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That direction would have been exposure of this Carnegie Endowment story, and the Ford 
Foundation, and the Guggenheim, and the Rockefeller Foundation—all working in harmony 

toward the control of education in the United States. 
–Norman Dodd, staff director of the Reece Committee 

 
 The following is a partial excerpt of the Norman Dodd 1982 interview with C. Edward 
Griffin that was also discussed in last week’s column: 
 
 Griffin:  Mr. Dodd, can you summarize the opposition to the Committee, the Reece 
Committee, and particularly the efforts to sabotage the Committee? 
 Dodd:  Well, it began right at the start of the week of the operating staff, Mr. Griffin.  It 
began on the day on which the Committee met for the purpose of consenting to, or confirming, 
my appointment to the position of Director of Research.  Thanks to the abstention by the 
minority members of the Committee from voting, that is, the two Democratic members – that is 
why, technically, I was unanimously appointed. 
 Griffin:  Wasn't the White House involved in opposition? 

Dodd:  Not at this particular point, Sir. Eventually, I had occasion to add to my staff.  As 
a result of adding to my staff a top-flight intelligence officer, both the Republican National 
Committee and the White House resorted to stopping me from continuing this investigation in 
the direction Carroll Reece had personally asked me to go. 

Mr. Griffin, that direction was to utilize this investigation to uncover the fact that this 
country had been the victim of a conspiracy. That was Mr. Reece's conviction. I eventually 
agreed to carry out that direction. 

I explained to Mr. Reece that his own Counsel wouldn't go in that direction.  He gave me 
permission to disregard our own Counsel and to set up an aspect of the investigation outside of 
our office—more or less secretly. The Republican National Committee got wind of what I was 
doing, and they did everything they could to stop me. They appealed to Counsel to stop me.  
Finally, they resorted to the White House. 
 Griffin: Was their objection because of what you were doing, or because of the fact that 
you were doing it outside of the official auspices of the Committee? 
 Dodd:  No. The objection was, as they put it, my devotion to what they called “anti-
Semitism.” That was a cooked-up idea. In other words, it wasn't true at all. But, any way, that's 
the way they expressed it. 
 Griffin:  Excuse me. Why? 
 Dodd:  Then they made it stick. 
 Griffin:  Why did they do that?  How could they say that? 
 Dodd:  Well, they could say it, Mr. Griffin.  But they had to have something in the way of 
a rationalization of their decision to do everything they could to stop completion of this 
investigation, given the direction that it was moving. That direction would have been exposure of 
this Carnegie Endowment story, and the Ford Foundation, and the Guggenheim, and the 
Rockefeller Foundation—all working in harmony toward the control of education in the United 
States. Well, to secure the help of the White House in the picture, they got the White House to 
cause the liaison between the White and the Hill—a major person—to go up to Hayes and try to 
get him, as it were, actively to oppose what the investigation was engaged in. Hayes, then, very 



kindly, would listen to this visit from this major person. Then he would call me and say, “Norm, 
come up to my office.  I have a good deal to tell you.” 
 I would go up. He would tell me he just had a visit from this major person, and he wants 
me to break up this investigation. So then I said, “Wayne, what did you do?  What did you say to 
him?” He said, “I just told him to get the hell out.” And he did that three times. I got pretty proud 
of him, in the sense that he was, as it were, backing me up. We finally embarked upon hearings 
at Hayes’ request. Hayes wanted to get them out of the way, before he went abroad in the 
summer. 
 Griffin:  Why were the hearings finally terminated?  What happened to the Committee? 
 Dodd:  What happened to the Committee, or to the hearings? 
 Griffin: The hearings. 
 Dodd: The hearings were terminated. Carroll Reece was up against such a furor in Hayes, 
through the activity of our own Counsel. Hayes became convinced that he was being double-
crossed; and he put on a show in the public hearing room, Mr. Griffin, that was an absolute 
disgrace. He called Carroll Reece publicly every name in the book. 
 Griffin: How would you describe the motivation of the people who created the 
foundations—the big foundations—in the very beginning? What was their motivation? 
 Dodd:  Their motivation was, well, let's take Mr. Carnegie, as an example. His publicly 
declared and steadfast interest was to counteract the departure of the colonies from Great 
Britain. He was devoted just to putting the pieces back together again. 
 Griffin: Would that have required the collectivism to which they were dedicated? 
 Dodd: No. No. No. These policies are the foundations' allegiance to these un-American 
concepts; these policies are all traceable to the transfer of the funds over into the hands of 
Trustees, Mr. Griffin. Those Trustees were not the men who had a hand in the creation of the 
wealth that led to the endowment, or the use of that wealth for what we would call public 
purposes. 
 Griffin: It was a subversion of the original intent, then? 
 Dodd: Oh, yes!  Completely so. We got into the worlds, traditionally, of bankers and 
lawyers. 
 Griffin: How have the purpose and direction of the major foundations changed, over the 
years, up to the present?  What are their purposes and directions today? 
 Dodd: One-hundred-percent behind meeting the cost of education, such as it is presented 
through the schools and colleges of this United States, on the subject of our history -– to prove 
that our original ideas are no longer practical. The future belongs to collectivistic concepts.  
There is just no disagreement on this. 
 Griffin: Why do the foundations generously support communist causes in the United 
States? 
 Dodd: Well, because, to them, communism represents a means of developing what we 
call a monopoly—as the organization, we'll say, of large-scale industry into an administrable 
unit. 


