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COUNTERINTELLIGENCE

The Buckley Family — Part Ill:

Wall Street Fabians
In The Conservative Movement:

The following is the third part of a 12,000-word exposé
of the Buckley family’s operations by security specialist
Scott Thompson. The report will be completed in the next
issue of Executive Intelligence Review and will soon be
available in full in pamphlet form.

Since its formation in the mid-1950s, the National
Review group has been a center for two decades of
Fabian manipulation and treason against the principles
upon which our nation was founded. From the point of
the Atlanticists’ post-1957 adoption of a ‘‘deterrence”
military strategic posture, which saw a corresponding
re-emphasis of Left Fabian networks for ‘‘Mutt-and-
Jeff’’ scenarios in which the “‘left’’ posed as the opposi-
tion to brinksmanship adventures advocated by Atlan-
ticist hard-liners and a domestic economic policy that
has since become :known as ‘‘fascism with a human
face,”” the Buckleys’ National Review group has been
used to scramble the meaning of “‘right’’ and ‘“‘left’’ and
to mop up proto-Whigs with more of the same dirty tricks
methods which were used against the Taft Republicans
in the 1950s.

In this section three critical aspects of the Buckleyites’
Tory record will bé examined: the group’s support for
the foreign and domestic policies of the Kennedy Ad-
ministration; Wall Street and Buckleyite manipulation of
the Goldwater Campaign to destroy growing opposition
to Kennedy plans for the Fabianization of America; and
Richard Viguerie’s ‘“New Right.”’

The backdrop for Buckleyite deployments in the early
1960s represents one of the more confusing moments of
modern history in terms of the vast discrepancy that
exists between the media-fostered, ‘‘man-in-the-streets’’
version of events and the fundamental processes un-
derway. Misconceptions fostered in part by the
Buckleyite crew ‘themselves continue to have a
profoundly negative effect upon the potential to establish
a solid basis for East-West peace and development and a
“‘technologized’”’ Renaissance based on revolutionary
capitalist (i.e., Federalist) principles. Through their
control of the 1964 Goldwater campaign, Buckleyites
were instrumental in fostering a public image of the
conservative opposition as a ‘‘military-industrial
complex’’ bogeyman, while they simultaneously en-
dorsed Wall Street’s fascist scheme to resurrect
Mussolini-style corporatism through a Kennedy dynasty
and their ‘‘camelot’’ administration.

In the late 1960s, as the accelerating monetarist
callapse first signaled by the 1957-58 recession broke
open with new fissures in the world economic system,
Atlanticist ‘‘self-interest’’” demanded the imposition of
murderous levels of austerity. Thus, Milton Friedman
and a fascist nest of ‘‘neo-conservatives’’ (Sidney Hook,
Seymour Martin Lipset, Irving Kristol, Nathan Glazer,
Christopher Jencks, Edward Banfield, Herman Kahn,
Eugene Rostow, and others) deployed to call for jackboot
economic measures under the guise of dismantling the
‘“New Frontier and Great Society’’ apparat.
Simultaneously, Interpol-Nazi and neo-Fabian networks
that had been retreaded by the Kennedys through the
creation of the Institute for Policy Studies were thrown
against each other in ‘‘surrogate warfare’’ and race war
deployments to destabilize the Nixon Administration and
provide an excuse to impose a monetarist dictatorship.

It was at this time that a second wave of Buckleyite
agents, the so-called New Right, were unleashed as the
shocktroops of a Wall Street-National Review group
drive to bring down Nixon, whose independent links to
U.S. industrialists made his Administration unsuited to
carry out the full scope of Schachtian programs
demanded by Rockefeller in the wake of his 1973-74 “‘oil
hoax,”” and Wallace, a dangerously uncontrolled
variable. Like the ‘“New Left,”” these Buckleyite agents
are now seeking to create an impotent ‘‘conservative
opposition’’ to Jimmy Carter’s ‘“Trilateral Commission’’
Administration, organizing around parochial and
emotionally charged diversionary issues.

The Buckley and Kennedy families have common
roots, not only in terms of their mutual involvement with
the America First Committee and Joseph McCarthy, but,
more importantly, their ties to Left Fabian networks and
British, aristocratic pretentions. Were the proto-Whig
faction within the Republican Party not made of stronger
moral fiber than the Democrats, it might well have been
Bill Buckley who underwent a cameleon-like transforma-
tion to become the ‘‘liberal’’ candidate whom Wall Street
selected for their ‘‘first Catholic president.”’

In the 1960 presidential campaign, the National Review
group covertly (and James Burnham quite openly)
supported John F. Kennedy’s candidacy using the same
duplicit methods as in their recent support for Jimmy
Carter. The Buckleys despised Richard N'zon, whom
they identified with Eisenhower’s second-term attempt
to break with Wall Street following the collapse of the
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Dulles’s ‘““massive retaliation’’ bluff foreign policy and to

establish a basis for East-West relations which was both
sane and consistent with U.S. long-term interests as the
world’s leading industrial power.

On the foreign policy level, both the Buckleys and the
Kennedys reveled in the same ‘‘dirty tricks’’ and
‘“Utopian’’ nuclear confrontation policies. Among the
areas of agreement were:

penetration of Soviet networks, for use as a
seed-crystal around which a synthetic New
Left and drug-and-rock counterculture could
be founded, and for coordinating ‘‘left-cover’’
terrorism. In a piece written at the time that
Kennedy’s National Security Council Advisor
ordered the formation of this ‘left-CIA” in-
stitution, Burnham tried to sell conservatives

1) Open endorsement of John F. Kennedy’s
pre-inaugural plans to embark on a para-
military adventure in Laos. Burnham waxed
pornographic in his description of Kennedy’s
““bravg and lofty’’ call for intervention as that
of ““a young David facing the Soviet Goliath.”
Grumbling about the U.S.’s “‘no-win’’ strategy,
the Buckleys would later use Wall Street’s
conscious decision for a ‘‘protracted struggle’’
against the Soviet: Union to create a phony
‘“reactionary’’ counterpole to their New Left
accomplices and split U.S. society.

2) Wholehearted praise for the Administra-
tion’s appointment of systems analysis in-
competent Robert McNamara as Secretary of
Defense. McNamara, whose singular distinc-
tion is to be the intellectual father of both the
Edsel automobile and the later Department of
Defense stewardship of Rand Corporation
moron James Schlesinger, was touted by the
Buckleyites to bring ‘‘rational direction’’ to the
Pentagon, where troublesome traditionalist
military forces had become dominant. As
Burnham’s praise for this puffed-up Wall
Street cost-accountant portended, it was
Milton Friedman and the National Review
circle who would later become chief advocates
ofthatdrug-riddled, ‘‘all-volunteer’’ mercenary
force that has replaced the U.S. Army since
its moral destruction in Southeast Asia. (3)

9y

3) Full support for the massive ‘‘covert
operation against Cuba that was the Bay of
Pigs fiasco. In a piece appearing 10 days
before this ludicrous venture, Burnham gave
the following monetarist rationale: ‘“What is
crucial, is that we should somewhere, in some
theatre or on some vital issue make a stand of
unconditional firmness: that we should strike
a blow against the enemy.”’

4) Phony opposition to Kennedy’s Test Ban
Treaty. Like the ‘“Warnke-Schlesinger show’’
of recent months, Kennedy was committed to
‘“‘détente’’ only as a soft cop side of the
Utopians’ insane ‘‘carrot-and-stick’’ policy. As
in the case of the Committee on the Present
Danger and Viguerie’s efforts to paint Carter
arms negotiator and Trilateral Commission
member Paul Warnke as a “‘leftist,”” those
conservatives who were duped into attacking
only one side of this ‘‘Mutt-and-Jeff’’ routine
only wound up lending it dangerous credibility.

5) Backing for the founding of the Institute for
Policy Studies as a neo-Fabian device for
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on the idea as an anti-Communist tactic: ‘‘to
needle Khrushchev with what Maoists have
said about him, and Mao with Khrushchevian
insults...We should actively help — in this case
our methods would have to be black — to
establish anti-Moscow Communist parties in
every country — Maoist parties and where
feasible Castroite, Titoist, Trotskyite and
what-not parties, the more, and the more
irreconcilable, the better.”” In the same piece
Burnham also called for the creation of ersatz
‘“front organizations’’ of youth, labor,
students, peace groups and journalists, which
IPS immediately set out to do with funding
from the top Rockefeller-allied foundations.

As Kennedy’s popularity reached its nadir following
the 1962 Cuban Missile Crisis, involvement of the U.S. in
a ‘“‘limited conflict’’ in Vietnam, and a ‘‘left”’ feint with
the nuclear test ban treaty, the Buckleys’ ‘‘dirty tricks’
crew was called out to rig a dummy assassination of the
President with full knowledge of Attorney General
Robert Kennedy and Wall Street insiders on the National
Security Council. (4) Apart from the sympathy this
operation was intended to win for the President, multiple
U.S. intelligence sources have confirmed that the
dummy hit was intended to provide cover for a new U.S.
invasion of Cuba and a showdown with the Soviets at
precisely the moment they were being lulled by Test Ban
Treaty negotiations. Minutemen, Klan and Nazi units led
by Buckleyite agents were to be unleashed for a wave of
domestic assassinations which, coupled with IPS ‘‘lef-
tist’’ terrorist countermeasures, were to provide Ken-
nedy an excuse to impose a monetarist dictatorship.

It remains unclear to this day who intervened into the
dummy assassination set-up and turned it into the real
thing.

Domestically, the National Review crew openly sup-
ported many key aspects of the ‘‘fascism with a human
face’’ economic package initiated under the Kennedy
Administration. One of the clearest examples of this was
Buckley’s 1965 New York Mayoralty Campaign on the
Conservative Party ticket. (5) Buckley’s Conservative
Party platform contained most of the Rooseveltian
corporatist schemes that his ‘“‘opponent,”” the Wall Street
bank-linked John Lindsay, proceeded to implement,
including:

*Neighborhood vigilantes — later im-
plemented along the lines of the Nazi ‘‘block-
watcher’’ system by the Law Enforcement
Assistance Administration, which
simultaneously controls New York and other
cities’ youth gangs.

*Repeal of anti-Narcotics laws and ‘‘heroin
maintenance’’ — later implemented using



methadone, a drug developed for control of
concentration camp victims, in place of heroin
for cosmetic reasons; and, most recently, with
marijuana decriminalization, which was
rammed through the N.Y. legislature by Sen.
Jacob Javits (R-N.Y.) and William Buckley,
who called conservative opponents ‘‘too
stupid’’ to understand the bill’s subtleties.

*Legalization of gambling — later im-
plemented with state sponsored Off Track
Betting, lotteries, and recent attempts to open
up Las Vegas-style casinos.

*Forced work programs — later implemented
through numerous WPA-type schemes.

*Tracking systems, compulsory vocational
training, and repeal of minimum wage laws
for children.

Appropriately it was during his efforts to peddle this
corporatist program that Buckley made his notorious
slip to call for a rebirth of the Nazis’ ‘“New Order.”’ His
campaign chairman, Frederic Coudert, Jr., came from
the law firm for the Buckley oil company, Coudert
Brothers, which formerly represented the Vichy govern-
ment of France. (6) Apart from this function as a mouth-
piece for these fascist policies, Buckley’s showing at the
polls helped assure the defeat of Democratic machine
man Abe Beame by Lindsay, whose family is a partner in
Citibank and various Rockefeller family enterprises, and
who is himself a close friend of James and William
Buckley.

National Review Group Sabotage
Of The Goldwater Campaign

While sections of the National Review grouping were
openly deployed in support of the Kennedy Administra-
tion’s corporatist program, others were mobilized to
contain the danger to Wall Street represented by the
conservative opposition that was mushrooming as
Americans recognized the need to fight the threat of
nuclear war and fascism. Using their infiltration of the
Goldwater Campaign for leverage, Buckleyites
delivered a one-two punch from which proto-Whig forces
have never recovered.

Augmented by the entire Trojan Horse apparatus that
the Rockefellers have built-up within the right-wing of
the GOP, the Buckleyites virtually created the Draft
Goldwater Committee and then insinuated their way into
every key policymaking position on the Goldwater
Campaign staff once the Senator had won the Republican
nomination. Initially these agents confined their efforts
toward encouraging a campaign focus upon simplistic,
“kneejerk’’ issues. Soon, however, the Buckleyite crew
was planting real time bombs in campaign speeches and
literature for Wall Street press conduits to\pounce on. It
did not take long to sell the majority of the public on an
image of Goldwater as a nuclear maniac who, as the
expression then went, was prepared to lob an atomic
bomb into the Kremlin’s toilets on a moment’s notice.
Sen. Barry Goldwater, the bewildered victim of this
inside-outside plumbers operation, has since matured to
create his own independent machine; however, the in-
decisive lack of leadership which he showed through his

toleration of such dubious characters on his campaign
staff and his inability to situate and-or define many
issues clearly in terms of guiding national interests,
especially whenever the bloody shirt of anti-Communism
was waved, are exemplary of the problems that continue
to plague the Carter Administration’s opponents today.

The Goldwater movement was run initially as a back-
burner project by National Review operatives. In 1960 L.
Brent Bozell ghost-authored The Conscience of a Con-
servative, a jerryrigged vehicle to establish Goldwater’s
reputation as a ‘‘conservative theoretician’’ in the tradi-
tion of Burke-worshipper, Russell Kirk. Using
mechanistic ‘‘constitutional arguments,’”’ the book was
boobytrapped by Bozell with such items as support for
the Taft-Hartley Act which was originally drafted by
Brookings Institution to destroy possibilities for a con-
servative industrialist-labor alliance and, with it, Sen.
Robert Taft’s bid for the presidency. In addition, two
Young Republican leaders, Douglas Caddy and David
Franke, were used to organize a Youth for Goldwater
group that was to be transformed into the Buckleys’
Young Americans for Freedom (YAF) after the 1960
Republican Convention. (7)

When Goldwater’s name was placed in nomination out
of general revulsion at Richard Nixon’s last minute
‘““/deal’”” with Nelson Rockefeller (the ‘‘compact of Fifth
Avenue’’ that was repaid by Rockefeller’s defrauding
Nixon of the election), Rockefeller’s agents were
presented with a nationally recognized individual who
could potentially be used as a ‘‘loyal opposition’’ leader
under a Kennedy Administration. In order to ensure Wall
Street control of the Goldwater movement, such notable
‘“‘conservatives’’ as Citibank director Roger Milliken and
Standard Oil of Indiana representative Roger Barr were
brought in to discuss a 1964 draft movement. Three YAF
leaders — William Rusher, F. Clifton White and John
Ashbrook — were also deployed to form a Draft Gold-
water Committee that played a critical pre-Convention
role in lining up delegates. Looking backward in his
election analysis, Suite 3505, White summarizes the trios’
‘“commitment’’ at the time by stating: ‘‘After all, we
may find that if 1964 looks like a strong Democratic year,
it might strengthen the conservative movement if we
throw the election to a liberal — i.e., Nelson Rockefeller.

A final lock was placed on the campaign with the
policymaking team assembled under William Baroody,
head of the avowedly ‘‘non-partisan’”” American En-
terprise Institute and ‘‘a one-time ardent New Dealer.”
Despite cosmetic difference between Baroody and
William Buckley, this team was riddled with National
Review agents, including: Milton Friedman; W. Glen
Campbell as head of the Rockefeller ‘“‘right-wing’’ think-
tank, the Hoover Institution on War, Revolution and
Peace; and Karl Hess, another of the ‘“‘ex’’-Fabians who
become a founding editor of the National Review. These
men shoved aside Goldwater’s closest personal advisers
to assure that their candidate would parrot the lines with
which the liberal press and his Republican opponents,
Nelson Rockefeller and William Scranton, would hang
him.

Goldwater lost the election before he was nominated.
Under questioning from reporters in the very first New
Hampshire primary, Goldwater stated that the Supreme
NATO Commander should be authorized to 1:se tactical
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nuclear weapons without permission of the President in
the event of an all-out assault by the Warsaw Pact.
Seized on by Nelson Rockefeller’s staff, the statement
was translated by the Washington Post to read that
Goldwater wanted “NATO commanders in Europe to
have the power to use tactical nuclear weapons on their
own initiative in any emergency.’’ Instead of issuing a
simple clarification or, even better, blasting Nelson
‘“Bombshelter’”” Rockefeller and his insane brinkman-
ship policies, Goldwater’s campaign staff merely stood
by as he plunged deeper into quicksand on the military
question. Thus, at an ‘““Issues and Answers’’ taping in the
middle of the critical California primary, Goldwater’s
chief speechwriter (Buckleyite agent and now IPS
fellow, Karl Hess) (8) stood by without the slightest
objection as Goldwater stupidly remarked that atomic
bombs might conceivably serve to defoliate the Viet-
namese rain forests. (Predictably, the California papers
headlined, ‘“‘Barry’s Plan: Use A-Bomb.”’) _
Nelson Rockefeller personally baited the final trap at
the Convention. In motivating a plan which demanded a
repudiation of ‘‘extremism,’” Rockefeller taunted the
Goldwaterites: ‘‘This is still a free country....These

things have no place in America. But I can personally
testify to their existence. And so can countless others
who have also experienced anonymous midnight and
early morning telephone calls, smear and hate
literature, bomb threats, goon tactics and takeover of
established political organizations by Communist and
Nazi methods....”” Again, instead of attacking Rocke-
feller, who funds and controls virtually every Nazi and
IPS terrorist group in the country as the Rockefeller
family’s ‘‘enforcer,” Goldwater waffled with a speech
drafted by a Buckleyite, which drove the final nail in his
chances to be President: ‘“Extremism in defense of
liberty is no vice, and moderation in pursuit of justice is
no virtue.”” The liberal press instantly flipped into an
orgy of anti-Goldwater hysteria, which was epitomized
by Drew Pearson’s statement that: ‘“The smell of
fascism is strong at this convention.”” Lest the Soviets
miss the point, every IPS and CPUSA publication
lamented the destruction of Nelson Rockefeller’s
‘“‘progressive campaign’’ by the dark forces of the
“military-industrial complex.”

... to be continued

FOOTNOTES

3) In the Kennedy Administration’s ‘‘blueprint for destruction’’
of the American conservative movement known as the Reuther
Memorandum, a central figure was the purge of ‘Patriots’’ in
the U.S. military. Drafted by Walter and Victor Reuther, the
Fabian leaders of the United Auto Workers, after a meeting with
Attorney General Robert Kennedy in Fall, 1961, the Reuther
Memorandum called for blatantly unconstitutional suppression
of the conservative opposition: ‘‘As we gird ourselves for a long
struggle against world Communism so we must gird ourselves,
for a long struggle against the radical right...The problem of
radical right influences inside the Armed Services is an im-
mediate one and made all the more so by the up-coming
hearings of the Senate Armed Services Committee...An alterna-
tive to getting Senator Russell to broaden the hearings would be
for Secretary McNamara to start his own investigation of
radical right Generals and Admirals. Those Generals and Ad-
mirals who have lost confidence in democracy and who feel that
the danger to our country is treason at home rather than the
strength of the international Communist movement abroad,
should be warned against political activity in any way, shape, or
form. This might have the effect of causing the resignation of
these Generals and Admirals which would certainly be in the
national interest.”” Other unconstitutional measures called for in
the Reuther Memorandum, and which the Kennedy Administra-
tion implemented: 1) Using the Federal Communications
Commission to cut off conservative access to the media that was
already preponderantly controlled by Wall Street forces; 2)
Both overt and covert financial warfare against conservative
groups and their beneficiaries to close off funding by industrial-
ists: and, 3) a massive program of Federal Bureau of Investiga-
tion infiltration into the Minutemen where these agents:
provocateurs terrorist acts could be used to justify including
conservative groups on the Attorney General's ‘‘Subversive
List.” ‘

4) Field coordination for the dummy assassination appears to
have been carried out by two of William Buckley’s top opera-
tives, E. Howard Hunt, and George DeMohrenschildt. Hunt is a
close personal friend of the Buckley family, while DeMohren-
schildt, who was recently murdered before he could testify on
his role in the assassination, was a product of those Rothschild-
Rockefeller White Russian networks of which the Buckleys have
become leaders. DeMohrenschild’s father headed Standard
-Qil’s subsidiary in pre-Revolutionary Russia. He himself
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worked for Nelson Rockefeller, then Coordinator of Inter-
American Affairs, during World War II. Later, he joined the
Buckleys’ Pantepec oil firm in Venezuela which was integrated
into Standard Oil’s massive private intelligence operations in
the Caribbean. When he left Pantepec, he developed several
joiht ventures with Schlumberger Corp., which was represented
by the Buckleys’ law firm, Coudert Brothers, and which also had
a record of dirty tricks involvement with the Bay of Pigs and
other operations. It was DeMohrenschildt who introduced Lee
Harvey Oswald to Ruth Paine, the immediate controller of both
Marina and Lee Harvey Oswald at the time of the assassination,
as soon as he returned from the Soviet Union. It was also
DeMohrenschildt who introduced Oswald to Hunt lieutenant
Guy Bannister, whose New Orleans ‘‘Minutemen-Cuban exile”’
network handled Oswald’s further laundering as a ‘leftist”
through the Fair Play for Cuba Committee, fights with well-
known ‘“‘Gusanos,’”’ etc. Other Buckleyite agents involved in the
Kennedy assassination include Ken Duggan, who was murdered
in prison after he broke with Buckley and sought to expose his
hard-core ‘‘right-wing’’ agents. Duggan helped set up numerous
back-up teams for the Buckleys that could be used under
Minutemen or ‘‘leftist’’ cover.

5) Although there is an independent second-level leadership
group in the N.Y. Conservative Party associated with earlier
Wallace Campaign efforts, the organization remains under the
thumb of the Buckley family. The Buckleys worked with two
young front men to create the Party in 1961 as a means to re-
direct a conservative faction that wanted to take possession of
the N.Y. Republican Party from Nelson Rockefeller. For this
purpose, Buckley assembled a team that included James
Burnham and Marvin Liebman, a former Fabian penetration
agent into the CPUSA who became the chief fundraiser of the
Luce-Kohlberg China Lobby front organizations. In addition to
William Buckley’s 1965 Mayoralty Campaign, the Conservative
Party has played an important ‘‘back-door’’ function to consoli-
date Rockefeller hegemony in N.Y. State. Among the ‘‘dirty
tricks’’ that it performed for Rockefeller was to destroy Rep.
Adam Clayton Powell, who ran the largest, independent Black
political machine in the country, and the election of Robert F.
Kennedy to the Senate in 1964 which was accomplished when
Henry Paolucci split the base of incumbent conservative, Sen.
Kenneth Keating.



methadone centers, and black gangs associated with the Inner-
City Round Table for Youth under Ramsey Clark. Both firms
have also been pinpointed as coordinating centers for ‘left-"’
and ‘‘right-cover” terrorism. While the French section of
Coudert Bros. is at the center of the French environmentalist
movement that has served as a New Left cover for terrorism,
former Coudert Bros. partner Richard Gardner, best known for
his role in founding Common Cause, has recently been deployed
as U.S. Ambassador to Italy where he oversees a major terrorist
upsurge using both neo-Nazi and Institute for Policy Studies-
connected ‘‘left’’ gangs.

6) Coudert Bros. of New York, whose principal clients include
the Buckleys’ oil firms, has a long black operations history.
Among the senior partners of Coudert Bros. is Sol Linowitz,
chief negotiator of the ‘‘Panama Canal giveaway’ with
Ellsworth Bunker. This ‘liberal versus conservative’’ gambit
has been engineered by both right- and left-wing Rockefeller
agents to split the U.S. conservative movement, diverting them
from the major problems of economic collapse and the threat of
war. (See appendix.) Coudert Bros. also interlocks with Paul,
Weiss, Rifkind, Wharton and Garrison which is a leading left
Fabian Wall Street law firm. Both firms were members of the
Lawyers for Carter group in New York that organized a massive
vote fraud operation through community mental health clinics,

7) In addition to Bill Buckley, the midwives of YAF were former
British Communist Party Student Union leader Frank Meyer
and former Young Communist League leader Marvin Leibman,
whose Madison Avenue public relations firm provided space for
the fledgling organization.

t

8) Karl Hess, another former ‘‘socialist’’ who became a found-
ing editor of National Review, has an incredibly checkered
Fabian background. From a postwar position as press editor of
Newsweek, he joined Ralph DeToledano’s Plain Talk magazine
and the American Mercury where he met Max Eastman and
other future Buckleyites. He also worked for the American
Enterprise Institute where he helped write reports and speeches
for Hubert Humphrey before AEI head William Baroody asked
him to stand in for Barry Goldwater’s ailing public relations
director. In the late 60s, Hess joined Buckleyite ‘‘libertarians’’
Frank Chodorov and Murry Rothbard in an operation to re-
deploy numbers of YAFers into Institute for Policy Studies Left
Fabian networks as the basis for a phony ‘‘Left-Right’’ alliance
of Wall Street agents. Following a 1969 IPS strategy forum
entitled ‘“‘Left-Right”’ which was led by Marcus Raskin and
Murry Rothbard with Hess, Leonard Liggio, William Rose and
others as panelists, Hess staged a phony split in YAF along IPS
libertarian lines. Simultaneously Rothbard founded the
National Libertarian Forum to build toward a libertarian
party’s formation. As in the case of Students for a Democratic
Society, where IPS agents split off the most psychotic elements
to form the Weathermen, elements of this Right-Left Fabian
operation were conduited into the Black Rose, Situationists and
related anarchoid terrorist groups controlled by Harvard
‘“‘linguistician’’ Noam Chomsky. Although libertarians remain
in the minority of a small minority of YAF, they were able to
hold controlling posts in all key committees at the 1977 biannual
YAF Convention in New York through Buckley family sponsor-
ship. John Buckley, the nephew of James and Bill, ran unop-
posed for the chairmanship of YAF at this Convention on a liber-
tarian platform that supported pot decriminalization.
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