
“You are a den of vipers and thieves.” 

   ~

"The weight of impressions on the public must be balanced so people will have doubts and lack 
motivation to take action.”
Handbook of Public Relations and Communications, by Phil Lesly. 

When conducting in-depth research, it is actually quite important to find the actual 
sources for oneself, if possible. 

There are a plethora of conspiracy theory websites out there, most of which I believe are 
designed as a "trap" for any novice (or not so novice) researcher. The existence of such 
sites replicating back and forth between each other at a mad rate is meant to give the 
illusion of "lots of people say it so it must be true". Kind of kindergarten psychology in 
my mind - but it does work too often on quite a few people to dismiss it as a phenomena. 

The fact that real people start using the information taken from these types of sites, makes 
things easier for the pseudo-skeptics to shoot down anyone who starts to question such 
touchy areas as mind-control. For example, if you find a quote that matches what you 
know to be the truth in some area, the tendency is to use it so you don't have to suffer the 
discomfort of digging through all their layers of crap! 

But if you just go ahead and use it, and it's from one of "those" sites you are now a 
"sitting duck" for attacks on your credibility. That's all just PR maneuvering anyway, the 
real loss is that you have the data wrong. As a result, if you are a serious researcher, you 
just cut yourself off from MUCH better information nine times out of ten. 

It has been my experience, that if I see a number of sites all quoting the same thing, such 
as "You are a den of vipers and thieves."  - and I can not easily find any record of it 
anywhere OTHER THAN pages of results of other sites all parroting it back and forth? I 
know two things:

1. It's planted data. Just enough truth to hook people and have them "stop there", and 
should they try to use this planted data in arguments or debates, it can be easily 
shot down. 

2. The real truth is going to be much better and much more indefensible by those 
who engage in such charlatan behaviour as planting data on multiple websites in 
the first place! In other words, I get real interested, like a treasure hunt!



I’ll show you what I mean. Let’s take this quote up, as an example:

"You are a den of vipers and thieves."

The above is a quote that multiple websites allege to be said by President Andrew 
Jackson as referring to the bankers of the Second Bank. There are several variations with 
more or less surrounding it, but that's the basic quote. The other interesting thing, is that 
this quote is found primarily on websites that make a pretense of “exposing” the world, or 
international bankers. 

This quote, altered to “You Jews are a den of vipers and thieves” is in a booklet by 
Reverend Charles E. Coughlin (The "Radio Priest") called "Money Questions and 
Answers".

ANDREW JACKSON, 1767-1845: "You Jews are a den of vipers and thieves. I have 
determined to rout you out, and by the Eternal God, I will rout you out." (Quoted by 
Charles E. Coughlin, "Money Questions and Answers" (Royal Oak, MI: The National 
Union for Social Justice, 1936) p.168)
http://famguardian.org/Subjects/Spirituality/Research/Mitche lQuotations/letter_r.htm

PBS's site sheds further light on the use of Coughlin's writings and speeches:

"In the years since, some extreme right-wing organizations have begun to grant Coughlin 
the status of an elder statesman. In the early '90s, one anti-black, anti-Semitic tabloid 
dedicated an entire edition to excerpts of the priest's writings and speeches. "
http://videoindex.pbs.org/browse/browse_results.asp?type=BE

As it turns out, the fact that I ran into site upon questionable site attributing the above 
quote to President Andrew Jackson, resulted in my discovering a whole new world of 
online documents. 

The United States Government archives. 

And as usual, the true information of this great man still stands out across history like a 
great beacon. Because of him, the ONLY time the U.S. has ever been out of debt to 
foreign and outside interests occurred. His speeches and addresses are a treasure trove of 
information - I highly recommend them. You won’t find in them any of the versions 
containing "You are a den of vipers and thieves.", however, what he DID say is much 
better.

I will get into what he did say, much more in-depth at a later time. But right now, I’d like 
to discuss a newer, (as of 2009), version of how this “quote from Jackson” came to be 
known. The following was not in the google results the last time I researched 2 years ago, 
but now it is, and it goes as follows:

http://videoindex.pbs.org/browse/browse_results.asp?type=BE
http://famguardian.org/Subjects/Spirituality/Research/MitchelQuotations/letter_r.htm


I too have been a close observer of the doings of the Bank of the United States. I have had men watching 
you for a long time, and am convinced that you have used the funds of the bank to speculate in the 
breadstuffs of the country. When you won, you divided the profits amongst you, and when you lost, you 
charged it to the Bank. You tell me that if I take the deposits from the Bank and annul its charter I shall ruin 
ten thousand families. That may be true, gentlemen, but that is your sin! Should I let you go on, you will 
ruin fifty thousand families, and that would be my sin! You are a den of vipers and thieves. I have 
determined to rout you out and, by the Eternal, (bringing his fist down on the table) I will rout you out. 

This is supposed to be from “the original minutes of the Philadelphia committee of 
citizens sent to meet with President Jackson, February 1834, according to Stan V. 
Henkels, Andrew Jackson and the Bank of the United States, 1928

As I said, this new source for the “den of vipers and thieves” only became prominent on 
the internet because of a person with the nom de plume of “Khirsch”, (which could be a 
real name also), who entered the following into Wikipedia, on 9 March 2009:

Source:   http://en.wikiquote.org/wiki/Talk:Andrew_Jackson#Den_of_Vipers

QUOTE:

Andrew Jackson and the Bank of the United States: An interesting bit of history 
concerning “Old Hickory” is very small booklet (only six pages of text) by Stan V. 
Henkels, privately printed in an edition of 310 books by his son, Stan V. Henkels, Jr. in 
1928. According to this book, around the year 1883, Henkels found the original minutes 
of the committee of Philadelphia citizens that was sent to Washington in 1834, signed by 
the members of the committee. A few years later, a reporter from the Evening Telegraph 
asked him if he had anything new and interesting. Henkels told him about this story and it 
was printed in the paper under the title “A Relic of St. Andrew”. After seeing the story in 
the newspaper, Caleb Cope, one of the members of the committee, came by to take a look 
at the paper. He said, “Stanislaus, I thought those minutes had been destroyed many, 
many years ago. Yes, that is my signature—and that is Comly's—and Struthers', and all 
the rest. My, but those were exciting times. Many others beside myself looked upon 
Andrew Jackson as a tyrant, but Stanislaus, I lived to see the day when I could bend my 
knee and say ‘God bless Andrew Jackson! It is to his great foresight and wisdom that we 
owe the admirable banking system that we have today.’”
The paper was sold at auction a few weeks after this incident. It was purchased by a son 
of the William Struthers who signed the minutes.
The report of the Philadelphia Committee—which does not contain Jackson's colorful 
language—can be read in Niles' Weekly Register  , Vol. XLVI, pp. 8-10, March 1, 1834  . 
An excerpt of the report can also be found—along with reports from the New York and 
Baltimore committees—in Gales and Seaton's   Register of Debates in Congress  , Vol. X,   
Part III, pp. 3074-5.

KHirsch 00:59, 9 March 2009 (UTC) 

END QUOTE

http://en.wikiquote.org/w/index.php?title=User:KHirsch&action=edit&redlink=1
http://memory.loc.gov/cgi-bin/ampage?collId=llrd&fileName=018/llrd018.db&recNum=147
http://memory.loc.gov/cgi-bin/ampage?collId=llrd&fileName=018/llrd018.db&recNum=147
http://www.archive.org/details/nilesnationalreg46nileuoft
http://en.wikiquote.org/wiki/Talk:Andrew_Jackson#Den_of_Vipers


Let’s look at some samplings from google of the kinds of sites carrying this newly 
entered version:

bushstole04.com/monetarysystem/fed_jackson.htm  - No Date, but it is an article 
entitled: Top 10 Americans for monetary reform: #3: President Andrew Jackson, which 
seems to start appearing in approximately September, 2009. For example, here:
http://www.examiner.com/x-18425-LA-County-Nonpartisan-Examiner~y2009m9d21-
Top-10-Americans-for-monetary-reform-3-President-Andrew-Jackson

www.zerohedge.com/article/cnbc-sale - September 26, 2009 - date of article – comment 
containing the above newly entered version of the Jackson quote is by:  dnarby 
on Sat, 11/14/2009 - 01:24 #130484

http://www.ianwelsh.net/hell-no-dems-wont-vote/    - December 5, 2009 – date of article

Going back in time now, interestingly enough, even a Time Magazine article from 1984, 
only carries the main “den of vipers and thieves” quote, but it too is yet another version. 
Note the “intend to rout you out” in the below Time Magazine quote, versus the newest 
version which is: “have determined to rout you out” (which is also the same as the Father 
Coughlin version)

Banking Takes a Beating, By William Blaylock; Christopher Redman; Adam Zagorin; Stephen Koepp, 
dated Monday December 3, 1984.

Wrote Thomas Jefferson in 1816: “I sincerely believe that banking establishments are more dangerous than 
standing armies.” Andrew Jackson, who never concealed his distrust of powerful moneymen, told a group 
of them, “You are a den of vipers and thieves. I intend to rout you out.”

So what the heck is Time magazine’s source for their version then?

Well, be that as it may, let’s take up this booklet, that is now being sourced on the net as 
where the “den of vipers and thieves” quote came from. Here’s the wikipedia sourcing on 
it again: 

Andrew Jackson and the Bank of the United States: An interesting bit of history concerning “Old 
Hickory” is very small booklet (only six pages of text) by Stan V. Henkels, privately printed in an edition 
of 310 books by his son, Stan V. Henkels, Jr. in 1928.

First, there is a real booklet of that title, a Dayton, Ohio library carries it:

Complete Item List
Andrew Jackson and the Bank of the United States : an interesting bit of history concerning "Old 
Hickory" by Henkels, S. V. (Stanislaus Vincent), 1854-1926
[Philadelphia] Priv. print. for Stan V. Henkels, junior [Gollifox press] 1928. 
  

http://www.ianwelsh.net/hell-no-dems-wont-vote/
http://www.zerohedge.com/article/cnbc-sale#comment-130484
http://www.zerohedge.com/article/cnbc-sale
http://www.examiner.com/x-18425-LA-County-Nonpartisan-Examiner~y2009m9d21-Top-10-Americans-for-monetary-reform-3-President-Andrew-Jackson
http://www.examiner.com/x-18425-LA-County-Nonpartisan-Examiner~y2009m9d21-Top-10-Americans-for-monetary-reform-3-President-Andrew-Jackson


Description: 14 l. illus. (port.) 22 cm.
No. of Requests: 0

LocationCollection Call No. Status Due Date
Main Library - Dayton Rare Book Collection 973.56 H513 Noncirculating

And an online rare book store carries it:

(JACKSON.). HENKELS, STAN V. Andrew Jackson and the Bank of the United States. An interesting 
bit of history concerning "Old Hickory". [Philadelphia]: Stan V. Henkels, Junior, 1928. 1st ed. 12mo. 
Woodblock print of Jackson. Orig. cloth backed boards, printed paper label. $85.00 
# 127 of an edition of 310 copies, on linen paper over 100 years old (when printed). 
http://www.msrarebooks.com/4DCGI/w_BookDetailS/11025
 
An interesting point here, please note the above where it says that these booklets, printed 
in 1928, were printed on linen paper that at that time, was 100 years old, which would 
put it’s age at approximately 1828.

It could be, that whoever chose this 100 year old paper was trying to make this booklet 
look like it actually came from the time period of President Jackson. Hence increasing 
it’s “authenticity” perhaps?

Personally, I am definitely suspicious of this booklet’s authenticity in what it allegedly 
says, but let’s see what else we can find.

Here’s a quick example of an internet website giving a different date for this this new 
source for the “den of vipers and thieves” quote:

"Gentlemen, I have had men watching you for a long time, and I am convinced
that you have used the funds of the bank to speculate in the breadstuffs of
the country. When you won, you divided the profits amongst you, and when
you lost, you charged it to the bank. You tell me that if I take the
deposits from the bank and annul its charter, I shall ruin ten thousand
families. That may be true, gentlemen, but that is your sin! Should I let
you go on, you will ruin fifty thousand families, and that would be my sin!
You are a den of vipers and thieves. I intend to rout you out, and by the
eternal God, I will rout you out."

Andrew Jackson
to a delegation of bankers – 1832
http://www.bakersfieldvoice.com/node/20710

Note that the above one says that Jackson said this in 1832, whereas the Wikipedia 
version has it as 1834.

To briefly sum so far, we now have two different dates of 1832, and 1834 for when 
Jackson supposedly said this, as well as Time Magazine, and Father Coughlin having 
different versions that the newly brought to view Henkels booklet has it as.

http://www.bakersfieldvoice.com/node/20710


Something is definitely up here with this quote.

I am going to stop there regarding this alleged Jackson quote for now, and pick it up 
again later. In order to show you what is really going on with that Jackson alleged quote, 
a lot of early American history is going to need to be gone into, and I’m thinking that 
probably needs it’s own article. Maybe I’ll change my mind on that but for now, I’d like 
to get into another example of  what lengths some will go to “put words in the mouth of” 
famous people. This  would then set up any of you earnest researchers out there for a 
“fall” from a helpful (sarcastically speaking) skeptic or debunker, “critical thinker”, or 
whatever they call themselves these days.

I’m going to take up the “Franklin Prophecy” speech that is attributed to Benjamin 
Franklin, which is a prime example of what I just said.

There are roughly two main divisions of websites (and books) out there that use the 
alleged speech of Benjamin Franklin against the Jews, which is also referred to as “The 
Franklin Prophecy” by some.

1. The Pro-Nazi sites, Conspiracy theory sites of various types that are already highly 
questionable in my mind based on my research

2. The anti-anti-semitism sites of which ADL, or Anti-Defamation League is one, which 
is also just as highly questionable to me.

Neither of these opponents and proponents actually seem to have taken the research much 
beyond first planting the data and it’s source, then the refutations of the planted data and 
it’s source, respectively, per categories 1 and 2 above.

The “Franklin Prophecy” speech is a particularly excellent example of BOTH categories 
of websites (or books) in play on a particular subject. NEITHER of which are 
trustworthy. 

In fact, I’d be willing to bet that both segments of this conflict were orchestrated by the 
same guiding hands. 

I will divide this into two sections.



SECTION ONE

Those who are primarily promoting this speech as being “true” – 

1. The Pro-Nazi sites, Conspiracy theory sites of various types that are already highly  
questionable in my mind based on my research .

Alright. Let’s take up the quote itself now.

BENJAMIN FRANKLIN, 1789: "There is a great danger in the United Sates of America. That great danger 
is the Jew. Gentlemen, in whichever land the Jews have settled, they have depressed the moral level and 
lowered the degree of commercial honesty. They have created a State within a State, and when they are 
opposed, they attempted to strangle the nation financially, as in the case of Portugal and Spain.

For more than 1700 years they have lamented their sorrowful fate, namely, that they were driven out of the 
mother-land; but gentlemen, if the civilized world today should give them back Palestine as their property, 
they would immediately find pressing reasons for not returning there. Why? Because they are vampires and 
cannot live on other vampires. They cannot live on themselves. They must live among Christians and 
others who do not belong to their race. If they are not excluded from the United States by the Constitution, 
within less than a hundred years they will stream into the country in such numbers that they will rule and 
destroy us, and change our form of government for which American's have shed their blood and sacrificed 
life, property, and personal freedom. If the Jews are not excluded, within 200 years our children will be 
working the fields to feed the Jews, while they remain in the Counting House gleefully rubbing their hands. 
I warn you, gentlemen, if you do not exclude the Jew forever, your children and your children's children 
will curse you in your grave.

Their ideas are not those of Americans. The leopard cannot change his spots. The Jews are a danger to this 
land, and if they are allowed to enter, they will imperil its institutions. They should be excluded by the 
Constitution!" BENJAMIN FRANKLIN, from the diary of Mr. Charles Cotesworth Pinckney of South 
Carolina (1746-1825, one of the framers of the Constitution of the United States) "Chit, Chat Around the 
Table During Intermission"

Here is another version:

"I fully agree with General Washington, that we must protect this young nation from an insidious influence 
and impenetration.The menace, gentlemen, is the Jews.

"In whatever country Jews have settled in any great number, they have lowered its moral tone; depreciated 
its commercialintegrity; have segregated themselves and have not been assimilated;have sneered at and 
tried to undermine the Christian religion upon which that nation is founded, by objecting to its 
restrictions;have built up a state within the state; and when opposed have tried to strangle that country to 
death financially, as in thecase of Spain and Portugal.

"For over 1,700 years, the Jews have been bewailing their sad fate in that they have been exiled from their 
homeland, as they call Palestine. But gentlemen, did the world give it to them in fee simple, they would at 
once find some reason for not returning. Why? Because they are vampires, and vampires do not live on 
vampires. They cannot live only among themselves. They must subsist on Christians and other people not 
of their race.



"If you do not exclude them from these United States,in their Constitution, in less than 200 years they will 
have swarmed here in such great numbers that they will dominate and devour the land and change our form 
of government, for which we Americans have shed our blood, given our lives our substance and 
jeopardized our liberty.

"If you do not exclude them, in less than 200 years our descendants will be working in the fields to furnish 
them substance, while they will be in the counting houses rubbing their hands. I warn you, gentlemen, if 
you do not exclude Jews for all time, your children will curse you in your graves.

"Jews, gentlemen, are Asiatics, let them be born where they will nor how many generations they are away 
from Asia, they will never be otherwise. Their ideas do not conform to an American's,and will not even 
thou they live among us ten generations. A leopard cannot change its spots. Jews are Asiatics, are a menace 
to this country if permitted entrance, and should be excluded by this Constitutional Convention."

Regarding the quotes in question of Ben Franklin, the first ones source is listed as:

"BENJAMIN FRANKLIN, from the diary of Mr. Charles Cotesworth Pinckney of South Carolina (1746-
1825, one of the framers of the Constitution of the United States) "Chit, Chat Around the Table During 
Intermission"
 

The second simply has:

-Benjamin Franklin, 1787, at The Constitutional Convention, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania

First question obvious to ask here is:

Who is Charles Cotesworth Pinckney?

The first thing that I didn't see pretty much anyone on most of the websites mentioning, is 
the fact that there are TWO of them.

From: http://constitutioncenter.org/ncc_edu_South_Carolina.aspx

1. Charles Pinckney (17571824)
The cousin of fellow South Carolinian Charles Cotesworth Pinckney, Pinckney was the son of a wealthy 
lawyer and planter. 
.....Meanwhile, Pinckney had begun a political career, serving in the Continental Congress from 1777 to 
1778 and later in the Confederation Congress. 

2. Charles Cotesworth Pinckney (17461825)
The eldest son and heir of a prominent planter, lawyer, and political figure and a remarkable mother, the 
agriculturalist Eliza Lucas Pinckney, Pinckney had every advantage educationally and financially. 
...... Like his cousin, Pinckney was a leader at the Constitutional Convention and a strong advocate for a 
powerful national government. 

http://constitutioncenter.org/ncc_edu_South_Carolina.aspx


BOTH were at the Constitutional (Federal) Convention.

To verify that, the following is a screenshot I took from a book entitled: Notes of Debates  
in the Federal Convention of 1787 Reported by James Madison, and as you can see, both 
Pinckney’s were indeed there. Also, elsewhere in the book, Charles Cotesworth Pinckney 
is often referred to as General Pinckney.

Even though the quote in question lists it's source as Charles Cotesworth Pinckney, the 
fact that noone who uses it (that I could find) mentioned that there were 2 Charles 
Pinckney's at that congress seemed odd to me. It occurred to me that it could be possible 
that someone referenced the wrong Pinckney, that kind of thing.

Next, the quote allegedly by Franklin I gave above is pretty representative of what both 
rough categories of sites keep quoting. Sometimes it gets mixed up with some alleged 
speech of George Washington, and sometimes more or less of it is quoted. But, here is a 
site that does a quite different intro to the quote, which there don't seem to be many other 
sites doing, as well as this will serve as an example of a site that just says “Charles 
Pinckney”. As you now know, that could be Pinckney 1, or Pinckney 2.

This site:
http://www.phoenixmaterials.org/pdf/J216.pdf

…has an article referencing the Pinckney-Franklin alleged speech. The article is by a 

http://www.phoenixmaterials.org/pdf/J216.pdf


"Calvin Burgin" from 1997, and in this article Calvin says about himself:

"Some will call me, this writer, anti-Semitic merely for quoting these famous persons, so I will point out 
that I am Semitic..."

Also in his article, he refers to the source as simply Charles Pinckney, which as you can 
see, could be Pinckney nbr 1 for all we know.

"Mr. Charles Pinckney, one of the framers of the Constitution, published a diary for private distribution 
among his friends under the title "Chit-Chat Around the Table During Intermission" in which he said of 
Benjamin Franklin:

"Dr. Benjamin Franklin, a venerable figure, weighed down by years and wisdom, leaned one hand on his 
staff, the other on the table and said, 'There is a greater menace to these United States of America....""

This particular attribution to Pinckney of describing Mr. Franklin, was a unique result. I 
mean by that, that not nearly as many sites had it THIS way.

Sort of odd, but also note the intro of "There is a greater menace.." Most of the hundreds 
of results use the word "danger" instead of "menace", whereas if you search the phrase in 
only that way, you only get 10 results. Perhaps this is a new version? 

Also key is that this site alleges the source as Charles Pinckney, one of the framers of the 
Constitution, and that he published a diary for private distribution amongst his friends – 
the wording on that, I think is very important here.

I think we better get into who THIS Charles Pinckney is.



 Charles Pinckney (#1)  1757-1824

Another picture – this one has him as Captain Charles Pinckney
http://loc.gov/pictures/resource/cph.3b02837/



Charles Pinckney died in obscurity, shunned by his relatives, and financially ruined. The 
financial ruin aspect of things, happened while he was away serving President Jefferson 
and his country, as Minister to Spain.

Personally, I think that perhaps animosity towards Charles for “turning” on his Federalist 
ancestors and then playing a major part in Jefferson’s election to the Presidency, may 
have resulted in influencing whoever was running his plantations while he was Minister 
to Spain, to run his assets “into the ground”. 

Rather than bad judgement in who he turned these assets to (as some claim), to me it 
strongly strikes me as retaliation of some kind, literally ruining him financially, and he 
died not many years later.

The obscurity of his grave, and other things also point to such a deep animosity.

A series of odd events occurred after Pinckney’s death, besides his obscure grave, the 
first of which was that the majority of Pinckney’s papers were destroyed in 1861 in a fire.

Next, his home at 14-16 Meeting St. in Charleston, was torn down during the first year of 
the Civil War apparently, thereby making it a nice deal in the following year of 1863, for 
George Walton Williams, who purchased this land for $40,000 in Confederate script!

Williams made his fortune getting rich running guns and such, during the Civil War. He 
had hedged on silver, effectively doubling his investment in 1865, and used the money to 
start the First National Bank of South Carolina. Williams later built a huge mansion over 
top of Pinckney’s house site in 1876, effectively “disappearing” yet another piece of 
Charles Pinckney’s life.

All of these factors combined, relegated Pinckney to obscurity for the better part of 150 
years, even though Pinckney’s draught of the Constitution forms the backbone of what 
we now know the Constitution today as!

Pinckney, was also a threat to the “aristocracy” of the young United States, with his 
insistance on rights for the people.

For example:



Quotes from: Forgotten founder: the life and times of Charles Pinckney
 By Marty D. Matthews 2004

Further information on the bill of rights:

A proposal by delegate Charles Pinckney to include several rights guarantees (including 
"liberty of the press" and a ban on quartering soldiers in private homes)  was submitted to 
the Committee on Detail on August 20, 1787, but the Committee did not adopt any of 
Pinckney's recommendations.  The matter came up before the Convention on September 
12, 1787 and, following a brief debate, proposals to include a Bill of Rights in the 
Constitution were rejected.

…In the ratification debate, Anti-Federalists opposed to the Constitution, complained that 
the new system threatened liberties, and suggested that if the delegates had truly cared 
about protecting individual rights, they would have included provisions that 
accomplished that.  With ratification in serious doubt, Federalists announced a 
willingness to take up the matter of  a series of amendments, to be called the Bill of 
Rights, soon after ratification and the First Congress  comes into session.  The concession 
was  undoubtedly  necessary to secure the Constitution's hard-fought ratification.  
Thomas Jefferson, who did not attend the Constitutional Convention, in a December 1787 
letter to Madison called the omission of a Bill of Rights a major mistake: "A bill of rights 
is what the people are entitled to against every government on earth."



…In the end, we owe opponents of the Constitution a debt of gratitude, for without their 
complaints, there would be no Bill of Rights.  Thomas Jefferson wrote, "There has just 
been opposition enough" to force adoption of a Bill of Rights, but not to drain the federal 
government of its essential "energy." 
http://www.law.umkc.edu/faculty/projects/Ftrials/conlaw/billofrightsintro.html

I imagine that events like the original refusals to add any bill of rights of the people to the 
Contitution, led to Charles Pinckney to joining Thomas Jefferson’s newly formed 
Democratic-Republican Party in 1795.

During the Presidential campaign of 1800, Pinckney was Jefferson’s South Carolina 
campaign manager and helped him win the election. 

Electors voted for two people at that time, with the candidate that received the largest 
number becoming President, and the second, Vice-President. 

The election of 1800 was held in the balance by South Carolina, for one reason because 
States voted at different times back then, and South Carolina was one of the last.

It had 8 electoral votes. Charles Pinckney’s strong lobbying for Jefferson swung the 
election and as a result Jefferson/Burr got 73 electoral votes to 64 for Charles Cotesworth 
Pinckney, and 65 for John Adams.

And yes, that’s right – Charles Pinckney helped swing the election AWAY from his 
cousin Charles Cotesworth Pinckney who was running for President.

Jefferson rewarded Charles Pinckney by appointing him Ambassador to Spain, a post he 
held from 1801-05. One of the things he did during this time, was that he helped to 
facilitate the transfer of Louisiana from France.

As you recall, the last example source I gave for the “Franklin Prophecy” speech cites the 
source thusly:

"Mr. Charles Pinckney, one of the framers of the Constitution, published a diary for private distribution 
among his friends under the title "Chit-Chat Around the Table During Intermission"….

This sounds much more like it’s attempting to attribute a publication of THIS Charles 
Pinckney (that we just went over the history of) as being the source. We’ll look at that a 
bit more closely shortly.

Let’s briefly take up the other sources that allege the “Franklin Prophecy” is from the 
“diary” of Charles Cotesworth Pinckney.

Was there ever any diaries by Charles Cotesworth Pinckney? Apparently there was:

The South Carolina Historical and Genealogical Magazine



Article entitled Charles Cotesworth Pinckney's Plantation Diary, April 6 through 
December 5, 1818

"There can be no doubt that the diary is from the hand of Charles Cotesworth Pinckney (1746-1825), 
member of the Federal Convention of 1787, United States minister to France at the time of the X.Y.Z. 
Affair, Major-General of the United States Army, and twice the Federalist candidate for the Presidency.
http://www.jstor.org/pss/27571640

But it was a “Plantation Diary”, and I am not sure whether that’s just a euphemism, or 
whether it’s a diary just about plantation life etc., or what.

So, into the government archives we go searching for the Pinckneys…..
 
First, the date of the Federal Convention:

"The Federal Convention convened in the State House (Independence Hall) in Philadelphia on May 14, 
1787, to revise the Articles of Confederation. "
http://www.archives.gov/exhibits/charters/constitution.html

Next, I am going to present a preserved letter, from “Charles Pinckney” to John Quincy 
Adams. This is Charles Pinckney the younger.

CCCXXVI.
Charles Pinckney to John Quincy Adams.
In Charleston, Dec. 30th 1818.

Sir
On my return to this City as I promised I examined carefully all the numerous notes & papers which I 
had retained relating to the federal Convention —    

— the Veil of secrecy from the Proceedings of the Convention being removed by Congress & but very few 
of the members alive would make disclosures now of the scenes there acted less improper than before — 
With the aid of the journal & the numerous notes & memorandums I have preserved should now be in 
my power to give a View of the almost insuperable difficulties the Convention had to encounter & of the 
conflicting opinions of the members & I believe I should have attempted it had I not always understood Mr 
Madison intended it — he alone I believed possessed & retained more numerous & particular notes of 
their proceedings than myself — I will thank you sir to do me the honour to send me or to get the 
President to direct a copy of the Journal of the Convention to be sent me as also of the Secret Journals of 
Congress should it be considered not improper in me to make the request — 
 [Endorsed:] Pinckney Charles, December 30. 1818.

Recd January 6 1819.
with a Copy of the Dft of his Constitutions proposed in the federal Convention.

CCCXXVI.: Charles Pinckney to John Quincy Adams. 1 - Max Farrand, The Records of  
the Federal Convention of 1787, vol. 3 [1911]
Edition used:
The Records of the Federal Convention of 1787, ed. Max Farrand (New Haven: Yale 
University Press, 1911). Vol. 3.

http://www.archives.gov/exhibits/charters/constitution.html
http://www.jstor.org/pss/27571640


http://oll.libertyfund.org/?option=com_staticxt&staticfile=show.php
%3Ftitle=1787&chapter=96919&layout=html&Itemid=27

Let’s go back to the “Franklin Prophecy” speech, and when it first surfaced:

On February 3, 1934, there appeared in Liberation, a weekly journal published in Asheville, North 
Carolina, the text of a speech Franklin was alleged to have delivered at "the Constitutional Convention of 
1789"--a date that should arouse one's suspicion, since it was in 1787, not 1789, that the Constitutional 
Convention was held. This speech was discovered, we are told, in a hitherto unknown diary kept by Charles 
Cotesworth Pinckney, South Carolina's delegate to that convention, a diary titled "Chit-Chat around the 
Table during Intermissions."
My Life with Benjamin Franklin, Claude-Anne Lopez, published March 2000
http://search.barnesandnoble.com/My-Life-with-Benjamin-Frank lin/Claude-Anne-
Lopez/e/9780300081923#CHP

Notice that apparently per the above source, the original appearance listed it’s source as 
the diary of Charles Cotesworth Pinckney.

Another report, from the Anti-Defamation League (ADL), contradicts the above source 
and says that the original speech appearance source, has it’s source as being from 
Charles Pinckney, and not only that, the ADL mentions the letter from Charles Pinckney 
to John Adams, which we just examined above. The ADL incorrectly says that in this 
letter, Pinckney said he had kept a Journal of the proceedings, which I don’t see that 
anywhere in Pinckney’s letter. 

Excerpted text of ADL article:

"The late Carl Van Doren, a biographer of Benjamin Franklin made this report:

The speech against the Jews which Benjamin Franklin is alleged to have made the Constitutional 
Convention of 1787 is a forgery, produced within the past five years [1933-38]. The forger, whoever he 
was, claims that the speech was taken down by Charles Pinckney of South Carolina and preserved in 
his Journal. The forger presumably knew that, in a letter to John Quincy Adams dated December 30, 1818, 
Pinckney said he had kept a Journal of the proceedings at the Convention. But this Journal, if it ever 
existed, has never been found. The forger claims that Pinckney 'published' the Journal 'for private 
distribution among his friends' with the title Chit-Chat Around the Table During Intermissions. No copy of 
any such printed Journal has come to light. Not content with these two claims, the forger has further 
asserted that the original manuscript of Franklin's speech, apparently from Pinckney's Journal, is in the 
Franklin Institute, Philadelphia. The Franklin Institute does not possess the manuscript."
[This report originally appeared in the April-May 1954 issue of Facts, a publication of the Anti-Defamation 
League]
http://www.adl.org/special_reports/franklin_prophecy/print.a sp

First of all, if you compare the letter from Pinckney to Adams, he does NOT say he kept 
a Journal, he REQUESTED the Journal of the Convention from Adams, which is an 

http://www.adl.org/special_reports/franklin_prophecy/print.asp
http://search.barnesandnoble.com/My-Life-with-Benjamin-Franklin/Claude-Anne-Lopez/e/9780300081923#CHP
http://search.barnesandnoble.com/My-Life-with-Benjamin-Franklin/Claude-Anne-Lopez/e/9780300081923#CHP


entirely different thing. ADL completely misrepresented to the public what Pinckney 
said.

What’s all this discussion about Charles Pinckney publishing something for private 
distribution among his friends?

Well, humorously speaking, the plot thickens! Below, from the same website as the letter 
from Pinckney to Adams, is a letter from James Madison to J.K. Paulding, of June 6, 
1831. Note the bolded parts:

CCCLXXXII.
James Madison to J. K. Paulding. 
June 6. 1831.

Since my letter answering yours of Apl. 6, in which I requested you to make an enquiry concerning a 
small pamphlet of Charles Pinckney printed at the close of the Fedl Convention of 1787, it has 
occurred to me that the pamphlet might not have been put in circulation, but only presented to his 
friends &c. In that way I may have become possessed of the copy to which I referred as in damaged state. 
On this supposition the only chance of success must be among the Books &c. of individuals on the list of 
Mr. P-’s political associates & personal friends. Of those who belonged to N. Y. I recollect no one so likely 
to have recd. a Copy as Rufus King. If that was the case, it may remain with his Representative- and I 
would suggest an informal resort to that quarter, with a hope that you will pardon this further tax on your 
kindness.

So, apparently Charles Pinckney (nbr 1) had made a pamphlet that had limited 
distribution, perhaps only to his friends. I would say this was more what the Liberation 
article author was attempting to allege (very weakly I might add) as his source. 

Let’s see what else we can find.

In Gaillard Hunt’s 1902 presentation of Madison’s writings, he says the following:

….In 1819 (Boston) was published the Journal, Acts and Proceedings of the Convention, etc., under the 
supervision of John Quincy Adams, Secretary of State, by authority of a joint resolution of Congress of 
March 27, 1818. This was the official journal of the convention, which the Secretary, William Jackson, had 
turned over to the President, George Washington, when the convention adjourned, Jackson having 
previously burned all other papers of the convention in his possession. March 16, 1796, Washington 
deposited the papers Jackson had given him with the Secretary of State, Timothy Pickering. They consisted 
of three volumes,—the journal of the convention, the journal of the proceedings of the Committee of the 
Whole of the convention, and a list of yeas and nays, beside a printed draft of the Constitution as reported 
August 6th, showing erasures and amendments afterwards adopted, and the Virginia plan in different stages 
of development.

In preparing the matter for publication Secretary Adams found that for Friday, September 14, and Saturday, 
September 15, the journal was a mere fragment, and Madison was applied to and completed it from his 
minutes. From General B. Bloomfield, executor of the estate of David Brearley, a delegate in the 
convention from New Jersey, Adams obtained a few additional papers, and from Charles Pinckney a copy 
of what purported to be the plan of a constitution submitted by him to the convention. All of these 



papers, with some others, appeared in the edition of 1819, which was a singularly accurate publication, as 
comparison by the present editor of the printed page with the original papers has shown.

The Pinckney plan, as it appeared in this edition of the journal, was incorporated by Madison into his 
record, as he had not secured a copy of it when the convention was sitting. But the draft furnished to 
Secretary Adams in 1818, and the plan presented by Pinckney to the convention in 1787 were not identical, 
as Madison conclusively proved in his note to his journal, in his letter to Jared Sparks of November 25, 
1831, and in several other letters, in all of which he showed that the draft did not agree in several important 
respects with Pinckney’s own votes and motions in the convention, and that there were important 
discrepancies between it and Pinckney’s Observations on the Plan of Government, a pamphlet printed 
shortly after the convention adjourned.

Well there it is! Pinckney’s pamphlet that James Madison mentioned in his letter. It 
doesn’t have any name like the Liberation source says Pinckney’s journal had: ie: Chit-
Chat Around the Table During Intermissions. 

Here is a representation of it’s cover, in a 1908 book: The mystery of the Pinckney 
draught  By Charles C. Nott. This book by the way, makes compelling arguments 
discounting Madison’s criticism of the Pinckney draught. Madison, it was well known, 
had quite the long term grudge against Charles Pinckney. My guess is that it’s really 
about his push for a Bill of Rights, and that he turned Anti-Federalist, and helped 
Jefferson win the Presidency.



And, as we can now see, Charles Pinckney, did have notes, lots of them, and did publish 
a pamphlet privately for his friends, and this to me, is much more likely the reason for the 
careful wording of one of the sources for the “Franklin Prophecy” :

"Mr. Charles Pinckney, one of the framers of the Constitution, published a diary for private distribution 
among his friends under the title "Chit-Chat Around the Table During Intermission"….

The likelihood of another, secret until 1934, private publication by Charles Pinckney for 
his friends, that none of his friends seem to know about or ever mention, is probably 
about nil. 

Also, the fact that this Charles Pinckney became an Anti-Federalist, and supporter of 
Jefferson, (ergo anti-bankers), I’m sure factored into this “Franklin Prophecy” creation.
Although Charles Pinckney’s records were “destroyed”, someone sure seems to have had 
their own records to come up with something like this.

I would say that since Charles Cotesworth Pinckney did have a “plantation diary” 
(whatever that is), that probably accounts for the mixing of the two different peoples 
histories together, in a attempt to give the forged speech credibility.

All in all, it’s a good bet that the truth about this “Franklin Prophecy” is that it is point 1 
that I covered early in this article.

1. It's planted data. Just enough truth to hook people and have them "stop there", and 
should they try to use this planted data in arguments or debates, it can be easily shot 
down.

The “just enough truth” in this case of the alleged Franklin speech, is that Franklin did 
indeed make derogatory statements concerning Jews and money (primarily), especially 
Jewish Bankers which I am about to show you. BUT, the author of this planted data 
speech of 1934 very inelegantly (as compared to Franklin’s actual writings), attempts to 
align his writings with Benjamin’s SENTIMENTS toward Jews and money. But in fact? 
The author goes way off into the hinterlands and quite literally, puts words in Franklin’s 
mouth that aren’t even as good as what Franklin did say.

This concludes the first section of the “Franklin Prophecy” speech, ie: those who are 
promoting this speech as being “true”.

1. The Pro-Nazi sites, Conspiracy theory sites of various types that are already highly  
questionable in my mind based on my research



SECTION TWO

Those who present the “Franklin Prophecy” as being false.

2. The anti-anti-semitism sites of which ADL, or Anti-Defamation League is one, which is  
also just as highly questionable to me.

We have the ADL (Anti-Defamation League) saying:

".... and the fact that anti-Semitism was foreign to Franklin's behavior -- has been substantially documented 
by eminent historians. The late Charles A. Beard reported, "I cannot find a single original source that gives 
the slightest justification for believing that the Prophecy is anything more than a barefaced forgery. Not a 
word have I discovered in Franklin's letters and papers expressing any such sentiments against the Jews as 
are ascribed to him by the Nazis -- American and German."
[This report originally appeared in the April-May 1954 issue of Facts, a publication of the Anti-Defamation 
League]
http://www.adl.org/special_reports/franklin_prophecy/print.asp

Now those are some very strong statements by both the ADL author, and the late Charles 
Beard. (Beard’s statements were apparently in 1935)

These statements like "foreign to Franklin's behavior" and "single original source that  
gives the slightest justification..."  and “Not a word….expressing any such sentiments” 
do not prove out in fact. 

But do note the careful wording "as are ascribed to him by the Nazis...."

The Jewish Post, has a more recent article in which the author makes the following bold 
statement:

"Nothing in Franklin's writing or in any other recorded speech can be found that in anti-Semitic."
http://www.jewishpost.com/archives/news/the-franklin-prophec y-an-anti-semitic-hoax-
gets-new-life-on-the-internet.html

So now we come to the crux of the matter.

The truth is, that Benjamin Franklin did indeed have writings that could be said to 
communicate a derogatory opinion of Jews. Such as:

http://www.jewishpost.com/archives/news/the-franklin-prophecy-an-anti-semitic-hoax-gets-new-life-on-the-internet.html
http://www.jewishpost.com/archives/news/the-franklin-prophecy-an-anti-semitic-hoax-gets-new-life-on-the-internet.html
http://www.adl.org/special_reports/franklin_prophecy/print.asp


1. The writings of Benjamin Franklin, Volume 8 p 332

My note - John Adams was attempting to get a loan with Amsterdam banker Jean de 
Neufville, and Franklin was warning him about this banker, in a letter of November 26, 
1781:

"I believe him to be as much a Jew as any in Jerusalem." 

2. The writings of Benjamin Franklin, Volume 8 p 332

Franklin follows the letter in 1. above with another letter to Adams on December 14, 
1781:

"By this time I fancy your Excellency is satisfied that I was wrong in supposing J. de Neufville as much a 
Jew as any in Jerusalem, since Jacob was not content with any percents, but took the whole of his Brother 
Esau's Birthright; and his posterity did the same by the Canaanites, and cut their throats in the bargain, 
which in my conscience I do not think Mr. J. de Neufville has the least inclination to do by us, while he can 
get anything by our being alive."

3. The works of Benjamin Franklin: containing several political and historical tracts not 
included in any former edition and many letters official and private not hitherto published 
Volume V - Published 1882 

1787 - TO THE EDITOR OF THE FEDERAL GAZETTE: A Comparison of the Conduct of the Ancient 
Jews and of the Anti-Federalists in the United States of America 

The title alone suffices.

4. From The Autobiography of Benjamin Franklin published in 1901 - In a letter to his 
son of 19 December 1767, Franklin writes:

"We have had an ugly affair at the Royal Society lately. One Dacosta, a Jew, who, as our clerk, was 
intrusted with collecting our moneys, had been so unfaithful as to embezzle near thirteen hundred pounds in 
four years. Being one of the Council this year, as well as the last, I have been employed all this last week in 
attending the inquiry into, and unravelling, his accounts, in order to come at a full knowledge of his 
frauds."

Here Franklin goes to the trouble of pointing out that the caught embezzler, is a Jew, 
which does tend to indicate a derogatory view.

I imagine more could be found if I were to dig even deeper, but I will stop here for now.

Based on what I have found that Mr. Franklin said, it's not improbable that he also may 
have said something, somewhere, more in-depth as to his views regarding Jews and 



money, and more particularly International Banker Jews,  but if there is? It sure is not 
easy to find yet. 

But I feel certain in saying that it would be no more correct to trust the majority of the 
anti-anti-semitism sites any more than it would be correct to trust the Neo-Nazi ones!

Because remember, we have the ADL (our anti-anti-semitism category) making 
statements like "foreign to Franklin's behavior" and "single original source that gives the  
slightest justification..."  and “Not a word….expressing any such sentiments” , as well as 
the statement in The Jewish Post of  "Nothing in Franklin's writing or in any other  
recorded speech can be found that in anti-Semitic."

ALL of these are not the truth, as you can now see. The fact that the ADL so blatantly 
attempted to deny such leanings of Franklin, stands on it’s own as problematic to my 
mind, and involves them at some level in this whole “show”.

By “show”,  I mean that perhaps the Franklin speech was planted so that the ADL can 
then ride in on their white horse and “save” the day by exposing “the truth”  (which 
wasn’t really the truth) re: Benjamin Franklin?  

Was the end goal of this little Public Relations “show” to get people to not even consider 
the thought that Benjamin Franklin ever did say anything critical or derogatory about a 
Jew? 

Something to think about.

The “Franklin Prophecy” section is concluded for now, and to refresh your memory as to 
why we were examining this in the first place, I said that it was to:

“….show you another example of  what lengths some will go to “put words in the mouth 
of” famous people, and set up any of you earnest researchers out there for a “fall” from 
a helpful (sarcastically speaking) skeptic or debunker, or whatever they call themselves.”

See how that would definitely happen to you if you believed this planted data concerning 
Franklin, OR it’s refutations?

And remember also that I said:

The “Franklin Prophecy” speech is a particularly excellent example of BOTH categories  
of websites (or books) in play on a particular subject. NEITHER of which are 
trustworthy. 

Now I’ll get into my other point I made about it, which was:

In fact, I’d be willing to bet that both segments of this conflict are done by the same 
guiding hands.



Could that also be the case for the alleged President Jackson speech containing:  "You 
are a den of vipers and thieves." ?

The similarities of:

Liberation, and it’s presentation of the speech against the Jews which Benjamin Franklin is alleged to 
have made at the Constitutional Convention of 1787

and 

Andrew Jackson and the Bank of the United States: An interesting bit of history 
concerning “Old Hickory” - the current alleged Jackson speech of “den of vipers and thieves”, 
which has as it’s source, a 1928 booklet which in turn sources yet an earlier alleged publication in 1883 of 
“missing minutes” of the Philadelphia bankers meeting with President Jackson 

- are  too great to be ignored.

However, in order to see that better, and without yet getting into all the details about the 
source of the alleged Jackson speech, let’s look at these things in a different way, by 
putting them in time order, and adding just a few important coinciding events.

1913 – Anti-Defamation League formed.

1917 - US President Woodrow Wilson founded the Committee on Public 
Information. Edward L. Bernays, and others worked to influence public opinion towards 
supporting American participation in World War I, via a prolonged propaganda 
campaign.

In other words, the committee was engaged in the “Engineering of Consent” – a term 
later coined by  Bernays.

The central idea behind the engineering of consent is that the public or people should not 
be aware of the manipulation taking place. – Wikipedia

The engineering of consent is the very essence of the democratic process, the freedom to persuade and 
suggest.  - Edward L. Bernays

The “Engineering of Consent” essay by Bernays was published in The ANNALS of the 
American Academy of Political and Social Science.1947; 250: 113-120
http://ann.sagepub.com/cgi/reprint/250/1/113

Per Wikipedia:

The CPI at first used material that was based on fact, but spun it to present an upbeat picture of the 
American war effort. Very quickly, however, the CPI began churning out raw propaganda picturing 
Germans as evil monsters….. This raw propaganda included complete fabrications, such as images and 
stories of German soldiers killing babies and hoisting them on bayonets.

http://ann.sagepub.com/cgi/reprint/250/1/113


CPI pamphlets were created and warned citizens to be on the lookout for German spies. Dozens of 
"patriotic organizations," with names like the American Protective League and the American Defense 
Society, sprang up. These groups spied, tapped telephones, and opened mail in an effort to ferret out "spies 
and traitors." The targets of these groups was anyone who called for peace, questioned the Allies' 
progress, or criticized the government's policies. 

1923 – Bernays Publishes Crystallizing Public Opinion (ISBN 0-87140-975-5),

Chapter VII – The Application Of These Principles
…the cause he represents must have some group reaction and tradition in common with the public he is 
trying to reach.

Chapter II – Technique and Method
…classifies seven primary instincts with their attendant emotions. They are flight-fear, repulsion-disgust, 
curiosity-wonder, pugnacity-anger, self-display-elation, self-abasement-subjection, parental-love-
tenderness.

Pugnacity-anger…..he is often forced to enact combats and create issues. He stages battles against evils in 
which the antagonist is personifed for the public.

1926 – The “Radio Priest” Father Coughlin, takes to the airwaves and talks of 
theology and the Catholic Church, but soon moves into talking about communism, the 
“money changers”, reforming the banking/federal reserve system etc.

1928 - Edward L. Bernays, “The Father of Spin”, publishes Propaganda - Bernays 
discusses how he took the ideas of his famous uncle Sigmund Freud, and applied them to 
the emerging science of mass persuasion. Bernays used his Uncle Freud’s ideas, 
specifically, of uncovering hidden themes in the human unconcious. This was used by 
Bernays, in order to learn how to mask agendas and to create illusions that deceive and 
misrepresent, for marketing purposes. 

Propaganda – Chapter 1 – Organizing Chaos
      THE conscious and intelligent manipulation of the organized habits and opinions of the masses is an 
important element in democratic society. Those who manipulate this unseen mechanism of society 
constitute an invisible government which is the true ruling power of our country.

Propaganda – Chapter 4 – The Psychology Of Public Relations
If we understand the mechanism and motives of the group mind, is it not possible to control and regiment 
the masses according to our will without their knowing it? 
      The recent practice of propaganda has proved that it is possible, at least up to a certain point and within 
certain limits.

One of Bernays' favorite techniques for manipulating public opinion was the indirect use of "third party 
authorities" to plead his clients' causes. – wikipedia

Bernays' vision was of a utopian society in which the dangerous libidinal energies that lurked just below 
the surface of every individual could be harnessed and channeled by a corporate elite for economic 
benefit. - wikipedia

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Special:BookSources/0871409755


Edward Louis Bernays - early 1920s

1928 – E.S. Gosney establishes The Human Betterment Foundation in Pasadena, 
California to promote eugenics.

1928 – S.V. Henkels Jr. published 310 copies of a booklet entitled: Andrew Jackson 
and the Bank of the United States: An interesting bit of history concerning “Old 
Hickory” – which contains anti-banker and possibly anti-jewish statements (but that is 
not verified) – reviving the “anti-bank” platform of Andrew Jackson. 

1929 – William Dudley Pelly forms the “League of Liberation”, (He is the future 
source of the public revelation of the “Franklin Prophecy”) and writes a book detailing 
how he left his body and spent “seven minutes in eternity”

As per the American Jewish Committee:

In an "Official Despatch" of the Silver Shirts, the claim is made that in
1929 he "set aside his former occupation, that netted him an income of $25,000
a year", to found the League for the Liberation, with headquarters at Washington,
D. C.

In the same year 1929, he published a book, "Seven Minutes in Eternity",
in which he told how his soul was detached from his body for a period of seven
minutes, which were spent in eternity. This book sold hundreds of thousands
of copies, gaining for him a wide hearing and following.
http://www.ajcarchives.org/AJC_DATA/Files/THR-SS1.PDF

http://www.ajcarchives.org/AJC_DATA/Files/THR-SS1.PDF


        Pelley

1929 – Heinrich Himmler heads the SS
The SS was established in the 1920s as a guard unit for Nazi leader Adolf Hitler. 

1932 – William Dudley Pelley begins publishing the Liberation, the journal that will 
be used to plant the “Franklin Prophecy” data. Pelley, is what I call a “lame duck” Agent 
Provocateur, ie: he is discreditable right from the beginning, conveniently, for what will 
come later. (what the ADL did that we just got done covering) The source of the contents 
of his magazine, are from his tuning into the “Psychic Radio” and picks up the 
transmissions of the “Great Souls” for his journal content,  “clairaudiently”.

As per an unrouted and unsigned report archived by the American Jewish Committee, 
which is allegedly quoting Pelley: 

"The contents of this magazine, unless otherwise designated, were received 'clairaudiently' via the Psychic 
Radio, from Great Souls who graduated out of this Three-Dimensional world into other areas of Time and 
Space."

http://www.ajcarchives.org/AJC_DATA/Files/THR-SS1.PDF

1933 – January - Hitler seizes power in Germany.

1933 – 30 January - William Dudley Pelley, apparently was an admirer of Hitler, and 
founded the Silver Legion, a pro-Nazi organization whose members wore Nazi-like silver 
uniforms. 

Again, the American Jewish Committee appears to be the main source of most of the 
information on Pelley as a Nazi, found on the internet, and archives a report that has no 
routing, and is not signed, which says the following were the AIMS of the “Silver 
Legion”:

The Silver Shirts state that they are a Protestant Christian movement, for bringing on the new Christ 
government, through a strictly Christian Militia, this government to be administered by people of the 
Christian faith and Silver Shirt ideals.

They claim that President Franklin D. Roosevelt has set aside the Constitution,

http://www.ajcarchives.org/AJC_DATA/Files/THR-SS1.PDF


which they desire to restore.

They aim to save United States from a state of Sovietism into which, they
charge, the Jews are leading the country.

They propose to ward off the Money Power wielded by outstanding leaders
of the "predatory people", the Jews.

They want "a people who constitute only 2.5 per cent of the population to
be held down to a 2.5 per cent influence in the American government, and we
propose to see that it is brought about, race prejudice or no!"

http://www.ajcarchives.org/AJC_DATA/Files/THR-SS1.PDF

1933 - On March 11, 1933 Hitler appointed Paul Joseph Goebbels as Minister of 
Propaganda.
Goebbels acknowledged that he was exploiting the lowest instincts of the German people 
– racism and insecurity. He said he could play the people like a piano, leading the masses 
wherever he wanted them to go. 

                                  

                                                          Joseph Goebbels 

In his memoirs, Edward L. Bernays wrote that he was "shocked" to discover that 
Goebbels kept copies of Bernays' writings in his own personal library, and that his 
theories were therefore helping to "engineer" the rise of the Third Reich. (memoirs, 1965, 
titled Biography of an Idea)
http://www.prwatch.org/prwissues/1999Q2/bernays.html

In his 1965 memoirs Biography of an Idea Bernays recalls a dinner at his home in 1933:

Karl von Weigand, foreign correspondent of the Hearst newspapers, an old hand at interpreting Europe and 
just returned from Germany, was telling us about Goebbels and his propaganda plans to consolidate Nazi 
power. Goebbels had shown Weigand his propaganda library, the best Weigand had ever seen. Goebbels, 
said Weigand, was using my book Crystallizing Public Opinion as a basis for his destructive campaign 
against the Jews of Germany. This shocked me. .

.. Obviously the attack on the Jews of Germany was no emotional outburst of the Nazis, but a 
deliberate, planned campaign.

http://www.ajcarchives.org/AJC_DATA/Files/THR-SS1.PDF


Goebbels had intended training for the priesthood, but after losing his Catholic faith he 
studied literature and philosophy at various universities. Interestingly enough, his two 
most influential teachers, Friedrich Gundolf and his doctoral supervisor at 
Heidelberg, Max Freiherr von Waldberg, were Jews. 

1933 – Roosevelt’s “New Deal” – Father Coughlin turned against the president 
because he alleged that the President vowed he would remove the “money changers” and 
Coughlin felt that the President had now become influenced by them. Coughlin was often 
concerned with the “money changers” in his broadcasts, but would also specifically refer 
to Jewish leaders and prominent figures.

Example broadcast:

“Where were you in 1933 and 1934 when our beloved leader, [Roosevelt] consecrated to drive the money 
changers out of the temple, was hampered and impeded by your master, Bernard Manasses Baruch, the 
acting president of the United States, the uncrowned prince of Wall Street?”
A Reply To General Hugh Johnson, broadcast Monday, March 11, 1935)

1934 – 3 February -  The Liberation article referred to later as the “Franklin 
Prophecy” appears.
“…there appeared in Liberation, a weekly journal published in Asheville, North Carolina, the text of a 
speech Franklin was alleged to have delivered at "the Constitutional Convention of 1789"--a date that 
should arouse one's suspicion, since it was in 1787, not 1789, that the Constitutional Convention was held. 
This speech was discovered, we are told, in a hitherto unknown diary kept by Charles Cotesworth 
Pinckney, South Carolina's delegate to that convention, a diary titled "Chit-Chat around the Table during 
Intermissions."
My Life with Benjamin Franklin, Claude-Anne Lopez, published March 2000

An unknown author, following the basic format of the ADL and Jewish Post articles, 
alleges on 16 November 2007, that The Liberation was:

…..published by American Nazi leader William Dudley Pelley. Pelley, a former newspaper reporter, is 
suspected of being the author of the forgery.
 (Distributed by the Bureau of International Information Programs, U.S. Department of State. Web site:  
http://usinfo.state.gov)
http://www.america.gov/st/pubs-
english/2007/November/20071116144849atlahtnevel0.359524.html

1936 - Coughlin comes out with a booklet containing the “den of vipers and thieves” 
quote, very similar to the 1928 S.V. Henkels booklet.
ANDREW JACKSON, 1767-1845: "You Jews are a den of vipers and thieves. I have determined to rout 
you out, and by the Eternal God, I will rout you out." (Quoted by Charles E. Coughlin, "Money 
Questions and Answers" (Royal Oak, MI: The National Union for Social Justice, 1936) p.168)

http://www.america.gov/st/pubs-english/2007/November/20071116144849atlahtnevel0.359524.html
http://www.america.gov/st/pubs-english/2007/November/20071116144849atlahtnevel0.359524.html


Father Coughlin. 
Library of Congress photo LC-USZ62-38494 

That should be enough time ordered items of interest for now.

Some additional information of importance though, is that Pelley supports Coughlin. That 
makes sense, as they are both doing exactly the same thing.

William Dudley Pelley, one of the most
violent Jew-baiters in the United States, the leader of the Silver
Shirts, an organization devoted to the cause of exterminating Jews
in America, exclaimed in his magazine Liberation (November 14,
1938, page 1):
"This past week, the aggressive Father Coughlin went on the air
over a New York radio station and delivered what amounted to the
prize Silver Shirt speech of the year."

The German press supports Coughlin as well:

And the Deutscher Weckruf, the official organ of the German
American Bund, hailed Father Coughlin in its issue of December
1, 1938, as "the heroic priest."
It will be seen that the Nazis both in Germany and America
recognize Father Coughlin as one of their staunchest allies.

General Jewish Council Report, marked Confidential
http://www.ajcarchives.org/AJC_DATA/Files/THR41.PDF

http://www.ajcarchives.org/AJC_DATA/Files/THR41.PDF


This report includes a booklet, that I am excerpting from, and that booklet also includes 
several examples of how Coughlin’s and Goebbel’s (Head of Nazi Propaganda in 
Germany) speeches are remarkably similar, and in some cases, exactly the same.

This report also has another fascinating aspect.

One of it’s routings, is to the B’nai B’rith, which is the “father” as it were, of both 
Temple Emanu-el, and the Anti-Defamation League. See article entitled, Scientology, 
The Blind Leading The Blind, Part 1.

Let’s take an overview here.

We now have these two “speeches” alleged to be from Franklin and Jackson, both of 
which have the “planted data which is then refuted” thing going on, but take a look at 
where they are in time, and how closely they are following the progression of “inciting to 
war” of the world, towards what will be World War II.

Which is a “global” version of planting data, then refuting.

So now our “guiding hands” of both sides idea, takes on a much more sinister element as 
to the reason for all these planted data Public Relations “shows”  - which mirror each 
other back and forth across the Atlantic.

I do not believe it was “Hitler and his Nazis” that could control things to this extent.

Let’s call all this what it is.

A vast, intricate, propaganda campaign to lead the world into WAR.

When did the “art and science” of this type of propaganda campaign begin?

The 1920’s.

Enter the cousin of Sigmund Freud, Edward Bernays, the “Father of Spin”, who:

… used his Uncle Freud’s ideas, specifically, of uncovering hidden themes in the human 
unconcious. This was used by Bernays, in order to learn how to mask agendas and to  
create illusions that deceive and misrepresent, for marketing purposes. 

Well, let’s see now.

Like the deceptive and misrepresentative illusion…. that Franklin and Jackson gave 
speeches they never gave? 



Like the ADL and other Jewish front groups then using the planted data to create the 
deceptive and misrepresentative illusion….. that Franklin never “said a word” that was 
anti-semitic?

Like masking the agenda….. of who prepared the speeches, planted them, chose the 
“lame duck” agent provocateurs to forward them publically, as well as planned their 
refutations?

That does seem eerily accurate, I must say.

So, why this format of pre-made ready to be “exposed as false” planted data, covering 
both the Pro and Con planning right from the get-go?

Stuart Ewen, a historian and author of  PR: A Social History of Spin, interviewed 
Bernays.

Per page 42 of the book Trust Us We’re Experts:

“…interviewed Bernays near the end of his life and was struck by his "unabashedly hierarchical view of 
society. Repeatedly, he maintained that, while most people respond to their world instinctively, without 
thought, there exist an 'intelligent few' who have been charged with the responsibility of contemplating and 
influencing the tide of history.... He expressed little respect for the average person's ability to think out, 
understand, or act upon the world in which they live.... Throughout our conversation, Bernays conveyed his 
hallucination of democracy: a highly educated class of opinion-molding tacticians are continuously at 
work, analyzing the social terrain and adjusting the mental scenery from which the public mind, with 
its limited intellect, derives its opinions."”

A more modern textbook on Public Relations (propaganda) is Handbook of Public  
Relations and Communications, by Phil Lesly. 

"The weight of impressions on the public must be balanced so people will have doubts and lack 
motivation to take action. Accordingly, means are needed to get  balancing information into the stream 
from sources that the public will find credible. There is no need for a clear-cut' victory.”

I believe that answers the question of:

….why this format of pre-made ready to be “exposed as false” planted data, covering 
both the Pro and Con planning right from the get-go?

- and that concludes this section.

This article researched and written by:

Virginia McClaughry
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