won’t have as far to go to 
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be told what we should be doing and 
how we should think about the future.”       

 
Notice that Ms Clinton was on a first name 
basis with Richard Haass and admits having 
been guided over the years by him. More 
recently she has addressed the CFR in New 
York City on January 19, 2015, and 
November 19, 2015. Hillary is also a 
Bilderberger as is Bill Clinton but he adds 
the Trilateral Commission to his list of 
globalist organizations. Daughter Chelsea is 
also CFR. 
 
“General Kane,” presumably retired Major 
General Robert C. Kane, Trump’s second 
named advisor, has considerable Iraqi War 
experience and as such should be a strong 
source of advice. He is not presently listed 
on the CFR membership list but could be 
among many, including Mitt Romney and 
Barack Obama, who have a warm 
relationship with the “mother ship” of the 
establishment without published 
membership. 
 
“Colonel Jacobs,” presumably Colonel Jack 
Howard Jacobs, now retired, recipient of 
the Medal of Honor for bravery in the 
Vietnam War, was Trump’s third identified 
source of advisement. He currently serves 
as a military analyst for NBC News and 
MSNBC. Jack H. Jacobs, is a Council on 
Foreign Relations (CFR) member. 
 
For those unacquainted with the nearly 
100 year old Council on Foreign Relations 
centered in New York City, it has provided 
virtually all our Secretaries of State, UN 
ambassadors, ambassadors to Russia and 
China and at least a third of all cabinet 
members of all presidents, whether 
Democrat or Republican, since its inception 
in 1921. The establishment press is largely 

their press. The CFR has never denied this 
influence and, in fact, boasts of it. 
Longtime CFR chairman, and now chairman 
emeritus of the organization, David 
Rockefeller, in his 2002 book, Memoirs, 
admitted:   
 

“For more than a century ideological 
extremists at either end of the political 
spectrum… attack the Rockefeller family 
for the inordinate influence they claim 
we wield over American political and 
economic institutions. Some even 
believe we are part of a secret cabal 
working against the best interest of the 
United States, characterizing my family 
and me as ‘internationalists’ and of 
conspiring with others around the world 
to build a more integrated global 
political and economic structure—one 
world, if you will. If that’s the charge, I 
stand guilty, and I am proud of it.” 

 
As indicated in other recent columns the 
establishment Republican choices of Chris 
Christie, then Jeb Bush, then Marco Rubio 
(all rejected by the voters) were whom they 
much preferred. To them Trump is a “bull in 
a china closet,” but still a deal maker, a 
compromiser that will listen to them.  
 
The Trump list of three to advise him, two 
of whom are CFR members, one the CFR 
Chairman, reveals that if he is elected they 
remain in charge and the American voter, 
totally betrayed, will believe that the 
establishment has been eliminated from 
control over the process.  
 
Ted Cruz who calls them a “pit of vipers” is 
totally unacceptable to them and thus [was] 
the only Republican choice [that would 
have removed] them from power. 
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Dr. Harold Pease is a syndicated columnist 
and an expert on the United States 
Constitution. He has dedicated his career to 
studying the writings of the Founding 
Fathers and applying that knowledge to 
current events. He has taught history and 
political science from this perspective for 
over 25 years at Taft College. To read more 
of his weekly articles, please 
visitwww.LibertyUnderFire.org. 
 
____________ 
 

 

Where do we go from here? 
 
In order to understand what the next phase 
will be for the Founders of Change, it is vital 
that we comprehend the 25th amendment 
to the Constitution, and how it becomes 
their “Trump Card,” or “Clinton Clincher.” 
 
Our concluding “Behind the Scenes” report 
on this issue will focus on the 25th 
Amendment and how it will be used to 
determine which candidate will ultimately 
carry the banner for the Founding Fathers 
of Change. 
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                   Restoring God, Family and Country              

        Behind the Scenes in     

              Washington 

   

  A Message from Dr. Glenn J. Kimber, Chairman of the Board 
 

Are today’s elections and current world 
events a result of chance or design?  

(Conclusion) 
 

The Dangers of the Twenty-Fifth 
Amendment   
 
This amendment was passed on February 
10, 1967 and defines the procedures for 
filling vacancies in the offices of President 
and Vice President. 
 
Section 1 of this amendment was 
unnecessary, since it merely repeated 
what the Constitution had already 
provided in Article II, Section 1, Clause 6.  
This simply states that if the President dies 
or is incapacitated, the Vice President shall 
take his place. 
 
Section 2 states that if the office of Vice 
President becomes vacant, then: 
 

 The President is authorized to 
nominate a replacement. 

 

 The nominee is then confirmed by 
merely a majority of those present 
in the House and the Senate. 

Section 3 allows the President to voluntarily 
relinquish his office to the Vice President if 
at any time he feels incapacitated.  When 
he recovers, he can take over his office 
again and the Vice President must step 
down. 
 
Section 4 provides that if the Vice President 
and a majority of the Cabinet (or review 
board set up by Congress) decide the 
President is incapacitated, the Vice 
President advises Congress that he is taking 
over as acting President. 
 
Notice that the initiative for unseating the 
President is in the Vice President, backed by 
a mere majority of the 
Cabinet or such other 
review board as 
Congress may establish. 
 
After the President has 
been ousted and the 
Vice President has 
assumed power, the 
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President can advise the leaders of the 
House and the Senate that he is really able 
to discharge his duties. 
 
The Vice President then has four days to 
respond.  Meanwhile, the Vice President 
continues to serve as the acting President. 
 
If the Vice President still thinks the 
President is incapacitated, he so advises 
the leaders of the House and the Senate 
and continues acting as President. 
 
The House and the Senate then have 21 
days to make a decision.  If they do not 
happen to be in session, they have 48 
hours to assemble. 
 
After an appropriate inquiry, the House 
and Senate must decide whether the 
President is incapacitated or not.  If two-
thirds of the House and Senate agree that 
he is not able to discharge his duties, then 
the Vice President “shall continue . . .  as 
acting President.”  If the vote is less than 
two-thirds, then the President is allowed 
to resume his office. 
 
This amendment was pushed through 
Congress in 1965 and ratified in 1967.  It is 
considered by some authorities to be 
poorly structured. 
 
Consider what this kind of procedure might 
have done to Abraham Lincoln during the 
Civil War when he often stood alone in 
making some of his most difficult 
decisions. 
 
It is believed that this amendment tends to 
encourage a type of political maneuvering 
which gave the United States, for the first 
time in its history, an unelected President 
and an unelected Vice President. 

Americans Had an Un-elected 
President and Vice President in 1974 
 
You will recall that this amendment was put 
to use by the “Founding Fathers of Change” 
with Gerald Ford and Nelson Rockefeller.  
Here is the report we gave in Part 3 of our 
Behind the Scenes report: 
 
It was 1974.  The president of the United 
States was Richard Nixon (born in 1913, 
incidentally).  His vice president declared 
that he was going to resign because of tax 
problems, which he did.  Because of the 25th 
Amendment, President Nixon could now 
select who he wanted as vice president.  He 
selected Gerald Ford.  Not many months 
later, President Nixon was accused of 
impeachable acts by individuals (outside of 
government??) who released tapes with 
proof of inappropriate behavior of the 
president.   
 
President Nixon resigned, and Gerald Ford 
became president, though he had never 
been elected by the people.  He began his 
presidency with two interesting actions: 
 
1.  He pardoned former President Richard 
Nixon “of all crimes known and unknown.” 
 
2.  He selected Nelson Rockefeller, from one 
of the prominent families of the “fathers of 
change” as vice president. 
 
We now had a president and vice president 
who had never been elected by the people.  
What happened next created a “wow” in my 
studies. 
 
President Ford’s wife developed personal 
health problems, possibly causing the 
President to resign.  If President Ford 
resigned, Nelson Rockefeller would be our 
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president!  But Betty Ford got better and 
President Ford remained.  However, the 
next election was very interesting.   
 
David Rockefeller encouraged one of those 
close to his family to run against Gerald 
Ford, and David’s brother, Nelson 
Rockefeller.  The candidate’s name was 
Jimmy Carter.  His vice presidential 
selection was Walter Mondale – a very 
prominent political leader.    
 
The 1976 bicentennial election, 200 years 
after the Declaration of Independence was 
signed by our original Founders, would put 
two (apparent opponents??) running 
against each other.  But they were both 
supported by the same power group!   
President Carter was elected, and was 
president until 1981.   
 

Why Didn’t Ford Resign, as 
Planned? 
 
Ford didn’t resign – but he almost did.  A 
survey was taken, and it was found that 
Nelson Rockefeller was not popular 
enough to be elected at the next election.  
It was necessary, then, for the Founders of 
Change to come up with another politician.  
Their thinking was, “Select a (supposed) 
opponent to Ford and Rockefeller who 
would run against them in the next 
election.  This will guarantee that one of 
our people will become president.” 
 
Both the presidential candidate and the 
vice presidential candidate were actually 
on the same team, even though in the 
election debates the controlled press 
portrayed them as being opposed to each 
other. 
 

That particular election was a great learning 
tool for the “Founders of Change.”  Now 
they knew what they could do to 
circumvent the “chains of the Constitution” 
to get their people elected. 
 

A Strange Imaginary Scenario 
 
Could this ever happen again?   
 
What if President Obama wanted to be 
more involved in the world scene after his 
presidency, and not be just another “former 
president of the United States”? 
 
What if Obama wanted to resign a year or 
two after his second election and become a 
world leader of peace – let’s say like the 
head of NATO? 
 
If he did resign, Vice President Biden would 
become president.  Who would he select as 
Vice President?  What if he told the media 
that his friend and political helpmeet Hillary 
Clinton was the best qualified person to be 
President of the United States? 
 
And again -- What if President Biden then 
announced that he no longer wanted to be 
President because of family issues?  His Vice 
President would then become President if 
he resigned.   Once in the Presidency, 
Hillary Clinton would then be the obvious 
candidate for the next election.  But, what if 
Hillary was not popular enough to be 
elected, like Nelson Rockefeller years ago? 
 
Perhaps those who were thinking up this 
crazy scenario wanted to find out how 
popular Hillary Clinton was with the people 
before Obama’s resignation, like they did 
before Ford’s resignation.  What could they 
do to find out?  What if they could have a 
book published – a biography of her 
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“exciting” life?  If the book was a smashing 
success, it would be an indication that she 
was popular enough to be electable.   
 
But if Hillary’s biography was a failure, 
what then? 
 
A supposed opponent to her would need 
to be selected, just like when they selected 
Carter to run against Ford.  
 

Opponents on the Same Side 
 
But how could the Founders of Change 
ensure that these two “opponents” would 
surface as the major candidates in the 
political scene?  What if all areas of the 
press gave the two “opponents” six more 
times the coverage in the media than any 
of the other candidates?  Under this weird 
scenario, the Founders of Change could 
guide the press, so that through the eyes 
of the voters the best two candidates 
possible would be selected by the two 
major political parties.   
 
To further guarantee the outcome, those 
in charge would want to select the Vice 

President for each of the candidates, for 
this would be their safety net in case their 
newly elected President was not following 
their desired goals. 
 
What an interesting scenario this could be!  
All because of the 25th Amendment, that 
the Founders of Change pushed through the 
amending process back in 1967, and 
guarded by them ever since. 
Meanwhile, President Obama would need 
to be looked upon as a great friend of 
World Peace.  For, who knows what he 
might want to become once he is a former 
president?   
 
What a crazy story!  A scenario like this 
could never become a reality – could it?   
 

A Glimmer of Hope 
 
If something like this ever happened, would 
it be possible to ever return to checks and 
balances?   
 
This will be the subject of our July Behind 
the Scenes report.  
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REMEMBER:  The motto for the Thomas Jefferson Center 
for Constitutional Restoration includes the idea that: 

 
 

“In God We Trust 
can only take effect if  
God can trust in us.” 
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