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PRO PATRIA

The Mighty Force that gave—
To Greece its Eternal Beauty and Imperishable Glory
To Rome its Imperial Power and Sublime Grandeur
To America its Irnmortal Constitution
Is not dead!
It still lives
To Save The Republic of Washington-Franklin-Lincoln,

At the inception of the patriotic rrusade for Uncle Sam herein described,
face to face with devastating horror—and the Road to the Right—these elemental
<uestions posed themselves:

Since the “Men of '76” patriatically risked “their lives, their fortunes and
their sacred honor” for this Republic, can true citizens endowed with so royal
a bicthright do less in time of National Peril?

“Should not every American on whom it bestowed surplus wealth, hold
such in trust and devote it to needed defence when danger threatens the
Republic?

The only answer to each question was an emphatic '"Yes!”

©)



DEDICATION

This book is humbly dedicated to—

Marian Louise Edmondson, who, defying dual terrof, faithfully stood
beside her husband-—to die before her time February 22, 1952, a heart attack
victim. 1 bear testimony that she justified her existence by word and deed.

To “The Twenty Tmmortals,” that inspired band of fearless American
lawvers, who, embattied in a courtroom of the Nation's capital in. 1944, went
far beyond the Call of Duty in behalf of The Constitution versus the New
Deal might, and in defence of jmpoverished Innocence—AND WON! And
received the deserved judicial high-honor tribute: “You have maintained the
highest tradicions of yout profession.”

And to that magnificently courageous COMPany of “fire-tested” men and
women communistically smeared by New Dealer dominated newspapers of the
Mation as ~Crackpots of the Lunatic Fringe;” who, sacrificially hazarding all
they held dear, enemy-hounded from pillar to post, with high morale and in-
domitable spirit, gave back blow for blow—TI take off my hat in reverential
salute to rare individualistic valor.

With a veneration for Truth, a zeal for Pripciple and an unquenchable
love for and loyalty to out imumortal Constitution, I hereby hail them with con-
wratulatory felicitations on the ineluctable fact that they alone in prophecy
nearly two decades ago forecast, with incontestable accuracy, today’s fulfilling
exposures of direful socialistic subversions, which those heroic unsung militant
Christian soldiers then envisioned and, cherishing no "'passion for anonymity”’
(like their “invisible enemy’) they patriotically broadcast signed warnings, t0
awaken unsuspecting countrymen to the imminence of the greatest danger ever
menacing The Republic.

1 would not be true to them nor to myself were 1 to fail, in the curreat
crisis, to “stand up and be counted” publicly—For The Republic!

To Them All: HONOR! PEACE" HAPPINESS!
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WHY 1 TESTIFY”

“Inspection of the alleged libetons dacuments in this case will show the
court that they are the result of mature study of the literature and press of the
world, The defendant will have the right to occupy the time of the jury to
cead into the record a mass of material without end. There is no telling how
many months trial might consume. It would develop racial and religious antagon-
isms cthat would rock the foundations of the commuaity.”

" The foregoing court argument was made May 2, 1938, by Defence Counsel
Wise for Robert Edward Edmondson following backdown dismissal pleas by
five amicus curiae, whose leadership is credited with having instigated a com-
munistic misleading sectarian indictment, a viclation of state and national
guarantees of freedom of the press, and which petitions were succeeded on
May 10, 1938, by an unconditional formal dismissal of the case by N. Y.
Judge Wallace.

With whatever authority he may have been equipped by more than half 2
century of specialization in the publicity fields of politico-ecopomic and affili-
ated problems, this author, editor, lecturer and publisher has no hesitancy in
emphatically stating if that New York aroup-libe] case had progressed normally
to a logical end the enormous cumulative explosive power generated would have
smashed any news suppression-dam ever erected, and “rocked the foundations”
of The Republic from coast to coast. The tremendous import of factual ex-
posures of appalling high treason by the Roosevelt New Deal would have
inescapably elevated righteous citizen-rage to transcendental heights, and boiling
passions might well have produced civil commotion of great intensity, with
ramifications to the National boundaries—and beyond.

The Fire of Truth widely broadcast then would have been later swept into
a prairie conflagration through the confirming sequel in 1942-7 of the Roose-
velt mass-case travesty on justice at Washington, D. C., dismissed in 1947, for
the high news value of the first would have been revivified and expanded by the
overt acts laid bare by the second persecution, as to the treacherous New Deal
conspiracy with its perversion of tolerance.

Weak Legal Evidence Unmasked

The premature dismissals in both the New York and Washington plot-
cases were due to early unmasking of the irrelevant and weak legal “evidence”
presented by the Roosevelt prosecutions, defence counsel having been able to
piove that there was no state law covering the absurd, intolerant and proven
false N. Y. City prejudiced indictment. The Department of Justice not only
failed to establish trial jurisdiction in the District of Columbia, but the defensc
so cffectively cited U. S. Supreme Court precedent-decisions invalidating the
prosecution that finally the prosecutor himself admitted he "had no case’ in
the Washington Communistic action, '
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RUSSIAN ANTI-SEMITISM PURGES

The 1952-3 puzzling spectacle of " Anti-Semitism” purges in Russia’s
“Semitic’-created Communist Government has revived and endowed with new
life the collateral subject matter of the mass-documentation herein. That alone
would have justified this presentation as 2 result-sequel of the American
People’s repudiation of the New Deal, Nov. 4, 1952, very closely related to
“ Anti-Semitism,” calling for a public explanation of this multi-meaning mystery
term, which is analyzed herein.

“President Eisenhower has appointed Lewis L. Strauss, a Special Assistant,
to serve as liaison advisor on atomic energy matters.” —Washington special to
N. Y, Times, March 10, 1953.

Advice from such a source would be as unacceptable to this writer as would
counsel from U. S. Ambassador Dillon to France. Both zre prominent Jews.
Strauss was not only a partner of the international banking firm of Kuhn, Loeb
& Co., but served the Truman regime as a member of the Atomic Energy Com-
mission. Dillon was head of the Wall St. banking firm of Dillon, Reed & Co.

Individuals referred to herein who appear (o this reporter to be in un-
American associations, aze, so far as he knows, entirely true to their convictions;
but HIS DUTY to The Republic and the Fourth Estate requites him to put his
findings before the Bar of American Public Opinion for its enlightenment and
action.

The writer has dared to hope that this up-to-date reproduction of vitally
important and hitherto unpublished material will do the job of effectually educat-
ing his fellow countrymen as to the tremendous menace of a still operating
“‘dlear apd present danger” to the existence of The Republic, which danger
has merely been driven “underground” temporarily by the Aati-New Deal man-
date of last November, and continues to invisibly carry on its plans for the
destruction of national governments and religions.

And he sincerely believes that the aforesaid Anti-New Deal repudiation
{Only Liberation Step No. 1) would have occurred many years prior to 1952
but for the inadvertent judicial suppression of the “real issue”’ testimony in-
herent in the evidence contained in the two dismissed Edmondson cases hereto-
fore mentioned.

While publicity per se is obviously no treat for a news reporter veteran,
being human he would naturally welcome the accolade of general public vindi-
cation denied by free speech suppression; but his chief reward and great hap-
piness lie in the conviction that he has performed to the best of the ability with
which he has been endowed, the worthwhile task of exposing Wrong to his
blinded fellow-countrymen by holding high the Torch of Right without fear or
favor, in a firm belicf that faith without works is sterile, and that "Pitiless
Publicity is the Cure for Public Evils.”
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AMERICAN BAR OF PUBLIC OPINION

Above all, the author felt it would be dereliction in high duty not to
promptly distribute this invaluable legacy throughout The Republic—and be-
yond—considering the vital intra-national import of its exclusive, extensive and
unique confessional-documentation, which he had been privileged to compile.
Complimentary first copies of this book were therefore placed in “key quarters.”

The author has elaborated The Real Issue in the formally filed Petition to
Congress (made under oath) quoted herein and made a part hereof ; for through
only such a publicity channel can it be adequately placed before the “"Court of
Last Resort”’—the American Bar of Public Opinion—and final decision had as
to whether or not our Republic is to be destroyed by alienism,

With such American tribunal I rest my case supremely confident that the
unimpeachable guilt-confessions “from the horse’s mouth” herein documented,
will bring conviction and emancipation action before it is too late.

Practically all the Petition evidence passed the court libel test with a
judicial precedent-pronouncement that under American law no large group
“defamation” broadcast is actionable if publication s motivated by concern for
the public welfare and circulated in good faith. In this connection it is under-
. stood that the N. Y. judge’s 1938 dismussal of the Edmondson group libel case
was in response to the 1936 annual meeting dictum issued by the American
Insticute of Law at Washington, D. C.. reported by the N. Y. Times of May 9,
1936, saying that “"where the circumstances are such as to induce a reasonable
belief that factors exist which affect a sufficiently important public iaterest,”
existing laws should be changed.

Under the influence of the high quality of the Petition evideace the new
Congress, which 15 already responding to constituency pressure for exhaustive
investigation of New Deal subversions, should welcome this hitherto un-
published-and-broadcast revealing documentation-identification.

Communist ideology ever howls for "academic freedom” in its “pull-
down” propaganda of destruction. How can you even practice academic freedom
until you have a base on and from which to operate? To what do American
citizens owe first allegiance, to academic freedom or constitutional freedom of
speech and press! Without the latter vantage point academic freedom cannot
even exist. You may work to improve that base, not to destroy it. The U, S.
Constitution does not authorize its citizens to subvert it—that is treason to it and
also to academic freedom. As a matter of simple self-preservation the Constiru-
tion must impose on its citizenship the high DUTY of defending it. And you
can't dodge the consequences of dodging your responsibilities.

The exposure seems so apt and well-deserved that 1 cannot refrain from
paraphrasing below against these academic fanatics a philippic delivered to
anti-assimilationists some years ago by a once great American citizen, viz.: More
and more of late do we see the very foundations of that majestic and beneficent
structure of The Republic clamorously assailed by those to whom it opened
wide the Portals of Freedom. But they have been blinded by the glare of
Liberty. Blinded, they dare force their guidance on Americans who for genera-
tions have walked in the Light of Liberty. Drunk with the strong wine of Free-
dom, they presume to impose their reeling gait upon citizens to whom Freedom
has been a pure and refreshing fountain for a century and a half,
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EXHAUSTIVE RESEARCH TO B.C.

The author's exhaustive research, in an earnest attempt to isolate and
identify the genesis, origins and promoters of Communism, went back through
recorded history Before Christ; thence downward through the centuries to
“Proofs of 2 Conspiracy against all Religions and Government” by John Robi-
son, Professor of Natural History and Secretary of the Royal Society of Edinburg,
Scotland (1798) ; which book blazed “The Trail of the Serpent’ of subversion,
“The Tluminatti,” to the sequel of the French Revolution, into the Bolshevist
Marxian holocaust, and then the First and Second World Wars, to the present
Soviet internationalist threat to all nations.

No other book like this is in existence. 1t is a memoir-recital of 4 man now
in his eighties who, standing alone and childless “in the shadow” of inevit-

ability, obviously can have no alterior or selfish motive in producing it

While this report to countrymen COVELs the high spots, a general review of
correlative and corroborative evidence discloses an additional similar mass of
what newspapermen call “good swff” after applying the acid test of "cold
print” inspection.

Tts “official” character is attested by the fact that it is a Constitutional
“Petition to Congress,” which is the representative of the American Bar of
Public Opinion, and therefore its legality cannot be successfully challenged;
plus the further fact that such a status is affirmed by the following notaried
oath which conveyed the Peticion to the Congress:

“Personally appeared before me a notary public in and for the County of
Deschutes of the State of Oregon, Robert Edward Edmondson, who swore that
the foregoing Petition to Congress dated April 1, 1953, was written, compiled,
published and circulated solely by him; chat all this was done to the best of his
knowledge and belief with honest conviction as to the truth of the matter pre-
sented therein with reasonable interpretations, and whick he broadcast with the
good motive of public interest, for the weifare and protection of The Republic
of the United States of America; and that said Robert BEdward Edmondson
hereby offers one thousand dollars for proof that the author has intentionally
falsified any past of said production.”

In conclusion, speaking from the independent vantage point of half a
century of strenuous service in the highly educative fields of The Fourth Estate,
the logic of events impels the judgment that the average Occidental mind is at a
loss to comprehend and interpret the Fantastic aims and sadist cruelty of cir-
cuitous Oriental thinking as exposed herein; and rost Americans seem not only
unable to grasp the tealities but are actually unwilling to accept as yet the
sinister plot-pattern now progressively unfolding. Witness: It required two
decades of revolutionary suppression by the Roosevelt New Dealers merely to
arouse the American People to take Liberation Step No. 1 on November 4, 1992,

MUST “THE LUNATIC FRINGE" BE SUMMONED “"ONCE MORE

TO THE BREACH?”
ol AE D ety B dsncorn B

Dated April 1, 1953
At Bend, Oregon
P. O. Box No. 854
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(Summary of Book Contents}
PETITION TO CONGRESS HIGH-LIGHTS

SECTION ONE, order of presentation: New Deal N. Y.-Washington
indictments—unconditional Dismissals—Seven years of persecution—Patriotic
Publicity Crusade origins 1933-4—Communistic New Deal called “Jew Deal”
by leading Jew—Evolution of “'Jewish- Anti-Americanism” slogan—1936 Arrest
and imprisonment in N. Y. “Tombs” Jail—Charge “Libel of all persons of the
Jewish Religion” {or unmasking Jewish Communism—"Out on Bail,” crusad-
ing—1In 1938 Jews petition court to dismiss indictment as free speech violation---
Unconditional Dismissal—Anti-Communist Publicity Crusade continued to Nov,
30, 1940—Iil-health Vacation: including unbelievably boastful Jewish detailed
and written DOCUMENTED CONFESSIONS OF SADISTIC SECRET PLOT-
TING, INVISIBLE SABOTAGE, INTERNATIONALIST AND INTERNAL
SOCIALISTIC REVOLUTION TO OVERTHROW THE U. S, its form of
government and its Christian foundation, threugh civil war,

SECTION TWOQ, Order of presentation: New Deal “seditious conspiracy”
indictments at Washington 1942—Mass-Trial 1944—Judge’s death in Novem-
ber causes ‘mis-trial’'—Unconditional Dismissal of Communistic Mass-Case in
November, 1947—Persecution tactics at '‘Mess”-Trial exposed by daily diary
reports from Defendant Edmondson’s wife—Deadly Parallel—Court Exhibits
ancover Communist Treason Warmongering — FDR Jewish Ancestry — New
Deal conspiracy against defendants proved-—LEdmondson ‘Testimonials and Bio-
graphical Skerch—ANALYSIS OF ANTI-SEMITISM-—-1952-3 Russian Jew
Purges explained; Stalin Successors unmasked-—Jewish Problem in solution—
A REMEDY —— including two decades of irrefutable record-proof of almost
incredible internal and internationalist ACTS OF PLANNED NEW DEAL
HIGH TREASON to The Constitutional Republic of the U. S. A, its political,
educational and religious institutions, its Press and its Radio Systems,

A SOCIAL JUSTICE
Politico-Economic Sclution
of
The Jewish World Problem
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PETITION TO CONGRESS

This is a “Petition To Congress For Redress Of Grievances, Succor and
Relief.”

It is hereby filed with Congress under the authority of the Constitution of
the United States of America, by the undersigned Robert Edward Edmondson,
reporter, editor and publisher, a native-born citizen of pre-American Revolution
ancestry Scotch descent. at present a legal voting resident of the Srate of
Otegon, domiciled at Bend in Deschutes County; and who repeatedly voted
against the Roosevelt Administration from its New Deal inception, casting
his ballot November 4, 1952, for the straight Republican ticket.

During 1942-44 your Petitioner was indicted by the Roosevelt Adminis-
tration's Department of Justice, charged with “seditious conspiracy,” based
on a free-speech non-profit patriotic-publicity peace-time one-man crusade
exposing by documentation subversive Communism, its origins and propaganda,
with the good motive of defending, protecting and preserving our Republic,
beginning at the end of 1933 and concluding November 30, 1940.

Trial by Indictment No. 73086 of January 3, 1944, was begun in the
U. S. District Court for the District of Columbia at Washington, D. C. early
in 1944 before Chief Justice Eicher.

On November 22, 1946, following failure of the New Deal prosecution
to make a case after years of investigation and mistrial, the U. S. District Court
for the District of Columbia, by Chief Justice Laws, unconditionally dismissed
indictments as a travesty on justice; with the public press terming the action a
violation of the free speech amendment to the United States Constitution, while
the Washington Times-Herald Nov. 23, 1946, printed: "The case was bred in
malice, prosecuted in hate and pursued in bigotry.”

Effective July 31, 1947, the U. S. Court of Appeals in Washington, D. C.
ATFIRMED the lower court dismissal decision, ending the false mass-con-
spitacy charges after five years of futile prosecution by the Roosevelt Depart-
ment of Justice, concluding with the following words:

“In this case the record shows that from January, 1946, to the dismissal
order entered near the end of that year the trial court, AT THE INSTANCE
of some of the defendants, AGAIN AND AGAIN SOUGHT TO COMPEL
ACTION WHICH WOULD EITHER RESULT IN A TRIAL OR DIS-
MISSAL.

“Its final decision to adopt the latter course seems to us ALTOGETHER
REASONABLE AND PROPER, AND IN FACT WE ARE NOT PREPARED
TO SAY THAT IT WAS NOT COMPELLED, in the light of the facts then

shown to exust.”




FULL TEXT OF DISMISSAL DECISION

Below is copy of the complete text of the unconditional dismissal decision of the
Washington “"Mass-Case” as handed down on Nov, 22, 1946, by Chief Justice Laws and
upheld by the U. S, Court of Appeals effective July 31, 1947, ending the prosecution.

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE U.S.
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMEBIA

Vs

United States of America l
Jos. B, McWilliams et al, S

Criminal Wo. 73086.

Defendants

MEMORANDUM ON MOTIONS TO DISMISS

These cases are before me on motions to dismiss, lately filed by permission of the
Court,

Untl vesterday, so far as the Court bas been informed, the prosecution has been
chiefly entrusted to ©O. John Rogge, Spl. Asst. w0 the Atty. Gen.

On Jan. 25, 1946, when the Court heard previous motions to dismiss, Mr. Rogge
stated that, in view of late decisions of the Supreme Court of the U. S., he felt doubtful
25 to whether 2 conviction of the defendants would be sustained. Counsel explained this
was his personal opinion; that the Dept. of Justice had not taken 2 postion In the
matter, and for this reason he was not at liberty to state its OpiRion.

Two weeks later Mr Rogge again appeared before the Court upon further hearings
of the motions o dismiss. The Court asked wherther he then was in a position to tell
whether the prosecution wished to proceed with the case.

The Court was requested to give the Government a reasonable amount of time to
answer this question. However, on this occasion the Chief Prosecutor again stated that,
after considering Supreme Court decisions in comparable cases, it was his personal view

that it was doubtful whether a convicition would be sustained.
The Court then took -the question of dismissing the cases under advisement.

Oa Mar. 1, 1946, while the matter was pending under advisement, counsel for the
prosecution applied to the Court to postpone its ruling for a period of thirty days,
alleging it was believed certain testimony might be available from witnesses in Germany
which would directly establish guilt of certain of the defendants,

When this application was presented it was stated the Attorney-General wished to
sead Mr. Rogge to Germany to make an investigation. Counset for defendants objected.

While unusual in the midst of a long-pending criminal case €0 permit an investiga-
ion to endeavor to build up a doubtful case, decided, because the charges were serious
and access to possible evidence previously had been foreclosed by the war with Germany,
1 should permit time for the investigaton.

Accordingly, the prosecution was granted until Apr. 30, 1946, 2 longer time than
1ad been asked. A written memorandum filed by the Court granting this time that “on
or before April 30, 1946, counsel for the prosecution will be expected to advise the Court
in writing (copy to be sent to each defendant) whether prosecutton of the case is
desired also whether, in his judgement, a conviction of defendants, if ane is obtained,
may be sustained under controlling decisions of the Supreme Ceurr of the U. &7

On Apr. 30, 1946, & memorandum was fited by one of counsel for the prosecution,
stating that prosecution was desited, “provided the prosecution’s investigation being
presently  conducted in Germany clicits  additional evidence of guilt of defendants.”
This memorandum stated that the investigation had not been completed, and that 45
days additional time would be required.

While T did not specifically grant the additional tme to complete the investigation
it eventuated that Government counsel was able to secure this time, because it was not
until May 18, 1946, that the motions to dismiss the indicrments were over-ruled.

The case was called on Sept. 20, 1945, for the purpose of setting a date for trial,
Oq this occasion, Chief Prosecutor Rogge, being asked the third time in eight months,
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the attitude of the prosecution, stated that there still remained in his miad the guestion
wherher there was sufficient evidence to meet the test of the Supreme Court cases. He
said he had sericus doubts on this point, as he previousiy had advised the Court, but
that the Dept. of Justice wished to suggest a trial date in December,

Mr. Rogge informed the Court that an apalysis he had made of evidence found in
Germany had been turned over to the Dept. of Justice the previous weck.

Mation to Dismiss Granted

Inasmuch as Mr. Rogge informed the Court, on three occasions, one after a lengthy
investigation in Germany, had stated to the Court his serious doubts of a successful
prosecution, a renewal of the motions o dismiss was permitted. The motions to dismiss
now under consideration then were filed.

On yesterday, at the time of the hearing upon these motions, Mr, Rogge was not
present representing the prosecution, Theron Lamar Caud}e, Asst. Atty. Gen., for the
first time entered his appearance in behalf of the prosecution.

Mr. Caudle siated the Dept. wished to prosecute all of the cases and to have a
date set for the trial; that the Dept. did not share the doubts of Mr, Rogge.

The Court requested Mr. Caudle to state his reasons why those now in charge had
a different view from Mr. Rogge.

In answer, Mr. Caudle made no statement of reasons. _

However, he offered to submit to the Court a trial brief which had been prepared
and a wricten report of Mr. Rogge made to the Atty. Gen. Asked whether these docu-
ments would also be made available to the defendants, prosecutor stated they would nor.

Counsel for the defendants objected to the Court’s examining the documents without
copies being furnished them. _

The Court then informed counsel that by reason of the recent condemnation by the
Conference of Senior Circuit Judges of the U.S,, at o meeting presided over by the Chief
Justice of the US., of the pracrice prevailing in some districts of trial judges receiving
from the prosecution z brief or other documents not furnished opposing counsel, he was
not in a position to consider the trial brief and the report of Mr. Rogge.

The defendants have undergone before & Court and jury part of a trial which ended
o Nov, 20, 1944, by reason of the sudden death of the presiding justice, The prosecution
was still in progress at the conclusion of this trial, which had been under way for eighe
months. Eighteen thousand pages of testimony were taken and 1100 documents were
introduced in evidence. The prosecution was formally brought to a close Dec. 7, 1944,

Beginning on Dec. 9, 1944, and from time 1o time thereafter, various defendants
have sought a speedy trial of their cases. For nearly two yeats such a trial has not been
made possible: for them, Their Constitutional right to a speedy trial has heen denied.

T can reach no other conclusion than that there is a serious doubt as to wvalidity of
these cases. More than eight months is ap zbnormally fong time to be tequired by the
prosecution to establish guilt in a cear case, One would expect convincing testimony of
guilt to be fully adduced long before the expiration of such a length of time,

When a retrial was in prospect, the Chief Prosecutor, who, more than any other
person, is familiar with the cases, expressed his doubrs as ro sustaining a conviction;
and because of these doubts made the unusual request for permission to hold the question
of their retizl in abeyance until he could make further investigation into the facts., Not
only rwo times before this request was made, but on one occasion lately, after a lengthy
investigation had been completed in Germany, this Court asked the prosecution whether
it desired ro retry the case. Until yesterday, there was no answer that it did.

If these defendants are guilty, it would seem that anv sericus doubts as to their
guilt would be resolved in more than five years of intensive invesugation by able counsel
and investigators of the Dept. of Justice.

If they were clearly guilty, the prosecution should have unwaveringly assured the
Court to this effect, ar least upon the completion of the investigation in Germany.

Usually the Courr will permit the prosecutor to decide whether he will bring 2
case to trizl; but when it appears, as here, there is serious doubt as to the success of
the case, and that the defendants, because of long delays granted over their objections,
cannot obtain a fair trial, the Court should exercise its discretion to deny prosecution. It
would be both unjust and un-American to do otherwise.

The defendants have been before the Court-upon these charges for nearly four and
one-half years, All of them were broughe here from other parts of the country to stand
trizl. Because of the impoverished state of the defendants, they were represented by
counsel not of their own choice but assigned by the Court to setve without compensation.

As in all long-delaved cases, the witnesses now are scattered; some are not accessible,
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mare particularly to the defendants who are without funds; the memories of witnesses
4s to events occurring many years ago, are not clear. It is for these reasons, among others,
that the Constitution of the U.S. requires z speedy trial, and that the Congress of the
U.S5. has imposed Statutes of Limitation to prevent long-delayed prosecutions.

I DO NOT SEE HOW THESE DEFENDANTS CAN NOW POSSIBLY OBTAIN
FAIR TRIALS.

Under the circumstances, to permit another trial, conceivably lasting more than a
year, with new prosecutors and newly-appointed counsel for defendants, with the eventual
outcome in serious doubt, as Mr. Rogge has stated 10 the Court on three accasions, would
bhe A TRAVESTY ON JUSTICE,

1 have no doubr the cases should be dismissed, and an order to that effect will be
entered as to all defendants. ’

The question of terminating these cases is one of importance. If the dismissal I
shall order is sustained, new prosecutions may not be started, because they will be barred
by the Statute of Limitations.

The Court feels that the prosecution should have opportunity, if so advised, to take
action by way of application te appellate courts to review my order dismissing the cases.
While this seems to me to be possible after final judgments of dismissal, nevertheless,
in order to safeguard the interests of the prosecution against any. doubt, the final order
of dismissal will not be entered by the Court unti]l Bec. 2, 1946,

The Court should and does acknowledge with gratitude the services of counsel who
served in behalf of the defendants withour compensation. Their sacrifices were extensive;
their financial losses were great, Specifically, the Court thanks for their services in thesc
cases, W. Hobari Little, Frank H. Myers, Elizabeth R. Young, J. Austin Latimer, M,
FEdward Buckley, Orville C. Gaudette, P. Bateman Ennis, John S, Hillyard, Ethelbert B.
Frey, Harry A. Grant, James A. Davis, Ben Lindas, Frank J. Kelly, Arthur Carroll,
Charles £. Morganston, Claude Thompson, William Gallagher, Joseph H. Bilbrey, Rees
B. Gillespie, L. J. H. Herwig, John B. Gunion and George B. Fraser,

{Signed)

BOLITHA J. LAWS

Chief Justice
Washingten, D. C.

Nov. 22, 1946.
{Emphasis Supplied)

GROSS ABUSE OF COURTS

The following points are from the personally composed and formally
presented appeal to the Washington Court of Appeals which upheld dismissal,
entitled "Brief of Robert Edward Edmondson, Appellee, opposing Appellant’s
Plea Against Dismissal,’ which brief was highly commended by defense
counsel:

“Why did the prosecution in the mass-case go back twenty-five years in
the third indictment mistrial—as per Bill of Particulars and mistrial cranscript—
in search of evidence of criminal intent after Indictmeat No. 2 was struck
because it violated the ex post facto clause of the Constitution by going back
ten years? In its German-American Bund draft-evasion reversal-decision of
June 11, 1945, the U. S. Supreme Court reprimanded the prosecution for
going back only seven years.

"In view of the revelations herein made exposing the “infirmities-of-proaf-
by-imputation” Prosecutor Rogge “secret report,” why did the Justice Depart-
ment even consider offering such an unacceptable document to Chief Justice
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Laws Nov. 21, 1946, in support of its request for retrial, since the subject matter
thereof was not only palpably irrelevant to the mass-case charge but was in-
admissible in court on hearsay grounds?

"Did the Justice Dept. offer such material knowiag it to be inadmissible?
Or, could it be so professionally ignorant as not to be able to distinguish
between relevant and irrelevant evidence? '

“Affirmative answers to either query would be damning!

“Exemplifying the vengeful, scandalous and libelous smear-technic ap-
parently inculcated into the legal staff of the Department of Justice, Chief
Prosecutor Rogge, who thrice admitted that he was unable to make a case,
viciously attacked defendants’ patriotism publicly in numerous lectures on his
investigations in Nazi-Germany, delivered under the auspices of Jewish
organizations in cities of states where defendants were resident, ncluding
Pennsylvania, California, Washington, Iilinois and Michigan, continuing the
smear-campaign in New York and Massachusetts after the mass-case was

unconditionally dismissed.

“Mr. Rogge's amazing admission during an invitation-address before the
American Jewish Congress as reported by the Boston Post of Dec. 2, 1946,
disclosing the exceptionaly high, wholly unimpeachable and unmistakable pro-
American source of patriotic financial donations made to certain impoverished
anti-Communist defendants during mistrial, thereby canceled out and utterly
disproved his own Nazi bribery allegations made Mar. 1, 1946. All of which
unmasks the inherently oppressive character -of the Justice Dept. appeal from
the lower court dismissal.”

(After O. John Rogge, mass-case prosecutor, was discharged by the
Department of Justice, he was reported in the public press as repeatedly acting
as counsel for notorious pro-Communist elements, and -once visited Soviet
Russia '"to pay his respects” to Stalin in Moscow.)

Continued quotations from the Edmondson brief follow below:

“Court-appointed Counsel Frey of Washington, D. C., wrote defendant
Edmondson Feb, 21, 1945, reporting mass-case bearings on Feb, 19 before
U. S. District Court Associate Justice T. Alan Goldshorough. He quoted
Justice Goldsborough as stating in open coust after hearing oral arguments:
"I don't know if this trial is going on again or not. If so, IT IS BLOODY
MURDER!” Mr. Frey wrote: "That is exactly what he said.” (This writer under-
stands that Justice Goldsborough was a member of the banc of judges who
wrote later the "mistrial” decision in the mass-case.)

“In his 1945 book The March of Bolshevism, Judge Geo. W. Armstrong
of Texas, says the obvious Marxian conspiracy to deprive mass-case defendants
of their Constitutional rights, with the connivance of the Attorney-General's
Department,” 1s such a serious abuse of the courts and of governmental power

.. that Congress should turn the searchlight of publicity on those who have
brought about this infamous prosecution.”

“It is of the essence of liberty that it be recognized that guilt is personal
and cannot be attributed to the holding of opinicns or to mere intent in the
absence of overt acts.”-—Former Chief Justice Hughes of the U. S. Supreme
Court, to New York Assembly members 1n 1920, regarding expulsion of
Socialists.

In his brief to the U. S. Court of Appeals from which the above quota-
tions are taken, Defendant Edmondson emphasized the repeated evidence that
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the Roosevelt Administration’s Deparument of Justice did not go inte court
with clean hands; that it acted in bad faith during procedure; that it ignored
U.S. Supreme Court precedent-decisions; that it made exploratory sedrches as
well as illegal seizores; that it flagrantly failed to uphold the vital Constitu-
tional decrees of ex post facto and impartial and speedy justice.

"NO JURISDICTION" MOTION TGO DISMISS

In consiceration of the positive declaration of defense-counsel thar the
prosecution in the seditious conspiracy case had cven failed to establish the
lezal right to try the indiczment in Washington, Defendant Edmondson sub-
mitted to Chief Justice Laws under date of May 20, 1946, the following
“Motion to Dismiss” the case on the ground that the judiciary. according to U.S.
Supreme Court decisions cited, lacked jurisdiction anywhere to handle this
essentially political case, which was de facto under the exclusive power of
Congress.

“Now comes Ethelbert B. Frey, Actorney for Robert Edward Edmondson,
defendant, says his client is innocent of the charge of conspiring to undermine
the loyalty of U.S. armed forces, should not be prosecuted further, and hereby
respectfully moves this honorable Court to dismiss all charges against him on
the ground of lack of judicial power jurisdiction in the matter, as established by
decisions of the United Srates Supreme Court, refusing to consider questions
presented because they were political and not under control of the judicial
power. (AUTHORITY: Questions arising under a republican-form of govern-
ment are political, not judicial, and are for Congress, not courts. Ohio v. Akron
Metro. Park Dist., 281 U.S. 80, L. ed. 715, 50 8. Ct,, 230, 66 ALR 1465.)

“WHEREFORE, since this matter has degenerated into a wholly POLITI-
CAL sct-up, and is therefore beyond the jurisdiction of the Judicil Power,
defendant hereby petitions the Court to forthwith dismiss the three indictments
in furtherance of justice and in the public interest.”

(Signed May 20, 1946}

M&W&Mﬁ_ x é;{ zmo—n%&m

While that motion was denied it will be noted that the accompanying
affidavit (cited hereafter) not only refutes before dismissal, seriatim and
meticulously, principal conspiracy allegations of the Roosevelt prosecution but
unmasks the real conspiracy in this matter, namely, a conspiracy by the
Roosevelt Department of Justice to deprive Edmondsor of bis substantial rights
as guaranteed by the U.S. Constitution-—which policy follows precisely “the
Communist Line” of attempting to conceal its own guilt by accusing adversaries
of crimes the Communists themselves are actually committing.

(Note: Chief Justice Laws of the U. S. District Court of the District of
Columbia, unconditionally dismissed the seditious conspiracy case as a lravesty
on justice six moaths after this Motion Tc Dismiss by Edmondson May 20,
1946.)

In the record below, te enhance simplicity and accuracy and to clarify,
the accompanying affidavit has been individualized and focused as much as
possible consistent with important facts; diversive irrelevancies being minimized
by concentraton on essentials.



REFUTATION BY DOCUMENTATION

Robert Edward Edmondson being duly sworn, hetreby deposes and says—

CHARGE by the Roosevelt Administration Justice Deparunent: That in violation of
the so-called 1940 Sedition Law enacted on June 28, Defendant Edmondsen conspired
with others and with members of the German Nazi Party “to undermine the loyalty” of
the armed forces of the Unired States through publications issued and distributed by him
in peace-time.

RERUTTAL NO. 1. Whereas, on Dec. 7, 1944, following a mis-trial declaration
at Washington, D.C., thirteen defence-counsel promulgated a jeint statement saying the
actual charge in the indiczment (7308¢) was that defendants “conspired to advise,
counsel, urge and cause insubordination, dislovaley, mutiny and refusal of dury in the
military and paval forces of the U.S.;" the indictment being based on the Act of
Congress of June 28, 1940, Tide 18, USCA, Sections 9-11.

“Thac the prosecution sried but failed to show requisite intent, by the inrroduction
of irrelevant, immaterial and inaccurate history going back more than 20 years, {in
violation of the ex-post facto provision of the US, Consutution), in a wholly futile
attempe to prove thac defendants joined the Nazi Party leaders in 4 movement to destroy
democracy government in the U.S. and other countries.

“That prosecution failed o esrablish venue or jurisdiction in the District of Columbia.

“That the prosecution failed to adduce any evidence tending to prove the specific
chatge in the indictment as recited herein.

“That. in our opiaion, defendants are INNOCENT OF ALL CHARGES made in
said indictment.”

REBUTTAL WO. 2. By reversing June 11. 1945, the drafr-evasion conviction of
teaders of the German-American Bund, which the mass-trial prosecuror held to be the
“spearhead”” of the Nazi movement in the US. (although an FBI report of 1937 cleared
it of Nazi seditious activities) the U.S. Supreme Court denounced the offering of a huge
mass of evidence and exhibits similar to that at the 1944 mistrial.

REBUTTAL NO. 3. Regarding “requisite iment,” the U.S. Supreme Court rufed
Apr. 23, 1945, in Cramer v. U.S.: "Other evidence relates statements by Cramer before
the 1.6, was at war with Germany. At the time they were vtrered, however, they were
not treasonable. To use pre-war expressions of Opposition to entering a war convict
of treason during the war, is 2 dangerous procecure.”

ALLEGATION. That "The Nazi Party and its leaders publicly announced their
program to destroy democracy throughout the world, in speeches, newspapers, pamphless,
books and other writngs.”

REBUTTAL NO. 1. Whereas, the Department of State of the UU.S. Govt. in 1943
issued a book entited “Mational Socialism” in which on Page 36 the categorical state-
ment was made: “IT IS IMPOSSIBLE to adduce from the speeches or writings of Nazi
leaders any direct statements that they aimed to dominate the world."—

REBUTTAL NO. 2. Since the Report of June 30, 1943, of Chief-of-Staff Gen.
Geo. Marshall of the U, S. Army to the Secretary of War, said "No evidence has been
found that the German High Command had any over-all strategy plan,” adding that the
German General Staff could not agree among themselves about invading Great Britain
after the fall of France; never worked with the Italian leaders: did nor agree on the
conduct of the Russian campaign: and had no co-ordinated plan with Japan—which was
later confirmed by testimoay at the Nuremburg War Criminals Trials—how could there
have existed a Nazi-Fascist world-domination plot, as alieged by the prosecution, withour
an over-all strategy plan, since conspiracy bottoms on partnership agreement?

ALLEGATION: Thar defendant organized, controlled and supported organizations
ac home and abroad listed in the indictment.

REBUTTAL: Wheress, Defendant Edmondson did not “crganize, control or support”
ANY of the 45 organizations named, and challenges the prosecution to produce any
proof of its allegation. '

ALLEGATION: That defendants worked together up to the cime of the filing
of Indictment 73086, filed Jan. 3, 1944,

REBUTTAL: WWhereas, Defendant Edmondson completely tetired from all publica-
tion Nov. 30, 1940, (3% years previously). Witness statement of Asst. Prosecutor
Joseph W. Burns, in February, 1943, to this defendant in the presence of Attorney
Warner H. Parker and defendant’s wife, viz.: "We were sorry o fearn that you had
stopped publication Nov. 30, 1940, because we hate to lose a defendant.”
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ALLEGATION: That defendants issned propaganda to destroy the American form
of Government.

REBUTTAL: Whereas, in an address Aug. 14, 1940, ar Stoddarisville, Penna.,
delivered to Boy Scouts, Defendant Edmondson said: “"Usurpers have sought to destroy
our protective systern of checks-and-balances by 2 communizing process labeled ‘democ-
racy. In these days of peri]l we should be more on guard than ever to protect wadirional
Americanism from alien labels and foreign ideologies of all kinds. The American Model
is unique and unlike other so-called republics, and it is the best government on. earth,
N¥'e should be prepared to defend it against all comers,”

The foregoing address—one of many defence-exhibits—was printed under the title
“American Republic Model Best.”

ALLEGATION: That defendant wanted a one-party system like that of the Nazis.

REBUTTAL NO. 1. Whereas, on July 18, 1940, Defendant Edmondson published
a bulletin headed "Commandeer & Compel Labor & Capital,” declaring: "“This is a
two-party nation.”

ALLEGATION: That defendant “intended to abolish Freedom of Speech, Freedom
of the Press and Freedom of Assembly.”

REBUTTAL NO. 1. Whereas, Defendant Edmondson on May 12, 1938, published
under the caption "Court Dismissal” statements regarding his publications, saying that
his "patriotic politico-economic exposures were directed withour hate, to delend-protect-
preserve the peace and safety of the Constitutional State against irreligious Jewish-
Communist subversions thereof . . . Qur great Constitutional Form of Government stands
or falls with Freedom of Speech, Press and Assembly.”

REBUTTAL INO. 2. Under the title "Free The Pressl,” on Mar. 3, 1938, Defend-
ant Edmondson published: "Our Constitutional Guarantees have been communized and
broken down by the ‘terribie power of the purse' operating through the 'great power of
the press.” FREE THE PRESS--and the Coastitution is preserved! FREE THE PRESS—
And America s saved! I am for free speech ballots—nor communistic bullets. By public
enlightenment, bloodshed can be avoided. Let the people know The Truth! They will act
to Rescue The Republic!”

ALLEGATION: Thac defendant wanted to run the US. as a totalitarian state in
accord with the Nazi Leadership Principle.

REBUTTAL: Whereas, on Qct. 24, 1935, Defendant Edmondson published a
bulletn bheaded "Why Americanism Rejects Socialism,” in which he stated: “German
Socialism . . . retains the European mass-action 'master-leadership’ principle, which is
un-American . . . The world pcolitical struggle today is between the American Ideal of
Individual Liberty and the foreign doctrine of regimentation.”

ALLEGATION: Defendant agreed that they should destroy our form of government
and set up a Nazi or Fascist form.

REBUTTAL NO. t. Whereas, Defendant Edmondson published Apr. 23, 1934,
2 bulletin captioned "Mis-Representarive Mirority Government,” stating: “Being pro-
American, this writer s ANTI-FASCIST, anti-communist and ANTI-SOCIALIST,
becanse these forces have been obviously subverting Americanism; having threatened to
destroy the very foundation of American Libesty . . . This writer is pro-American under
the Constitution; for Representative Governmen: without selfish minority dictation: for
Individual Liberty without license; for Equality of Oppostunity wich profit-reward; for
capitalistic economic freedom minus predatory practices.”

REBUTTAL NO. 2. Whereas, Defendant Edmondson published Feb, 24, 1938,
under “Patricts Halt Imternationalists,” his lecture on Americanism before the German-
American Bund in N.Y. City following an FBI 1937 investigation-report clearing the
BUND of Nazi subversive activities, in which address was the following:

“Are vou a Fascist?”'—I am asked,

“The answer is NO.”

"Are you inclined toward Fascism for America?”

"Nao, the dictatorship regimentation thereof is un-American.”

“Dao you favor German MNazism for the U.8.?"

"I do not. It represents regimentation by master-leadership, which is also un-
American.



ALLEGATION: Defendant appealed to members of the armed forces 1o be disloyal
to our democracy form of government,

REBUTTAL: Defendant Fdmondson challenges the prosecution to produce ONE
such appeal. His publications were always addressed to the American People under the
comstitutional free press guarantee-—never addressed to members of U, S, armed forces.

ALLEGATION: Defendant attacked every step our government made to defend
itself.”’

RESUTTAL NO. 1. Whereas, Defendant Edmondson wrote May 20, 1940 under

the publication title “High Treason:” “There is no excuse for not making America

invincible to all comers . . . The Hour is Grave! And the time has come o make the
voice of We The People effective in Washington. . . . Rescue The Republic! Make i
Inviacible!”

REBUTTAL NO. 2. "Keep America out of the second Jew:made Europeun War!”
published Defendant Edmondson Sept. 4, 1939, under the title "STAY OUT OF THE
SUHCIDE WAR!” in an. appeal t©o the American people calling for "Billions for
defense against invaston but nct one drop of American Christian blood for the second
kosher suicide war!”

ALLEGATION: That defendant set race against race by publications to promore the
Nazi racial concept in the U.S.

REBUTTAL: Defendant Edmondson declared Oct. 24, 1935, summing up the Nazi
German racial stand: "COMPOSED OF MANY RACES, America cannot cultivate 'A
RACIAL SOUL' like Germany —<aptioning the article "Why Americanismm REJECTS
Socialism.”

ALLEGATION: That defendant. identified himself by the main label of anti-
Communist;” spread propaganda that Communists were trying tw ke over the US.;
accused many of our public officials of being Communists; labeled everything he opposed
as Communist and Jewish including international backers and democracy; and preached
hatred of Communism and Jews,

REBUTTAL: Defendant Edmondsen admits being anti-Communist because Com-
munism is directly against the American constitutional representative republican form of
government.

ALLEGATION: That Defendant Edmondson is “being prosecuted for circulating,
right up to the time of the finding of Indictment 73086 oa Jan. 3. 1944, thousands of
documents describing President Roosevelt as a Jew because some of his ancestors were
named Jacob, Sarah and Samuel—arrying the implication that he got the country into
the war to help fellow-Jews,” and “referring to the President as a warmonger.”

REBUTTAL: NO. 1. Since Defendant Edmondson retired from all publishing
activities Nov. 30, 1940, he could not have been “circulating” said documents "up to
Jan. 3, 1944

To uncover and explain to his countrymen what he believed to be President
Roosevelt's Jewish anti-Americanism and pro-Internationalism, which put Jewish before
American interests, Defendant Edmondson, many years before the Nazis in 1939 referred
to it, reproduced previous publications as below listed which traced the Roosevelt ancestry
to the Rosenvelt-Samuels Family of Holland.

The Daily Citizes of Tucson, Ariz., Published Mar. 7, 1934, a Roosevelt genealogy
made up in the Carnegie Institution of Washington, showing descent from the Rosenvelt-
Samuels Family of Helland.

The St. Petersburg, Fla., Times of Feb. 8, 1934, printed an interview with former
Gov, Chase Osbora of Michigan, personal friend of Franklin I, Roosevelt, detailing
Roosevelt's Jewish descent fxom the same Holland ancestry.

REBUTTAL NO. 2. This defendant helieved President Roosevelt was warmonger-
ing by placing Jewish interests in peace and war before those of The Republic, in view
of the following associations:

“The Social Justice Commirttee of the Rabbinical Assembly favars the general tendency
of the recently adopred social legislation in particular the scope of the Tennessee Valley
Authority. It endorses the President’s plan for reorganizadon (packing) of the U.S,
Supreme Court.”—From the fewish National Day of N.Y. City, May 11, 1937.
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Challenging the present American social system, the Central Conference of American
Rabhis, largesc Sanhedrin in the world, at its 1936 annual convention, declared by resolu.
tion: "We advocate a socialization of basic enterprises. There is only one way in which
the American People can escape Fascism and Communism, and that is by establishing
A THOROUGHLY SOCIALIZED DEMOCRACY.” (N.Y. Times, dept. 13, 1938} A
thoroughly socialized democracy is communism.

““The man behind the U.S. Supreme Court repacking process was Samwuel I. Rosen-
man, close friend of the President.”—Washiagton Correspenaent Paul Mallon, Feb. 7,
1937.

President Roosevelt appointed Felix Frankfurter to the U.S. Supreme Court Jan,
4, 1939, although he had never administered a judgeship.

A short history of B'mai B'rith in England, wrirten by Paul Goodman, Past
President, says: "In the .S, the B'aai B'rith Order is the power behind the President.”—
Free Press of London, July, 1938,

The late Gen. Hugh Johnson, who called President Rocsevelt "The Jewish People’s
Idol” in the N. Y. World-Telegram of June 19, 1939, wrcte in the Philadelphia Inquirer
of June 18, 1940: "There is no longer any question that Mr. Roosevelr is exercising
no effort to keep us out of war. It may not be fair to say that it is his purpose to exert
every effort within his supposedly limited powers to ger us into war; but ar least this
statement is incontestible:r EVERY ACT OF HIS IN THE PAST THREE YEARS IS
COMNSISTENT WITH SUCH A PURPOSE, AND NO ACT IS INCONSISTENT
THEREWITH. It is shooting craps with the country’s destiny.”

“Unless Bolshevism is nipped in the bud immediately it is bound o spread all over
Furope and the world, as it i5 organized and worked by Jews." —Netherlands Minister
to Russia reporting to the British Govi, in September, 1918.—From U.5. State Dept
Book 1931. entitled “Foreign Relations of the U.5., Russta 1.7 Pages 674-679., Library of
Congress. :

‘The 1919 Overman Reporr to the [J. 8, Senate contains much evidence that leaders of
the Bolshevist Revoltion were largely Jewish.

ALLEGATION: That Defendant Edmondson attacked New Deal public officials,
with intent to undermine the confidence of the American people in them.

REBUTTAL: Defendant Edmondson's "attacks” were exposures of New Deal anti-
Americanism, delivered under authority of the First Amendment to the Constitution of
the United States and were in direct response to a Presidencial call (Oct. 15, 1933} to
newspapermen for cricicism of New Deal policies.

ALLEGATION: That Defendant Edmondson spoke before the German-American
Bund meetings. He spoke 2t a Bund meeting Oct. 30, 1937, at the N, Y. Hippodrome.

REBUTTAL: Defendant Edmendson challenges the prosecution o produce any
evidence whatever that he spoke at that Hippodrome meeting, He lectured on American-
isoy once before the Bund Feb. 24, 1938, after a 1937 FBI investigation-report had
cleared that organization of MNazi subversive acnvities.

ALLEGATION: That Defendant Edmondson collaborated with the German-American
Bund. exchanging publications with ir.

REBUTTAL: By advice of counsel, Defendant Edmondson never joined nor
collaborated <wizth any group or organization whatever, maintzining an independent
position in bis anti-Communist activities. He exchanged publications with many pub-
lishers, in accord with established custom.

ALLEGATION: Defeadant Edmondson worked with James True aod Geo. E.
Deatherage.

REBUTTAL: Publisher Edmondson exchanged publications with Publishers True
and Deatherage in the customary publishers-exchange relationship, He did not meet either
of them until abuut a year after he had engaged in his one-man crusade for Americanism.

ALLEGATION: That Defendant Edmondson was in contact with the German
Embassy at Washington.

REBUTTAL: While publishing from the country hamlet of Stoddartsville, Penna.,
Defendant Edmondson received a Martin Luther pampilet printed in German, Not under-
standing German, he sent it w the German Embassy at Washington asking for the
courtesy of transtation——which was done. That 1s the sum total of such contact,
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ALLEGATION: That after Pear! Harbor defendant asserted that our Gevernment
deliberately invited the Japanese attack Dec. 7, 1941,

REBUTTAL: Defendant Edmondson rerized from all publishing activities Nov.
30, 1940, more than a year before Pearl Harbur, and consequently could not have
published the assertion indicated.

ALLEGATION: That defendant called Democracy decadear and wanted to Cestrov
our demacracy-form of government,

REBUTTAL NO. 1. Just how could defendant conspire to destroy a democracy form
of government in the U.5, where such a setup does not exist, in view of the following
facts:

(A)Y The Founders of the U.S. specifically repudiated “democracy,” the “Fzther of
the Constitution,” James Madison, stating chat it was incompatible with persenal security
and the right of private propecty; {B) Since Sec. 4 of Art. 4 of their Constirntion, which
did not contain the word "democracy,” by the simple adt of gueranteeing 1o cach starc
in the Union a REFUBLICAN -form of government, completely bars 2 democracy-form
and (C) The 1928 US. Army Citizenship Training Manuval seals the anti-democracy
verdict with these words: "The Government of the United States 15 NOT z Democracy
BUT A REPUBLIC.”

ALLEGATION: Defepdant Edmondson "foliowed the Nazi Line” in

Attacking Democracy: Whereas ke was guided by the repudiztion cf the Demnocracy-
Form by the Founders of the U S., whose Conssitution bars from the Nation any but a
Republican-Form of government:

In Awacking Public Officials: Whereas, ke exposed their New Deal politcal Social
Democracy ideology as destructive of our Constitutional Representative Republican
System—doing so leng before the Nazi artacked TS, public administuarors,

In Auacking President Roosevelt: Whereas, five vears before the Nazis awacked
the President as a Jew, this defendant exposed his Jewisn [nternadcnalism and his state
socialist domestic policies as diametrically cgainst the interests of The Republic;

In Arntacking Communism: Whereas, this defendant was guided in such activity by
the Principles laid down in the book "Communism Unmasked” by Maj. Gen. A. A, Fries,
USA retired, which American Army high official peinted out over a decade ago that
Communism was the worst enemy of The Republic, and that Fascism was merely the
name applied to all ant-Communists by Communists themselves.

In Attacking Jews: Whereas. he directed his attack agzinst Jews who were under-
mining our form of Government by aggressive and forceful Socialism, Communism and
Sovietsm-—cailing attention to the historic facr thar TAnt-Semitism™ {exclusively a
product of European politics” according to the 1910 edition of the Encyclopaedia
Britancica), had been in existence in Germuny 50 vears pre-Hitler, (Se¢ Denald S.
Strong 1941 book “Organized And-Semidsm in U.S")

Not only did the prosecution in the mass-case fail o establish venue in the Ciry
of Washingron in the Disirict of Columbia (as indicated in the "Not Guilty Joiar
Statemnent” of defence-attormeys), bur also JUDICIAL jurisdiction. in view of the over-
whelming POLITICAL character of this crse which automarically removes it fron
consideration by the JTUDICIAL POWER inwmr :he proviace of*the LEGISLATIVE—as
witness decisions of the 1.8, Supreme Court cited hereafter, refusing tw take jurisdiction
in similar cases on the specific ground that they consdtutionally come under the contro!
cf Congress.

The essentially political nature of the prosecurion’s ellegations is cbvious in the
indictment, the bill of particulurs and the prosecutor's address o rhe 1044 trial jury, as
pointed out below; being replete with political terms, i.e.

“"Forms of Government;”  republican;”  Twotaliarian osate;” Democracy”
“Party program’’; "Naw moverent;)” "New Deal Party;” “Socialist;” ""Communist;”
"Mazi or Socialist State;” "National Socialist Party,” “British Imperialism;’ “Presi-

dential election;” “political campaigp;” "Anu-Semitism.”

(The political phrase "National SOCIALIST German Workers PARTY" and i
derivatives appears 240 times in the prosecuwr’s 1944 address w the trial jury:. "Demu-
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cracy”’ 50 times; "Commuaist’ 3%; "Anti-Sernitic” 33 and “Fascist” 13 times.)

In his long address to the trial jury the prosecutor repeatedly emphasized the poin:
thar “Anti-Semitism” was “the spearhead of the Nazi Party movement;” thereby bringiny
the essential nature of these indictments w 2 POLITICAL focus on “ANTISEMI.
TISM,” which is not a ¢rime under American Law,
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The following citation is from Page 168 .of “The Constituvtion Of The U.S. Tts
Sources And Its Application,” a 1941-5 book by Thomas James Norton, published by
"The Committee For Constitutional Government,”” 205 E. 42nd 3t., New York City.

“In 1912 a twxpayer in Oregon . . ., claimed that the Amendment of 1902 1o the
Constitution of Oregon, by which the people reserved to themselves the right to propose
amendments to the Constitution dnd to enact or reject at the polls laws or amendments
independent of the legislative assembly, had destroved the republican-form of government
which had been guaranteed by the Narional Constitation.

“The U.S. Supreme Court said thar the questions presented HAVE LONG SINCE
BY THIS COURT BEEN DEFIMNITELY DETERMINED TO BE POLITICAL AND
GOVERNMENT, AND EMBRACED WITHIN THE SCOPE OF THE POWERS CON.
FERRED UPON CONGRESS, AND NOT THEREFORE WITHIN THE REACH OF
THE JUDICIAL POWER."

Which apparently puts this miscalled sedition case under the sole jurisdiction of
Congress because oractically every page of the indicomene (excepr the charging part), the
bill of particulars and the prosecutor's opening address to che crial jury is OVER-
WHELMINGLY POLITICAL IN CHARACTER,; coming Jdirectly under the free specch
authornity of the First Amecodment w0 the Constitution.

Subscribed and sworn w kefore me & Notary Public in and for the County of
Nevada, State of Califoraia, on this 23rd day of April, 1944,
Lynne Kelly
Notary Public

ADDENDA

Below 1s a perfect exomple of the auwempt by the prosecution w0 follow the infamous
“Lasswell Thought Parzllel” thesis-of “guile by association™ noowithstanding its repeated
denunciation by the US. Supreme Court

(a) The Nazis were anti-Semitic; Defendant Edmondson was anti-Semitic; there-
fore defendant was Nazi.

{by The Nazis were anti-Communist; defendant was ana-Communist; hence, de-
fendant was Nazi.

{¢} The Nazis wanted to keep U.S. out of war; defendant wanted to keep U.S. ou,
of wary ergo, defendanr was Nazi.

{(d) The Nazis and Fascists were and-Roosevelr; defendant was anti-Roosevelr; so
the defendant was WNazi and Fascist. ' _

(e} The Nazis and Fascists were anti-Democracy; defendant was anti-Democracy;
so Defendant was Nuzi and Fascist, antwithstanding he accepted the dictum aof the 1928
US Army Training Manual thar "The United States is NOT a Democracy but a
Republic.”
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WASHINGTON PROSECUTION
SEQUEL TO N.Y. INDICTMENT

The foregoing unmasks a subversive New Deal political conspiracy to
suppress news vital to the peace, dignity and safety of the American people:
for the mass-prosecution was, as regards your Petitioner, a sequel to a June 11,
1936, New Deal New York City group libel indictment sponsored personally
by Roosevelt advisor Mayor LaGuardia, against Defendant Edmondson, which
action, when defendant in 1938 announced his READINESS FOR TRIAL,
was promptly and unconditionally dismissed on the court’s own motion, as
WITHOUT WARRANT IN 1AW and “in furtherance of justice”’—and in
direct violation of the frce speech amendment to the U.S. Constitution, as
ADMITTED in amicus curaie 'backdown’ petitions to the Court by the
American Civil Liberties Union, American Jewish Congress et al. New Deal
supporters whose members had previously publicly applauded the mayor's
indictment, for which the latter was given a medal.

SUBVERSION—CORRUPTION—TREASON EXPOSED

The mass of documentation hereinafter submitted, not only in justification
but in the line of further performance of patriotic duty, is of unique character:
and your Petitioner is convinced that the invaluable confession-documents

uoted will effectively aid Congressional investigators in their present task of
unmiasking New Deal overt act treason to The Republic, as well as unprece-
dented politico-economic corruption.

Identification of the secret forces which have been promoting national
destruction by acts as well as published propaganda, is unersingly indicated by
circumstantial and direcc evidence, providing testimony beyond reasonable
doubts.

Verbatim quotations are provided by the following:

- (1) Ixhibits in court procedure of twenty-two months in New Deal
New York prosecution and five years in Washington.

(2) Responsibie' “overt evidence” amply supported upholds this writer's
legal exposures of the undermining of our Republic and traditional
Americanism,

(3) Original and photostat copies of historic books, pamphlets, docu-
ments, illustrations, etc., from all over the world, substantiate accusations re-
garding origins of Communism, Socialism, Marxism, Liberalism, Bolshevism
and allied national subverstons,

(4) There are revealing confessions of guilt by boastful published con-
fessions from “the horse's mouth,” almost unbelieveable, staggering occidental
imagination by their arrogance and sadism.

(5) Edmondson bulletin publications of themselves completely refuting
seditious conspiracy charges of the New Deal prosecutions, are shown to have
been in the possession of Roosevelt Department of Justice lawyers befare in-
dictments wete made.

The documentation next following begins with factors leading to the
patrictic non-profit Edmondson Crusade,- reported chronologically hereinafter
as nearly as possible. -
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ROOSEVELT CALL FOR CRITICISM

Publisher Edmondson tesponded to a call to The Press for criticism, issued
by President Franklin D. Roosevelt, as published in the New York Times of
Oct. 14, 1933, from which the following is taken:

“This program (New Deal) is too vast an undertaking for any one man
or set of men to make sure of, I rely on you newspapermen to check us. I
want your criticism as well as your support.”

Following public endorsement of Roosevelt’s platform promises, your
Perjtioner,—a journalist specializing in politico-economic fields—answered that
call in good faith with an Oct. 24, 1933, signed bullerin headed "“Wholesale
Reform Blocking Recovery;” pointing out that wholesale reforms were operat-
ing to prevent business recovery, listing definite factors, concluding with
"Replace Reform Fears With Recovery Confidence.”

That constructive criticism publication was sent to the White House and
later broadcast from coast to coast.

Finding no evidence of action along the lines suggested, becoming increas-
ingly alarmed over repetitional evidence of communistic penetration into
National administration key-posts, about two months later I wrote and published
on Dec. 27, 1933, an ~open signed letter” addressed ‘Mr, President: Do You
Favor This un-Americanism?”, from which the following extracts are quoted:

“Washington political communists are boring from within to undermine
the American Government, Communists in Government service, by arrogantly
making a false blanket accusation against all in the capitalist class, have cun-
ningly counted upon fear to protest. In view of the foregoing and your recent
call to The Press for criticism (of the New Deal) the time has come to ask,
Mr. President, are you in sympathy with such apparent trend toward State
Socialism? If not, why are those who seck to overthrow it allowed to stay
in Government service against the interests of American citizens? Such un-
checked boring shakes the foundations of The Republic. Is a new form of
government to be forced upon Amerjcans by a system of secret covenants
secretly arrived at? Those of us who think for ourselves want to know, Mr,
President.”

That “open letter,” wis mailed to the White House, broadcast throughout
the United States, and received widespread approbation. (It was “answered”
in 1936 by a New York indictment against the undersigned in direct violation
of the free speech amendment to the U. S. Constitution, )}

Dared Mar. 27, 1934, an FEdmondson bulletin captioned "Bankrupt
Leadership™ was given nationwide circulation, one patriotic agency mailing
20,000 copies. In it I categorically enumerated Roosevelt administration acts
which were causing confusion and business uncertainty, promoting politico-
cconomic unsettlement along the "Communistic Ling:"”

“Has a sinister alien economic power secretly gained invisible control of
important political machinery as well as that of the channels of publicity and
the 1J.S. monetary system?”’

“some of our friends kindly warn that we may be framed for daring to
cxercice the Constitutional right of free speech—but you might as well be
crucified ope way as well as another.”

The foregoing “frame warning ' was translared into action when I was
group-libel indicted i New York; and prosecuted in Washington, D.C.,
§912-7, as a sudinoes LONSPITALOT,
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ORIGINS OF THE EDMONDSON CRUSADE

About April first, 1934, John T. Mills, associated with a promiment
N.Y. Stock Exchange firm; Lewis Gouveneur Marris, descendant of a signer of
the Declaration of Independence; and Clarence M. Chauncey, member of the
Union League Club and of a prominent New York family, actively and
practically working against Communism, communicated with Editor at his
New York publication headquarters, following anti-Communist bulletins. They
wanted to know if I was informed as to who was really behind the sub-
versions of Communism and Socialism.

1 replied "no.”

“Will you read printed proof as to the internationalists promoting such
anti-national propaganda?”

“Yes,” was the answer, and I was given a large supply of old and modern
historical books, pamphlets, and other documents, chiefly from British
patriotic sources.

Those publications were carefully read and verified from New York
Public Library sources in many cases; and, alter intensive study, analysis and
digestion 1 hecame fully convinced as to the identity of leadership-forces pro-
pagandizing and subversively using Communism and Socialism to undermine
our Republic.

To the best of this Petitioner's recollection he was never harmed personally
by Jews, and therefore his approach to the Jewish Problem could not have stem-
med from personal animus; and it is worthy of note that he had three decades
of previous experience as an independent successful reporter, editor and apalyst
in the greatest Jewish financial center of the world—New York's Wall St.—
with its vicious cycles of international manipulation of security markets into
general inflation-booms and depression-busts, due to calculated shiftings of
cash billions, as dictated by the materialistic Gospel of Get,

It was this exceptional experiénce with its comprehensive knowledge,
continual investment analysis and trained observation, which enabled him
promptly to understand and with unerring accuracy to'interpret the concrete
suppressed record presented to him 1 1934 by responsible sources as to the
Cause of New Deal political subversions, energized by economic-financial-
monetary monoply of the world's vast resources.

In his 1913 book, "Jews and Modern Capitalism,” Economics Professor
Werner Sombart, graphically epitomized thus: “Capitalism was born from the
money loan; Jews made an art of lending money; they were taught eatly to
look for their chief happiness in money; they fathomed all the secrets that lay
hid in money. They became Lords of Money—and Lords of the world.”

That not only unmasked the Communist Plot to destroy The American
Republic, but the world dominion aim of the ideological people today generally
termed “'International Jewry.”

Later, I personally bought, with my own funds, other authentic English
and French documents, which provided added confirmation.

When I reported back to the three patriots named, I was queried:
"Well, what are we going to do about it?”

“I don’t know what you men are going to do” was the answer, "but I, as
a publicity specialist, intend to start a non-profit patriotic exposure crusade
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against Communism and its promoters to defend, protect and preserve our
Constitutional Republic—with an independant editorial platform along the
hines of the following:™

EDMONDSON EDITORIAL PLATFORM

Political, non-partisan, for Americanism Firsc; Anti-Internationalism, and anti-Dictator-
ship, Communistic or Fascistic.

Financial, modestly independent, no entanglements.

Religion: a believer in Christian Principles, not 2 church member.

Ancestry: Virginia-Maryland pre-Revolution native American, chiefly Scotch descent;
born Dayton, Chio, 1872,

Business career; Forty years of journalism as reporter, editor, author, publisher,
investment-economist and public relations counsel.

Ambition and Objective: Restoration of The Republic.

Without ambition except o be of service to my country, I cater to no leadership
complex. Believing that circumstances create and draft true leaders, [ am ready to co-
operate with any patriotic group not wasting time with effects. I follow po pelicy that
rakes account of fear and compromise. No important issue was ever won by cowardice or
by suppressing truth. I am for free speech ballots, not Communistic bullets, Let the
Peopie know the Truth, they will Save The Republic. “Pitiless publicity is the cure for

Public-Evils!" ”
THE FOURTH ESTATE

Jewish power propaganda has accepted, applied and proved Irish Statesman
Edmund Burke’s historic tribute to the great power of the press when, during a
1780 session of the British Parliament, he dramatically turned and. pointing
to the Reporters Gallery, satd: "“There is an Ystate more potent than any! . .

He bore eloquent testimony to the maxim that "Pitiless Publicity is the
cure for Public Evils,” as did Voltaire when he epigrammatically exclaimed
“Revolutions are made by the pamphleteer!” The logic of events indicates
that Voltaire might have well added "and unmade” to that eulogy of “The
Fourth Estate.”

It will be noted by the reader that in. his patriotic crusade reporting, upon
encountering documents unauthenticated, such as the so-called "Protocols of
the Learned Elders of Zion,” "Benjamin Franklin's anti-Jewish Prophecy,” and
other unauthecticated documents, the author hereof bas been careful to treat
them in accord with the basic principles of the Fourth Estate regarding
rumors, gossip, etc., namely, as controverstal data lacking confinmation but
justifying a report as circulating news of live public interest. Also ultra-con-
servatism was exercised in handling documentation from Nazi, Fascistic or
ather soutces which current propaganda had labeled as “prejudiced anti-Semitic
matter.”” The whole truth has been assiduously cultivated to the best of this
writer’s ability, and when ascertained, he has gresented it as clearly as possible,
in the "language of vigor,” logically convinced as to its reliability,

THE DEADLY PARALLEL
(Signed Bulletin of April 7, 1934, issued by Edmondson)
WHICH is more TRULY REPRESENTATIVE of American Institutions?
This Group of This List

Famous practical Americans whe, under Professors, Doctrinaires, et al, prominent
Constitutional  individual feward system, MNadonal Administearors and  Advisors,
helped to build United States prestige and  favoring policies antagonistic to American

wealth to unegualled pre-eminence. Traditions.
_ ( Alphabetical) (Alphabetical }

ATTERBURY, W. W., President Pennsyl- BARUCH, Bernard M., “Unofficial Presi-
vania. Railroad, dent,"” _

ALDRICH, Winthrop W, Chairman, BERLE, Prof. A. A. Jr.,. "Unofficial
Chase National Bank, Advisor,” :

BRUERE, Heary, President, Bowery Savings  BULLITT, W. C,, U. S Ambassador to
Bank, Russia,

BUCKNER, Thomas A., President, New  BRANDEIS, Louis D., "Brainerust God-
York Life Insurance Co., facher,”
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CORTELYOU, Geo. B., President, Con-
solidated Gas Co.,

DAVIS, Jokn W., Tormer
Presidential Candidare,
DAWES, Charles G., Former Republican

Vice-President, United Stares.

ELY, Jos. B. Democratic Governor
Massachusetts,

FORD. Henry, Automobile Manufacturer.

GLASS, Carter, Democratic Senator from
Virginia,

GIFFORD. W. 3., President,
Telephone & Telegraph Co,,
GRACE, E. G. President, Bethlehem Steel

Corporation,

HARRIMAN, H. I, Chairman U, 5. Cham-
ber of Commerce,

HUGHES, Charles Evaps.
U, S. Supreme Court, i

FTARBORD, Gen. James G., Chairman,
Radic Corp. of America,

JORDAN, Dr. Virgil P., President, Nation-
al Industrial Conference Board,

KEMMERER, Prof. E. W., International
Monetary Expert,

LINDBERGH, Col. Charles A., Famous
American Aviatof,

MORGAN, 1. P, Great Republican In-
dustrial Banker, given clean bill of health
in Democratic Banking Investigation,

MELLOWN, Andrew, MNoted Financier, re-
duced U.S, Nadonal Debt from 26 to
16 billion while Republican Secretary of
U. 5. Treasury,

RITCHIE, Albert C., Governor of Mary-
land, former Democratic Candidate for
Presidency,

RAND, J. H., Jr., President, Remiongton-
Rand,

SMITH, Alfred E., Former Democratic
Candidate for President,

SPRAGUE, O. M. W., Professor. Inter-
narional Monetary System Expert,

SLOAN, A. P., Ir., President,
Motors Corp.,

SCHWAB, Chariles M., Steelmaster,

TAYLOR, M. C,, Chairman, U. § Steel
Corp.,

TEAGLE, W. C., President, Standard Oil
of N. T,

VANDERLIP, Frank A., Financier,

Democratic

of

Amegican

Chief Tustice,

General

YOUNG, Owen D., Chairman, General
Electric Co.,
WITLARD, Daniel. President. Baltimore

& Ohio Railread,
WADSWORTH. James W. Independent
Republican Congressman,
WILLIAMSON, F. E,
York Central System.

MNew

President,

COHEN, Benjamin, Stock Exchange Regu-
lation Bill Co-Author,
EZEKIEL, Dr. Mordecai, AAA,
Regimentation Co-Author,”
FILENE, E. A., "Unofficial Advisor,”
FRANKFURTER, Felix, "Unofficial Ad-
visor,” called “Karl Mamx Professor.”
FEIS, Hetbert, “the brains of the State
Depr.,”
FECHNER, Robert, Forest Army Head,
FRANK, Jerome, AAA General Counsel,
GOLDENWEISER, Dr. Emanuel, Federal
Reserve Research Director,
HILLMAN, Sidney, Labor Advisory Board,
Armal. Clothing Warkers’ Union Radical.
HUNT, Henry, RFC, Ex-Socialist Mavyer,
KIRSTEIN, Louis R., RFC Adviscr,
KOHN, Robert, PWA Special Advisor,
LUBIN, Isader, Labor Statstics: Director,
LILIENTHAL, David R., TVA Counsel,
LANDAU. L. N.. PWA General Solicitor,
LANDIS, Prof. James M., FTC, Co-author
Regulation Bill and Securities Act,
MORGENTHAU, Henry, Sr., “Unofficial
Advisor,” '

“Farm

MARGOLD, Nathan R., Interior Dept.
Solicitor,
MOLEY, Raymond, Pref, "Unotficial

Favorite Advisor,” Co-auther Regulation
Biil,

ROSENMAN, Samuel, '"Unofficial Ad-
visor," alleged creator of the "Brain
Trust,”

RICHBERG, Donald NRA Labor Counsel,
SACHS, A., NRA Bconomic Advisor,
SCHNEIDERMAN, Rose, Labor Advisory
Board, noted New York Radical,
SWOPE, Gerard, "Unofficial Advisar,”
SOBELOET, Simon E. District Attorney
General,
TAUSSIG, Prof. Albert E., NRA,
TUGWELL, Rex (., Asst. Secy. Agri-
culture, holds up Russian System as ex-
ample for America.
UNTERMYER, Samuel,
Nemesis,
WARBURG, James P,
visor,”
WOLLMAN, Prof. Leo, Labor Radical,
Neutral Member Laber Suike Board,

Stock Exchange

“Unofficial Ad-

WYZANSKI, €. E., Labor Department
Solicitor.
(Many other consuitants omitted for

lack of space, including—in addition to
Cabinet Counsellors Wallace, Morgenthau,
Jr.. Perkins, Farley, Ickes—"Advisars”
Gov. Lehman, Basil Manley, Texas Banker
Jesse Jones, H. J. Llasky, Gen. Johnson.

In all National crises. Washingron, Lincoln and other great Presidents of the
Republic enlisted America’s distinguished practical patriots against enemies at home and

ahroad.

Why does the Roosevelt New Deal contrel discredit and deprive America of
representative wisdom in its hour of supreme politico-economic distress?
Political Baokrupt Leadership is the Paoison of the Peaple!

Wfﬂ% g&w—f-m%fo—r -
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The editorial reprinted below was received by Edmondson about April 10,
1934, It was re-published.

U. S JEWISH F. DR BRAINTRUST

(As listed in reprint below from the Brooklyn Jewish Examiner of
October 20, 1933, Editor, Rabbi Gross)

PERHAPS the most pointed contrast between the lot of the Jews in
Germany and the position of their co-religionists in the United States is af-
forded by comparing the Hitlerite goverament's policy of deliberately and
ruthlessly eliminating from every phase of Germany's economic, industrial and
cultursl life thase Jewish men and women of wlent who have labored to make
Germany grest and respected, with that of the ROOSEVELT ADMINISTRA-
TION WHICH HAS SELECTED MORE JEWS TO FILL INFLUENTIAL
POSITIONS THAN ANY PREVIOUS ADMINISTRATION IN AMERI-

CAN HISTORY.

In dealing with those Jews actively pasticipating in framing and carrying
out the New Deal legislation it will be simpler to scparate them into three
groups: those who were prominently identified with Roosevelt's fortunes before
e became President: the members of the "brain trust;” and those who by sheer
merit have found themsclves drafted into the growing army of men and women
helping the Roosevelt administration, in official or unofficial capacities, to
instill new strength into the nation’s economic life by means of the national
recovery program. '

Attention was first drawn to Roosevelt's close association with Jews long
before he became President. During Mr. Roosevelt’s first gubernatorial cam-
paign in New York in 1928 he became acquainted with Samuel Rosenman,
then 2 member of the State Bill Drafting Commission. Impressed with Rosen-
man’s ability in gathering campaign material, Mr. Roosevelt appointed Rosen-
man his personal counsel. It was (n the course of those relationships that Mr.
Roosevelt came to appreciate Rosenman’s judgment and he soon charged him
with a multiplicity of confidential and responsible tasks. When Roosevelt
elevated Rosenman to the Supreme Court he admitted he was “cutting off my
right arm,” That this was nct idte flattery is evidenced by the fact that Judge
Rosenman owns 2 photograph of Assistant Secretary of State Raymond Moley,
which is inscribed “To Sam Rosenman, founder and head of the Brain Trust.”
The inscription aptly summarized Rosenman’s service to Roosevelt because the
now famous “hrain trust’ came into being during Roosevelt's years as governor.
Even now Judge Rosenman is frequently called to Washingron to consult with

the President.

Rosenman was not the only Jewish advisor of Mr. Roosevelt while he was
in Albany. Henry Morgenthau, Jr., who served as State Conservation Com-
missioner, was constantly called in by Governor Roosevelt for advice and help,
and during the Presidential campaign Morgenthau did a great deal in mapping
out the Rooseveltian appeal to the farmers and in drafting the Democratic
party's agricultural plank. After March 4 President Roosevelt turned to Morgen-
thau as the logical candidate for the chairmanship of the Federal Farm Board,
o position which clothes him with great authority under the recovery program.
Mr, Morgenthau is also the generalissimo of the co-ordinated farm relief forces
and a member of the Roosevelt “super-cabinet.”

Another pre-election zssociate of Mr. Roosevelt was Jesse 1. Straus, now
ambassador to France. It was Mr. Straus who led the way in organizing the
business men of the country behind Roosevelt's candidacy for the Presidency.
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BARUCH 'UNOFFICIAL PRESIDENT’

One of the key Roosevelt advisors is Bernard M. Baruch, a power in the
Wilson administration, who first came inte the picture as an early Roosevelt
supporter in the pre-convention days. It was Mr. Baruch who recommended
the appointment of his former associates on the War Industries Board, General
Hugh Johnson and George N. Peek, as administrators of the National Recovery
Act and the Farm Relief Acu, respectively, When former Assistant Secretary of
Srate Moley went to London to keep an eye on the World Economic Con-
ference President Roosevelt cailled Mg, Baruch into his administration as an
advisor without portfolio. In assuming this position in the absence of Secretary
of State Hull and the President from Washington, Mr. Baruch was regarded
as the “unofficial President.”

The second group of Jewish "New Dealers” is comprised of those who are
members of the so-called “brain-trast,” the body of youthful and liberal econ-
omists, technicians and professors upon whose \.\pert counsel and experience
the President has leaned heavily and drawn freely in framing the recovery
projects. The Jewish members of this loosely-knit ' kitchen cabinet” are ]1mes
Paul Warburg, Herbert Feis, Charles W. Taussig, Emanuel Goldenweiser,
Mordecai Ezekiel, Pelix Frankfurter, Nathan Margold, Charles E. Wyzanski, Jr.,
and Henry Moroenthah Jr. Of the latter we have already spoken.

Professor Frankfurter, who has declined a number of important positicns
in the Roosevelt admlmst ation, has nevertheless had his recommendations
accepted in filling neacly half a dozen of the most important legal posts in
the government and continues to function s one of the President’s most
trustworthy advisors and a link between the liberalism of the Brandeis-La
Follette cra and the new Roosevelt liberalism. Two of his proteges are members
of the "brain trust,” Nathan Margold, solicitor for the Department of the
Interior, and Chatles Wryzanski, Jr., solicitor to the Department of Labar.

‘The remaining three members of the “brain trust” are veterans in the
government service whose records of achievement led President Roosevelt to
include them in his personal entcurage. The best known of this trio is Dr.
Emanuel Goldenweiser, whose official title is director of the division of re-
search and swahistics of the.Federal Reserve System.,

Dr. Mosdecai Ezekiel's highly specialized talents in various technical
pnases of agricujture have made hLm an invaluable member of the Rooseveltian
mner circles which lock fo him for guidance in the deve[opmem of pracnml
methods of economic restabilization of farming, 2 major problem in the
recovery program. Dr, Herbert Fels, referred to as “'the brains of the State
Department by the W aahmgton OEWSPAper C01ps, is the dlpiomatlc gxpert of
the “brain trust,

The last group of Jews holding important positions under the Roosevelt
administration is the largest and includes a number of well-known figures as
well as some who are newcemers on the nadonal scene. 1n the latter category
are Robert Straus, personal assisant to General Johnson; Llovyd H. Landau, a
St. Louss disciple of Professor Frankfurter, who is the genesal solicitor of the
Public Works Board; Dr. Maurice Karp, dean of the Jewish School of Social
Work, to whom has been assigned the task of training the personnel nceded
to carry out the National Recovery Act; Dr. Alexander Sachs, chief of General
]ohnson s research division and the man to whom the recovery administration
turns for facts on the various codes; Robert Koha, former president of the
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American Institute of Architects, who is special adwisor to the Cabinet Advisory
Board of the Public Works Administration and in complete charge of plans and
projects submitted for loans under the Public Works Act; Isador Lubin, former
professor at the Brookings Institute in Washington, who heads the vitally
important Bureau of Labor Statistics in the Department of Labor; David E.
Lilienthal, former member of the Wisconsin Public Service Commlsnon who
is a member of and counsel to the Tennessee Valley Authority for the develop-
ment of the Muscle Shoals program; Jerome Frank, counsel for the administra-
tion of the agncultural relief bill, and Celeste jedel, chief archivist of the
American delegation to the World Economic Conference,

More prominent Jewish personalities are to be found on the various
Industrial Recovery Boards. Sidney Hillman, president of the Amalgamaced
Clothing Workers" Union, and a veteran trade unionist and labor economist;
‘Rose Schneiderman, founder and president of the Women's Trade Union
League, and Dr Leo Wolman, professor of economics at Columbia University,
are members of the Labor Advisory Board, of which Dr. Wolman is chairman.
Leouis Kirstein, Boston merchant and philanthropist, and Gerard Swope, presi-
dent of the General Electric Company, sit on the Industrial Advisory Board.

{COPIES 1¢ EACH at Edmondson Economic Service, 80 Washington So, N, Y. City.
DELIVERED POSTPAID by Sealed Mail, 3 copies for 6c; 6 for 12¢; 10 for 20¢; 15 for
30c. Above 15 copies 1o 100, Ic each plus 15¢ prepaid express, 500 for $5.50, express
prepaid. Payable in “small” stamps, coins, doller bills, checks or money orders.)

AMERICANISM DEFINED

Invited by "The Booster Club” of New York City about the middle of
April to deliver before it an address on "Americanism,” Editor Edmondson
under date of April 24, 1934, spoke in part as foilows:

"It is custornary for speakers and writers to get auditors or readers into a
good humor to make them receptive or to "put something over,” but T have no
ax to grind except an American Tomahawk, which is kept razor-edge in these
perilous days. Good humor has no place in ‘the grim job ahead of us. 1 would
like to make all pro-Americans fighting- mad—and they will be once they
realize individually that sinister minority interests, seeking to control, have
brought them face to face with politico-economic death.

"As this address is on "Americanism’ it is apropos to outline my concep-
tion thereof. T am for Americanism under the Coanstitution; for representative
Government without selfish minority dictation; for Individual Liberty without
license; for Equality of Opportunity, withour predatory practices. Bemg pro-
American, I am anti-Fascist, Anti-Communist and Anti-Socialist because they
undermice Americanism,

" "We ain't seen nothin’ vet” {to use the words of Gen. Hugh Johnson) if
the Roosevelt trend 1o the "Left” can’t be stopped soon.

“Americans want no Communism! They need no Fascism! They desire nu
class warfare! They demand honest representative American government, ad-
ministered by honorable Americans acting as their servants, pubhc officials who
will not be led astray by wresponsible, corrupt and seifish minorities. If we do

not fight now, there may be nothing left to fight with or for.”

That speech was broadcast throughout the Nation,
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MIS-REPRESENTATIVE MINORITY GOVERNMENT
(Edmondson Bulletin dated April 23, 1934)

To Mr. David A. Brown, President-Publisher, The American Hebrew, 212
Fifth Avenue, City:

Sir: Replying to yours of April 17: You say—as if such things werc
sacrilege: "On the face of it, these two documents ('Bankrupt Leadership’ and
“The Deadly Parallel’ issued by Edmondson Service) are an attack on the
Roosevelt Administration * * * The Nazi Jew-baiting, Jew-hating groups in
this country evidently see in this, definitely anti-Semitic propaganda furnished
by one who purports to be an editor, an investment-economtst, and designates
himself to be absolutely independent * * * Just a casual analysis of these
two lists proves beyond any question of doubt that whoever got them up
deliberately and maliciously attempted to mislead the public, and to create the
impression that Jews are in the majority of those whom you label: ‘Bankrupt
Leadership,” thereby attempting to poison the minds of the public * #* * The
circalar * * * is an offensive attack upon the Administration and implies that
the government is in control of those who would set up a communistic form of

vernment, the main purpese of which is to attack the Stock Exchange bili
® # * Aside from the fact that you have been guilty of a dis-service to the
Roosevelt Administration, and, by innuendo, been guilty of a rank injustice to
the Jews of this country, you have played into the hands of the Nazi and have
made the very worst use of a service which is supposed to be an 'interpretation
of events in finance-business-investment-speculation’ * * * We should be in-
terested in knowing if you deliberately and with malice aforethought, sent out
these destructive pieces of propaganda; and if it is with your approval that the
Nazis in Amertca are making use of this propaganda in their own interest.”

First: This writer is pro-American, under the Constitution; for represent-
ative government, withour selfish minority dictation; for individual liberty,
without license; for equality of opportunity, with profit-reward; for capitalistic
cconomic freedom, minus predatory practices.

Being pro-American, this writer is anti-Fascist, anti-Communist and anti-
Socialist, because these forces have been obviously subverting Americanism ; and
having threatened to destroy the very foundations of American Liberty, such
minority elements face the righteous wrath of an ountraged people.

Neither the writer nor his organization has been anti-Jewish, anti-Nazi,
anti-Russian, anti-Irish or anti-German—and will not be so ualess such minority
elements speak or act anti- America. We want Americanism for the U. S.

Second, specifically replying: "Bankrupt Leadership” and “The Deadly
Paraliel” were written by this writer. They were intended as an “attack on the
Roosevelt Administration.” If that be treason to America, the majority and not
a minority will "make the most of it."” Minorities in this country seem unable to
realize that Americans regard their officials as servants, not masters; holding
deserved criticism of public policies a duty as well as a Constitutional right, In
their minds, no aura of omnipotence hangs over Washington.

Third: If a pro-American veteran investment-economist, with an unim-
peachable 30-year record of impartial service, cannot, from an independent
American standpoint, analyze politico-economic developments for his clientele
without being branded a “Jew-baiter” by an apparently representative source
like yourself, then free speech, as well as representative governmnt, has been
prostituted to zero, and the present 50 per cent “free” press will continue its
commercialized funeral march,
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Fourth: Certainly, with the gigantic job of American reconstruction de-
manding its exclusive attention, Americanism, forced to fight for seif-preser-
vation against irresponsible and selfish minorities actively conspiring for its
downfall manifestly cannot jeopardize its existence by dulling the edge of its
defensive weapons out of consideration for quarreling bystanders.

Are you blind to the growing procession in the American daily press of
prominent American men and women caustically denouncing the Roosevelt
New Deal as socialistic, communistic, and un-American? Do you know that this
writer editorially supported Mr. Roosevelt 100 per cent in the public press and
privately until the President called for criticism last Fall?

Do you realize that instantaneous demand for reprinting and re-circulation
by the tens of thousands, of “Bankrupt Leadership” and “The Deadly Parallel,”
with coast to coast patsiotic commendation and no discordant recorded note
except your own, obviously means that militant Americanism still lives.

Apparently some of the oppressed people who hopefully came to American
shores during the last half-century, made welcome by American freedom,
talerance and generosity, have not yet contacted the militant Spirit of Amesica—
or they might prefer to play with explosives rather than with the dynamic
patrictic forces now surging toward concert pitch throughout the nation on
account of subversive minority activities.

You further say: “"The Deadly. Parallel,” whether so intended or not, gives
color to the claim of the Nazi anti-Semitic group in this countsy that the
President is surrounded by Jews and that the New Deal is supposedly 2 Jew
Deal.” * * # '

By the last phrase of your sentence above—you round out, clarify and bring
this whole matter to an issue, in view of the following:

When pro-Americans have continually and offensively thrust upon their
consciousaess the unfair over-representation of Jews in the national “braintrust”
advisory council; see the great number of Jewish names in Washington ad-
ministrative bureaus; and read in the Brooklyn Jewish Examiner of Oct. 20,
1933, a boastful reference to Bernard M, Baruch as “Unofficial President,”
and to Herbert Feis as '"the brains of the State Department,” is it surprising
that the average citizen begins to ‘ask if tke five million Jewish minority is
dominant in the national persorlal government, with 120,000,000 other peopie
“forgotten;’ and also, whether their “Moses” has not futilely led the nation
long enough in a barren wilderness of trial and error.

As an illuminating geographical example of apparent “minority control,”
the so-called Roosevelt “brain-truse” personnel seems to Jargely over-represent
New York, in comparison with the West and South, according to press, directory
and other listings giving the following prominently-mentioned official and
unofficial “advisors’” as being from that State:

Bernard M. Baruch, Prof. Adolf A. Berle, Jr, Judge Benj. Nathan
Cardozo, Nathan M. Margoid, Jerome Frank, Jesse I. Straus, Sidney Hillman,
Robert Kohn, Isador Lubin, Henry Morgenthau, St. and Jr., Prof. Raymond
Moley, Prosecutor Ferdinand Pecora, Samuel Rosenman, Alex. Sachs, Rose
Schneiderman, Prof. Rex G. Tugwell, Samuel Untermyer, Prof. Leo Wolman,
Prof. G. F. Warren, Gov. Herbert Lehman, Robert Straus, Frances Perkins,
Benj. Cohen, Gerard Swope and others less prominent. Conspicuous Mass-
achusetts “'braintrusters” listed include Prof. James M. Landis, Edward A.
['ilene, Prof, Felix Frankfurter and Prof. Frank W. Taussig.
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Now, as a practical demonstration of a Fair Deal, contrasted with a Raw
Deal, since you yourself have crystallized the issue to a focus, I am laying this
communication before the same clientele who received "Bankrupt Leadership”
and "The Deadly Parallel” so that the recard may be complete, for their in-
formation, consideration and verdict—with the following answer to your
closingg query, which characteristically puts race above country: Obviously,

etty malice has no place in a life and death struggle to save American Con-

stitutional Liberty.

“A CLEAN BILL OF HEALTH

In the mterest of continuity, documentary data in connection with "Opera-
tion David A. Brown” is submitted below out of chronological order:

On May 8, 1934, I received another letter from Mr. Brown saying in part:
"1t is the opinion of myself and my associates that your writings would bear
investigation, and we are sending literature to the Department of Justice, so
that they may scrutinize it in detail.”

Upon which Editor Edmondson in response, publicly commented: "That
ts O.K. 1f the time shall come when an American patriot is jailed for preaching
Americanism, then he would rather be inside than out among 'free’ slaves.”

Inspectors of the Department of Justice called later and finding that the
Editor was excrcising his Constitutional rights of Free Speech, did not in any
way censure his activities,

Under date of May 10, 1934, an additional letter was received from Mr.
Brown, reading in part: : :

« "You may be interested in knowing that T have a complete file on you. This
file tells in substance your newspaper and f{inancial history, and not only
GIVES YOU A CLEAN BILL OF HEALTH, but shows that there is nothing
in your previous history to match the poisonous documents (on Jewish anti-
Americantsm) that you have sent out.”

EDMONDSON-BROWN CONFERENCE

In the latter half of May Mr. Brown telephoned Edmondson asking if
he was agreeable to a conference. A conference was arranged for May 24, 1934,
at Horn’s Restaurant in lower N. Y. City; Brown being accompanied by
the American Hebrew's Managing Editor, and Edmendson by John T. Mills,
bereinbefore mentioned. A shorthand memorandum made by Edmondson at the
time contains the following:

Mr. Brown said: "The Jew is a capitalist. Why would he support
Communism?"’

“If the long distance objective of the Jews, as 'Chosen People,” is ulti-
mate world control, he would use Communism as a means to an end,” was
the answer.

"Pooh! Pooh!" ejaculated Mr. Brown. He denied that there was *a
Jewish minority;” but was stumped when Mr. Edmondson pointed out thal
Jews wouldn't "melt;” he having just spoken of “Jewish solidarity.”

"1 have lived in all parts of this country,” remarked Mr. E. Interrupting,
Mr. Brown said: "I know it—and your record is as clean as a hound's tooth.”
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Mr. E. went on to say thar the tide was rising against Roosevelt Leadership
and the hidden Jewish Radical element.

“"Pach! Poch!" was again the non-answer.

The Brooklyn Jewish Examiner editorial of Oct. 20, 1933, was then
produced—and Mr. Brown exploded. It was like 2 red rag to 2 bull. He said
the paper was going to be “wiped our’—inferentially by the Jews them-
selves. He added "It was all wrong!”

“What do you want us Jews to do—get out of Washington?”

“IT WOULD BE A GOOD THING!" I remarked. But he waved that
aside and commented that “after all, the heads of the government is the place
to hit.”

“That's why I've been atacking and centering on Roosevelt Bankrupt
Leadership,” was the reply.

Mr. Brown admitted: “Roosevelt is responsible; the government will stand
or fall with him.” :

He then strongly advised me not to "get tangled up with the Nazis, who
are using your publications.”

"1f I get out hot stuff and they use it, how can I help 127, T asked.

Finally, Mt. Brown solemnly wamed: "WE ARE GOING TO BRING
A WAR ON GERMANY!

Wogfld War Two on Germany started five years later in 1939,

THE REAL 1SSUE
(Edmondson Broadcast Bulletin of May 11, 1934)

The following correspondence is published as a clarification.

Letter of May 6, 1934, from Louis A. Freedman, 33 Riverside Drive,
N. Y. City to Robert Edward Edmondson: i

"The implications of anti-Semitism in your correspondence with Mr. David
A. Brown and the open summons in the pamphlet mentioned to a campaign
against the Jews, show that you are beginning to inject an issue which is m
flat contradiction to your professed Americanism. You insist, properly, that
our Constitution be respected by the government, and yet you are calling on
everybody to violate one of its most important protective clauses as regards
human nghts—thac forbidding race discrimination.

“Into che American melting-pot have been thrown many races, who have
all been equally welcomed, and to whom the same rights and opportunities have
been accorded. Members of every-race have abused these privileges. The Irish
have played a most unsavory role in corruption in municipal and’state politics,
but shall a pogrom be launched to exterminate the Irish because so many who
have attained office have been criminal grafters? Bootleggers, forgers and
goritlas have come plentifully from among the Italians, Are the millions of
Italian citizens to be dumped into the ocean? Shall we sweep the country clean
of them all, good, bad and indifferent?

“Killing off 5,000,000 Jews because several dozen of them are in Washing-
ton in key positions, where, incidentally, they have been placed by the elected
representatives of the American people, may seem to those who are inspired by
the ‘noble’ German experiment, to be an expeditious way of getting rid of all
America’s troubles; but let these apostles of a new kind of New Deal not call
this an act of pro-Americanism. Why, however, stop them? If wholesale
massacre is the way to restore the American Constitution and give us back the
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country of George Washington, Thomas Jefferson and Abraham Lincoln, let
such American ‘patriots’ revive the Ku-Kiux Kian in all its pristine glory, ride
through the countryside in white sheets and kill and burn Negroes, Catholics,
nen-Aryans and any and all races, tribes, creaturcs which pollute this pure soil!

“Sa, at bottam, your campaiga would seem to be merely an American
mask to hide a hideous anti-Semitic face, and this caliing of Americans to
awake an echo of Hitler's call to Germany to Nazify itself,

“If, however, you are a real American of the truc and best American rradi-
tion, you will not convert your campaign into one of preaching race-hatred,
and incidentally raking up old lies, which you know are lies, only for the sake
of making the mob-hatred even more venomous. To be true to the Americanism
you profess, make it a clean fight against the government actopus that s
sucking up our liberties and our Constitutional rights; but if veu deprade it
to & fight against the Jews, it is you who will appear as the emissary of the
true enemy-—Germany.”

NOT A HATE CRUSADE

Reply therete by Edmondson as below, under date of May 11, 1934;

My campaign is for Americanism, and not against minorities who put
country above race or association, whoever they may be. It so happens thaz, in
my opinion—which obviously agrees with vour own—there is a Jewish minority
in key positions at Washington. _

My American politico-economic philosophy comprises no fusile race-
hatred or antt-Jew persecutions. This writer has raked Op no lies, old or new.
He has merely dramatized the record.

My signed articles are based on records such as that of the Brookiyn
Jewish Examiner article of October 20, 1933—now supplemented by your own
admission that there are fews in “"Washington key positions,” who, with others,
must therefore form your “goverament octopus that is sucking up our liberties.”
Why befog the issue by pointing out the political "octopus,” and then refusing
to admit or expose its Jewish minority makeup?

You properly point cut that Washington key position Jews were “placed
by elected represeatatives of the people”—Roosevelt Leadership. My criticisms
have been unceasingly aimed at such leadership to hold it to strict account.

The writer 1s earnestly directing whatever ability he may possess to pre-
vent, not promote, the reported violence you fear. He sincerely believes that if
the United States Jewish minority will do its American duty it will achieve its
own salvation by putting country first.

Guided by many years’ experience in the independent journalistic field, this
writer is convinced that America’s First Line of Defence—the Constitutionally
guaranteed free press—is being subverted politically through legislative, ad-
ministrative and propaganda acts made possible by Washington minority over-
representation, supplemented by economic reprisals through advertising chan-
nels. Such an outrageous condition prevents the American majority from learning
the truth about policies undermining American jastitutions,

Arguing that other minorities have abused American privileges, you say:
‘Into the American melting-pot have been thrown many races,” including the
Jews. But the record, as I read it, is that the Jews do not "melt;" and they seem
unable as a class to think, during crises, in terms of America First, but only
in terms of “iaternational race consciousness,”
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In defence of Americanism, this writer would take exactly the same
position as herein outlined, were the present Jewish influence exercised by the
German group minority, the Irish minority, the Russian minority or any racial,
religious or other minority group in the United States. Any minority element
seeking to rule the American majority will fail. There 15 no clause in the
Coasticution “forbidding race discrimination,” except as to the ballot.

YOUR concern is for the 5,000,000 Jews in the United States—MINE s
for 125,000,000 citizens, including the Jewish minoricy. Which is TRUE

Americanism? .
Koo boor VS woarn S E trressisfo

Below is a signed Edmondson publication of July 4, 1934
FRANKFURTER—THE SPEARHEAD OF THE "BRAINTRUST”

The soaring ambition of Prof Felix Frankfurter of Harvard University
is evidently responsible for the persistent report that he is to be appointed to
the U. S. Supreme Court—which would then, with three Jewish Justices, be
33-1/3% Jewish, whereas the entire United States Jewish minority is but 4%
of the total population.

Does the record of this alien-born radical qualify him?

Born in Vienna, Austria, in 1882; admitted to the American Bar in 1905;
made Assistant to Secretary of War Baker; appointed Counsel tc President
Wilson's Mooney Mediation Commission: nominated in 1932 for the Mas-
sachusetts Supreme Court but defeated by 500,000 protesting petitioners—
Frankfurter has never been elected to any important political office, gaining
access to inner Government circles by appointive influence.

Listed by the Industrial Defence Assn. of Boston as having been associated
with seven subversive organizations, for more than thirty years devoting his
talents largely to defending notorious Radicals and Communists, the "Red”
murderers Sacco and Vanzetti and a criminal organization like the I W, W.—
has not Frankfurter. by such environment, acquired a “cultural background”
diametrically opposed to the traditions of the American Judiciary?

He is named as a merber of the National Committee of the American
Civil Liberties Unjon, which is graphically described thus in House of Repre-
sentatives Record Report 2290 of Japuary 17, 1931:

“The American Civil Liberties Union is closely affiliated with the Com-
munist movement in the U.S., and fully ninety per cent of its efforts are on
behalf of Communists who have come in conflict with the law * * * It is quite
apparent that the main function of the ACLU 1s to attempt to protect Com-
mumnists in their advocacy of force and violence to overthrow the United States
Government.”

President Wilson appointed a “Mediation Commission” to bring about the
release of Communist “Tom Meoney,” who was sentenced to imprisonment in
California for bombing a 1916 Preparedness Day parade, killing 10 and in-
juring 50 persons. Frankfurter was appointed Counsel of the Commission, and
tried to enlist the influence of former President Theodore Roosevelt to aid
Mooney. The ex-president scathingly rebuked Frankfurter in a lecter of Dec.
19, 1917, as follows:

“Thank you for your frank letter. I answer it at length because you have
taken and are taking ¥ * * an attitude which seems to me to be fundamentally
that of Trotsky and the other Bolsheviki leaders in Russia; an attitude which
may be fraught with mischief to this country * * *
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