Preface

Nazism. For many this topic is a fixation, especially for the peoples that
suffered defeat and utter disfigurement because of it. Being Italian, I
remember clearly my paternal grandfather reminiscing interminably about
the days of Fascism, echoed by my grandmother; he never seemed able to
untangle within himself the knot of sentiments towards Mussolini, the
Germans, the war, and the horror of it all. At times he wished the Axis
had won the war, at others he fancied France had not fallen so fast as
to precipitate Italy in her catastrophic downfall – he would eventually
experience combat in the Balkans, survive and remain indissolubly tied
to the old world till his death, long after 1945. My father and I – the
‘modern ones’ – would listen to these tirades, rolling our eyes, and excusing
the impropriety of even alluding to a possible Nazi victory on account of
grandfather’s earnest but essentially ‘screwed-up’ worldview. A worldview
that, as we moderns had come to learn, had spelled the damnation of
Europe and justified the Americanization of the vanquished.
But the Pax Americana that followed, deep down, was itself of dubious
value: it began with a nuclear holocaust, brought affluence to the West
perhaps, but gave very little by way of peace to the rest of the world. And
what was left to feel of the defeated West was dismal: Germans and Italians
had been reduced to a couple of emptied out, identityless tribes.
Presently, in the collective imagination of the West, there is nothing worse
than Nazism. No greater sacrilege, no greater manifestation of brutality,
inhumanity, and deception than the rule of this unique regime that held
sway over Central Europe for a dozen years. The Nazis violated life in ways
unseen, and the record of their atrocities during the war grew to be such
that after their defeat, Germany was prostrated by a moral lapidation on the
part of the victors, which still hasn’t ceased. Ever since, a continuous torrent
of books, articles, instruction and films, crafted by the Anglo-Americans,
and diffused by their acquired minions in Europe, has flooded the venues
of debate, impeding any views other than the ‘truth’ of the establishment.
This truth being that Europe had been compromised by the belligerence of
the outcast in her fold: the accursed Germans, who plunged their European
brethren into war, and deservedly suffered thereby, all of them, the benign
domination of their ‘American uncles.’
xiv
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I wanted to understand how all this came to pass. I wondered how
Europe could commit such a messy suicide as to give herself to a foreign
ruler possessed by a worldview different from the old one, yet equally
violent and barbarous. And to answer the question it was obvious that I
had to turn to the recent origin of the story, and that is to the Nazi curse
itself. Why did it happen?
Being an economics graduate, I began by directing my interest to the
Nazi boom of the 1930s and the financial contrivances employed to fuel
the recovery, which later formed the topic of my doctoral dissertation. The
research expanded around that core over the course of nearly a decade.
In this study there is no desire to reassess the record of the German
cruelties: these have been sufficiently scrutinized, although only with
anatomical (thus voyeuristic) fascination. Rather, it is my intent to push
back the point of attack of this story by a few years: for the official
‘narratives,’ which are for the most part biased either by excessive contrition
or apologia if written by Germans,1 and more or less subtle execration if
written by Anglo-Americans,2 generally course through the gestation of
Nazism only to dismiss it as a confused interlude marked by the raving
vengefulness of the old Germany, and by the alleged effects of ‘great
historical forces’ and ‘irrationalism’ – two half-baked and substantially
meaningless notions, in fact.
The poor treatment of the Nazi gestation is due to two factors: first,
the historical interval that covers the breeding of Hitlerism is notoriously
complex, and that does not make for ‘good cinema’: for instance, when
the Crisis hit the West in 1930, and the Nazis began to gather votes, Liberal
historians hand the narration over to their fellow economists, and the
economists, who understand famously nothing of the Crisis, throw it back
to the historians, who are thus saddled with the last and sadly disappointing
word in the current, miserable explication of the Nazis’ rise to power.
Second, a detailed analysis of the emergence of Nazism is generally
shunned so it seems, for it might reveal too much; in truth, it might
disclose that the Nazis were never a creature of chance. The thesis of the
book suggests that for 15 years (1919–33), the Anglo-Saxon elites tampered
1. Ernst Nolte’s Der europäische Bürgerkrieg, 1917–1945: Nationalsozialismus und
Bolschevismus (The European Civil War, 1917–1945: National-socialism and Bolshevism
(Berlin: Propyläen Verlag, 1987) is a fair instance of a mitigatory approach to the rise
of Nazism.
2. A literally stereotyped production stretching from, say, William Shirer’s The Rise and
Fall of the Third Reich (New York: Simon & Schuster, 1960) to Michael Burleigh’s The
Third Reich, A New History (New York: Hill and Wang, 2000), or Ian Kershaw’s recent
biography of Hitler (in two volumes: Hubris, 1998, and Nemesis, 2000. New York: W.W.
Norton & Company).
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with German politics with the conscious intent to obtain a reactionary
movement, which they could then set up as a pawn for their geopolitical
intrigues. When this movement emerged immediately after World War I in
the shape of a religious, anti-Semitic sect disguised as a political party (that
is, the NSDAP), the British clubs kept it under close observation, proceeded
to endorse it semi-officially in 1931 when the Weimar Republic was being
dismantled by the Crisis, and finally embraced it, with deceit, throughout
the 1930s. This is to say that although England did not conceive Hitlerism,
she nonetheless created the conditions under which such a phenomenon
could appear, and devoted herself to supporting financially the Nazis and
subsequently arming them to the teeth with the prospect of manipulating
them. Without such methodical and unsparing ‘protection’ on the part
of the Anglo-American elites, along with the complicit buttress of Soviet
Russia, there would have been no Führer and no Nazism: the political
dynamism of the Nazi movement owed its success to a general state of
instability in Germany, which was wholly artificial, a wreckage engineered
by the Anglo-American clubs themselves.
By ‘clubs’ and ‘elites’ I mean the established and self-perpetuating
fraternities that ruled the Anglo-Saxon commonwealths: these were (and
still are) formed by an aggregation of dynasts issued from the banking
houses, the diplomatic corps, the officer caste, and the executive aristocracy,
which still remains solidly entrenched in the constitutional fabric of
the modern ‘democracies.’ These ‘clubs’ act, rule, breed and think like
a compact oligarchy, and co-opt the middle class to use it as a filter
between themselves and their cannon fodder: the commoners. In fact,
in the so-called ‘democratic constituency,’ which represents to date the
most sophisticated model of oligarchic rule, the electorate wields no clout
whatever, and political ability is but another expression for the powers of
persuasion needed to ‘build consensus’ around (momentous) decisions
already taken elsewhere.3
3. So-called ‘democracy’ is a sham, the ballot a travesty. In modern bureaucratized
systems, whose birth dates from the mid-nineteenth century, the feudal organization
has been carried to the next level, so to speak. A chief objective of what Thucydides
referred to in his epoch as synomosiai (literally ‘exchanges of oaths’), that is, the outof-sight fraternities acting behind the ruling clans, has been to make the process of the
exaction of rents from the population (a ‘free income’ in the form of rents, financial
charges and like thefts) as unfathomable and impenetrable as possible. The tremendous
sophistication, and the propagandistic wall of artfully divulged misconceptions
surrounding the banking system (we will return to this theme in Chapter 4), which is
the chief instrument wherewith the hierarchs expropriate and control the wealth of
their supporting community, is the limpid testimony of this essential transformation
undergone by the feudal/oligarchic organization in the modern era. The West has
moved from a low-tech agrarian establishment built upon the backs of disenfranchised
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The story told in this book is the story of the British empire, which by
1900, fearing the rising power of the young German Reich, contrived in
secrecy a plan for a giant encirclement of the Eurasian landmass. The main
objective of this titanic siege was the prevention of an alliance between
Germany and Russia: if these two powers could have fused into an ‘embrace,’
so reasoned the British stewards, they would have come to surround
themselves with a fortress of resources, men, knowledge and military might
such as to endanger the survival of the British empire in the new century.
From this early realization, Britain embarked upon an extraordinary
campaign to tear Eurasia asunder by hiring France and Russia, and subsequently America, to fight the Germans. The vicissitudes of the first half of
the twentieth century made up the epic of the great siege of Europe.
As will be shown in Chapter 1, World War I completed the first act of
the attack, which was crowned by the imperial ingress of the United States
on the grand chessboard. Germany had lost the war, but she had not been
defeated on her own territory; Germany’s elites, her political and economic
structure had remained intact. Thus after 1918 began the second act of
the siege: that is, an astounding political maneuver willingly performed
by the Allies to resurrect in Germany a reactionary regime from the ranks
of her vanquished militarists. Britain orchestrated this incubation with a
view to conjuring a belligerent political entity which she encouraged to go
to war against Russia: the premeditated purpose was to ensnare the new,
reactionary German regime in a two-front war (World War II), and profit
serfs to a highly mechanized post-industrial hive that feeds off the strength of no less
disenfranchised blue- and white-collar slaves, whose lives are mortgaged to buy into the
vogue of modern consumption. The latter-day lords of the manor are no longer seen
demanding tribute since they have relied on the mechanics of banking accounts for the
purpose, whereas the sycophants of the median class, as academics and publicists, have
consistently remained loyal to the synomosiai. The other concrete difference between
yesterday and today is the immensely increased throughput of industrial production
(whose potential level, however, has always been significantly higher than the actual
one, to keep prices high). As for the ‘democratic participation’ of the ordinary citizens,
these know in their hearts that they never decide anything of weight, and that politics
consists in the art of swaying the mobs in one direction or another according to the
wishes and anticipations of the few having the keys to information, intelligence and
finance. These few may at a point in time be more or less divided into warring factions;
the deeper the division, the bloodier the social strife. The electoral record of the West
in the past century is a shining monument to the utter inconsequence of ‘democracy’:
in spite of two cataclysmic wars and a late system of proportional representation that
yielded a plethora of parties, Western Europe has seen no significant shift in her socioeconomic constitution, whereas America has become, as time progressed, ever more
identical to her late oligarchic self, having reduced the democratic pageant to a contest
between two rival wings of an ideologically compact monopartite structure, which is in
fact ‘lobbied’ by more or less hidden ‘clubs’: the degree of public participation in this
flagrant mockery is, as known, understandably lowest: a third of the franchise at best.
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from the occasion to annihilate Germany once and for all. To carry out
these deep and painstaking directives for world control, two conditions
were necessary: (1) an imposing and anti-German regime secretly aligned
with Britain had to be set up in Russia, and (2) the seeds of chaos had to be
planted in Germany to predispose the institutional terrain for the growth
of this reactionary movement of ‘national liberation’. The first objective
was realized by backstabbing the Czar in Russia in 1917 and installing the
Bolsheviks into power; the second by drafting the clauses of the Peace
Treaty so as to leave the dynastic clans of Germany unscathed: indeed,
it was from their fold that Britain expected the advent of this revanchist
movement (Chapter 2).
What unraveled in Germany after the Great War was the life of the
Weimar Republic, the puppet regime of the West, which incubated Nazism
in three stages: a period of chaos ending with the hyperinflation and the
appearance of Hitler (1918–23, dealt with in Chapter 3); a period of artificial
prosperity during which the Nazis were quiet and the future war machine of
Germany was in process of being assembled with American loans (1924–29);
and a period of disintegration (1930–32) paced by the financial mastermind
of the twentieth century: Montagu Norman, the Governor of the Bank of
England (Chapter 4).
After the incubation was completed and the Hitlerites obtained with the
aid of Anglo-American financial capital the chancellorship of the Reich
(January 1933), the formidable recovery of Germany began under the
Nazi wing, British loans, and the financial artistry of Germany’s central
banker: Hjalmar Schacht, Montagu Norman’s protégé. There followed the
unbelievable ‘dance’ of Britain and Nazi Germany (1933–43), led by the
former to push the latter to go to war against Russia. And Russia, too, acting
in sync with London, appeased the Nazis in order to lure them into the
trap of the Eastern Front. England put out a mesmerizing show by feigning
before the world that her ruling class was divided between pro-Nazis and
anti-Nazis, and that such a scission accounted for the apparent lack of
commitment to fight Hitler on the Western Front after the invasion of
Poland had triggered World War II. The truth was quite different: a bargain
was being transacted behind the scenes; Britain calculatingly prevented
the Americans from opening a western front for three years so as to allow
the Nazis to penetrate and devastate Russia undisturbed in exchange for
the prompt evacuation of German forces from the Mediterranean basin,
which was one of Britain’s zones of vital interest. In the end, after this
spectacular feat of dissimulation, Britain dropped the mask and closed in
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on the duped Nazis, who would be crushed on two fronts by the colluded
Soviet and Anglo-American forces (Chapter 5).
To annihilate the German threat, the British ruling elites had gambled
for high stakes; for over 30 years (1914–45) they had woven a web of
financial machinations, international complicities, intelligence conspiracies,
diplomatic devilry, military savvy, and inhuman mendacity, and they finally
succeeded. This game for Anglo-American supremacy came at the cost of
approximately 70 million lives (two world wars): a holocaust whose nature
is beyond words. Both conflicts were willed and set off by Britain. In the
first one, it was political incapacity that lost Germany, in the second there
was no longer a Germany worth speaking of: all we see is a benumbed
population harnessed to a native automaton fitted, armed and wound up
by the British (and the Soviets).4
So the West has to think again – to think, in fact, that there is something
far worse than Nazism, and that is the hubris of the Anglo-American
fraternities, whose routine is to incite indigenous monsters to war, and
steer the pandemonium to further their imperial aims.
4. The leitmotiv of this book is the conscious nature of the effort expended by the British
clubs to preserve the empire, it being understood that such an effort was worthwhile
even if it meant surrendering leadership to the American brethren, whom the London
clubs cultivated as their spiritual heirs. The message conveyed here is that Britain’s
imperial way was possibly the most atrocious manifestation of machiavellism in modern
history for she stopped at nothing to defend her dominant position; she knew of
no means that could not justify the end. To achieve world hegemony, Britain did
not retract from planning in Germany an interminable season of pain and chaos to
incubate an eerie, native force, which she thought of manipulating in a second world
conflict – that too a British idea. All of this was, from the beginning in 1919 till the
end in 1945, a cool-headed, calculated plot. Needless to say, I am well aware that such
a thesis might too easily lend itself to being booed by the patriotic ‘experts’ of Western
academia as yet another grotesque conspiracy theory; but in fact this thesis provides
no more than a thread with which one may finally string together a collection of clues
and solid evidence, which have been available for years, and have formed ever since
a platform for dissenters, that is, for those students of history and economics that
have had the candor to acknowledge that the central tenet of international relations
was, then as now, secrecy. One need only think of the multibillion-dollar budgets
devoted in our time to so-called ‘intelligence’, managed by non-elected ‘officials’ and
earmarked for undisclosed acts of sabotage and disinformation perpetrated at home and
abroad, nebulous ‘surveys’, mercenary commissions, and god-only-knows what else, of
which the taxpayers themselves have naturally no knowledge whatsoever. Again, the
democratic public is to have no say, yet is enjoined to pay for allowing the absentees to
conspire behind closed doors. True, not all conspiracies succeed – some are riper ‘for the
times’, as they say, than others – but all great historical developments, good or ill, are
unfailingly animated, fought and countered by the initiates of the several antagonistic
‘societies’; and the herds, despite themselves, always follow. In the twentieth and early
twenty-first centuries, it is the Anglo-American clubs that have carried the day, and
their tenure has little to do with human rights, free markets and democracy, regardless
of what they may shamelessly profess. What follows is the story of the most important
battle they victoriously fought so far: the horrifying campaign against Germany.
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