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	Introduction

	 

	 

	Noticing that the world seems to be falling apart around you? This is largely by design, and this book will chart exactly how that has happened through the embrace by the ruling class of the so-called “open society.” The concept of the open society is not some off-the-wall idea thrown around by conspiracy theorists looking to defame George Soros at every turn—although as we will see he is, in fact, central to the maintenance and expansion of the current globalist system which superficially espouses liberal democracy and in practice adheres closely to neoliberalism, a system defined largely by the unrestricted movement of people, goods, and capital. The open society as an explicitly-articulated idea and ideal owes its origin to the Jewish philosopher Henri-Louis Bergson and especially the ethnically-Jewish Karl Popper, who published The Open Society and Its Enemies in 1945, appropriately enough coinciding with the ushering-in of its global hegemony as an operating model for the next seventy-five years.  

	According to Council on Foreign Relations President Richard Haass, “The globe’s traditional operating system—call it World Order 1.0 — has been built around the protection and prerogatives of states. It is increasingly inadequate in today’s globalized world.” It is “inadequate” because of the conditions created by his co-beneficiaries, the kinds of conditions that are creating a de-industrialized and hollowed-out West with its gutted and soon-to-be-non-existent middle class, throngs of alien peoples, and a bloated, parasitic “elite” class of the decadent and depraved. From Brazil to the UK, the poorest 10 percent are now paying a higher proportion of their incomes in tax than the richest 10 percent as citizens become subjects, gigantic corporations like Amazon pay nothing or next-to-nothing in corporate tax rates, central banks make money out of thin air, and high finance treats entire countries like distressed assets. Indeed, it would seem that on the whole it is globalization that is inadequate from the citizen’s perspective, but the ruling class views us with contempt, as an obstacle to be dismantled and shoved aside, or else crushed totally underfoot. 

	We did not just stumble into this sad state of affairs, on the cusp of a soul-crushing globalist Panopticon, as we are. No, this has been in the works for some time now, and though within the “elites” there are competing factions, the intended end result is the same: the subjugation of humanity under a One World totalitarian state with corporate and financial oligarchs living in unfathomable opulence while the rest of humanity is blended into non-descript nothingness. From the World Economic Forum to the Open Society Foundations, the so-called “conspiracy” is out in the open. They’ll tell you exactly what they’re doing if you’re willing to listen, but woe to the individual who should repeat it. Censorship, opprobrium, and worse await you. I can attest to the first two points, certainly: my first book, The Transgender-Industrial Complex, was promptly banned by World Economic Forum partner Amazon in the blink of an eye for the thoroughly postmodern crime of telling the truth using the words of the actors committing the acts themselves as evidence. 

	I shall be committing that crime again.

	The purpose of this book is not to be a postmortem of the West, as this has been done extensively elsewhere, and if you are reading this, you very likely understand that the previous era—neoliberalism—is now rapidly transitioning into a transhumanist-informed, bio-digital age, which lies beyond the purview of this book. My purpose here is, rather, to investigate the means by which so-called “open societies” are created, why, and to what ends. Through various intersecting ideologies and their applications, the individual nations of this planet have been and are continuing to be directed toward a singular all-controlling global entity, with the individuals comprising said nations directed into a bio-digital hive. If this all sounds rather conspiratorial, well—it is. But not all conspiracies are “theories” or wild fiction. 

	The neoliberal system (Haass’s World Order 1.0 coming out of World War II) is characterized by more outside private investment as vital for economic development (read: profit) and so-called “social development” (i.e. the Pride-Woke variety pumping sex hormones into five-year-olds, a tradgedy now well-familiar to most readers), as then-Secretary of State Hillary Clinton stated in 2011 referring to Central Asia, a region prized for its tremendous natural resources especially in a coming time of scarcity, such as natural gas, oil, and “rare earths,” to say nothing of the geo-strategic buffer between Russia, China, and the Gulf States. The goal of Clinton and company has been for decades to knock down “bureaucratic barriers and other impediments to the flow of goods and people” to create the vaunted Open Society of “liberal democracy”—the kind that features marginalization of dissidents, censorship, and veneration of the defective while ruthlessly exploiting the population with an ersatz smile. Such a society is open, but not in the way that it’s presented. 

	The rhetorical tropes of “democracy,” “inclusion,” and the like are designed specifically in the West to disarm the native population’s objections to the flooding of their nation with often hostile aliens, facilitated by the vast machinery of the globalist Establishment, which encompasses NGOs, national governments, international governing bodies, corporations, financial institutions, various ideological and religious and ethnic interest groups, and a host of others. Though not entirely uniform, in that there are subsets within the Establishment jockeying for position as ultimate hegemons with sometimes competing visions, the general thrust remains uniform in its support for the noxious policies that have been so central to neoliberalism, from open borders to the erosion of civil liberties to vast amounts of wealth accruing in increasingly-few hands. For the post-humans/post-humanists, as globalism becomes lockdowns, social credit scores, and mandatory “vaccines” for COVID-19, the reader would do well to remember that those hands are the architects of this system, and the obvious beneficiaries; the only real disagreements are how they will allocate power to themselves and in what manner, who will occupy the very top, and what form humanity itself will take. It has been a long and step-by-step process, and the role of creating an “open society” with fertile ground for what comes next is the essential step in the agenda.

	Whether it is demographic warfare masked as compassion or more humans-as-widgets for consumption in the neoliberal model, there is a vast matrix of organizations that is part of this globalist infrastructure from the highest point down to the most local, which this book will explore. Thus we see the role of government agencies, proxies, and supra- and intra-governmental organizations melding with that of the “private sector” and various NGOs and grievance groups in not just weaponizing philanthropy, but in creating this vast infrastructure to enable social engineering and demographic transformation, a process that has been rapidly accelerating from the nineteenth century and industrialization onward, although the seeds and the core struggles are millennia-old—really as old as humanity itself. 

	This goes all the way to the top, public and private sector, Republican and Democrat, Left and Right. Whether immigration or the LGBTQ agenda, the primary actors are more or less the same or analogous and they have the same or similar goals; indeed, as Mister Open Society himself George Soros said in a 2005 NPR interview, “The Open Society Foundation has the same objectives as the [US] State Department.” The reader would do well to see past the kabuki theater of politics (which is just showbiz for the unattractive at this stage) and propaganda-spewing media; this book will greatly aid you in your endeavors. With this in mind, let us consider first the archetypal figure of Soros and his Open Society Foundations, and then the US State Department’s objectives and methods, since as Soros himself says, they’re essentially one and the same. 

	 

	 

	
 

	 

	 

	 

	
1

 The Open Society Foundations and 
The Soros Network


	 

	 

	The transformation of a closed society into an open one is a systematic transformation. Practically everything has to change…What the foundations have done is to change the way the transformation is brought about.

	– George Soros

	 

	Since its inception, the Open Society Foundations have officially dispensed nearly $17 billion over tens of thousands of grants. But to what purpose? Is this charity and good works for their own sake? Of course not. George Soros admits in his 1997 piece for The Atlantic entitled “The Capitalist Threat” that the function of his foundation network active in countries under communism was designed to be “subversive,” and that, “For five or six years following the fall of the Berlin Wall, I devoted practically all of my energies to the transformation of the formerly Communist world.” He hasn’t stopped, and neither was this the beginning of his endeavors. 

	Soros’ “philanthropic work” began in the late 1970s by funding scholarships for black university students in South Africa during apartheid to ultimately weaponize them against whites, particularly the Boer and the system of self-preservation they had in place. In 1979, according to the Open Soceity Foundations’ website, Soros said, “[South Africa] was a closed society with all the institutions of a first world country, but they were off-limits to the majority of the population on racial grounds. Where could I find a better opportunity for opening up a closed society?” Indeed, and the sad fate of the Rainbow Nation reminds us precisely what the future holds.

	The Open Society Foundations have, as highlighted, been particularly active in the former Eastern Bloc countries, owing in no small part to the Jewish Soros’ upbringing in Hungary. 

	In 1986, at the same time Mikhail Gorbachev launched new policies of glasnost (openness) and perestroika (restructuring) in the USSR, George Soros was allowed to open a private foundation in Poland, which was followed the year after by one in Moscow. On June 17th, 1991, George Soros and Ante Marković, the Prime Minister of Yugoslavia, signed an agreement founding the Soros Yugoslavia Foundation, which would undertake projects in all six of the country’s republics. In 1992, Soros and the Open Society Foundations established separate foundations in Croatia and Slovenia, followed by Macedonia and Bosnia and Herzegovina, with the Soros Yugoslavia Foundation operating in Serbia (including its provinces Vojvodina and Kosovo) and Montenegro. Also in 1992, Soros launched Central European University, which has “offered young people across the region a new, international, and pluralist perspective” (read: that of open borders activism and neoliberalism). Over 14,000 students have graduated from Central European University, including Giorgi Margvelashvili (president of Georgia from 2013-18), two former justice ministers (one from Croatia and one from Romania), a Hungarian Member of Parliament, and a number of other prominent figures, including many functionaries in the Open Society Foundations itself. 

	In a glowing Soros feature from The New Yorker in 1995, titled “The World According to Geroge Soros,” his influence over the political process in several Eastern European countries is framed as a positive for democracy, but in what way is the following democratic, other than that “liberal” and “democratic” have been taken to be synonymous:

	 

	Ljupčo Georgievski, the right-wing head of the opposition V.M.R.O. (International Macedonian Revolutionary Organization) Party, charges that the Soros foundation is “a support machine to the government.” Virtually all foundation grants, he says, go to those associated in some way with the ruling party. Referring to a television station, A1, that receives Soros support, Georgievski said, “It is truly an alternative in its cultural programming; however, in politics…you see ministers of the present Macedonian government more often than on state TV…” Contrasting the Soros foundation in Ukraine with its counterparts in other countries, [Bohdan Krawchenko, a Ukrainian-Canadian historian who returned to Ukraine in 1991 and was recruited by Dr. Bohdan Hawrylyshyn and Soros to work for the foundation] told me, “There is no other place where the Soros foundation is so plugged in at the top…The deputy minister of finance sat with George and me in a basement almost four years ago and we tried to figure out what to do about monetary reform.” That deputy minister of finance, Olech Havrylyshyn (a nephew of Bohdan), was on the payroll of the Soros foundation—as was the deputy governor of the National Bank (George Yurchyshyn, a Ukrainian-American who had previously been a vice-president at the Bank of Boston)…Soros had placed his own agents in key positions… What Soros undoubtedly did do was enable the successful Kuchma to win for Ukraine a commitment for a crucial, I.M.F.-administered loan program of nearly four billion dollars. The loan had been strongly recommended by the United States at a Group of Seven economics meeting just before Kuchma’s victory, but it was contingent on Ukraine’s instituting economic reforms… Soros was galvanized. He got in touch with Anders Åslund, of the Carnegie Institute, who has worked on economic reform in Russia, and asked him to come with him and John Fox to Ukraine…After meeting with President Kuchma, Soros directed Åslund to organize a team to work with the Ukrainians on their negotiations with the I.M.F. And he fired off a memo, distributed to the White House, the Treasury, the State Department, the I.M.F., and the World Bank, in which he argued that this was the moment, and this was the group.…The day the agreement was announced, Soros was attending a conference in Kiev sponsored by the American-Ukrainian Advisory Committee, a group organized by Zbigniew Brzezinski; Henry Kissinger was there as well….Roman Shpek, the Minister of the Economy, who is leading the reforms, is a graduate of Soros’ Management Training Institute. The Institute for Public Administration, which Krawchenko heads, has also produced significant players…During Soros’ late-September visit a task force—including people from the World Bank, the Ukrainian government, and the Soros foundation—was created to wage a media campaign for the reforms.

	 

	“Reform” here is yet another shining example of newspeak.

	Also of crucial importance, the 1995 feature ominously foreshadows the fate of Slobodan Milošević and resistance to the “open society,” as “the Belgrade foundation…is repeatedly threatened with being closed down by the government of Slobodan Milošević.” We all know how that turned out. Be it NATO bombs or subversive propaganda—in the case of Yugoslavia, both—all resistance must be dealt with. Though Soros claims that “We are not running McDonald’s. Open Society is a different story,” it does seem like the Open Society Foundations are intent on knocking down every barrier and every unique structure to make way for a McDonald’s instead.

	While remaining fixed in a capitalist-communist binary remains advantageous to the ruling class, the reality is that neoliberalism is in its own right a fusion of the two, though with communism mutating into the social sphere in the form of Cultural Marxism. It is mutating, however, with the fusion of superficially-separate entities into one Leviathan. In effect, it does not matter if it’s Microsoft or the state that’s imposing social reengineering and demographic transformation on the terrestrial square it lays claim to, irrespective of ethnic and generational ties to it. Whether ostensibly Blue or Red, they’re all on the same team. Governments are more accountable to the shareholders than the voters in the much-vaunted “democracy” of the modern world, one where outside forces shape elections all the time, but only fictitious Russian scandals are blared over virtually every corporate media channel in America. Tellingly, as the article continues:

	 

	The broadcast stations of Radio Free Europe / Radio Liberty continue to be funded by the United States government,1 but in early 1994 Soros entered a joint venture to acquire the organization’s research institute and, under a fifty-year lease, its archives. Both operations are now subsumed under a new entity, the Open Media Research Institute (OMRI). Based in Prague, it has a seven-member board: Soros and two others from his staff; two people from the Board for International Broadcasting (the government agency that oversees Radio Free Europe); and two “independents” (one chosen by Soros and one by the B.I.B.). It should be noted that if the independents were to side with their selectors, the lineup would, predictably, be 4–3, Soros.

	 

	Today, RFE/RL remains very active, funded by a grant from the US Congress through the United States Agency for Global Media (USAGM) as a private grantee; its budget for fiscal year 2021 was $637.3 million, according to their website and the Fiscal Year 2021 Budget. The USAGM provides “oversight” and according to their website:

	 

	…serves as a firewall to protect the professional independence and integrity of all U.S. international public service media, including Voice of America, Radio and TV Marti, and the non-profit corporations that are BBG grantees: Radio Free Asia, RFE/RL, and the Middle East Broadcasting Networks (MBN). USAGM also provides oversight of the work of the Open Technology Fund, which finances the development and distribution of cutting edge technologies and techniques to counter efforts by repressive regimes and closed societies to block access to objective news and information.

	 

	According to their 2018 Annual Report, they signed an agreement with Plex, a multi-platform video streaming company, to place USAGM content on its Plex News app, which has fourteen million users. USAGM programming will now slot alongside other propaganda outlets like CNN and the BBC. A recent project saw the establishment of a 24/7 Russian-language TV and digital channel with a “specialized web and social media team that counters Kremlin disinformation.” No propaganda campaign for “open societies” would be complete without the incessant promotion of the LGBTQ agenda, either: in 2018, RFE/RL’s Radio Mashaal publicized a “sports festival for transgender individuals” in Pakistan and Radio Martí launched Arcoiris (Rainbow), to “explore LGBTQ life in Cuba, the United States and around the world, including the social and cultural status of that community as well as their civil and human rights.” Speaking of Cuba, in late 2014 it emerged that USAID was employing the “urban youths” strategy the US State Department prefers in France by using rappers in Cuba “to break the information blockade” and foment unrest through “activism,” agitating for “social change.”

	The nine-member USAGM Broadcasting Board of Governors includes: the Jewish Leon Rabinovich Aron, who immigrated to the United States from Moscow in 1978 as a refugee and is a resident scholar and the director of Russian studies at the American Enterprise Institute (AEI)2; the Jewish Michael Kempner, Hillary Clinton mega-donor and Barack Obama “bundler,” Obama-appointee to the White House Council for Community Solutions (a council that works to “reengage disenfranchised youth”), and whose PR firm was hired by Israel’s Ministry of Tourism (“the firm will also seek to reach out to the LGBT community”)3; the Jewish Karen Kornbluh, Senior Fellow and Director of German Marshall Fund’s Technology Policy program “which works to help shape a future in which technology strengthens rather than undermines democratic values,” former Senior Fellow for Digital Policy at the Council on Foreign Relations, former Executive Vice President of External Affairs for Nielsen, former US Ambassador in Paris to the Organization for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD), former Policy Director for then-Senator Barack Obama as well as serving as deputy chief of staff at the US Treasury Department, and former Director of the Office of Legislative and Intergovernmental Affairs at the Federal Communications Commission in the Clinton administration; the Jewish Jeff Shell, CEO of NBCUniversal; and the Jewish Kenneth Weinstein, Chairman of the Board and President and CEO of the Hudson Institute.

	From sustained effort financing projects that actively undermined the regime of Slobodan Milošević in Serbia, after the neoliberal Establishment toppled Milošević and held him captive, as Mirko Klarin writes in the Open Society Foundations’ Building Open Society in the Western Balkans report:

	 

	The fact that these protribunal [sic] media and NGOs were supported by the Open Society Foundations did not go unnoticed by Slobodan Milošević and Vojislav Šešelj, a Serbian nationalist politician also indicted for war crimes by the tribunal. They both, on more than one occasion, described the ICTY as “Soros’ Court.” 

	 

	For Milena Dragićević-Šešić, from the same report:

	 

	Open Society–backed activism in the arts and other cultural institutions in Serbia began with a radio station: Belgrade’s B92. Its music and information programs challenged the state media’s nationalistic worldview…The idea was not to underwrite art for art’s sake. The aim was to use targeted funding…B92 blazed a path for other artists ready to challenge xenophobia, patriarchal values, hate speech, and ethnic stereotypes…In September 1994, Radio B92’s cultural center, Rex, opened in an abandoned building of Belgrade’s Jewish community center… “Worried September! Wilhelm Reich in Belgrade—Lust for Life” was a project devoted to the common individual—of Belgrade and the world— who, in despair, withdraws from life and cedes responsibility for his or her being and future. “Lust for Life” had multiple dimensions, including publication of a translation of Listen, Little Man!, a book by Wilhelm Reich, a highly controversial psychoanalyst who studied under Freud…In Zagreb, Croatia, ZCCE3000 undertook conferences, art festivals, exhibitions, workshops, lectures, presentations, publications, and media productions. A crucial component of the project was to reform the institutional settings of independent culture, increasing its influence and strengthening its resources. One of its collaborators, What, How and For Whom, organized a complex exhibition on the 152nd anniversary of the Communist Manifesto’s publication, returning Marx to the public sphere in Belgrade for the first time since 1989.

	 

	Returning to the January 1995 profile of Soros from The New Yorker:

	 

	Soros funds are involved as co-investors in certain projects in developing countries with the International Finance Corporation, the private-sector arm of the World Bank Group…With the Clinton Administration, Soros, a newly turned Democrat, has made the kind of inroads that he was unable to make before…He has cultivated excellent relationships with high-ranking officials in the State Department and at Treasury. He has opened a Washington office, which, as one Soros associate told me, will function as “his State Department.” While intense lobbying efforts he has made on behalf of Macedonia over the past year or so have not really succeeded, in the last several months he has thrown the weight of his influence and his resources behind achieving Western aid for Ukraine, and there he has won at least a preliminary victory. Recently, too, he said that he intends to focus increasingly on the West, concentrating on finding ways of making “our own open society more viable…” Morton Abramowitz, the former United States Ambassador to Turkey, who is now the president of the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace, and has participated in a Soros-funded advocacy group on the Balkans, [said,] “He’s now become a player…” György Jaksity, an analyst at Concorde Securities, in Budapest, told me, “The first book on business that I read that was written not from a Marxist but from a free-market standpoint said, ‘Sponsored by the Soros Foundation.’ . . . People like me know that the book they are reading, the teacher who teaches them, were sponsored by Soros.”

	 

	Abramowitz and Michele Dunne are both Carnegie Endowment for International Peace alumni as well as former Board members of the National Endowment for Democracy. Other names you might recognize as former NED Board members include Madeleine Albright, Zbigniew Brzezinski, Wesley Clark, Paula Dobriansky, Kenneth Duberstein, Francis Fukuyama, Orrin Hatch, Richard Holbrooke, Walter Mondale, Henry Kissinger, Robert Zoellick, Paul Wolfowitz, and Anne-Marie Slaughter, plus other figures such as Instagram CEO Marne Levine and Princeton Lyman (ambassador, USAID, Aspen Institute, Harvard, Council on Foreign Relations, Johns Hopkins School for Advanced International Studies). This is how these things go. 

	Joining with the economic “impetus” has increasingly been the “humanitarian” angle, with Soros but one figure, albeit a central one. Looking once to the January 1995 profile of Soros from The New Yorker:

	 

	In philanthropy…which Soros began in earnest about ten years ago—when he started a foundation in Budapest which aimed to foster the democratic values of an “open society” as defined by the philosopher Sir Karl Popper, and which supported dissidents living under the Communist regime—he kept a relatively low profile. After the fall of the Berlin Wall, in 1989, however, he began to reposition himself. He turned over the day-to-day management of the fund to an exemplary trader, Stanley Druckenmiller, and he immersed himself in the world of his foundations—by then, there were four—multiplying their number in Central and Eastern Europe and the former Soviet Union and dramatically accelerating the level of his giving. At the same time, he began to advocate that the West follow his lead, providing aid, in what he often referred to as an updated Marshall Plan, to the countries of the former Communist bloc.

	 

	We see here the fusion of ideology, economics, and extreme in-group favoritism that defines neoliberalism almost perfectly reflected in the figure of Soros, and as the Fourth Industrial Revolution and the COVID-19 lockdowns usher in the Great Reset, the next mutation will be completely fused. 

	According to Žarko Papić, the Open Society Foundations endeavored to use the ethnic conflicts in the Balkans as proof that their “liberalizing” projects had not gone far enough, much like the neoliberals do with the failure of diversity (or success from their perspective, though they won’t let that out): 

	 

	Published under the title Developing New International Support Policies – Lessons (Not) Learned in Bosnia-Herzegovina, the analysis was widely distributed to international organizations, including departments of the United Nations and bilateral donors, as well as government bodies and other stakeholders in Bosnia and Herzegovina.

	 

	As always, the “lessons” are at odds with the reality and excuse the culpability of the worst actors in fomenting crisis in the first place, such as the neoliberal Establishment’s backing of the Kosovo Liberation Army, which was basically a collection of criminals, traffickers, drug dealers, and jihadi terrorists responsible for the ethnic cleansing of Serbs; and yet, like the Crusades, it is the defensive response to the provocation that is misrepresented as evidence of “unprovoked hostility,” totally divorced from context in the narrative that has been constructed to always paint one side—white, Christian—as the villains and the other as the perpetual victims, regardless of the truth of the matter.

	Additionally, for the Yugoslavian conflicts of the 1990s particularly as regards Kosovo, there was a large Albanian-Muslim population to weaponize, as NATO and the globalist Establishment did against Serbia. The United States has been waging a war against its ostensible allies in Europe for generations; within the last few decades this has ranged from working with George Soros to destabilize and undermine the conservative government in North Macedonia to NATO’s plans for Greater Albania, where drug-runners and Islamist terrorists trained by the CIA in Afghanistan were a key part of the astroturfed “insurgency” in the break-down of Yugoslavia during the 1990s, a Yugoslavia which had actually developed a successfully managed economic counterpoint to neoliberalism. That was, as the college professors say, “problematic.”

	The Balkans have long been a target of Soros—the Open Society Foundation in Croatia supported the establishment of the Croatian Law Center and ZAMIR, Croatia’s first independent internet service provider, and the Open Society Index was developed to “measure the level of openness of Croatian society through criteria in education, media, entrepreneurship and economic freedom, transparency of political processes, rule of law, and marginalized groups and minorities.” In North Macedonia, the Open Society Foundation expanded the Step by Step preschool program to 60 schools and “sponsored seminars to improve school curricula, teaching methods, and management” (read: neoliberal indoctrination). In the province of Kosovo, the Open Society Foundation in Serbia provided a $2 million grant to support a “parallel education system.”

	Next door, the Open Society Foundations have spent nearly $100 million (that we know about) in North Macedonia since 1992, and have partnered with the US government, Switzerland, France, and the European Union for “development work” in the Balkan country. Between February 27th, 2012, and August 31st, 2016, nearly $5 million in US taxpayer money went to the Open Society Foundation – Macedonia (FOSM), in partnership with four local “civil society” organizations. USAID says on their website the project trained hundreds of young Macedonians “on topics such as freedom of association,4 youth policies, citizen initiatives, persuasive argumentation and use of new media.” USAID has earmarked at least $9.5 million to intervene in North Macedonia’s governmental affairs for 2016-2021; as Tom Fitton writes for Judicial Watch:

	 

	Here’s how the clandestine operation functions, according to high-level sources in Macedonia and the U.S. that have provided Judicial Watch with records as part of an ongoing investigation. The Open Society Foundation has established and funded dozens of leftwing, nongovernmental organizations (NGOs) in Macedonia to overthrow the conservative government. One Macedonian government official interviewed by Judicial Watch in Washington D.C. recently, calls it the “Soros infantry.” The groups organize youth movements, create influential media outlets and organize violent protests to undermine the institutions and policies implemented by the government. One of the Soros’ groups funded the translation and publication of Saul Alinsky’s “Rules for Radicals” into Macedonian. The book is a tactical manual of subversion, provides direct advice for radical street protests and proclaims Lucifer to be the first radical.

	 

	In case you had any illusions that this was just a political struggle.

	Naturally Foreign Policy jumped to the rescue, publishing a piece by Goran Buldioski calling these allegations—what else?—“conspiracy theories,” despite the fact that much of this information is readily available from the sources themselves. Sure, they’ll whitewash what their activities are to cast them in the best light possible, and why wouldn’t they? It’s the tried-and-true tactic of the neoliberal regime: frame subversion as “democratizing,” fostering “inclusion,” focusing on “human rights,” and the like. We know what that actually looks like. 

	Buldioski, by the way, is the director of the Open Society Foundations’ Berlin office and the Open Society Initiative for Europe. No conflict of interest there. The push-back was in response to the January 2017 formation of the Stop Soros Movement—SOS—in North Macedonia. It was founded by editor-in-chief of the state-run news agency MIA, Cvetin Cilimanov; editor-in-chief of the Republika news portal, Nenad Mircevski; and Nikola Srbov, a columnist for news portal, Kurir. As Balkan Insights reports:

	 

	NGOs backed by the Soros Foundation have long been a target of nationalist governments in Russia, Hungary, Macedonia and elsewhere, where authorities are deeply suspicious of their politically and socially liberal agenda…Russia more or less outlawed Soros-affiliated organisations in 2015. This January, authorities in Hungary said they would use “all the tools at its disposal” to “sweep out” NGOs funded by the Hungarian-born financier, which “serve global capitalists and back political correctness over national governments.” Hungarian Leader Viktor Orban last year accused Soros of destabilizing Europe by encouraging mass immigration to Europe from Middle Eastern war zones.

	 

	Those are very legitimate accusations. 

	Metamorphosis is one such group that receives funding from the Open Society Foundations, as well as the US Embassy, USAID, and the National Endowment for Democracy; despite claiming to stand for “liberal values,” they and other Soros/US government projects have worked to foment unrest under the guise of “democratic” protests. From The American Spectator:

	 

	Last March [2016], the Macedonian government boldly closed its border to prevent the tsunami of economic migrants and refugees surging from Greece toward Western Europe, allowing restricted numbers to enter. Open borders is one of George Soros’ most keenly felt priorities. How did his Team respond? Activism! With an admixture of violence and vandalism. The fertilized grassroots…broke into the president’s office, vandalized property, and burned office furniture. Three policemen were injured. Filip Stojanovski, Metamorphosis’ program director and main man, maintains a Twitter profile pic (@razvigor) obscured by bright paint splats — an overt reference to his glory days during last summer’s “Colorful Revolution,” as it is known. “I heard Soros and SDSM activists chanting, ‘No Justice, No Peace,’ which isn’t even a meaningful slogan in Skopje,” recalled Cvetin Chilimanov. “The transfer of tactics from U.S. Left-wing groups funded by Soros to Macedonia is striking.” Simultaneously, the government had to defend its southern border with Greece, while diverting security forces 100 miles away from Skopje, to defend property against political agitators. The traveling MP remembers, “It was a nightmare. The Soros army threw rocks at police guarding VMRO headquarters. Meanwhile, they were handing scissors out on the border to help people cut fences. Chaos.” Information Service editor Chilimanov considers last summer’s melee to signal George Soros’ deepest objectives: “By controlling Macedonia, he can open or close the flow of migrants. The far Left Greek government has accepted no end of migrants. [Soros is close to the Greek Prime Minister, Alexis Tsipras.] It was our government that stopped the flow so his grand objective is to control this situation.”

	 

	In the same article, Jason Miko stated that with North Macedonia:

	 

	Low-level State Department bureaucrats are calling the shots because the President hasn’t been able to fill key jobs on the seventh floor…This directly contradicts what President Trump said in his Inaugural address, that we want to let other nations put their own interests first. Instead, in Macedonia, we have an activist ambassador, Jess Baily, working with and funding the Soros organizations saying that no, you don’t have a right to put your own interests first.

	 

	Naturally Baily is an alumnus of Columbia University, which readers of The Transgender-Industrial Complex will recognize for the cancerous tumor that it is. For Chris Deliso: “[North Macedonia] is a simple, conservative society of people who know who they are.” For Soros and company, this is intolerable. Instead, they should be getting sex changes and welcoming thousands of unassimilable people from parts unknown to demographically swamp, displace, and eventually replace them. This is liberalism! 

	According to the Open Society Foundations’ Building Open Society in the Western Balkans report, in Slovenia:

	 

	Approximately 100 journalists received grants to visit media organizations abroad, to carry out projects abroad, or to participate in conferences and seminars. The foundation also funded more than 500 civil society projects concerned with ecology, human rights, volunteer work, ethnic minorities, women’s rights, lesbian, gay, bisexual, and transgender rights. 

	 

	One of the major priorities in Montenegro in the Open Society Foundations’ own words is to “promote diversity.” Further, the Open Society Foundations have indeed been working with the United Nations since at least 1992, when under the guidance of a five-member committee of individuals connected to the Open Society Foundations, $36 million was given to the United Nations High Commission for Refugees (UNHCR). The activist-ambassador to North Macedonia, Jess Baily, coordinated US policy on political issues before the UN Security Council and UN General Assembly as Director of the Office of UN Political Affairs from 2008 to 2010.

	The National Endowment for Democracy (NDI) is involved in dozens of countries, including Soros pet project North Macedonia where, in the NDI’s own words from their website, they are focused on:

	 

	Reconfiguring political discourse to be more inclusive…NDI’s programming in the country reflects those needs. With technical support from the U.S. Congress’ House Democracy Partnership…NDI also works with political parties, supporting pluralism and the promotion of women and youth leadership; with civil society organizations, conducting public opinion research, voter education and election observation; and with the country’s historically marginalized groups, including Roma and LGBTI citizens.

	 

	To the south, Greece is targeted and even its attempts to quarantine corona-positive migrants were decried as “xenophobic” and the like by Balkan Insight, in an article sponsored by the Resonant Voices Initiative in the EU, funded by the European Union’s Internal Security Fund. Interesting. Really, the Establishment has used COVID-19 as a justification for the most draconian totalitarianism most Westerners have ever experienced, and it is positioned to get a whole lot worse. Notice, as well, that it’s always “far-right,” as though preventing the spread of what appeared to be at the time a serious pandemic is some kind of extreme position. We do know Soros has dialogued with the EU and at his behest has increased the funding for “refugees” significantly in the last decade, especially since the onset of the “migrant crisis.” 

	The Open Society’s International Migration Initiative “has worked with governments [in Ireland, Spain, and the UK] on the development of refugee resettlement schemes based on a successful Canadian model for helping newly arrived families adjust to their new homes.” Its Advisory Committee includes former Ford Foundation fellow Arturo Sarukhan and Imelda Nicolas, IOM Migration Advisory Board member and consultant for the UN’s Institute of Training and Research focusing on international migration, gender, and development. Staff members include Colleen Thouez (Chair to the capacity-building portfolio of the World Bank’s knowledge partnership on migration); Maria Teresa Rojas (member of the Advisory Committee of the Andrew and Renata Kaldor Center for International Refugee Law at the University of New South Wales); and Elizabeth Frantz (“a researcher for one of the UK’s leading charities giving legal advice and representation to immigrants and asylum seekers”).

	The Open Society European Policy Institute, based out of Brussels, “works to place human rights and open society values at the heart of what the European Union does.” Not that the EU needs any prompting: its motto is the Orwellian “United in Diversity.” The Open Society European Policy Institute’s staff includes Natacha Kazatchkine (former senior executive officer at the European Office of Amnesty International) and Marta Martinelli (“responsible for work on gender, democratization, security governance, and development issues in Africa”).

	The Open Society Initiative for Europe works to “support groups that combat discrimination and xenophobia, and ensure the protection and well-being of refugees and migrants.” Its staff includes: Brandee Butler (“specialized in international justice as a program officer at the John D. and Catherine T. MacArthur Foundation…Earlier in her career, Butler received the Yale Law School Bernstein Fellowship for International Human Rights”); Goran Buldioski (“Before joining the Open Society Foundations, he worked for the Council of Europe, the Macedonian Center for International Cooperation, and the National Youth Council of Macedonia”); Magdalena Majkowska-Tomkin (“Prior to joining the Open Society Foundations in 2016, Majkowska-Tomkin served as the chief of mission for the International Organization for Migration offices in Hungary and Slovenia”); and Beka Vučo (“joined the Open Society Foundations in 1991, working as a regional director in the New York office where she helped establish Open Society foundations in the Western Balkans”). 

	In 2007, the Open Society Foundations spent $440 million on its various initiatives. Among its targeted areas included Albania ($1.791 million), Bosnia ($3.11 million), Estonia ($1.769 million), Czech Republic ($1.739 million), Hungary ($289,000), Bulgaria ($2.142 million), Kosovo ($2.438 million), Lithuania ($1.546 million), Moldova ($4.149 million), Montenegro ($1.657 million), Macedonia ($7.229 million), Latvia ($1.853 million), South Africa ($7.452 million), Slovakia ($1.985 million), Poland ($5.699 million through the Stefan Batory Foundation), Romania ($3.555 million), Russia ($6.472 million), Serbia ($4.212 million), Belarus ($1.377 million through OSI-Paris Belarus support), and the Ukraine ($7.809 million through the International Renaissance Foundation). Targeting Central and Eastern Europe as well as the Caucasus and Central Asia have been long-standing priorities for Soros, although his activities have been by no means confined to these regions, with 2007 grants ranging from $4.282 million to the Baltimore, Maryland-based Open Society Institute to $4.287 million to Fundación Soros in Guatemala to the $13.991 million to the Open Society Initiative for West Africa.

	In 2006, the Open Society Foundations spent over $415 million on its various initiatives. Disbursals were similar to the year following, although in Europe, $395,000-worth of efforts in Croatia were underwritten by the Soros Network. Soros’ Central European University, which also has its own press established in 1992, has been an instrumental hub for these subversive activities and ideas at the meeting-point of Central and Eastern Europe. As the 2002 Open Society Foundations report brags:

	 

	Evidence of CEU’s influence in the world can be found in graduates who have gone on to serve as ministers for education, minorities, and energy, and to represent their countries as senior officials in the UN, EU, Council of Europe, International Monetary Fund, and World Bank.

	 

	The Open Society Foundations were represented at the World Bank and IMF’s annual meeting in 2019 along with the Council on Foreign Relations, the UN, Freedom House, USAID, Goldman Sachs, Rothschild & Co., and a slew of other major organizations and institutions that essentially define the neoliberal Establishment (see Appendix A for a more complete list). 

	For reference, observing organizations at the World Bank’s annual meeting in 2019 included: The World Trade Organization (WTO); United Nations Development Program (UNDP); European Commission; OPEC; United Nations Populations Fund; Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD); European Central Bank; Office of the UN High Commissioner for Human Rights; Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (FAO); United Nations Capital Development Fund; European Bank for Reconstruction and Development; Green Climate Fund; European Investment Bank Group; ASEAN+3 Macroeconomic Research Office; Council of Europe Development Bank; World Health Organization; Joint United Nations Program on HIV/AIDS. There are essentially no limits to the subversive and destructive reach of Soros and the Establishment.
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The American Foreign Policy Battering Ram


	 

	 

	American foreign policy in large part had, and has, less to do with anything pertaining to national security, and more to do with the advancement of ideologically-motivated business and financial interests (and that of its “greatest ally”). It is vital to understand this. The coopted American leadership is not alone in its endeavors, though it is more often than not the spearhead of, as A.S. Brychkov and G.A. Nikonorov put it, “the task of weakening or destroying sovereign nations and placing their national resources under control of transnational corporations.” With that work largely complete, the US is being targeted for Balkanization while China will form the far more hardline state backbone of the system over the coming decades. In order to best understand how we got here and where we are going, however, we must first investigate the central and transformational role the US government and intelligence agencies, as well as their proxies, have played abroad. 

	The general thrust of American foreign policy can best be summed up in one image, that of the US Embassy in Seoul, South Korea, which until mid-June 2020 featured a massive Black Lives Matter banner and an LGBTQ rainbow flag on its exterior. This is not an outlier, and although they were removed due to senior State Department pressure, it is the removal, not the banner and flag and the agendas they represent, that is the outlier. As Michael K. Lavers reported in June 2019:

	 

	The State Department in recent months has publicly criticized the anti-LGBTI crackdown in Chechnya and a provision of Brunei’s new penal code that sought to impose the death penalty upon anyone convicted of engaging in consensual same-sex sexual relations. The White House in March announced openly gay U.S. Ambassador to Germany Richard Grenell will lead an initiative that encourages countries to decriminalize homosexuality. Tremenda Nota, the Blade’s media partner in Cuba, reported the U.S. Embassy in Havana on its Twitter page acknowledged IDAHOBiT, which took place less than a week after police in the Cuban capital arrested several people who participated in an unauthorized LGBTI march. A State Department spokesperson told the Blade last week in response to a request for comment about the postponement of the Tbilisi Pride parade in Georgia that “senior U.S. officials have and will continue to urge the government of Georgia to protect and defend human rights and fundamental freedoms for all—including LGBTI individuals.” The U.S. Embassy in Kyiv on Twitter said “dozens of U.S. Embassy Kyiv members participated” in Sunday’s Pride march in the Ukrainian capital.

	 

	A leaked US embassy document from 2006 on WikiLeaks shows the push to open up the small Eastern European nation of Estonia to the same “diversity” bomb lobbed into so many other parts of the West, enabled in no small part by the United States government through various methods ranging from external pressure to subversion to outright military intervention to some combination thereof. In this instance, we see the push for cultural transformation targeting both the top and bottom, from prominent officials to schoolchildren, through active intervention by the United States government in pushing neoliberal ideologies, with the goal of making Estonians more amenable to the importation of alien, and often hostile peoples, thereby bringing about their ethnic and racial replacement:

	 

	Discussion in Estonia about tolerance and integration has focused mainly on the cultural and linguistic divide between the Estonian and Russian communities. Looking forward, the GOE intends to broaden its Integration Action Plan to include initiatives designed to address integration of new, and non-European, arrivals.…

	On Feb 21, the European Commission against Racism and Intolerance (ECRI) report on Estonia made a number of recommendations to improve the atmosphere for tolerance. The report has been criticized in some quarters for having been poorly sourced and based on incomplete information. However, ECRI made a number of recommendations and observations with which we agree: Estonia has no hate crime specific legislation, and Estonian prosecution of hate crimes has not been aggressive. Punishment for first-time offenders is particularly lax.…

	Estonian authorities ought to add the teaching of the benefits of diversity and living in a multicultural society in school programs.…

	Estonian authorities need to provide support for the Press Council of Estonia and the Estonian Newspaper Association for training journalists on issues related to racism and racial discrimination.… More training is needed for law enforcement on issues related to racism and racial discrimination.…

	To date the Embassy has organized the following series of events and activities, specifically targeting GOE officials, local government officials, educators, NGOs, law enforcement, students, and young people in order to raise the level of awareness, sensitivity, and understanding of tolerance issues.…

	On April 18 Post hosted a DVC between the Southern Poverty Law Center (SPLC) and Estonian working-level government officials (national and local) and NGOs to discuss promoting tolerance in education and sharing best practices. The Estonian participants found the SPLC’s relationship with local government and law enforcement very informative, and the SPLC has promised to share its latest tolerance material for use and adaptation by Estonian officials.…

	A recently-returned ILVP recipient (February/March), Ken Koort, Advisor to Minister of Population and Migration Paul Eerik-Rummo, wrote an article on May 20 based on his experience in the U.S. for one of Estonia’s leading Russian dailies. Koort praised U.S. multiculturalism and reflected on what Estonia could learn from U.S. diversity.…

	Supervisor Special Agent (SSA) Stan Strauss, FBI Civil Rights Unit (CRU), offered a presentation on U.S. hate- crime legislation, enforcement, and investigation to Estonia’s Public Service Academy on May 30. SSA Strauss spoke to an audience of MFA officials, law enforcement, and Public Service Academy instructors.…

	The Ambassador spoke on the U.S. perspective and experience in promoting racial tolerance and diversity, and a diverse group of Embassy staff provided views on the theme.…

	During a six-week exchange program in April and May, visiting Fulbright School Administrator Gale Frazier helped to increase racial sensitivity and awareness among Estonian youth. Frazier, an African-American Director of Education at a private school in Chicago, spoke to at least 500 students at more than ten schools.…

	With special funding secured from State/EUR, the Embassy is providing $4,000 for the Tartu Black Nights Film Festival to screen U.S. films on the theme of cultural and racial tolerance.…

	Embassy has requested DS/IP (reftel) to provide for Estonian audiences the “Racial Intolerance” seminar presented by Chuck Hunter in Riga in January 2006.

	Should Estonians find themselves convinced that constant civil unrest, crime, and declining quality of life constitute “social progress” as many other Western nations have, they might want to pause and re-consider. 

	It is unlikely to be coincidental that also in 2006, Toomas Hendrik Ilves was elected President of Estonia. Ilves grew up in New Jersey and attended Columbia University and the University of Pennsylvania. Ilves was a journalist with Radio Free Europe from 1984-1993, was the Estonian Ambassador to the US, Canada, and Mexico, was the Estonian Minister of Foreign Affairs from 1996-1998, and has also been involved with the World Economic Forum and the World Bank; he has received awards from the National Democratic Institute, the Atlantic Council, Bertelsmann Stiftung, the Aspen Institute, and the Casimir Pulaski Foundation in Warsaw, which also gave the same award to Georgian President Mikheil Saakashvili. Ilves was given an honorary degree by Tblisi State University in Georgia in 2007. 

	Ilves is on the Advisory Council of the Alliance for Securing Democracy, an American NGO that is housed at the German Marshall Fund of the United States and features members such as Zack Cooper (American Enterprise Institute), the Jewish Laura Rosenberger (its director, a former Bush and Obama State Department official, and senior fellow at the German Marshall Fund of the United States), Jake Sullivan, Jewish neocon Bill Kristol (co-founder of the Project for the New American Century and its successor the Foreign Policy Initiative), the Jewish Michael Chertoff (co-author of the PATRIOT Act), John Podesta (Center for American Progress), and Michael McFaul. It will likely not surprise the reader to learn that Ilves’s successor, Kersti Kaljulaid (who become president of Estonia in 2016), holds pro-LGBTQ and pro-immigration views, and in 2014, the Open Estonia Foundation awarded her the Award of Unity. The Open Estonia Foundation is part of George Soros’s Open Society Foundations, which not only funds huge numbers of subversive NGOs, but also serves as a veritable training academy and incubator for “activists.”

	Toomas Hendrik Ilves’s first wife is the senior director of the American Psychological Association’s (APA) Office of International Affairs and coordinates the APA’s representation at the United Nations; his brother Andres has worked extensively for the BBC, for Radio Free Europe/Radio Liberty, and worked on an “election monitoring and political party capacity building project” in Serbia for the National Democratic Institute (NDI). He was a Coro Fellow, where fellows “learn by experience…Each Fellow participates in a series of full-time projects across a variety of sectors in public affairs,” according to their website. Participating organizations listed on the Foundation’s website have included: the Open Society Institute, Bloomberg for Mayor, JP Morgan Chase, the Tides Foundation, the San Francisco Mayor’s Office of Criminal Justice, Edelman, Goldman Sachs, the United Federation of Teachers, Advantage Capital, and more. Andres Ilves was the director of Radio Free Afghanistan (now Radio Azadi), director of Radio Farda (Iran), and Chair of the Board of Trustees of NGO Peace Direct (which has contracts with USAID and the London School of Economics and has received grants from the UK’s DFID: Department for International Development, SIDA: Swedish International Development Cooperation Agency, the EU, and more).

	On the state side of things, we know that many of the “activists” involved in the Arab Spring were trained by the United States, as Kerry Bolton has written,5 and the US has even trained the mostly-Muslim “activists” fomenting unrest within the borders of their ostensible allies such as we will see in Chapter Six. Interestingly but unsurprisingly, one of the few genuine color revolutions in the twenty-first century, France’s Yellow Vests, has been actively suppressed because it runs contrary to the aims of undercutting extant native populations for the benefit of global capital. Unfortunately for Americans, this has been the orientation of their government for over a century.

	The strong tendency to isolationism in the US almost held the day around World War I before President Woodrow Wilson’s desire to insert America into global geopolitics finally won out, though his Fourteen Points and the League of Nations (which Congress outright rejected) reflected a sort of proto-neoliberalism and were an outgrowth of Wilson’s academic beliefs in universal egalitarianism. These principles and ideals have never been shared by Americans at large; they are very much self-serving ideals held by a small elite, generally of Puritan stock, which are foisted on the general populace and twisted by the “new elite” that first began intermarrying with and then mostly replacing the old one in the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. England in particular was subverted in similar fashion earlier, with the United States and its Anglospheric cousins at a slight delay. That said, some of the old ruling families of Europe formed part of what is otherwise a neo-aristocracy (see: Otto von Habsburg and the World Economic Forum), but with industrialization and the explosion of the power of capital, the bedrock has nevertheless shifted considerably, perhaps no more so than after the seismic shifts first of World War II and then of the onset and acceleration of the Internet Age and the digitized Fourth Industrial Revolution.

	The era of mercantilism drew to a close with the double-blows to traditional empires in the form of the World Wars. A privatized “plausible deniability” by the state can be witnessed in the corporate-driven betrayal of the colonial populations in Africa by the United States in order to access and exploit the rich reserves of that continent. As a result of their “special relationship,” Israel has been a major beneficiary as well. This is not the sole cause of Africa’s dysfunction, but it has contributed to it, and it violates the fundamental principles of national self-determination for all peoples. This is categorically unacceptable.

	The need for the ruling class to condition, rather than simply dictate—soft versus hard power if you like—is particularly pronounced with Westerners for the aforementioned reasons as well as our relative tendency to individualism. The Second Amendment in the United States is one such testament to the particular heroic vision of Western Man as exemplified in our mythos (from Hercules and Odysseus to the characters played by John Wayne and Clint Eastwood). We are generally much more difficult to manage, in some ways, but uniquely susceptible to particular kinds of subversion. To quote Lothrop Stoddard in The Revolt Against Civilization: The Menace of the Under-Man, “Before the revolutionary onslaught can have any chance of success, the social order must first have been undermined and morally discredited. This is accomplished primarily by the process of destructive criticism.” Detonate the foundation and the body of the population becomes plastic in the hands of the ruling class, ready to be made into whatever shapes they so choose.

	After the negation, the sprawling synthetic neoliberal empire can flourish and continue to expand. By canceling-out that which is substantive, that which gives people real meaning and binds them together, it may then metastasize. But if a population is not sufficiently indoctrinated, it cannot. A healthy, conscious people would never embrace the self-negating contradictions of hyper-individualism-meets-suicidal-universalism, nor would they worship at the altar of an economic system where consumption is not just considered a substitute for meaning, but a source of meaning. That distinction makes all the difference. 

	To that end, US- and privately-backed organizations ranging from Freedom House to the National Endowment for Democracy (NED) have used the “end of history” to push the “inevitability” of their version of “liberal democracy.” From the NED’s 1992 Strategy Document, there are three major functional areas to be funded for transforming attitudes and values: pluralism; democratic governance; and education, culture, and communications. For them, pluralism:

	 

	…involves the development of strong, independent private-sector institutions, especially trade unions and business associations, as well as civic and women’s organizations, youth groups and cooperatives. Endowment programs in the areas of labor and business are carried out, respectively, through the Free Trade Union Institute (FTUI) and the Center for International Private Enterprise.

	 

	“Free trade” has been an essential element of the functioning of the neoliberal system, and the NED is but one organization pushing the idea that unfettered “free trade” and the movement of peoples is somehow a democratic value. Economics for too many people, especially libertarians, has become an ideology in and of itself, where the system in question places human beings as subservient to “the market,” as opposed to an economic structure that best benefits the people. It is not an accident that the ideology of “equality” is so incessantly pushed, as it serves numerous functions, not least of which is the human-as-widget market function.

	National Security Action is a prime example, which, via their “Our Focus” page on their website, opposes “nationalism, isolationism, unilateralism, and xenophobia” and declares that “we [must] fully fund our State Department and development agencies” such as USAID. National Security Action believes “that instead of embracing isolationism, we should forge economic partnerships to open markets.” It is Co-Chaired by the Jewish Ben Rhodes6 (former Obama speechwriter and a central figure in the Arab Spring, the removal of Muammar al-Gaddafi of Libya, and the Syrian conflict) and Jake Sullivan (former Deputy Chief of Staff and Director of Policy Planning for Secretary of State Hillary Clinton and key advisor to Vice President Joe Biden, another central figure regarding US involvement in the Middle East and North Africa). 

	Members of National Security Action’s Advisory Council include (with current or former positions of note): Rosa Brooks (Board member for the Open Society Foundations’ US Programs); Dan Feldman (Senior Fellow at the Center for American Progress and represented the United States at multilateral forums regarding Afghanistan and Pakistan arranged by the United Nations, the World Bank, the International Monetary Fund, and the World Food Program); Valerie Jarrett (Senior Advisor to President Barack Obama); Jenna Ben-Yehuda (President and CEO of the Truman Center for National Policy and Truman National Security Project); Ron Klain (Obama “Ebola Czar”); Penny Pritzker (Obama Secretary of Commerce); Dan Shapiro (US Ambassador to Israel); Jim Steinberg (Deputy Secretary of State); Ben Wikler (Washington Director of MoveOn.org); Susan Rice (National Security Advisor); and Rand Beers (counter-terrorism expert, senior national/homeland security government official, National Security Network founder). The reader may note that many of those figures are Jewish.

	Returning to the NED, its website database features a record of over $21 million for financing of “Developing Market Economies” abroad, which range from “women’s entrepreneurship” in Turkmenistan to grants for the Center for International Private Enterprise (CIPE).7 Allen Weinstein, son of Russian-Jewish immigrants and then-NED President, stated in a 1991 interview with David Ignatius that, “A lot of what we do today was done covertly 25 years ago by the CIA.” The NED has been very active in Hong Kong, Venezuela, and Egypt in recent years. Its current president, Carl Gershman, has worked in the research department of the Anti-Defamation League (ADL), was on the Governing Council of the American Jewish Committee, and was Ronald Reagan’s first-term ambassador to the United Nations Human Rights Council.

	The NED received a US State Department grant of $170 million in 2017 in addition to over $16 million from various other government grants. As an extension but “unofficially” representative of the US government, the NED has more latitude, though this is not to say that the US government is shy about putting its name on these subversive projects. As we are living in the “end of history,” it is only natural that Francis Fukuyama would be on the NED’s Board of Directors, along with figures such as Anne Applebaum, Elliott Abrams, Ben Sasse, Tim Kaine, Mel Martinez, and Ileana Ros-Lehinten.

	The NED’s 1992 Strategy Document lists USAID, the British Know-How Fund, and the Canadian Center for Human Rights and Democratic Development as key allies. The document states that, “democracy promotion, which only a few years ago seemed like a pioneering venture, has become an established form of international assistance”—assistance with plenty of strings attached. The goal of organizations like the NED is to totally transform the targeted culture(s) to prime their “opening up” to free trade, mass migration starting first with “migrant workers,” liberalizing tendencies, and the subsequent dominoes of advanced societal decay we can readily witness across the Western world. 

	Regarding these “migrant workers,” after the threat to the neoliberal order had been destroyed in central Europe with the removal of the Axis regimes, which subsequently froze the binary of capitalism/liberalism versus communism in place for the next half-century, the September 1996 report entitled “Migration from the developing countries to the European industrialised countries” from the Council of Europe provides useful context:

	 

	The first phase of migration from Third World countries after the Second World War derived from colonial relationships. The major colonial countries (Belgium, France, the Netherlands, the United Kingdom) defined their dependent territories as part of their national territory. Even as early as the nineteenth century, former colonial officers as well as people of other trades, such as seamen and soldiers, who had served the colonial power were accepted as immigrants. Collaborators were also admitted. As a rule, no racial differentiation was made. Immigration flows thus developed at an early stage from West Africa and the Maghreb to France, from the Indian colonies and other parts of the later Commonwealth to the United Kingdom and from Indonesia and the South American possessions to the Netherlands. The first immigrant populations came into being that would later further the admission of other immigrants as chain migrants. These migration processes continued into the sixties. They intensified even later in Portugal in the wake of the 1974 democratic revolution…8

	The events of the second [sic] World War intensified the colonial and post-colonial migration flows to Europe and gave rise to the movement of what were called displaced persons and diaspora refugees from the eastern and central European war theatres to Western Europe, where they received support through settlement programmes.…

	Immigration from the British colonies was promoted by the State and adapted to industrial development in the British Isles; the Benelux countries, too, recruited labour first of all from their former colonies, though some was recruited from Mediterranean countries. France intensified migration from the Maghreb on a planned basis; it was later reinforced by the Algerian civil war. But on the whole this recruitment basis was insufficient, so migrants from Turkey, Morocco and Tunisia were also recruited in the individual European countries. These migration waves very quickly led to the formation of migration focal points in Europe’s traditional industrial regions. The interest shown at that time in limiting the duration of stay of such workers was later put aside because of the cost that would be involved in training new workers, so that the rotation systems collapsed and the duration of stay of the immigrant workers constantly grew. This created one of the preconditions for the family reunification phase of immigration, which continued on into the nineties after direct recruiting ended with the 1973 oil price shock.…

	The costs of international mobility fell and communication routes were modernized, so that growing international mobility was observed from the sixties onwards.…

	The intensified use of the European asylum laws since the end of the seventies has led to repeated asylum legislation reforms. In the eighties, and then in the wake of the opening of the Iron Curtain, the number of asylum-seekers increased. The western European countries reacted with mutually reinforced restrictions on the right of asylum and with a frontier policy to be framed in common. Since then those migrating to Western Europe tend rather to be civil war refugees and persons classified as illegal immigrants. In the nineties, there has been a revival of «guest worker» and service contract programmes.…

	The metropolises known as «global cities» have novel characteristics connected with the internal migration outlined above. They have a large manpower potential that is supplemented from abroad to fill special niches, and their economies are oriented towards the world market. Corporations from the First and Third Worlds have their business offices there, and the working conditions and conditions of production are virtually indistinguishable from those in the First World.…

	Since the mid-eighties it has been possible to speak of a fundamental transformation in migration flows within the Third World. These migration flows are generally conditioned by short-term labour migrations or mass flight. Moreover, since the seventies the industrialised countries of Europe, North America and East Asia have been more intensively integrated in new, world-wide migration systems.

	 

	With Western Europe sufficiently “liberalized”/subverted, the focus for the Establishment remains on “opening up” the former USSR and other former communist countries, as per the National Endowment for Democracy’s website:

	 

	In Russia, Georgia, Belarus, Ukraine, and Central Asia, NED will continue to support independent organizations that are the foundation of civil society, including pro-democratic political parties, trade unions, NGOs, think tanks, business associations and media, which are working to promote peaceful, democratic change. In Europe, NED will concentrate its activities in Serbia, Kosovo, and Bosnia and Herzegovina, and will remain active in Albania and Macedonia. NED has been a leader in assisting democracy-building groups from more advanced countries to share their experiences, skills and program models with their counterparts in less developed states, and will expand its cross border programs from Central Europe to the Balkans, as well as regional programs within the Balkans and Eastern Europe.

	 

	The NED acknowledges in its 1992 document that this transformation must be all-encompassing, and to that end:

	 

	The fact that the Endowment is a non-governmental institution suggests that it should position itself at the “cutting edge” of democratic advance.… The Endowment’s multi-sectoral structure enables it to provide a “full package” response to the complex needs of emerging democracies—especially important in light of the close relationship between political and economic reform—as well as targeted assistance to movements struggling to defend democratic values in closed societies.

	 

	Democratic values, of course, being a euphemism for the pre-determined package of changes that will take sequential effect in the “liberalizing” process, and as we’ve seen, “trans” and “migrant workers” are by design on the same continuum, and with increasing globalization and interconnectedness, to say nothing of the immense pressure put on the remaining nationalist/“closed” societies, the timeline is condensed.

	Alongside the NED are many other similar organizations, such as Freedom House and the National Democratic Institute (NDI); both are active in “opening up” the societies in which they operate. Freedom House, the NED, and the NDI, along with USAID and the Soros network, among a few others, are principally responsible for the various astroturfed “Color Revolutions” of the late twentieth and into the twenty-first centuries, but we will return to this later. Like the NED, CIPE, and what is now the International Republican Institute, the NDI was founded in 1983 during the first term of Ronald Reagan. It is chaired by Council on Foreign Relations member Madeleine Albright, born Marie Jana Korbelová, whose parents converted to Catholicism from Judaism. 

	While the extent of its role appears inconclusive, the NDI may well have been a party to the unrest that gripped Armenia in 2018 (the Velvet Revolution),9 where since 1994 they have been “supporting political parties to develop youth wings, improve campaign and outreach skills, build cross-party alliances and launch local initiative projects,” according to the “Armenia” page on their website. The NDI is active in a number of former communist countries such as those of the former USSR, where they have certain “pet projects” that align with the raft of “liberalizing” policies that accompany the open society project. In Bulgaria, in the NDI’s description of activities for the regions they’re active in on their website:

	 

	In 1990, NDI supported students and other democracy activists from the Bulgarian Association for Fair Elections and Civil Rights (BAFECR)—a citizen election monitoring group that observed the country’s first post-communist election—which helped to pioneer domestic, nonpartisan election observation in Central and Eastern Europe. Recently, Bulgarian security has been strained by the influx of refugees and migrants from the greater Middle East, and hate speech targeting refugees, migrants, and the country’s sizable, indigenous Roma minority has been on the rise. NDI supported Roma political leaders as they competed for elected office and encouraged Romani youth to engage in civic and political processes by joining political parties, volunteering for campaigns, and educating their communities about their rights as citizens. The Institute trained young Roma political activists in an effort to strengthen their capacities to formulate and communicate opinions on key national policy issues, and supported the mainstream integration of Roma through informal forums that connected politically-active Roma and non-Roma youth.

	 

	In the Czech Republic:

	 

	As part of a regional program focused on combating religious-based discrimination and xenophobia that started in 2016, NDI has engaged Czech civic groups that champion ethnic, religious, and racial tolerance to build coalitions and raise public awareness on religious and ethnic tolerance. This included a coalition of Jewish, Roma, and Muslim groups that worked with university students from the three minority groups on building interethnic bonds and promoting youth civic engagement. NDI is presently supporting political actors to engage young people through modernized communication strategies and leadership skills, as part of NDI’s Central Europe Democracy Initiative (CEDI), which enables young politicians to engage each other and experts from outside of the region on efforts to reinvigorate mainstream, democratic politics. Starting in 2009, NDI has partnered with the Czech parliament in sharing its institutional expertise with legislatures in the Balkans, primarily developing the research and lawmaking capacities, improving committee operations, legislative transparency and civic engagement.

	 

	In Poland:

	 

	Throughout the 1990s, NDI supported the development of a multiparty political system, helping center-right and center-left parties build local branches across the country, attract youth and women to party ranks, and develop and augment communication links between headquarters and members. Many NDI training participants have gone on to serve in elected office. NDI currently supports leaders in the Jewish, Christian Orthodox, and Islamic communities to deepen their collaboration with each other and with mainstream religious and cultural bodies to construct effective responses to xenophobia and nativism.

	 

	All of this is because according to the NDI, “democracy in Central and Eastern Europe is at a crossroads” as the European Union wants to force multiculturalism on its member states and as ethnic self-preservation comes increasingly under fire. 

	Freedom House, founded in 1941 with Eleanor Roosevelt and Wendell Willkie as honorary chairpersons, has been undermining Europeans’ right to their own homelands even longer; it was instrumental in the establishment and implementation of NATO and the Marshall Plan, and in the US, the Civil Rights Movement, as well as Lyndon B. Johnson’s efforts in Vietnam and “post-communist” efforts of “liberalization.” Board alumni include Donald Rumsfeld and Paul Wolfowitz of the Project for the New American Century (PNAC). Freedom House is today helmed by Michael J. Abramowitz, a member of the Council on Foreign Relations and former US Holocaust Memorial Museum’s Levine Institute for Holocaust Education Director and German Marshall Fund fellow. Other Board members include Francis Fukuyama (another signatory of the PNAC’s June 1997 Statement of Principles), Ellen Blackler (Vice President, Global Public Policy at The Walt Disney Company; prior to joining Disney, she was Executive Director, Public Policy at AT&T), Jim Kolbe (Senior Transatlantic Fellow at the German Marshall Fund), and Jørgen Ejbøl (Chairman of the Jyllands-Posten Foundation and Jyllands-Posten Holding, former member of UNESCO’s World Press Freedom Prize).

	They are very active in Europe, especially in the Ukraine and Moldova. In the region, Freedom House works with the Organization for Security and Cooperation in Europe (OSCE), the Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of Europe (PACE), the European Parliament, the UN bodies, and the US Congress to “seek international accountability for impunity for rights violations across the Eurasia region,” per their website’s “Eurasia Programs” page. In the Ukraine, Freedom House’s initiatives are prioritized as (with each linking to a more specific description):

	 

	
		Expanding Allies for LGBT+ Rights in Ukraine

		Strengthening Champions for Free Expression in Ukraine in a Time of Conflict

		Security Services Under Civic Oversight in Ukraine

		Defending and Expanding Civic Space in Ukraine

		United to Confront Hate-Motivated Violence in Ukraine



	 

	Some of their local partners include the Ukrainian Helsinki Human Rights Union, the Congress of Ethnic Communities of Ukraine, the Center for Civil Liberties, and the Ukrainian Institute for Human Rights. In Moldova, their local partners include a number of astroturfed NGOs including the Press Council of Moldova, the Center for Investigative Journalism in Moldova, Lawyers for Human Rights, and the Center for the Analysis and Prevention of Corruption. You’ll notice the policy proposals, the types of organization names, the nomenclature, and the like are all essentially the same since the actors are as well—and speaking of corruption, it may be gratuitous to point out the hypocrisy of the ubiquitous “Russian collusion” red herring the Establishment media pushed for years in the US, but it is worth mentioning for the fact that the double standard is the only standard. 

	Unfortunately, this kind of crime and corruption won’t be viewed as worth reporting on by the Organized Crime and Corruption Reporting Project, which does indeed cover crime and corruption, but in a selective manner akin to lies by omission, although there are also plenty of straight lies as well. You can read hit pieces on Nicolás Maduro and on certain aspects of organized crime and corruption, some real and some invented, but you will not get an accurate picture of the state of play, in no small part because the ruling class itself is criminal despite its claims to legitimacy. Secondarily, the ruling class itself finances this project, a self-styled “last word” on hard-boiled, shoe-leather journalism. Hardly. With funding from the very same organizations financing mass immigration, “social justice,” transgenderism, the color revolutions, and the rest of the noxious package of neoliberalism, the OCCRP is just another globalist Pravda; their primary financiers are the Open Society Foundations, the Omidyar Network, the National Endowment for Democracy, the Sigrid Rausing Trust, Google News Initiative, USAID, the Rockefeller Brothers Fund, the European Instrument for Democracy and Human Rights, arms of the Danish, Swedish, and British governments, and more.

	Should the obvious benefits of “Westernizing” such as hormone blockers for children, civil unrest, rampant criminality, non-existent social capital, and the whole rotten package prove unappealing through the various covert and “soft” methods of conversion, there is always the American military juggernaut. This is the method preferred by the overwhelmingly Jewish neocons (see: people like Max Boot and much of the George W. Bush administration). The sheer volume of failed states as a consequence of US foreign policy through means direct and indirect has in turn created thousands if not millions of genuine refugees and millions more economic opportunists, who are then pumped into the West for reasons “humanitarian” or economic, or as penance for the Original Sin of Whiteness. This serves the globalist Establishment just fine. 

	When American military might is bandied about the globe in the service of internationalist projects (including those of Israel which do paradoxically fit into the internationalizing puzzle) that do not help but rather harm not just Americans but basically every non-Israeli sovereign nation on earth sans China, then we are right to question the status quo. As just one example, the US-driven NATO as an extension of the Zionist Occupied Government, per Gearóid Ó Colmáin for Dissident Voice, is now intensifying its attentions on Azerbaijan:

	 

	The important oil-rich country has been moving closer to Russia and is facing conflict from both an Armenia moving closer to the United States who are also backing Karabakh independence and colour revolutionary activity inside Azerbaijan. The destabilization of Azerbaijan would have enormous consequences for the security of Russia and Iran. Northern Iran has an ethnic minority of 22 million Azeris. A colour revolution in Azerbaijan could bring ultra-nationalists to power, who are advocating an annexation of “Southern Azerbaijan.” Meanwhile tensions inside Iran between Kurds and Azeris are running high over the Iranian government’s attempts to create a new Kurdistan province that would include part of Iran’s Western Azerbaijan province. Given the incessant media war currently being waged against Azerbaijan, a colour revolution attempt by NATO against that country is not unlikely. This would mean that the entire region from the Baltic Sea to the Black Sea and from the Eastern Mediterranean to the Caspian Sea would be engulfed in internecine warfare. Furthermore, the constant influx of migrants towards Western Europe from these war zones will be managed by Zionist Coercive Engineered Migration with a view to maximizing ethnic and inter-religious tension in Europe, thereby reinforcing the ideology of the “war on terror” and the “clash of civilisations…” George Friedman of Stratfor argued that US geopolitics in Europe is based on the objective of keeping Russia divided from the European peninsula by creating a US occupied corridor or “intermarium” (a term coined by Pilsudski) from the Baltic to the Black Sea.

	 

	Military geostrategist Thomas Barnett has stated that Europe has to “move beyond guest workers and into American-style encouragement of immigration flows. The right-wing anti-immigrant politicians need to be shouted off the political stage and pronto.”10 Barnett, one of the leading figures in his field, worked as a chief analyst at Wikistrat, a geostrategic analysis and business consultancy firm co-founded by Australian-Israeli “social media expert” Joel Zamel and headquartered in Washington, DC. Zamel had also owned Psy-Group, now closed, an Israeli “private intelligence company” described thusly in a 2018 Calcalist article: 

	Incorporated as Invop Ltd. in Israel in 2014, Psy-Group has ties to Israel’s intelligence arms through its employees and managers. [CEO Royi] Burstien, a former lieutenant colonel in the Israeli army, headed an intelligence unit under Israel’s government before the company was founded.

	 

	As The New Yorker reported in February 2019:

	 

	Psy-Group’s slogan was “Shape Reality,” and its techniques included the use of elaborate false identities to manipulate its targets. Psy-Group was part of a new wave of private intelligence firms that recruited from the ranks of Israel’s secret services—self-described “private Mossads…”

	In Gabon, Psy-Group pitched “Operation Bentley”—an effort to “preserve” President Ali Bongo Ondimba’s hold on power by collecting and disseminating intelligence about his main political rival.… 

	In New York, Psy-Group mounted a campaign on behalf of wealthy Jewish-American donors to embarrass and intimidate activists on American college campuses who support a movement to put economic pressure on Israel because of its treatment of the Palestinians.… 

	Terrogence, which became the first major Israeli company to demonstrate the effectiveness of avatars in counterterrorism work… spawned imitators, and other former intelligence officers began to open their own firms, many of them less risk-averse than Terrogence. One of the boldest, Black Cube, openly advertised its ties to Israeli spy agencies, including Mossad and Unit 8200, the military’s signals-intelligence corps. Black Cube got its start with the help of Vincent Tchenguiz, an Iranian-born English real-estate tycoon who had invested in Terrogence. In March, 2011, Tchenguiz was arrested by a British anti-fraud unit investigating his business dealings.…

	He asked Meir Dagan, who had just stepped down as the director of Mossad, how he could draw on the expertise of former intelligence officers to look into the business rivals he believed had alerted authorities. Dagan’s message to Tchenguiz, a former colleague of Dagan’s said, was: I can find a personal Mossad for you…Tchenguiz became Black Cube’s first significant client.…

	In 2016, Romanian police arrested two Black Cube operatives for illegal hacking and harassment of the country’s leading anticorruption officer…Psy-Group…like Black Cube, used avatars to conduct intelligence-collection operations. But Burstien also offered his avatars for another purpose: influence campaigns.… 
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