Slaves to Money

 
Some people believe that making money, work, and spiritual life are all different things. But they’re not. The material world is a manifestation of the spiritual world. This material body is the Supreme Vishnu. Streams of material energies, including money, are like society’s metabolism in the body of God. When this healthy exchange is broken, it affects our consciousness.

If a person has not attained enlightenment, then excessive material dependence and focusing only on survival generates spiritual degradation. Therefore, to restore a healthy metabolism for society, it’s necessary to understand how it has been destroyed.

For thousands and millions of years, up until recently, mankind lived a subsistence economy. Land was the only means of livelihood, to which everyone had a right - not owning but using and paying tax (as a part of what they produced) to a ruler. But since the 16th century in France, England, Germany, Belgium and Austria, rulers and the church began to take land from the peasants by force and impose economic laws. At the same time, Masonic lodges began appearing in churches. Communal ownership of land gave way to serfdom and feudal law. Subsequent laws imposed by Masonic lodges merchants* through bribery were designed to take away the land completely, depriving them of natural livelihoods and making them dependent on wages. This created a reserve labor force necessary for the development of industrial and agro-industrial corporations.

* businessmen today

Of course, all these changes were imposed forcibly. In England, in the course of these reforms about a third of the peasants that had been expelled from their lands were either executed or died of starvation. In France, these reforms were accompanied by active resistance of the masses and revolutions, during the course of which peasants were periodically returned to the land and again united in self-sufficient communities. As long as people live on their land, united together, they can fully provide for everything they need. When honest workers live in friendship like one big family it’s impossible to exploit or parasitize them. This is why sociopaths that scrambled to power tried to destroy healthy relationships between people, and destroy the community.
In France, ^^ three times after 1830*, a law was passed requiring farmers to share communal forests and homestead pastures. All three times the government was forced to revoke these laws because of resistance from the peasants. Whenever the land was divided, the peasants combined it back into communal ownership. It took centuries to destroy their mutual dependence on each other and to think of themselves in terms other than as a community, taking an individualistic approach, separating the well-being of a neighbor from their own. Instead of the feeling of unity – "we, our" – they would think in terms of "I and mine."
* (The first time was in 1837 and the last time was under Napoleon III.)

^^ Не было в оригинале, добавил францию

In monarchies and feudal societies, the rulers had to protect those under their authority, and provide them with the basics. Over time, moneylenders and feudal lords with sociopathic tendencies decided to restructure society so as to receive everything and spend nothing. They accomplished this in many ways, through bribery, coups, revolutions, and wars, turning kingdoms and empires into states. Money lending, condemned in many religions, was turned over to a banking system, creating a situation in which everyone was dependent on the state through an impersonal mechanism – wage labor.

The development of state institutions, the exclusive right to property, industry, and paper money – all this gave them the means to achieve the desired goal. After the American Civil War, Nathan Mayer Rothschild, through an English bank, passed on an idea to American bankers: 

"... in the course of the civil war, it appears that slavery has been destroyed by military force ... And I and my European friends favor this. After all, slavery is just possession of workers, which implies you must take care of them. Now, the European plan, the implementation of which is headed by England, is that capitalists have to manage workers, and only have to control wages."* 

* Source: Dr. R. E. Search, Lincoln: Money Martyred, Omni Publications, Palmdale, CA.

Gustavus Myers, who wrote about slavery in America, confirms that this idea was to exploit workers as much as possible, much more than the usual slavery allowed. In the "History of the Great American Fortunes", he writes: 

"... Slavery couldn’t compete in effectiveness with work done by whites ... You could earn much more money using whites than blacks because you didn’t have to provide shelter, clothing, food, or take care of them. Negro slaves brought direct financial losses if they were ill, injured, or died ... The best slave is the one who thinks that he’s free! "

In the book, "The Sane Society", social psychologist Erich Fromm explains how changing the social system led to a situation in which the individual came under the influence of impersonal forces and lost control over his own destiny:

"The collapse of the traditional principle of human solidarity has led to new forms of exploitation. In feudal societies or kingdoms it was held that the lord of the estate had a sacred right to demand services from all subject to him. Yet, at the same time, he was bound by custom and duty to be responsible for his subjects by protecting them and providing at least a minimal, traditional standard of living. Feudal exploitation was carried out in a system of mutual obligations, that is, it was restricted to certain conditions.

A fundamentally different exploitation was developed under the influence of the monetary economy in the 19th century. A worker, or rather, his work became a commodity sold by the owners of capital and, in essence, was no different from any other product on the market. The buyer, in turn, sought to get the maximum from the purchased goods. Insofar as the goods were bought on the labor market at a price that befitted them, reciprocity between capitalist and worker lost meaning. There was no commitment on the part of the owner of capital except for the payment of wages.
Now, if hundreds of thousands of workers lose their jobs and found themselves on the brink of starvation, it was explained by their bad luck, their lack of skills, or considered just to be social and natural law, which can’t be changed. This exploitation had lost any personal character; it was “anonymous."

It was not the intent or the greed of a single individual to doom a person to work for starvation wages but just the law of the market (a system of social control created by sociopaths – author’s note). No one was responsible, no one was to blame, but no one could change the existing conditions. People had to deal with the iron laws of society - at least, so it seemed."*
* Source: Eric Fromm, The Sane Society, Holt, Rinehart and Winston, New York, 1955, p. 92.

 Leo Tolstoy noted that there was no way things could’ve ended up differently, even though deluded slaves thought that they were free. He wrote: "Monetary force is the most powerful force, and most importantly, it’s now gotten the most amazing excuse for depriving people of their liberty, property, and all their goods, "in the name of liberty and the common good." In reality it’s nothing but slavery, only it’s impersonal!"*
* Source: Leo Tolstoy, “What is to be Done?” 1891, pg. 77

Because these relationships are impersonal, the slave is truly in a helpless position. To whom should he complain if the chain is too heavy? Against whom should he rebel? Because of this "impersonality" he doesn’t know where to look for the enemy, so his protests are in vain and provide no relief. In his situation, it’s "nobody's fault." It's just “the way things go." "That’s life." With no one to blame, the only thing left for anyone to do is meekly to accept your fate.

But Tolstoy artfully penetrates into the essence of this error and identifies the source of the problem – the system has created an oligarchic, ruling class. He writes: "I'm sitting on the neck of a man, crushing him, demanding that he drive me, and without dismounting from him, I assure myself and others that I’m very sorry for him and wish to ease his situation by all possible means, except for me getting off of him!"
Thus, sociopaths eventually deprived people of the right to own land. After a while it became a way of life, "the natural order of things."

The modern Western view of property dates back to Roman philosophy, which states that every thing should have an owner. The Romans, in contrast to other cultures of antiquity, didn’t recognize God as the owner of all things. They believed that people should be the owners of things, though not just anyone, but rather a very select few. Roman law, in the end, resulted in a definition, according to which only "free" people (i.e., Roman citizens) could become owners. As long as there were means of payment, anything could be possessed in unlimited quantities. Property could be animals, land, and other people – slaves. The ideas of Roman sociopaths regarding private property were set into law. The oligarchs of Europe began to introduce the Roman notion of juris prudence into legislation in their countries, spreading worldwide over time.
And on the basis of this "right" of the national bank, the founders, through bribery and defrauding of the government, received "legitimacy", and along with it the right to create money out of nothing.  Currently they are buying and assuming control of the entire planet.

For an ordinary person to buy something, he has to work and receive money for it. For bankers to get the required amount of money, they need to print or even draw (with pen and paper) the required amount of bills. Whenever they do this, labor is devalued. This is because the quantity of goods or resources has remained the same, but the volume of money has increased. Modern economics looks like this: swindlers “get” money; those who earn it are deceived, exchanging money for their work. In this regard, Henry Ford once said: "If people knew the truth about the nature of money and how the money system works, the revolution would have started earlier than tomorrow morning!"
That banks create money out of nothing, is attested to by many competent people. Graham Towers, director of the Bank of Canada from 1935 to 1955, admitted, "The central bank creates money out of nothing. The entire production process consists of making a book entry. That's it! Whenever a bank gives a loan, a new bank loan, new money has been created."
Robert B. Anderson, Secretary of the Treasury under Eisenhower, in an interview published August 31, 1959 in the magazine “U. S. News and World Report”, said, "When a bank gives a loan, it simply adds the required loan amount to the payee’s deposit. The money is not taken from someone else’s account; nobody gave the money to the bank earlier. This is new money created by the bank, just for the recipient of the loan."
Sir Josiah Stamp, president of the Bank of England, the second richest man in 1920’s Great Britain, in his speech at the University of Texas said: "The current banking system is making money out of nothing! This process is perhaps the most striking example of sleight of hand that’s ever been invented. It’s banking conceived in inequity and born in sin ... Bankers are the owners of the Earth. Take that Earth away from them, but leave them the right to create money, and  with the stroke of a pen they immediately make as much money as needed to buy it back ... Take that right away from them, and all of their great luck (including my own) will leave them. Then the world will be a better and happier place ... But if you want to continue to be slaves to bankers and pay the same for their slavery - then let them continue to create money and control credit! "
Anthony Sutton, Professor of Economics, University of California, Los Angeles, professor at the Hoover Institution on War, Revolution, and Peace, has written numerous books: "Power Dollar," "Conspiracy of the Federal Reserve System," "Who controls America” (“Trilateral over America”). He tells how some of America’s freedom-loving presidents (Thomas Jefferson, Andrew Jackson, Abraham Lincoln) tried to prevent the monopolization of finance by bankers. He also describes how this monetary mafia has still managed to impose its authority on the state. (This is inevitable when the goals of the masses are neither God nor relationships but money). There was a secret meeting in 1910 on Jekyll Island (GA), kept in strict secrecy.  A plan was worked out to capture the financial monopoly. A group of large capitalists led by JP Morgan had made a decision favorable only to themselves regarding laws of the Federal Reserve System.

This law is completely contrary to the U.S. Constitution. Called by Sutton "one of the most infamous frauds in U.S. history", it was adopted by deception and bribery of congressmen and the president in 1913, just before World War I. The book, "The Creature from Jekyll Island", by Edward Griffin recounts what fraudulent means bankers used to create the Federal Reserve, the U.S. central bank.

Woodrow Wilson, then president, later regretted that he was also involved in this scam. He said, "I am the most miserable man in the world! Without knowing it, I have ruined my country. A great industrial nation is now in the grip of a centralized credit system. The growth of the nation and all our activities are in the hands of a few people. We now have one of the most ill-managed and most dependent and subordinate governments in the world. No longer do we have a government of free opinion; no more is the government dependent on recognizing and hearing the opinions of the majority. There is a government dependent on the opinions and will of a small group of influential people."
The Federal Reserve Bank of the United States isn’t a government agency but a private corporation owned by member banks, which, in turn, are owned by individuals who print money in any amount they need, without accounting to anyone. Thus, there is a very narrow circle of people who have the right to create the money they lend at interest to governments around the world. Among these people are the Rothschilds, whose patriarch Mayer Amschel Rothschild (1744-1812) said: "Give me control over the money of the state, and then I won’t care about anyone passing laws!"
In ancient spiritual cultures, Vedic India, for example, control was based on love and morality. The Bhaktivedanta Swami notes that trade was by barter, that is, people exchanged their manufactured goods, which thus excluded the possibility of economic manipulation of society. Soon after money became the medium of exchange, Greek philosopher Sophocles (450 BC) spoke of its insidious and destructive nature: “Money is devastating the city. It makes men leave their homes, seduces and corrupts honest people, converts the pious to wickedness, and teaches mischief and meanness." For centuries, this opinion was shared by many, including prominent American journalist Horace Greeley, who expressed the same opinion mercilessly who, after the creation of the Federal Reserve system, gave an even more merciless verdict: "Boasting our great achievements, we carefully conceal the ugly fact that by using an unfair monetary system we have made our national heritage a system of oppression which, though more subtle, but, in fact, is just as cruel as the system of slave labor in the past!"
With natural farming, unhealthy artificial competition doesn’t exist. If you exchange your apples for someone's wheat, this transaction will have a natural framework. You only have so many apples and no more, and you can only eat or save a certain amount of grain.
Necessity knows certain bounds, but greed does not. Now, since money is a measure of wealth and it doesn’t spoil, you can save a lot more of it than wheat. Add accumulation of property to this as an extension of the ego and that excessive wealth becomes an ultimate dream. So, people try to earn more than they can use in a reasonable amount of time, and store that wealth to further increase their ego and power over others.

 Money creates a feeling that I can be independent of others. Virtually all our actions are dependent on others, but if I have money, I tend to think that I can do whatever I want, and they’re no longer needed. Money deprives us of the ability to feel the dependence on each other, since the producer and consumer are separated by hundreds or thousands of miles. It allows fraudsters to redirect the flow of energy and monetary resources to themselves and disrupt the social organism’s healthy metabolism.
The monetary system is a tool by which to enslave society through a small group of asocial persons. It’s completely unnatural and almost useless for ordinary people, creating many difficulties for each individual and for society as a whole. By participating in this system, people are effectively working on increasing their and their children’s subjugation to a handful of sociopaths, establishing the latter’s absolute power over them.

Paper money is a game in which the hosts win money and ordinary people lose, but everyone continues to participate in the game and keep the demonic system. Why? Some support it because of their ignorance; others, because of their greed and envy. Also, it’s beneficial to thieves, swindlers, and sociopaths at all levels – all those who wish to live at the expense of others. So thanks to Roman law, imposed on all mankind; and thanks to the financial system of enslavement from multinational corporations (and their heads); because of them the secret bankers association has consistently captured all levels of governance. 

John F. Kennedy was the last U.S. president who opposed the plans of the Zionists. He wanted to deprive the bankers of their power over the U.S. government. He prohibited the Fed, a private bank, from printing money. He was killed after making ​​a direct appeal to the people: "Ladies and gentlemen! The very notion of secrecy is contrary to a free and open society. By its nature, and historically, we, the people, are opposed to covert societies, secret orders and closed caucuses. Worldwide, we face a monolithic and ruthless conspiracy that is expanding its sphere of influence by secret means, seeping into places it has invaded, overthrowing the powers instead of allowing choice, and intimidating instead of allowing freedom.

This system, mobilizing many human and material resources, has built a strong high-performance machine that carries out the military, diplomatic, intelligence, economic, and political operations. It comes silently, regardless of costs or rumors, without divulging secrets. Their activities are kept secret from the public; their mistakes are hidden and not disclosed. That’s why there was a law in ancient Athens that forbade citizens to avoid public controversy. I ask for your help in informing and warning the American people. I’m confident that with your help people can become as they were born: free and independent!"
Anthony Sutton, professor at the Hoover Institution on War, Revolution, and Peace, claims that since the assassination of John Kennedy all U.S. presidents have become representatives or appointees of a financial system operating covertly behind the scenes, which is now using America’s military force to expand its global domination. This explains America’s aggressive military policy. Intelligence agencies and U.S. soldiers think that they’re acting in the interests of the country, constantly fighting all over the world, but in fact they’re acting in the interests of the bankers that run America, and also as debtors, whom they all are.

По-скоько я могу это всё понять, английсую версию, к. писал, совподает с русской.


   Согласно Энтони Саттону, все президенты США после Кеннеди являются представителями или ставленниками финансовой закулисы, которая теперь использует военные силы Америки для расширения своего мирового господства. 

 Именно этим объясняется агрессивная военная политика Америки. Спецслужбы, солдаты США думают, что действуют в интересах страны, непрерывно воюя во всех странах мира, на самом же деле они действуют в интересах банкиров, которые управляют страной, и должниками которых они все являются. 

What a sly system of controls America has. Every time the country needs money, the Fed prints it, creating it out of thin air, but giving it to the government at interest. Because of this, American government debt already exceeds $ 16 trillion. In other words, every U.S. citizen, including newborns, owes the bankers 50,909 dollars. To pay the bankers back, they introduced a tax on labor, which didn’t exist before.

In 1980, Ronald Reagan said that not a single cent of the income tax went to the country's needs. Everything went to the Federal Reserve and private bankers in repayment of interest on the loans given to the government. Not only do bankers now own all of America, Americans still owe them for it. Despite this, they consider themselves a "free people", forcing such a “freedom” on other countries under the guise of democracy around the world. John Perkins, author and a senior economic adviser , writes in his book, “Confessions of an Economic Hit Man", how U.S. intelligence officers subordinate the economies of different countries, which had been independent of any private financial institutions and multinational corporations. He worked with the governments of many countries in this top secret structure under the guise of “service to the country.”
He tells how this dirty war against humanity is conducted. Today, however, these battles are fought cleanly and tidily, using pens and pencils, balance sheets and economic forecasts, co-creating illusions about some future prosperity and splendor. Everything, of course, is protected by legitimate contracts and, well, when needed, armed forces. Today, building an empire is widely legalized loansharking. This empire, created by these usurers, threatens to enslave the world.

In his book, Perkins describes how smartly dressed young people make economic slaves of multinational financial corporations, entire countries, and their inhabitants. They identify a country which has resources that they need, for example, oil. A lead team of specialists pays a visit to the President or the Prime Minister and explains to him what great opportunities are open to their country. They only need to modernize somewhat to take advantage of the bounty of nature with which they’ve been so blessed. Then they lay out an ambitious economic program based on global infrastructure projects designed to usher in a new age, bringing prosperity and wealth. Detailed are airports, ocean ports, power generation and transmission, industrial zones, and wide asphalt highways.
The development of these projects and extraction of the required resources will require manpower, of course, and new jobs will fuel a prosperous economy. Everyone will benefit. Thus, the World Bank (or private financial corporation) gives the state a huge loan to finance the work. Now you only need to wait a few years, and the money will gush in abundantly. These are the promises of these shills as to how it all should happen. Theoretically.

What actually happens, though, is that the majority of loans doesn’t reach the destination country, but instead, not even leaving American shores, go to the largest U.S. homebuilders – Haliburton, Bechtel, Brown, and Root, who are engaged in this project. Money is simply transferred from one American bank to another. They do hire local workers but through private companies that pay them the minimum. Other required resources are often imported from other countries; meanwhile, the economic growth of the debtor country hardly occurs. Development which does occur – ports and other infrastructure – in fact, benefits only a limited group of people involved in the process – their owners, a very wealthy ruling elite. The poor, whose shoulders now carry a heavy burden of debt, don’t get any benefit from this development. They are not hooked up to the energy grid; they don’t have the related skills to get a job in the industrial zone; they don’t have cars to travel on the highways; nor do they have ships for which ports would be required.

Following the dictum of King Solomon, according to which the poor will serve the rich and the debtor will be a slave of the lender, the debtor is intentionally put in such a bleak situation so that the debt cannot be repaid.
No sooner is the ink dry on the contract that the snare is placed. In a year or two, it becomes clear that the promise of progress hasn’t happened, and then, according to Perkins, "the gangster from the economy comes back and says, “You can’t repay the debt? Then give us the meat and bones. Sell your oil to our companies for pennies. Or vote for us at the next important UN vote. Or send troops to fight for us in some other country like Iraq ..." Sometimes we’re unsuccessful, although not often, but if it does happen, we call the "jackals" to deal with the situation. “Jackals" overthrow the government, as we tried to do in Venezuela with Chavez, or sometimes kill government leaders, as was the case with Jaime Roldos in Ecuador and Omar Tarios in Panama. Sometimes the "jackals" fail, too, and then – and only then – do we send in troops. That’s how it was in Iraq.”

Often the ruling elite of the country offers a bribe – a considerable sum of money in the form of "commissions". An example of this was the case of Asif Ali Zardari, Benazir Bhutto’s husband, who set up all the government contracts, robbing blind the very Pakistani citizens who, in theory, they were supposed to be protecting. With the help of such illegal operations, the couple sucked about $ 1.3 billion out of the country during Bhutto’s two terms.  Far from being the exception, this approach is the rule for doing business in international financial. Virtually every country that has been successfully conquered by "hit men of the economy" has had billions of dollars embezzled and transferred to offshore accounts.

Anyone can understand that such bribes aren’t paid out of kindness. But those hundreds of millions paid in graft are just a taste of things to come; the lending country hopes to receive many times more. The president is paid to overcome the resistance of his conscience, to still the voice inside him, accusing him of selling his own country down the road, of betraying his own people. He knows they’ll undergo all kinds of suffering to repay the debt. Also, the bribes help him stay safe, in case he needs to bribe others, or to hire protection in case the citizens become fed up with his rule and try to overthrow or kill him.

Some greater well-being or questionable prosperity of the country is just a trick. It’ll never happen, since the purpose of the whole enterprise is to siphon money from the periphery to the center of the financial empire. The loans are designed from the outset so that they’ll never be repaid, with debt burdened additionally by compound interest. There’s no way out. If the country doesn’t repay the debt, it isn’t afforded the possibility of receiving any funding from other sources (one of the conditions of compliance for all countries in order to accept the debt).
John Favors argues that international organizations such as the World Bank, the Trilateral Commission, and the International Monetary Fund were created in order to destroy the economy of independent countries and subject them to the control of lenders and sociopathic bankers. Davison Budhoo officially announced this during his dismissal from the International Monetary Fund. He argues that with the establishment of the IMF, the art of economic enslavement reached its highest point.

Everyone knows about the supranational organization called the "World Trade Organization" (WTO), which, together with the World Bank and the International Monetary Fund (IMF), promotes "free trade" and the establishment of the global economy. But few understand the role played by these organizations, supported by Washington, spread around a world of poverty, suffering, and death. In his book, "Spiritual Economics", Dhaneshvara Prabhu notes that these organizations are key figures in the functioning of a demonic kind of economy which takes refuge under the guise of being a benefactor, offering help and assistance.

The World Bank was established at the Bretton Woods conference in 1944 for the sake of economic recovery after the war as a credit institution in which the rights of members of the governments were recognized. The International Monetary Fund was created to reorganize and restructure the market economy of member countries, promote international economic cooperation and trade, and help maintain currency stability. The World Bank was created to lend to projects related to development, whereas the alleged occupation of the IMF was to provide loans to governments to reduce funding shortfalls and stabilize their economies. These are the explanations "fed" to the ordinary public. But in practice, something else entirely has been going on.
There are always enough critics, from every corner, but the most meaningful is always the one from within. Davison Budhoo was a senior economist of the IMF for more than 12 years. He publicly resigned, filling with repentance his open letter to Michel Camdessus, Executive Director of the International Monetary Fund, United Nations. This ‘letter’ amounted to a book titled “Enough is Enough”. In it, he detailed and thoroughly criticized the policies of the IMF, calling it "genocide of humanity." After retiring from his post, he founded the "Bretton Woods Reform Movement", and led a campaign against the IMF and World Bank programs of "structural adjustment".

In the modern economic system, a country cannot exist without credit. But, as with any borrower, certain conditions need to be met to obtain a loan from the IMF or World Bank. Budhoo explains that these conditions, called "structural adjustment programs", are intended to reduce consumption in developing countries and to redirect funds for export production to pay off the debt. This leads to overproduction of raw materials and a precipitous drop in prices.

Moreover, it leads to havoc in traditional agriculture and threatens for hordes of landless farmers to appear in virtually all countries where the IMF and the World Bank are engaged. The provision of power in Third World countries, especially in Africa, has declined dramatically. Growing dependence on food supplies from abroad, which is particularly strong in countries south of the Sahara, puts these countries in an extremely vulnerable position. They simply don’t have the currency to afford enough imported food, because prices of exported goods are very low and they’re needed to repay loans.
Basic obligations of debtors (demands for "structural adjustment") by the IMF and the World Bank include:

• Deep cuts in social spending, especially in health and education.


• Curtailing benefits to the poor for basic food products and services, such as rice, maize, water and electricity.


• Strengthening of the tax system accompanied by a sharp drop in wage minimums.

• Devaluation of the local currency, which leads to inflation and higher prices for all imported food products.


• Deregulation of prices, which leads to their sharp takeoff and increasing the difficulty of the poor to meet their needs. 


• Raise loan interest rates, leading to bankruptcies of domestic small businesses and increased unemployment.

• Remove trade restrictions, making it increasingly difficult for local producers to compete with foreign products, leading to the closure of some domestic enterprises and even more unemployment.

• Remove restrictions on foreign exchange, allowing the wealthy elite who profit from this to transfer money abroad ("capital flight"); this leads to more stress in the economy due to the fall in currency circulation and creates problems in the balance of payments.

• Privatize all profit-making, state-owned enterprises, often after wage cuts or price increases.

Budhoo recalls one of the meetings of the Board of the IMF. Then-President Ronald Reagan declared that the only duty of the IMF was to move the country on the path to a free western market economy. Reagan’s declaration made ​​it clear that the IMF no longer needed to hide or position its policies as "development" or the fight against poverty or some humanistic philosophy.

Budhoo calls the IMF’s central headquarters “the successor of the colonial system.” He noted a subtle distinction about South Africa – for some reason it belonged to the European, not the African Office. (This European, not African, origination of authority is a throwback to the days of colonial English rule – and officially backed by the IMF.) His observation was confirmed by a representative of the Institute of African Alternatives, who said that the IMF fully controls the economic activity of the countries that took IMF loans. This is a necessary condition for the loan. "Under the guise of "structural adjustment", the IMF and the World Bank don’t just run individual sectors of the economy, as they did before, now they completely control each country to which they gave credit ... Now the IMF and the World Bank set the annual budget for these countries, along with their monetary, trade, and fiscal policy, before the country is allowed to make a deal with other foreign export credit agencies." Budhoo indicates that these programs have produced economic, social, and cultural devastation wherever they were used. This is the hidden purpose of the International Monetary Fund.

His words are confirmed by a professor of economics at the University of Ottawa, Michel Chossudovsky, author of the portal, "Global Research". He has for decades studied the effects of so-called globalization, describing in detail the associated dark, murderous machinations, and where it’s all leading to in his book, "Globalization of Poverty and the New World Order."  "Structural Adjustment Programs,” he says, “favor emergence of a particular form of "economic genocide" of entire countries and peoples, which is made through a conscious and deliberate manipulation of market forces. In comparison with previous periods of colonial history, they just destroy society: the internationalization of macroeconomics has turned states into open economic territories and national economies into "reserves" of cheap labor and natural resources. At the heart of the global economic system is an unequal structure of trade, production, and credit. It is this structure which defines the role and position of developing countries in the global economy.
The package of economic stabilization measures eliminates any possibility of internal development of the national economy. The country’s leaders are supposed to be responsible for managing the economy and national policy. The IMF and World Bank reforms savagely destroy the social sector in developing countries, nullifying the results of all of their struggles for freedom. With one stroke of the pen, the IMF nullifies all of their past achievements. There’s only one plan for all developing countries. The agreement on the IMF and World Bank reform puts in place a coherent program of economic and social collapse. These measures not only initiate a gradual phasing out of domestic production of goods, which are replaced by imports. They destroy the entire structure of the local economy."

In the early 90’s, Chossudovsky visited many countries to get acquainted with the economic transformations that took place there in the name of the "free market". In India, Bangladesh, Vietnam, Kenya, Nigeria, the Philippines, Egypt, Morocco, Brazil, and other Latin American countries,  everywhere he observed that "same scheme: economic manipulation and political interference by institutions based in Washington [the IMF and World Bank]”. Chossudovsky describes in detail the methods used by the IMF and the World Bank that has brought poverty to virtually every part of the world: India, Bangladesh, Vietnam, Korea, Brazil, Peru, Bolivia, Russia, Yugoslavia and Albania, Rwanda, Uganda, Congo, sub-Saharan Africa, Ethiopia, and other African countries.
For those who were already rich, these measures make them richer, but any middle class in these countries is decimated, condemning millions of people to poverty. By the end of the 20th century, this technique of the International Monetary Fund was used in more than 150 countries, leading to the globalization of poverty. Imposition of macroeconomic and trade reforms under the supervision of the IMF, World Bank, and WTO has one goal: "peacefully" to re-colonize the country through deliberate manipulation of the market.

Open solicitation of military forces in some economically enslaved countries isn’t required; their own governments support the new order there. However, ruthless economic reforms sometimes still translate into resistance, as patriotic forces attempt to throw off this yoke. The U.S. Army acts to suppress such resistance, under the auspices of NATO's struggle to restore or establish "democracy." Therefore, the imposition of economic reforms in order to establish economic power to those with more money doesn’t remove the threat of a real war in the world. It certainly doesn’t follow that war and globalization are disconnected. The ideology of "free markets" asserts a new, crude form of government interference emanating from deliberate pressure on market forces.

Breaking all the rights of citizens, free trade, carried out under the auspices of the World Trade Organization with the help of NATO and the U.S. military, defends its “violation of rights” by the world's largest global corporations and banks. It’s touted as "defending democracy" and "protecting American interests." In reality, American soldiers spread an enslaving economic system, being themselves slaves. The New World Order is based on cooperating with Washington and Wall Street. The "free market", they say, is the only way to mankind’s prosperity. It’s the concept embraced by all political parties, including "the greens", the Social Democrats, and former communists.

Another man who condemns the actions of the World Bank is its former chief economist, Nobel Prize laureate in economics (2001) Joseph Stiglitz. In 1999 he was asked to resign due to the fact that he criticized the Bank’s policies and had the audacity to say that in every country in which the IMF and the World Bank had a hand, their economy had collapsed and the government ended up in confusion and disarray. He explains how the World Bank and IMF operate:

"The International Monetary Fund prefers to act without witnesses (who ask far too many questions). Theoretically, the fund supports democratic institutions in those countries that they help. In practice, though, it skillfully destroys democracy and imposes their strategy. Officially, of course, the IMF doesn’t “force” anything on anyone. It just "discusses" the conditions for granting aid. But in these negotiations all rights are only on one side, the IMF’s. The fund rarely gives enough time to find a consensus, or at least to hold an expanded meeting and discuss the issues with parliament and the citizens.”

--- наверно здесь цитат надо ставить
Sometimes the IMF doesn’t even make a pretense of openness and concludes negotiations through a secret agreement. In his book, ‘Globalization and its Discontents,’ Stiglitz criticizes in particular the IMF: “The IMF is not pursuing those goals set out in its original mandate ... It is protecting the interests of the financial community. A half century after the founding of the IMF, it’s become clear that its proclaimed mission of doing work for all mankind is just fiction. What’s been declared (provide financial funds to countries facing recession, assist in restoring the economy to full employment) hasn’t been implemented. IMF funds and programs not only haven’t helped stabilize the situation, but in many cases they’ve actually worsened the state of affairs, particularly that of the poor!”
How the IMF and World Bank act was confirmed by the well-known investigative journalist Greg Palast. He gained access to a reputable store of classified documents, which revealed names of the staff of the World Bank and the IMF. They were unhappy about their criminal activities. In addition, he interviewed Stiglitz after he’d been fired from the bank. From interviews and his own study of these internal documents, he brought to light their standard operational plan. In reality, it’s a secret process to enslave society economically, concentrating all of a society’s financial instruments in the hands of a few individuals:

1. A country approaches the IMF about a loan.      

2. Credit depends on secret written agreements signed by heads of state. Under these agreements, the state is obliged to sell its main assets (water supply, railways, telephone companies, national oil companies, gas stations, etc.) to corporations indicated by the IMF. For example, according to a secret agreement between the heads of Argentina and James Wolfensohn, president of the World Bank, a pipeline linking Argentina with Chile went to the company "Enron". Under this agreement, the same company, "Enron", would set up the water system of Buenos Aires for almost nothing.

3. State leaders must sign a secret agreement, consisting of 111 points by which they agree to conduct the country’s economic affairs as the IMF indicates; otherwise, they lose any opportunity to receive international loans.

4. The IMF and the World Bank pay the head of state a "commission" (usually a very substantial sum) to a Swiss bank account. To do this, you only need to sign a secret agreement, depriving the country of its wealth.

5. The secret agreement only leads to the enslavement of the entire population, since the conditions put forward by the IMF include such damning articles in the contract as large layoffs of workers and the establishment of severe austerity.

6. The IMF often requires the adoption of "austerity measures", called "structural adjustment." This implies that the debtor country must reduce the cost of health care, education, and government benefits to its citizens. For example, on a similar program in Tanzania, tuition fees for schools were introduced. Many students simply stopped going to school because they couldn’t pay for it.

Budhoo accuses the IMF of using falsified statistics as a kind of financial “lethal weapon”. He describes in detail how he was directed by country leaders in 1985 to participate in the creation of intentionally fraudulent statistics by overstating figures. They went in a report of the fund in order that the oil-rich country of Trinidad and Tobago wouldn’t look as stable as it really was. The IMF more than doubled the most important statistics on labor costs in the country so that the economic system of the country looked extremely inefficient, although the fund actually had correct information.  Then, the fund suddenly "discovered" a giant unpaid debt of the country, though in fact, it was just “invented, literally out of the blue” by the IMF.

These egregious "mistakes" were intentional; they weren’t the result of “sloppy calculations.” The world financial markets took them seriously, though, resulting in Trinidad and Tobago being relegated to those countries with high risk, thus drying up other funding. Economic problems arising from the fall in oil prices – the main export product – instantly multiplied, growing to the level of a national disaster. This forced the country to seek IMF aid. 

At this point, the fund demanded a lethal "treatment" for Trinidad: layoffs, wage cuts, and an entire set of structural adjustment measures. It was intentionally and fraudulently blocking economic aid to the country. The IMF method, according то Budhoo, is, "resorting to subterfuge, deliberately cut off the oxygen supply to the countries' economies.” First, Trinidad and Tobago were economically destroyed, after which necessary changes were made to turn them into an economic appendage of several corporations.

Similarly, resorting to tricks and giving the appearance of a crisis, the IMF forced the government of Canada to lower taxes by cutting sickness benefits, unemployment benefits, and education. Many people in Canada used these social programs, yet they could collapse just by creating the impression of an impending disaster. A "crisis of shortage" was created which in reality didn’t exist! According to Moody's rating agency securities, the amount of debt in Canada put it squarely in the A++ category. The press, however, constantly portrayed the country's financial situation as catastrophic and predicted that "in as soon as a year or two, Canadian credit will dry up."

The trick worked! The government reacted to the false alarm and cut spending on social needs. Incidentally, these costs remained "trimmed", despite the fact that Canada has seen an obvious budget surplus. Journalist-investigator Linda MacCuag subsequently proved that the "crisis" was created with the help of special committees of scientists, who were paid by large, private Canadian banks and corporations.

What do the IMF’s activities bring to the world?

1. According to a 1992 UN report by the Department for Human Development, the income gap between rich and poor in Third World countries has doubled since the 80s, mainly due to disparities created by "structural adjustment programs".

2. Today, the richest fifth of the world's population (including most of Europe and North America) earns 150 times more than the poorest fifth.
3. Some 1.2 billion people in the Third World live in absolute poverty, almost twice as much as in 1980.
4. About 1.6 billion people in Third World countries have inadequate sources of drinking water.
5. Over two billion are unemployed or underemployed.
6. Since 1982, at least 6 million children under the age of five die each year in Africa, Asia, and Latin America. The reason for this is the inhumane and even genocidal "structural adjustment programs" of the IMF and the World Bank.

7. Despite the fact that from 1982 to 1990 debtor countries paid the IMF over $ 1.3 trillion, their debts by 1990 compared with 1982 increased by 61%. According to UNICEF’s annual report, debt and interest payments of southern countries totaled three times the initial credit that they had received from the IMF and the World Bank. This is what happens by subjugating people to interest-bearing loans.
After countries become involved with the IMF, the end result is a total loss of control over their own economy and a severe, rapid impoverishment of the population. Budhoo argues that the IMF program and the World Bank amount to mass torture. They enact their programs purposely, callously turning a blind eye as “‘screaming in pain’ governments and peoples [are] forced to bend their knees before us, broken and terrified and disintegrating … begging for a sliver of reasonableness and decency on our part. But they laugh back in their faces, and the torture goes on unabated.”
IMF policy is a reflection of the teachings of the Bible Old Testament instructions to Jews: “Do not charge a fellow Israelite interest, whether on money or food or anything else that may earn interest.” You may charge a foreigner interest, but not a fellow Israelite, so that the Lord your God may bless you … You will lend to many nations but will borrow from none.” (Deuteronomy 23:19-20, 28: 12)

It shouldn’t be forgotten that the activities of the IMF, and those of the multinational financial corporations behind it, correspond exactly to the description of the nature of sociopaths given by Peck, Fromm, Lobachevsky, and other researchers. The political situation in the world can be described as follows: powerful sociopaths are deceiving the whole world, whereas, through the politicians they control, they only punish those who cheat on trivial matters and those who try to resist their power.
The true goal of structural adjustment is to have control over the essential human services and to raise prices on them, thereby lowering the standard of living, level of education, and social protection. Then people will be focused only on survival and become completely dependent on money, but yet they won’t have any. They should have to use all their energy and all their time on the financial monetary system; they should always, even when at rest, have to be thinking about money. All the money that they pay for electricity, gas, education, and land shall pass through various companies and structures yet be controlled by a single center. To that center will flock a small group of people related by blood, having one interest, and that interest shall be contrary to the public interest.
People shall be slaves of the financial system, which exists in fragmented form but is merged into a powerful system with a single center. Through this center smaller financial institutions are connected to larger ones by way of acquisitions, whose methods may include fraud, murder, and changes in laws. Small private banks are allowed to exist independently for the time being so that they teach people the monetary system. Eventually they will be destroyed –their license will be recalled so that only large banks remain, obeying a single center. 

This is the New World Order – when the moneylenders that are persecuted worldwide will monitor the entire planet.  Yet still the IMF is called a "humanitarian organization". What else is that if not a mockery? How do you find the motto of the World Bank : “A world without poverty"? Recognizing the asocial nature of their actions, Budhoo began his path to purify himself by saying in an "Open letter of resignation from the post of the International Monetary Fund": 

“Today I resigned from the staff of the International Monetary Fund after over 12 years, and after 1000 days of official Fund work in the field, hawking your medicine and your bag of tricks to governments and peoples in Latin America and the Caribbean and Africa. To me resignation is a priceless liberation, for with it I have taken the first big step to that place where I may hope to wash my hands of what in my mind’s eye is the blood of millions of poor and starving people. Mr. Camdessus, the blood is so much, you know, it runs in rivers. It dries up, too; it cakes all over me; sometimes I feel that there is not enough soap in the whole world to cleanse me from the things that I did in your name and in the names of your predecessors, and under your official seal.”
 (pg. 135-160)
