
 
 

 

The Master Plan 

     This month we will attempt to show how the Communists have successfully outwitted the West.  

Thus, fulfilling the three seers at Fatima, who warned the Church and all countries if they did not pray 

the rosary and do penance, Russia would sweep her errors and lies across the world.  We strongly 

suggest our readers read The European Union Collective Enemy of its Member States by Christopher 

Story (ISBN 1-899798-01-3. 2nd publishing 2001. Website: www.edwardharle.com). 

     The following quotes are from his book. “The common presumption in the West is that Communism 

collapsed in 1989-91, and that this process culminated in the disintegration of the Soviet Union itself. 

But if you are reading this book, you are among millions who do not, and probably never did, believe 

these egregious lies - or who have been troubled that Western Governments accepted them at face 

value without a moment's hesitation. And you are right: for the Soviet Leninist mirage of 'collapsible 

Communism' represents the greatest hoax ever perpetrated. And upon the single lie of 'collapsible 

communism', the covert Soviet strategic deceivers have continued to erect further lies, since all lies 

breed like rabbits. Yet even though the original generation of lies and many subsequent generations of 

them, have become threadbare, the Western official attitude has been that we should not be like Lot's 

wife: what is the point of looking back? Whoever wants to revert back to the 'bad old days' of East-

West confrontation? To concur with this view is to give in to lies and blackmail. 

     The 'changes' were classically Leninist - dialectical and deceptive – in both content and intent, 

being designed to exploit the dialectical antithesis of the Stalinist confrontation between East and 

West, which the soviets were finally able to suspend following the expiry of a pre-arranged 40-year 

span during which Germany was required to be occupied by the wartime Allies under an agreement 

reached between the Soviets and the Western powers. This 40-year period came to an end in 1989, the 

bicentenary of the French Revolution, facilitating the removal of the main symbol of the confrontation: 

the Berlin Wall. 

     The dialectical antithesis of the 40-year stand-off between East and West was of course the opposite 

- namely, ‘peace’ (the apparent absence of confrontation). The West missed this simplest of all 

Leninist dialectical ploys, which can be summarised as follows: 

Thesis: The perception of institutionalised East-West confrontation, with the threat of nuclear       

annihilation and indifference towards the environment. 

Antithesis: Sudden termination of the perception of East-West confrontation (destruction of “the 

image” of the enemy) with the apparent (but unspoken provisional reversible and thus false) 



 
 

renunciation of the threat of nuclear annihilation, and a sudden, unfamiliar global emphasis on the 

environment.   

Synthesis: The construction of a New World Collective Social Order exclusively along the lines 

specified (in threatening tones) by Mikhail Gorbachev in his Fulton, Missouri, speech on 6th May 

1992 and in his Oslo Nobel Peace Prize in June 1992. 

     No wonder President Vladimir Putin answering questions on a call-in TV show on 25th December 

2001, expressed delight at the ‘progress’ Russia had made during 2001 towards the achievement of its 

objectives. ‘Despite many problems and living standards remaining very low, the dynamics are very 

positive', Mr. Putin proclaimed, according to Andrei Zolotov ‘Jr’, writing in Moscow Times. ‘One can 

say today that the departing year 2001 was a good year for Russia'. But the Communists have never 

cared in the slightest about the living standards of the people: their sole purpose is the pursuit and 

consummation of the strategy of the Revolution. So what did Putin mean by his reference to 'very 

positive dynamics'?  He was referring, of course, to the stupendous and relentless progress made by 

covert Soviet revolutionary strategy as it cruises towards the realisation of the objectives laid down by 

the Comintern in the 1920s, aided by the reliable stupidity and credulity of Western policymakers. 

When the Author asked the so-called 'GRU defector', Viktor Suvorov (not his real name) who lives in 

Britain why the British intelligence services had accepted the false, Leninist 'changes' of 1989-91 as 

genuine, he responded abruptly: 'Because they're stupid". They must be: it is reliably understood that 

MI6 now has, according to one knowledgeable UK source, 'hardly anyone monitoring the former 

Soviet Union'. 

     But under the Leninist model, all territorial boundaries are transitional, temporary, removable, 

transitory impermanent and ultimately expendable and of no relevance: hence the casual ‘dismantling' 

of the Soviet Union in December 1991, by just three of the leaders of its constituent Republics. Since 

the final Leninist objective is the abolition of all borders, it was entirely consistent with this model that 

President Putin told listeners to the call-in television programme, as reported by Moscow Times on 

25th December 2001 that 'Russia has de facto become a country without borders, especially in the 

south'. Equally transitory and impermanent in the Leninist model are all institutions, structures, 

positions, titles, agreements, preconceived ideas, values (other than the Revolution itself), norms, 

religions and morality. The reason for this is that under the Leninist disposition there is only one value 

-the World Revolution. Morality is whatever furthers the World Revolution. 'Morality', wrote Lenin [in 

his 'Collected Works', Volume XVII, pages 321-323) 'is that which serves [to create] a new 

Communist society'. Beside the World Revolution, all values, institutions and structures are ephemeral 

and expendable, and are in any case destined either for transformation from within, or for liquidation.”  

     This proves the Soviets planned these objectives back in the 1920s. 

 

 


