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MORE FAKE NEWS
FROM not-only THE VINDICTIVE
HOLOCAUST FABRICATORS/LIARS

THIS IS HOW THEY
DO IT!

ON 12 May 2018, on his 60th birthday, GERHARD ITTNER is arrested, as a common criminal, while walking
along a Bretzenheim street.
Ein weiterer mutiger und unbeugsamer Kämpfer für
From: "Wiebke Jung" wiebke.jung@gmx.de
Wahrheit
und
Meinungsfreiheit
braucht
unsere
Date: 16 May 2018 at 03:06:14 ACST
Unterstützung
Subject: Solidarität mit Gerd Ittner
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Am Sonnabend, dem 12. Mai 2018, seinem 60.
Geburtstag, wurde Gerd Ittner in Bretzenheim von der
Straße weg verhaftet.

Von Sonnabend bis heute war er in der JVA
Rohrbach in Wöllstein in der Sanitätsabteilung
untergebracht. Jegliche Auskunft über seinen
Zustand wurde mir verweigert. Heute, am 15. Mai,
wurde er in die JVA nach Nürnberg verbracht.
Wie die erst kürzlich inhaftierte Ursula Haverbeck,
wie Horst Mahler, Monika Schaefer, Arnold Höfs,
Wolfgang Fröhlich und viele andere mehr ist
natürlich auch der wortstarke Gerd Ittner den
Lügenbaronen ein Dorn im Auge. Damit die BRDBesatzungsverwaltung noch ein bißchen länger an
den Trögen der Macht bleiben und das Deutsche
Volk unterdrücken, ausplündern und entrechten
kann, sollen diese aufrechten und charakterstarken
Menschen zum Schweigen gebracht werden.
Diese wahrheitssuchenden und -verkündenden
Persönlichkeiten widersetzen sich mutig dem sich
permanent
verschärfenden
Denkund
Meinungsverbot und decken friedlich die Lügen auf,
die dem Besatzungskonstrukt BRD noch die
Existenz
sichern.
Deshalb
werden
sie
als
"Gefährder des öffentlichen Friedens" etikettiert, in
Schauprozessen abgeurteilt und weggesperrt. Sie
belegen die angeblich zu geringe Zahl an
verfügbaren Gefängniszellen, in denen dann für
echte Straftäter wie Mörder, Räuber, Vergewaltiger,
Kinderschänder etc. leider kein Platz mehr ist, so
daß diese wahren Gefährder in Freiheit und oftmals
völlig unbehelligt von der BRD-Justiz ihr Unwesen
treiben können.
Bitte unterstützt Gerd Ittner, indem Ihr ihm
schreibt. Er benötigt unbedingt Briefmarken, die
den Briefen beigelegt werden dürfen.
Die Anschrift lautet:
Gerd Ittner
JVA Nürnberg
Mannertstraße 6
90429 Nürnberg

***

On Saturday, May 12, 2018, his 60th birthday, Gert
Ittner was arrested right off the street in
Bretzenheim.
From Saturday until today he was held in the
infirmary of Rohrbach Penitentiary in Wöllstein. I
was denied any and all information regarding his
condition. Today, May 15, he was transferred to the
penitentiary of Nuremberg.
Just like the recently-arrested Ursula Haverbeck,
like Horst Mahler, Monika Schaefer, Arnold Höfs,
Wolfgang Fröhlich and many others, outspoken and
eloquent Gerd Ittner is naturally a thorn in the
sides of the Lords of the Lie. These people with
integrity and strength of character must be silenced
in order to keep the Federal Republic's Occupation
Regime on the gravy train of power and in a
position to suppress, exploit and disenfranchise the
German people a little longer.
These individuals who not only seek but also
proclaim the truth stand up courageously to the
ever-worsening ban on dissenting thought and
opinion and peacefully expose the lies that secure
the Federal German Occupation Construct's
existence. For this reason they are branded as
"dangers to the public peace", condemned in show
trials, and locked up. They crowd the allegedly
insufficient number of prison cells which then are
not available to contain real criminals such as
murderers, robbers, rapists, child molesters etc.,
and as a result these real threats can engage in
their nefarious activities unhindered and, often
enough, without even a second glance from the
Federal German Justice System.
Please support Gert Ittner by writing him. He is
badly in need of postage stamps, which may be
included in letters sent to him.
His address:
Gerd Ittner
JVA Nürnberg
Mannertstraße 6
90429 Nürnberg
Germany

Another courageous and stalwart fighter for truth
and freedom of opinion needs our support.
__________________________________________________________________________

This is how they do it? It’s not a difficult task!

>>The simple steps of Ritual Defamation<<
-------------------------------------------1. In a ritual defamation the victim must have or implied. Character assassination is its primary
violated a particular taboo in some way, usually by tool.
expressing or identifying with a forbidden attitude, 3. An important rule is to avoid engaging in honest
opinion or belief. It is not necessary that he “do” debate over the truthfulness or reasonableness of
anything about it or undertake any course of what has been expressed, only condemn it. To
action, only that he engages in some form of debate opens the issue up for examination and
communication or expression.
discussion on its merit, which is just what the ritual
2. The method of attack in a ritual defamation is to defamer is trying to avoid. The primary goal is
assail the character of the victim, and never to Censorship and Repression.
offer more than a perfunctory challenge to the 4. The victim is very often someone in the public
particular attitudes, opinions or beliefs expressed eye, although perhaps only in a modest way. It
could be a school teacher, a writer, a businessman,
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a minor official, or merely an outspoken citizen.
Visibility
enhances
vulnerability
to
ritual
defamation.
5. An attempt, often successful, is made to involve
others in the defamation. In the case of a public
official, other public officials will be urged to
denounce the offender. In the case of a student,
other students will be called upon, and so on.
6. In order for a ritual defamation to be effective,
the victim must be dehumanized to the extent that
he becomes identical with the offending attitude,
opinion or belief, and in a manner which distorts it
to the point where it appears at its most extreme.
For example, a victim who is defamed as a
“subversive” will be identified with the worst
images of subversion, such as espionage or
treason. A victim defamed as a “pervert” will be
identified with the worst images of perversion,
including child molestation. A victim defamed as a
“racist” or “Antisemitic” will be identified with the
worst images of racism or antisemitism, such as
lynching’s or homicidal gas chambers, and so on.
7. Also to be successful, a ritual defamation must
bring pressure and humiliation from every quarter,
including family and friends, who may begin to
shun him. If the victim has school children, they
may be taunted and ridiculed as a consequence of
adverse publicity. If he is employed, he may be
fired from his job.
8. Anyone who defends a victim runs the risk of
being associated with him and similarly defamed.
Even if their own reputation is beyond question,
their judgment or involvement with the victim may
become an issue. Often, the victim of a ritual
defamation becomes isolated and abandoned.
9. Any explanation the victim may offer, including
the claim of being misunderstood, is considered
irrelevant. To claim truth as a defence is
interpreted as unrepentance and only compounds
the problem. Ritual defamation is not necessarily
an offence of being wrong or incorrect, but rather
“insensitivity” and failing to observe social taboos.
10. Many victims succumb early on and go through
a “confessional” stage complete with apologies and
remorse. They may even denounce friends
associated with the forbidden values, opinions and
beliefs, or claim that they were “duped”, as was the
case with many suspected “subversives” during the
McCarthy era. If the charges against them involved
“morals”, they may claim stress or mental illness as
a defense.
11. The viciousness of ritual defamation is inspired
not merely by revenge, although that is an
important factor, but also to create an example so
others will know of the savaging they can expect
for stepping out of line. Ritual defamation is an
important means of social control.
12. An interesting aspect of ritual defamation is its
universality. It is not specific to any particular
value, opinion or belief or to any group or
subculture. It may be used either for or against any

political, ethnic or religious minority and also by
any political, ethnic or religious minority.
13. Ritual defamation often appears in paradoxical
forms, as in the case of organizations claiming to
oppose defamation itself, even using the term
“anti-defamation” in their name. Psychologically,
this may represent a projective mechanism, in
which the organization attempts to camouflage its
own propensities in the form of an official myth, a
kind of agreed-upon fiction that perfumes its actual
activities, which are often transparently evident
from its publications.
14. The power of ritual defamation lies entirely in
its capacity to intimidate. It embraces some
elements of primitive superstitious belief, as in a
“curse” or “hex”. It also plays on the subconscious
fear most people have of being rejected by the
“tribe” and being cut off from social and
psychological support systems. Only the truly
courageous and independent person can withstand
the full force of a ritual defamation, and
occasionally they may even survive such an
attempt relatively unscathed.
15. The weak points of ritual defamation lie in its
tendency towards overkill and in its rather
transparent maliciousness. Occasionally, a ritual
defamation will fail because of inadequate planning
and failure to correctly estimate the vulnerability of
the victim. Ritual defamers often exhibit extensive
projective
mechanisms
and
delusions
of
persecution themselves. Although it may appear to
be an offensive manoeuvre, it’s actually quite
defensive in nature. As Eric Hoffer said: ‘You can
discover what your enemy fears most by observing
the means he uses to frighten you’.
16. Paradoxically, a ritual defamation often brings
about the very values, opinions and beliefs that it
condemns, as in a self-fulfilling prophecy. It
enhances paranoia and hatred and generally serves
to divide and alienate. It hardens positions and
polarizes a situation as nothing else can. A person
accused of supporting a particular belief may find
themselves propelled into that position. Politically,
for example, it’s quite effective in creating rebels
and dissidents. It has been used in various forms
by dictatorships and totalitarian systems all
through history. In democratic societies it has
become a favourite tool of special interest groups
to vilify and neutralize their critics and opponents.
It is important to recognize and identify the pattern
of a ritual defamation and call attention to it
whenever the opportunity presents itself. Ritual
defamation is accomplished entirely through the
manipulation of language and symbols, and when
one understands that then it becomes recognized
for the hypocritical, slanderous assault on human
dignity that it really is.
- Laird Wilcox-----------------------------------------------------
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A brief reflective moment into past events:
-------------------------------

Conspiracy, coincidence, or merely
bureaucratic stuff-up?
Subtle Elimination Process

By Fredrick Töben, 24 September 2002
Throughout my wanderings I met a number of
individuals who have impressed me by their candid,
fearless and refreshingly honest approach to life.
They had constructed for themselves a worldview
within which I could breathe easy. There was no
envy, no excessive pursuit of any material
possessions, but a determined will to see that
justice and mercy prevailed. They were no angels
either, but they had not lost their humanity,
something I find so lacking in those individuals who
now attempt to silence me because I seem to pose
a threat to their held world-view.
Interestingly, the following Australians all topped
that proverbial three score and ten years by
another decade at least, and remained mentally
alert until they passed on.
Sir Walter Crocker, public servant, diplomat and
Lieutenant-Governor of South Australia: *25 March
1902-+14 November 2002.
Sir James Darling was an educator who practised
what he preached: *18 June 1899-+1 November
1995.
Sir Edward Hamilton Esler Barber was a
practising legal eagle whose sense of justice and
compassion benefited many individuals: *1905+
1991. It was Sir Edward who managed to get a
small settlement for the then widow of former
University of Tasmania philosophy lecturer, S S
Orr;
Sir Douglas Wright was a scientist but whose
moral and intellectual integrity remained in-tact:
*7 August 1907-+28 February 1990.
When in September 1990, The University of
Melbourne Gazette, celebrated its own Sir Douglas,
I wrote the following:
"In 1961 Sir Douglas Wright wrote a Prologue to
the disturbing W H C Eddy book, Orr. This Prologue
has provided many victims of conspiracies with
much-needed moral support because it offers a
succinct analysis of this subtle elimination process.
Sir Douglas identified its elements thus:
1. Defame the victim's professional competence,
mental balance, truthfulness, etc.
2. Reward collaborators from the victim's group.
3. Weld together the pack of prosecutors.
4. Proclaim authority of the corporation.
5. Spread defamation through the victim's personal
links and loyalties.
6. Isolate the victim by giving him the silent
treatment.
7. Usually this leads to the victim's resignation
which is taken as proof of guilt. Dismissal occurs if
the victim refuses to resign.

8. A strong victim highlights the moral standards of
society.
9. People in authority perpetuate their own types
because no one wishes to be shamed by his
successor.
10. Employees are as courageous as their security
of livelihood and reputation permits.
11. A governing body of an institution devoted to
truth and justice is corrupt if it obstructs enquiry
into its stewardship. Sir Douglas concluded his
analysis with a timeless warning: 'Such state of
affairs is the antithesis of democratic processes and
places the society in imminent danger.'”
It is in this sense that I personally ask: Where are
our present-day Wrights?
***
FOR THE RECORD - TEN YEARS AGO

October 3 2008 - 12:05AM
Goroke man on denial charges
LAURA POOLE
BRITISH police have arrested a former Goroke man at
Heathrow Airport for Holocaust denial allegations.
Australian revisionist historian Gerald Fredrick Toben
faces a hearing in London to determine whether he will
be extradited to Germany to face allegations of Holocaust
denial.
Toben taught at Goroke Consolidated School for two
years until February 1985 and drove a Goroke school bus
for four years.
Toben, a director of right wing think-tank Adelaide
Institute, primarily a website, has consistently challenged
history's account of the Jewish Holocaust during the
Second World War.
Toben, 64, was arrested on a plane at Heathrow Airport
on Wednesday. Metropolitan Police executed a European
Union arrest warrant issued by German authorities on a
Dubai-bound plane.
The arrest warrant accuses Toben of having published
material on the internet `of an anti-Semitic and-or
revisionist nature' in Australia, Germany and other
countries.
Appearing before City of Westminster Magistrate's Court
on Wednesday, Toben said he did not agree to being
extradited. Toben told the court he did not believe he
would receive a fair trial in Germany.
"It's a witch trial mentality in Germany concerning this
matter, which is not the case in England yet," Toben
said. "I see this matter as a legal ambush."
A district judge denied bail and remanded Toben in
custody to reappear for an extradition hearing today.
Toben was born in Jade, North Germany and migrated to
Australia with his parents, twin brother and two sisters in
1954. The family bought a farm near Edenhope.
Toben completed a matriculation certificate with honours
at Edenhope High School in 1962. Twenty years later he
joined the teaching staff at Goroke school.
Toben was working at the ministry's Horsham office
when it sacked him on February 4, 1985 for claims of
incompetence and disobedience. Earlier the ministry had
removed him from his job teaching English at Goroke
school.
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In 1989 when Toben was reinstated as a teacher by the
Melbourne County Court he told the Mail-Times that the
Wimmera had provided wonderful support.
"Most Goroke people too were wonderful with their
support and encouragement," he said in 1989. "Yes there
was a small anti-German pocket but the anti-Toben
element was less than a handful."
In 1999 a Mannheim judge in Germany sentenced Toben
to 10 months' jail for spreading anti- Semitic and neoNazi propaganda. He spent seven months in jail awaiting
trial. After the trial he walked free after German
sympathisers paid for the remaining three months of his
sentence.
In 2002 the Federal Court of Australia ruled the Adelaide
Institute should remove Holocaust denial material.
Toben's court hearing in Britain continues tonight Eastern
Standard Time.
- with AAP

*https://www.mailtimes.com.au/story/965172/gorokeman-on-denial-charges/

Fredrick Töben comments:

During my 1984-90 legal dismissal proceedings, the then
editor of the local Wimmera Mail-Times, Horsham,
Maurice Lawson, in his editorial columns, supported and
reflected Goroke’s general community’s attitude about
my teaching competence.
Lawson did not flinch when he received a telephone call
from Dr Ken Boston, then Regional Director of the
Ministry of Education, requesting ‘the Mail-Times stop
supporting Töben!’
Even Dr Boston’s threat of initiating a personal
defamation action against Mr Lawson did not impress nor
intimidate the editor.
In fact, such a threat confirmed Lawson’s suspicions that
something was not right with the Töben Case, which the
subsequent County and Supreme Court actions exposed.

__________________________________________________

7 Myths About The Palestinian-Israeli Conflict
Marc Lamont Hill, 17 May 2018
Ottoman Empire, religious diversity was a feature of
historic Palestine. Even after Jewish immigration began,
Zionist settlers were mainly secular, as were the
indigenous Palestinians.
But this isn’t just a question of historical accuracy. By
framing the conflict as religious, we are encouraged to
see it as an internecine squabble between two equally
earnest parties who are in possession of competing
religious texts or scriptural interpretations. Simply put,
this is not about religion. It’s about land theft, expulsion
and ethnic cleansing by foreign settlers to indigenous
land.
"Hopefully, we can move beyond these arguments and
3. It’s very complicated.
engage in deeper and more nuanced conversations about
In a certain way, the issue is indeed complicated. After
creating peace, justice and freedom in the region."
(Anadolu Agency via Getty Images)
more than a century of conflict, there is definitely a lot of
On Monday, one day prior to the 70th anniversary of
nuance surrounding various truth claims, policies and
Israel’s founding, the Trump administration fulfilled its
solutions. Too often, however, the claim that “it’s
promise to move the U.S. embassy to Jerusalem. This
complicated” functions as an excuse to sidestep a very
move was followed by Palestinian protests in the West
simple reality: this is about the 70-year struggle of a
Bank and Gaza, with Israeli soldiers killing over 50
people who have been expelled, murdered, robbed,
Palestinians, including children, and wounding over 1,000
imprisoned and occupied. While there’s certainly a need
others. Since then, debates have been raging among
to engage the finer points of the conflict, we can never
pundits, policymakers and everyday citizens about the
lose sight of this basic and very uncomplicated point.
struggle over Israel and Palestine. Unfortunately, many
of these conversations are animated by the same stale
and problematic talking points. Here are seven of the
most damaging:
1. These people have been fighting forever.
This is one of the most often repeated and inaccurate
comments on the conflict. The truth is that Arabs and
Jews have not been fighting forever. Rather, it can be
dated to the end of the 19th century or, more acutely,
the beginning of the post-World War I British Mandatory
period. In addition to being historically inaccurate, such a
Palestinian demonstrators take cover from Israeli fire and
claim frames the issue as something unsolvable and
tear gas during a protest against U.S. embassy move to
intractable, in addition to reinforcing longstanding ideas
Jerusalem. (Ibraheem Abu Mustafa / Reuters)
of Arabs as barbaric and inherently violent.
4. Palestinians keep turning down fair deals.
Palestinians want peace. But justice is always a
This argument wrongly presumes that any deal that
precondition of peace.
includes the sharing of stolen land with the victims of
2. This is a religious conflict.
said theft could be fair. But even in relative and
This, too, is inaccurate. Palestinians are not a religious
pragmatic terms, this is not true. Think back to the wildly
monolith. While majority Muslim, the Palestinian
disproportionate U.N. partition agreement of 1947 that
community has always included Muslims, Christians and
allotted 55 percent of the land to the Jewish population
Jews. Also, prior to Zionist settlement at the end of the
even though there only comprised 33 percent of the
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population and owned 7 percent of the land. Or look to
the 2008 negotiations between Palestinian Authority
President Mahmoud Abbas and former Israeli Prime
Minister Ehud Olmert that did not allow for a contiguous
Palestinian territory nor a real resolution to the struggle
over Jerusalem. Palestinians have never been offered a
deal that allows for a truly independent, fertile, sufficient
and secure state.
5. Palestinians don’t want peace.
This argument plays on Orientalist narratives of Arabs as
innately violent, irrational, pre-modern and undeserving
of Western democracy or diplomacy. The argument also
castigates Palestinians for resisting their brutal
occupation and repression. Occupied people have a legal
and moral right to defend themselves. To ask them not
to resist is to ask them to die quietly. Palestinians want
peace. But justice is always a precondition of peace.
6. Israel has a right to exist!
This claim is a product of U.S. and Israeli hasbara, a
term for propaganda. First, this argument is only
rhetorically deployed in relation to Israel, as opposed to
Palestine or virtually any other nation-states. After all, no
one routinely demands that Israel and its advocates
declare Palestine’s “right to exist” as an abstract idea,
physical space or independent nation. More importantly,
however, the claim obscures a more fundamental truth:
no country has a right to exist, only people do. By
naturalizing the idea that nation-states have a “right to
exist,” we undermine our ability to offer a moral critique
of Israel’s (or any settler-colony’s) origin story.
No country has a right to exist, only people do.

If a country has a natural right to exist, there is less
room to challenge the means by which that country
obtains land, interacts with indigenous populations or
engages in international and domestic law. After all, it
had a right to exist, right? The “right to exist” argument
also reifies the nation-state, erasing its relatively new
emergence as a political imaginary construct. In other
words, the idea of nations and nationalism is relatively
new. (This is why the whole “there was never a country

called Palestine” argument is both ahistorical and
dishonest). The argument also limits our ability to
imagine the world on different terms and different
political formations, including the reconstitution of
historic Palestine (or contemporary Israel) as a single
democracy for ALL citizens, regardless of race, class,
gender or religion.
7. You’re anti-Semitic!
Anti-Semitism is a very real phenomenon around the
globe. And we must be vigilant about addressing and
destroying anti-Semitism wherever it emerges. Too
often, however, this claim is leveled against anyone who
critiquesor protests the practices of the Israeli nationstate.
Under these conditions, allegations of anti-Semitism
become nothing more than a reflexive retort, intended to
shut down the conversation. More importantly, this is a
key part of Zionist strategy: equating Judaism with
Zionism and the Israeli state itself. Under this logic, to
critique Israel is to critique Judaism. Such arguments
also ignore the fact that the Jewish tradition is one that
covets justice and fairness, and its principles are in
fundamental opposition with the Israeli government’s
actions.
Hopefully, we can move beyond these arguments and
engage in deeper and more nuanced conversations about
creating peace, justice and freedom in the region.
Marc Lamont Hill is the Steve Charles Professor of Media,
Cities, and Solutions at Temple University, a CNN political
commentator and former host of HuffPost Live.
CORRECTION: In a previous version of this op-ed, the

author stated that the beginning of the conflict could be
dated to the end of the 20th century. However, he
intended to write this period was around the end of the
19th century.
This article originally appeared on HuffPost.
*https://www.yahoo.com/news/7-myths-palestineisrael-conflict-174113642.html

________________________________________________________________________
“New Pages” of Anne Frank Diary Prove that Her Father Wrote Most of the Book – The New
Observer
TNO Staff 17 May 2018

Two “newly discovered” pages from the “Diary of
Anne Frank”—which supposedly contain risqué
jokes—are in fact further proof that the book
attributed to the Jewish teenager was in fact
written by her father—because the “hidden” writing
is, like most of the rest of the “diary,” in her father
Otto Frank’s handwriting.

The “newly discovered” writing on show that the hidden
writing is that of an older person, and not the teenager
Anne. As seen in the image above (taken during a press

conference at the Anne Frank house in Amsterdam, where
the findings were announced), the contrast between
Anne’s writing and that of her father’s is clear and
obvious. This fact has been known for several years
already, but is routinely ignored by the Jewish lobby
controlled media.

*The “newly-discovered” pages were announced at a
press conference at the “Anne Frank House” museum
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in Amsterdam, where researchers apparently were
able to remove two brown paper pasted pages and
“read” the obscured writing underneath using
lamps and optical character recognition technology.

*In fact, as revealed in 2015, most of the diary was
written by her father after the war, and who then passed
it off as “real” in order to sell it as a “holocaust memoir.”

The scam was revealed in an article in the New
York Times that year, when the copyright holders
to the diary admitted Otto Frank’s involvement in
an attempt to extend their control of the
manuscript.
As the New York Times pointed out, when “Otto
Frank first published his daughter’s red-checked
diary and notebooks, he wrote a prologue assuring
readers that the book mostly contained her words,
written while hiding from the Nazis in a secret
annex of a factory in Amsterdam.”
Normal copyright on books extends only 70 years
after the author’s death. As Anne Frank died of
typhus in Bergen Belsen in February 1945, the
book theoretically entered the public domain in
February 2015.
But, as the New York Times went on to say,
the Anne Frank Fonds has now decided to try to
extend copyright on the book past the 70 year cutoff period—by admitting that Otto Frank, who died
in 1980, was indeed a “co-author” after all.
The implications of this admission are obvious. As
the New York Times put it:
While the foundation, the Anne Frank Fonds, in
Basel, signaled its intentions a year ago, warnings
about the change have provoked a furor as the
deadline approaches. Some people opposed to the
move have declared that they would defy the
foundation and publish portions of her text.
Foundation officials “should think very carefully
about the consequences,” said Agnès Tricoire, a
lawyer in Paris who specializes in intellectual
property rights in France, where critics have been
the most vociferous and are organizing a challenge.
“If you follow their arguments, it means that they
have lied for years about the fact that it was only
written by Anne Frank.”
The latest pages confirm once again that much of
what is claimed to be “Anne Frank’s diary” was in
fact written by her father after the war—a fact
which also explains the use of ball point pen in the
“diary,” a writing device which only became
available after 1945.
Comments
*Andover 8 May 17, 2018 at 7:28 pm

*The compliant Jewish lobby controlled media focused all
its attention on the contents of the “new pages,” but

ignored the obvious fact of the difference in
handwriting styles on the new pages, with the “new
material” all in her father’s handwriting, which
contrasts obviously and strongly with the juvenile
scrawl of Anne herself.

It’s clear the “diary” was written by Otto Frank and
his Broadway playwright hack, Meyer Levin. Of that
there is no doubt. I wouldn’t be one bit surprised,
however, if these so-called “new” revelations of the
diary weren’t even part of the original hoax, but
added only recently because it’s VERY convenient
how the modern news media are always coming up
with stories that happen to keep the issue of the
alleged holocaust ever fresh in the consciousness of
the public. I think these new findings are a hoax on
top of another hoax, and wouldn’t that be oh so
jewy?
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*Protestant May 18, 2018 at 1:52 pm

That’s a very good point, because it does seem that
whenever the Jews feel threatened by increasing
public awareness of their paranoid control
networks, up pops yet another reminder of the
Holocaust: either another “survivor” suddenly
appears, or another “Nazi officer” is found and
jailed, or there is some “award” given, or a new
“historical account”, or celebrities decide to visit
Auschwitz, or yet another member of the public is
jailed for freedom of speech, or for teaching their
dog to raise his muddy little paw in a “Nazi salute”.

* Recommended reading: “Chapter 20: ‘Eyewitness’
Accounts” which includes a complete review of the Anne
Frank diary hoax.

*Wally May 19, 2018 at 1:00 am

Anne Frank’s Diary Gains ‘Co-Authors’: contains at
least THREE different handwritings:

*http://newobserveronline.com/new-pages-of-annefrank-diary-prove-that-her-father-wrote-most-of-thebook/#comments

_______________________________________________________________________
German Judiciary continuous to adopt witch-trial mentality on matters HOLOCAUST

Ursula Haverbeck
JVA Bielefeld - Brakwede
Umlo Straße 100
33649 BIELEFELD
GERMANY

Monika Schaefer
JVA Stadelheim
Schwarzenbergstr. 14
81549 München
GERMANY
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“Let My People Stay!” The Jailing of London Forum’s Jez Turner
Anonymous, May 19, 2018

There are two great figures in British nationalism today. One is
the most respected and oldest campaigner Richard Edmonds,
known affectionately as ‘The Father of the House’ and ‘The
greatest prime minister Britain never had.” Hear a speech by
him below:
*https://www.bitchute.com/video/R6isFzdNJfo8/
Without doubt the second is the younger and more radical
James ‘Jez’ Bedford Turner, the founder of the London Forum, a
distinguished assembly which has been addressed by some of
the greatest nationalist thinkers and academic advocates of the
White race of our time.
No British nationalist leader ever has spoken with the bravery,
candour and disregard for the personal consequences to his own
safety and liberty than Jez. His rousing speeches have been
shared and banned repeatedly across YouTube, and he has often
been the leading voice at demonstrations against Jewish power
in Britain.
Turner’s humility in the cause is such that he does not present
himself as a leader, and is only seen by the more perceptive as
such. But a leader he is — a general in the making, a man who
leads from the front and is ready to take the enemy full on
without apology, reservation or fear of any kind.

Despite the Crown Prosecution Service’s hesitation to put on
trial an intellectual, a truth teller, an upstanding citizen, a
patriot, and a man who was prepared to lay down his life for his
country in war, they were forced by the extra-judicial demands
of the Sanhedrin to do so, and this modern Cheka managed to
squeeze out of a reluctant court one year’s imprisonment for
“incitement to racial hatred,” a Talmudic verdict forced on the
British legal system by that very group who is insistent in Britain
that they are not a race but a religion.
Jez Turner is a profound classical scholar who derives much
from his education, something which, as one unschooled in that
field, I am not fit to pay tribute to, nor explain here. But it is
that grounding in the very roots of the thinking and philosophy
of our civilisation, and of that group of tribes we call the White
race, which gives him the intellectual strength of an oak and a
parlance with the ancients which informs his message.
Jez Turner’s favourite book on British nationalism was never
published in hard copy but released as an audiobook. It was
banned from YouTube but is available on Bitchute and for those
interested in an approximate outline of his political thinking it is
worth a listen to:
The Coming Of The King Of The Britons by Simon of Kent.
*https://www.bitchute.com/video/8QhnfkhCa6uo/

Comments:
Alexander Baron
May 19, 2018 - 9:44 am | Permalink
Bedford-Turner is an idiot. In the first place, Jews don’t control
everything; in the second place it is the JINOs not the Talmudic
Jews who are the problem and always have been. The creep
responsible for his incarceration, Gideon Falter, also persecuted
Alison Chabloz. Nothing Talmudic about him.
I made a short video which has been restricted on YouTube:
https://www.youtube.com/sydbaron
TimeToBeHonest, May 19, 2018 - 4:41 pm | Permalink
Alexander Baron, “Jews don’t control everything” – I would beg
to differ greatly on that overwhelmingly.
“in the second place it is the JINOs not the Talmudic Jews who
are the problem and always have been.” – I assume that you’ve
not read Michael Hoffman’s ‘Judaism Discovered’ then?
The problem IS and always HAS been Talmudism. More so, the
very concept of Judaism IS Talmudism, where non Jews are
falsely led to believe that Jews preach the Old Testament. They
don’t. Just as Christ attacked the Pharisees for their following of
the Tradition of the Elders, instead of the Laws of Moses, people
are now waking up to just what Jewry is all about.
Jews ARE NOT Isralites, far from it. They are of the line of Esau,
the brother of Jacob, who moved to Idumea and took Canaanite
wives. I’m actually beginning to realize that God was warning
the non Jews to remove the Jews in the Old Testament. He
sought to protect the Israelites, from the corruption of the Jews
and their Traditions of the Elders which later became the
Babylonian Talmud, a book that calls for the death of any non
Jew who reads it.
I’m quite frankly tired of people talking about _”It’s not the
Talmudic Jews.”_ Our whole, corrupt, ‘legal’ system, creating
legislation, here in the west, has NOTHING to do with God’s law,
but everything to do with Jewish halacha law, a fake law of
contract, for stealing off of the non Jews. And they trick people
into consent with their language of legalese which twists words
around.
Everything is fitting into place from Babylonian Talmudism, to
Zionism, to Protocols of the Elders, to communism and to
western legal ‘law’ removing everyone’s freedoms, straight out
of Orwell’s 1984, creating subjective nonsense over objective
logic, that’s seeing people thrown into jail for simply having an
opinion.
Babylonian Talmudism IS THE PROBLEM. It ALWAYS has been
and ALWAYS will be, that is until it’s destroyed and never
implemented into any society, as a form of authority.
*Trenchant, May 19, 2018 - 2:33 pm | Permalink
Jez Turner’s extreme statements and behavior do nothing to win
over the average Briton, in what is essentially a battle for hearts
and minds. They reinforce the System’s caricature of nationalists
as dangerous and unhinged. The self-discipline one would
expect from an ex-military man, graduate of the London School
of Economics is nowhere in evidence.
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=OtGzRvZrLDY
*White Race IQ, May 19, 2018 - 3:38 pm | Permalink
“Incitement to racial hatred” phrase actually stems from the
Marxist USSR.
I’ll quote Stanford University’s Hoover Institute here:
“..the Soviet Union was adamant that incitement to violence was
insufficient, and sought a broader prohibition against
“incitement to hatred.”
Hoover Institute, Policy Review, December 2011 & january
2012, Jacob Mchangama.
https://www.hoover.org/research/sordid-origin-hate-speechlaws
*Troy, May 19, 2018 - 3:51 pm | Permalink
To call Richard Edmonds the ‘greatest prime minister Britain
never had’ reveals adolescent ignorance. Richard Edmonds is a
mediocrity and a pathological attention seeker who has used a
non-existent ‘movement’ as a social club.
And tell me, why has there always been a John Tyndall Annual
Event, but not an Oswald Mosley or William Joyce one? Tyndall
was another mediocrity, but certainly more knowledgeable than
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Edmonds, but Mosley and Joyce were men of another breed
altogether.
These two men mentioned in this article are examples of the
impotence and ignorance in Britain among those who should
know better. Britain MUST SEGREGATE, and ANY ‘revolutionary’
action by racially-inclined white men in Britain must understand
that, or else they are just dealing in emotionalised romanticism
and sentimentalist nonsense, none of it based on what is
actually happening! The aforementioned two fools have their
heads in the early 1960s.
*WhiteAcademic, May 19, 2018 - 5:48 pm | Permalink
A scholarly examination of ‘incitement to hatred” is found to
come from the Soviet Union.
“Rather, the introduction of hate-speech prohibitions into
international law was championed in its heyday by the Soviet
Union and allies. Their motive was readily apparent. The
communist countries sought to exploit such laws to limit free
speech.”
https://www.hoover.org/research/sordid-origin-hate-speechlaws
Stanford University, Hoover Institute
December 2011 & January 2012
The Sordid Origin of Hate-Speech Laws
by Jacob Mchangama
*Fredrick Toben, May 19, 2018 - 11:19 pm | Permalink
Why was this article submitted under Anonymous? Its content
credibility is thus reduced to zero!
*https://www.theoccidentalobserver.net/2018/05/19/l
et-my-people-stay-thejailingoflondonforums-jez-turner/

--------------------------------------------------------------Former British soldier jailed for antisemitic speech
where he incited supporters to 'free England from
Jewish control'

Lizzie Dearden Home Affairs Correspondent Tuesday 15
May 2018 15:31 BST
A former soldier has been jailed for a speech where he incited
people to “free England from Jewish control”.
The Crown Prosecution Service (CPS) initially decided
against bringing charges against Jeremy Bedford-Turner, but
reversed the decision after a judicial review was launched by the
Campaign Against Antisemitism (CAA).
The 48-year-old, who is well-known for his involvement in
extreme right-wing groups, gave the speech in central London in
July 2015.
At the end of a protest which claimed to be against the Shomrim
Jewish civilian patrol group, his rambling 15-minute tirade
included a string of conspiracy theories about Jewish people.
“This is England, this is our land… We want our country back
and we are going to take it back,” Bedford-Turner said, before
calling on a small group of supporters to “free England from
Jewish control”.
He added: “Listen soldiers, it’s time we liberated our own
country.”
Most of his supporters were outflanked by counter-protesters,
but he reached a wider audience after a video of his speech was
uploaded to YouTube.

Jeremy Bedford-Turner, 48, at Southwark Crown Court,
where he was jailed for inciting racial hatred with a
speech in 2015 PA
Bedford-Turner, of Lincoln was jailed for a year at Southwark
Crown Court after a jury convicted him of stirring up racial
hatred.
He bowed and saluted about 35 supporters including musician
Alison Chabloz, who is also on trial, accused of writing and
performing antisemitic songs.
Bedford-Turner, who served for 12 years in the Army, was given
a standing ovation as he was led to the cells.
Under cross-examination during his two-day trial, he had
admitted wanting all Jews including children to leave the UK.

Prosecutor Louis Mably QC said the defendant was “absolutely
obsessed” with Jewish people and that he “despised” them.
Judge David Tomlinson described Bedford-Turner's speech as
“sinister” and “poisonous”, adding that he did intend to stir up
racial hatred through his “comprehensive characterisation in a
derogatory way of an entire race”.
The Campaign Against Antisemitism said verdict was a “damning
indictment” of the CPS and its outgoing head Alison Saunders.
“The real question is why the Director of Public Prosecutions and
CPS got this so dismally wrong,” said its chairman Gideon
Falter.
“CAA had to battle the CPS in court since 2015 to force them to
prosecute this case, but a speech that took us and a jury
moments to understand as a clear-cut case of incitement was
repeatedly and wrongly dismissed by the CPS as not only not an
offence of incitement, but not even a lesser offence.
“This was always a matter of basic law and common sense.”
Mr Falter said that British Jews were losing faith in the
authorities to prosecute antisemitic hate crimes amid rising
reports to police.
A CPS spokesman rejected the claims, and said the DPP had
made tackling hate crime a “priority”, pointing out that
it prosecuted more than 12,000 offences that were racially or
religiously-aggravated last year, with a conviction rate of 84 per
cent.
“It is categorically untrue to claim the CPS does not take
prosecuting anti-Semitic crime seriously,” he added.
After campaigners reported Bedford-Turner’s speech to the
Metropolitan Police, they said he was interviewed by lawyers but
senior CPS lawyers decided not to take the case forward
because they believed there was no realistic prospect of
conviction for racial or religious hatred.
The CAA issued judicial review proceedings at the High Court
and on the eve of a hearing in March last year, the CPS agreed
to quash the original decision and put a more senior lawyer on
the case.
Bedford-Turner gloated about not being sent to prison and
remaining “just within the law” at a London Forum event in
January 2016.
But in February last year, he chaired another meeting of the
group that was infiltrated by an undercover Independent
reporter.
It saw Holocaust denier David Irving speak alongside other
antisemitic conspiracy theorists who claimed Auschwitz was “like
Disneyland” and that the Holocaust was “gossip”, “propaganda”
and a “rumour“.
United Against Fascism said Bedford-Turner claims to have
previously been involved with the National Front and the British
National Party, and been thrown out of the Army after officers
discovered he was a fascist.
Additional reporting by PA
https://www.independent.co.uk/news/uk/crime/jeremy
-bedford-turner-race-hate-speech-antimsemitism-britishsoldierenglandjewishcontrola8352561.htmlindependent.c
o.uk
---------------------------------------------------

Man jailed for inciting racial hatred

News • May 14, 2018 16:39 BST
[No image of Bedford-Turner is available]
A man found guilty of inciting racial hatred has today,
Monday 14 May, been sentenced to 12 months'
imprisonment
Jeremy Bedford-Turner, 48 (15.08.1969) of Rudgard Lane,
Lincoln was charged by postal requisition on 3 October 2017.
The arrest follows a speech made by Bedford-Turner at a rally
on 4 July 2015.
Following a not guilty plea at Westminster Magistrates' court on
30 October 2017, he was found guilty by a unanimous verdict at
Southwark Crown Court today. He was later sentenced to twelve
months' imprisonment. He will serve six months and be at risk
of licence recall if he re-offends.
Detective Sergeant Matt Hearing, investigating officer
from the Met's Public Order and Resources Unit, said:
"Bedford-Turner gave a speech on Whitehall on 4 July 2015 that
crossed the line between free speech and wholesale abuse of an
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entire group of people based upon their ethnicity. His intention
was to stir up racial hatred."
*http://news.met.police.uk/news/man-jailed-forinciting-racial-hatred-306262
==================================
Living In A Madhouse
Keeping a grip on reality
The ever narrowing range of permitted opinion in England
By Robert Henderson
On 14 May 2018 Jeremy Bedford-Turner known as Jez Turner
was convicted at Southwark Crown Court in London of inciting
racial hatred during a speech he gave in 2015 outside Downing
Street. He was sentenced to 12 months, six of which will be
served in prison and the rest on licence.
In his speech Mr Bedford-Turner attacked Jewish influence,
most particularly, the Met Police’s support for and enablement
of a Jewish organisation known as the Shomrim run by a
charity called the Community Security Trust (CST). This
organisation has astonishing support from the Met Police
including the use of police cars and the wearing of uniforms
which look very similar to those worn by police officers.
Did Mr Bedford-Turner have a chance of acquittal? He had a
jury trial so that gave him some chance of an acquittal. Had it
been a trial without a jury he would almost certainly have had
none. After decades of ever more ruthlessly enforced political
correctness judges in England all subscribe to the wonders of
diversity multiracial game without thinking and, consequently,
it is very difficult to imagine a judge sitting on his own daring to
find a defendant accused of racism not guilty.
But even with a jury the odds were heavily against a not guilty
verdict. In the minds of jurors must be the fear of being called a
racist, a fear which has been so successfully inculcated in the
general population that it produces an automated reflex of
panic and terror when faced with the possibility of the label
being stuck on them. Any juror faced with a case such as this
must have it in the back of their minds that to return a not
guilty verdict would be to risk being called a racist. There is also
the sheer shock factor of hearing politically incorrect views being
unashamedly spoken. As it was the jury was out for less than
two hours and returned a unanimous verdict of guilty. (For the
record there were two black women and one black man on the
jury plus one other man who may have been a Turk. The rest
were white).
The Crown Prosecution Service (CPS) initially refused to
prosecute Mr Bedford-Turner because the case did not meet
their evidential standard for a prosecution. The Campaign
Against Anti-Semitism (CAA) then threatened the CPS with a
judicial review of their decision not to prosecute. Faced with that
the CPS caved in and prosecuted Mr Bedford-Turner. Running a
judicial review is very expensive. The fact that the CAA
managed to get the CPS to prosecute by starting the process
to have a judicial review effectively created two tiers of justice,
one for the rich and one for the poor.
I shall be writing a fuller account of the trial later but I can say
unequivocally that the judge, David Tomlinson, showed his bias
against Mr Bedford-Turner from the word go in both his actions
and manner.
He began by refusing a request by Mr Bedford-Turner’s barrister
to put questions to prospective jurors to discover if any of them
were members of the CAA or the CST. The judge’s explanation
was that he valued the principle of random selection. In a place
such as London that is always likely to throw up a jury which
through its diverse composition is likely to hinder any defendant
charged with inciting racial hatred.
During this passage of the hearing the judge also said with
great distaste that it was shocking that such an organisation as
the CAA needed to exist but that was the way of the world.
Tomlinson also intervened on a number of occasions when Mr
Bedford-Turner was being cross-examined. These interventions
were not to elucidate Mr Bedford-Turner’s testimony for either
the judge or the jury, but were attempts to contradict the
defendant using an aggressive tone and manner. This
behaviour was highly questionable because in effect the judge
kept on
taking over the prosecution counsel’s cross-

examination. ( If I had been prosecution counsel I would have
been more than a little put out because Tomlinson’s
interjections suggested that prosecution counsel was not making
a good job of the cross-examination. )
The other thing to note was the way both judge and
prosecuting counsel accepted opinion as fact and were
seemingly oblivious to what they were doing, namely, enforcing
the politically correct view of the world. For example,
prosecuting counsel thought nothing of citing a case DPP v
Collins 2006 on the question of what is grossly offensive, viz:
“It is for the trial court to determine as a question of fact
whether a message is grossly offensive. In making this
determination the standards of an open and just multi-racial
society are to be applied”
That may reasonably be translated as whatever political
correctness decrees.
The prosecution have to justify their position that the words are
grossly offensive but they do not have to show anyone was
grossly offended. This seems mad to the lay person, but there
are many crimes which rely on actions carried out before any
harm is done, for example, preparations for committing terrorist
acts and conspiracies. The real problem with this type of charge
is that it allows a high degree of subjectivity in making the value
judgement of what is grossly offensive.
Later in the proceedings the judge decided that although the
educated classes would not be affected by words written or
spoken by Mr Beford-Turner and his ilk, the uneducated classes
might well be prey to such blandishments . (I kid you not).
Little media coverage
The other striking thing about this trial is the paucity of media
comment. One might have thought the mainstream media
would have jumped all over the matter but the only
mainstream press with a representative attending the trial was
the Press Association. Why? Well, I suspect it was because
although the politically correct wanted the prosecution and a
guilty verdict they did not want the politically incorrect nature of
much of the evidence to come before the public’s eyes.
There was also a very curious incident on day one of the trial.
The acoustics in the public gallery were poor and I was unable
to catch the name of the prosecuting counsel. After the hearing
was adjourned for the day I asked the barrister in question what
his name was explaining that I had not been able to catch it
during the hearing. He refused to give me his name. This struck
me as very odd indeed because the trial was not being held in
camera so his name was public knowledge – it is Louis Malby
QC. On the second day of the trial a Press Association journalist
also refused to give me his name. Could it be that those
involved with a trial which drove a coach and horses through the
notion of free expression are ashamed of being part of it?
Where does all this leave us?
What has been made very clear in this trial (and that of the trial
of Alison Chabloz) is that we have an elite which is hell bent on
squeezing the range of permitted opinion ever more tightly into
a politically correct shape.
The reality is cases such as that of Mr Bedford-Turner are show
trials pure and simple. They are show trials because there is
only one permissible result, that is, guilty. The evidence is
irrelevant.
The intention of the British elite – political, academic and the
mainstream media – is to ruthlessly reduce what is permitted to
be written or spoken until politically incorrect ideas are, if not
entirely eradicated , driven underground or held only by those
without power. This was what Orwell envisaged with NewSpeak,
a language so altered and stripped of important meaning that
people could no longer rebel because they lacked the language
with which to do it.
Free expression is essential to democracy and political freedom.
Take it away and oppression soon fills the void. It also has a
general cultural value
Britain and the West in general are rapidly losing that essential
freedom. We desperately need to fight to save it.
*https://livinginamadhouse.wordpress.com/2018/05/17
/the-ever-narrowing-range-of-permitted-opinion-inengland/
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