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***Völkermord –Genocide***
-through: Freedom-Equality = Anti-family/children-Feminism-Pornography- Prostitution-Transgenderism

Eva Herman, May 24, 2019: Blutgericht Europa - Karl der Große als Ursache des Untergangs von Deutschland und
Europa:* https://www.amazon.de/Blutgericht-Eur...* https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=q5OEUFs3uxo
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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>>>The friend of the Jewish people<<<

White Jewish leaders demand Farrakhan denounce
The Secret Relationship Between Blacks and Jews.
11 July 2010

Louis
Farrakhan:
After Book One came
out I had a meeting
with
several
Jewish
Rabbis, columnists, at
the home of a Rabbi,
and one who was the
former Dean of Rabbis
in Chicago was present, and also present was the
great columnist for the Chicago, I think it’s the
Tribune, Capsinet, and others. And at that meeting
we had dinner, it was very lovely, you know,
everybody was very nice, I was nice too, and … I
am never not nice. I treat everybody the way I
want to be treated. However, after dinner, or
during dinner, pardon
me, the Rabbi pulled
out of his pocket a
piece of paper and said:
Well of course this is
a love fest, but it’s
going to be tough
love; and he said: This
is what we expect of
you, if you want to be our friend.
Many people, when they get to a certain level, and
they get an offer that is difficult to refuse, because
it’s accompanied by a threat, they usually cave in.
So this offer of friendship had terms. And these are
the terms:
One: Farrakhan, we need to watch you and
listen to you over a protracted period of time.
In other words, I am on trial. I mean just think of
the arrogance that a black man who speaks truth
to power would be on trial for a protracted period
of time before I can gain their friendship!

The second term was this book:

The
Secret
Relationship
Between Blacks and Jews –
is a great calumny against
our people. We want you to
stand up and denounce this
book!
Third: No man, no one in
history
has
ever
been
written of well who was an
enemy of the Jewish people. You are very
brilliant. You are a very gifted speaker. But if
you want to be written of in history well, you

have to go down in history as the friend of the
Jewish people.
Now, Mr Farrakhan, you can answer now, or we can go
upstairs and have some coffee and tea, and you can
answer then.

I said: Well, lets go upstairs and have some coffee. It
started the conversation with: You have your

truth and we have ours. I recorded that. So
we had coffee. Are you prepared to answer now?
I said: Yes I was prepared when you a asked the
question.

I said first: I would like to be your friend – that’s why I
am here,’ I said, but you wanted to watch me, and listen
to my words and follow my deeds for a protracted period
of time. I respectfully say to you – that your people have
done more evil to mine than we have done to you. So
maybe we need to watch you for a protracted period of
time and watch your words and your deeds before we
even desire to be your friend.

I want you to hear this.
Second: You asked me to denounce this book.

I said: I’ll denounce it in the morning. Because if it is
false, if it is all lies – I don’t want falsehood and lies
attached to my name, but we only quoted Jewish
historians, scholars and Rabbis. So, if you want me to
denounce this book as a calumny against the Jewish
people, since we quoted only your people, then you stand
up tomorrow and denounce every scholar that we have
quoted, and say that they are anti-Semitic.

I said: Now, I am here because I want to be
your friend, but if being your friend means
that I have to deny the truth, then yours is a
friendship I don’t need, and yours is a
friendship I don’t want.
I said: Now, you can gather all your forces. I want you to
listed to me - this was spoken over 10 years ago with
witnesses that are present here. I said:

You can gather all your forces and come
against me. I said, but as long as I stand on
truth, and stand with God, I’ll be the winner.
And I said: You can use your influence with the
government and come against me. But as long
as I stand on Truth, and stand with God, I’ll
be the winner over the government of the
United States of America.
When I walked out I knew the stuff was on. They
weren’t going to back down from what they wanted
from me, and I certainly was not going to
capitulate. So, I wrote in my letter to Mr Foxman
that Rabbis presented me with terms that no selfrespecting man would submit to.

*https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=CWlQykpa0qA
*http://store.finalcall.com/
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As she resigns, British Jews thank Theresa May for being a ‘true friend’
Jewish umbrella group praises UK PM for outlawing
Hezbollah, adopting anti-Semitism definition and
increasing security funds
By JTA and TOI staff 24 May 2019,
2:15 pm
Britain's Prime Minister Theresa
May announces her resignation
outside 10 Downing street in
central London on May 24, 2019.
(Daniel Leal-Olivas/AFP)

British
Jews
thanked
Prime
Minister Theresa May for being a
“true friend” to their community
following her announcement that she is stepping down.

May has been criticized by supporters of the United
Kingdom’s departure from the European Union for
elements in her deal for the divorce that they say
compromises British sovereignty.
Focusing on May’s record on issues close to the heart of
British Jews specifically, van der Zyl wrote recalled that
her “government has adopted the IHRA definition of
antisemitism; marked the Balfour Centenary with pride;
banned terror organization Hezbollah; increased security
funding,” opposed “anti-Israel bias at the UN Human
Rights Council,” among other policies,
British Jews, van der Zyl added, “will always appreciate
her friendship and support.”

May on Friday announced that she will step down as
Conservative leader on June 7 after failing to convince
lawmakers to support her Brexit deal.

The Conservative Friends of Israel, a parliamentary
group, hailed May as a “steadfast supporter” of the
Jewish state and “a champion” of British Jewry.

Board of Deputies of British Jews President Marie van der
Zyl wrote in a statement: “We sincerely thank Theresa
May for being a true friend to the Jewish community
during her time in office.”

“Theresa May has fiercely fought anti-Jewish racism and
it is thanks to her that the community has received
record levels of financial support for its security at this
difficult time,” the group’s parliamentary chairmen said
in a statement.

May said in a statement outside her Downing Street
residence: “It is and will always remain a matter of deep
regret to me that I have not been able to deliver Brexit.”
The departure of May, who will become one of Britain’s
shortest-serving post-WWII prime ministers, follows a
fresh revolt to her latest Brexit plan this week among
cabinet colleagues and lawmakers.
A member of the Conservative Party is expected to
succeed her.

“Under her leadership, the UK-Israel relationship has
gone from strength to strength with record bilateral
trade, the much anticipated first ever official visit to
Israel by a member of the Royal Family took place, and
the Hezbollah terror group was proscribed,” the
statement added.
*https://www.timesofisrael.com/british-jews-thanktheresa-may-for-being-a-true-friend/

_________________________________________________

US-Israel Prepares False Flag, UAE confirms ships 'sabotaged' off its coast
* https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=vnsT9Z8LguY&lc
* https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=-kSrr3Y9sJo
… deep state – military industrial complex – always preparing for war or always at war…

==========================================
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BATTLE OF THE WILLS WRIT LARGE!
Germans who dare to follow the Kantian imperative are locked up because they -

Have the courage to make use of their own mind!

Ursula Haverbeck– Monika Schaefer– Alfred Schaefer– Gerhard Ittner – Wolfgang Fröhlich–
Horst Mahler. Pic from: Volk in Bewegung- Der Reichsbote, 1- 2019 – www.volkinbewegung.de, akmedien@gmx.de

_________________________________________________________________________________________
Gerhard Ittner:
Deutsches
Mädchen –
8. Mai: Kein Tag
der Befreiung

*https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=fLMk9bnBT5M

*https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=YyZ_MlzmkzQ

Today, on May 23
2019 my dear Sylvia
Stolz was arrested and
jailed!
On this same day in
1945 the Reichsregierung was also
imprisoned.

*https://youtu.be/A2w859pCKR0
* Sylvia Stolz AZK - Banned Speech, Evidence and Legal
Defense (full)

Despite Trump’s
complete exoneration
by Mueller, Pelosi is
continuing to spew
lies. She wants
Trump harassed and
perpetually
investigated. She
said, ‘we believe the
President of the
United States is
engaged in a coverup." She said that
without providing any
evidence, of course.
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Bsic Books 12 June 2018

Universität Stuttgart Published on May 14, 2019

Vortrag an der Universität Stuttgart von Sabine
Hossenfelder Frankfurt Institute for Advanced
Studies. Inhalt: Physiker glauben häufig, dass die
besten Theorien schön, natürlich und elegant sind.
Was schön ist, muss wahr sein. Dr Sabine
Hossenfelder zeigt jedoch, dass die Physik sich
damit verrannt hat. Der Glaube an Schönheit ist so
dogmatisch geworden, dass er nun in Konflikt mit
wissenschaftlicher
Objektivität
gerät.
Beobachtungen können nicht mehr länger die
kühnsten Theorien wie z.B. Supersymmetrie
bestätigen. Öffentliche Vortragsreihe im Sommer
2019: "Physik die Wissenschaft". Es werden

Fischer 26 Sptember 2018

physikalische Phänomene und Anwendungen von
renommierten
Wissenschaftlerinnen
und
Wissenschaftlern
vorgetragen
und
mit
Experimenten und Bildern veranschaulicht.
*https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=99hVAu1k6G8
* https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=2dhFfUybtaw
Gefährliche Ideologie: Völkisches Netzwerk im Norden
- a dogma?
* https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=J5UEpyLzlZA
AfD-Politiker
fliegt
nach
Merkel-Attacke aus
Bürgerschaft

-

der

*https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=HpU5y8SsK2o
* https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=mTXXrqN4aYI

________________________________________________
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Remember Ursula Haverbeck’s words, then think of DONATION OF CONSTANTINE *https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Donation_of_Constantine
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

>All has been said!

*A crime without a crime scene cannot represent a fact.
*The Holocaust is an entire fraud!
*The biggest crime didn’t happen because there is no place where it took place!
*Where were six million killed?
*Where is the murder weapon-homicidal gas chamber?<
* https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=kmYTdS0dgiY

* https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=FfcoxBFpwQU – no answers from expert believers!
Dear
Germans,
Even though the number of victims has been
actions
are
considerably and further reduced unchallenged, the
necessary!
Not
courts continue to convict citizens, scientists and
like the the rabbit,
historians with paragraph 130, Abs,3.
hypnotised
and
Evidence by the accused is consistently reject, claiming
unable to move,
the Holocaust is an obvious fact.
stares
at
the
Why then ist he prosecutor not in a postion to state were
cobra.
the crime scene of this mass murder is located. As long
A Natural Conclusion
as this is not established, the accusation hangs in the air,
These are steps in thinking and the knowledge gained
and is merely an assumption.
from each court case which lead to the following
This is the result of my research for the holocaust crime
conclusions. The sub-heading of these four steps results
scene and thirtyfive courts across Germany since 2002.
in the following paragraph.
Amongst were fifteen of my own court cases. The
I. A crime without a crime scene cannot represent
judgement always claimed that I had denied something
a fact.
unknown and thereby disturbed public peace. In the 10
After the Auschwitz memorial’s reduction of victims by 3
proceedings after 2015 even prison sentences without
million, by their own admission, Auschwitz as crime
parole were handed down.
scene could no longer be maintained, one could have
II. Save the Holocaust?
expected an official correction. This did not follow.
Was the objective of the trials carried out since 2015
Instead, to this day it is claimed at memorial events and
against 94-year olds, whose personal participation in
in school lessons, and especially in court proceedings of
crimes could not be proven, to keep alive in people’s
paragraph 130, StGB, Abs.3 that 6 million Jews were
perception, despite repeated evidence to the contrary:
gassed. People are still convicted and even sent to prison
Not only was Auschwitz hell but also the Holocaust. It
should they question or deny the 6 million Jews gassed –
was, as Judge Kompisch said in his judgement:
as is so often claimed, I have never denied the
„Auschwitz was a complete mechanism aligned to
holocaust. I merely wanted to know where did it happen
the killing of people“
? To this day I have had no reply from prosecutors nor
„One was not allowed to participate in Auschwitz“
from the Zentralrat der Juden (Central Council of Jews).
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(excerpt from Reclam Auschwitzprotokoll 277 pages –
page 243f.)
How could have a then twenty-two-year old, who was
drafted to Auschwitz in the fifth year of the war - during
the worst ever dictatorship in history – as presently
everyone is convinced – have resisted? The idea to do so
probably never entered his mind, and for that the next
generation which has no perception of that era, send him
to prison for 5 years – in line with pargraph 130 for
incitement.
III. Is paragraph 130 only a law to protect a lie?
This is what paragraph 130 stands for, Incitement, a law
to protect a lie. Indeed, it is incitement against the
German people. This law prevents free research into
history and declares politically undesirable research
results to be an offense, because they are lies.
IV. An assumption cannot, because of a special
law, become a fact
In the so-called Wunsiedel-Urteil of 4 November 2009,
the Bundesverfassungsgericht among other things
examined the exact wording of paragraph 130, Abs. 3.
and unequivocally determined that in this paragraph not
every statement about a crime committed by
Nationalsocialism is punishable, only one „that is made in
such a way which could disturb the public peace“ As
neither the way nor public peace can be defined, this
appears to be an assumption. An assumption is according
to a statement by the Bundesverfassungsgericht not
litigable.
Then further extensive Wunsiedel-Urteile Sondergesetze
(special laws) are quoted in view of Nationalsocialism.
But they have no further meaning because a
Sondergesetz (special law) cannot turn an assumption
into a fact.
Summary
Already in 2002 the then chairman of the German
Judges’ Association (Richterbund) clearly stated:
"The judiciary is in the stranglehold of politics."
Meaning that the judiciary is no longer in accord with
Basic Law which clearly states that judges must remain
independent. In addition to Article 5, this judicial
independence is considered a cornerstone of a
democratic constitutional state. The current chairman of
the German Judges Association, Jens Gnisa, calls his
book published on 17 August 2017 "The End of Justice".
So nothing has changed. The legal life is badly damaged,
if one can still speak of legal life in the BRD, after
presiding judges of the German judges federation made
such devastating judgments.
The sentencing judges refer to the postscript in Article 97
- Independence of Judges - GG: "The judges are
independent and subject only to the law."Meaning
subject only to the law, but not to the laws. It is
overlooked here that it is not subject to the laws, but it
is called the law, and this law appears as the overriding
law, which has to be concretized in order to make it
legally workable. The judges are therefore subject to the
newly created superior law (GG), which appears as law
now. The judges are not subject to the laws passed by

the Bundestag. On the contrary, the Federal
Constitutional Court has to examine whether they are in
accordance with the Basic Law at all. As a rule, these
laws express the interests of specific groups. No judge is
subject to the interests of certain groups. On the
contrary, they make themselves punishable if they
represent group interests. With paragraph 130, 3, a
minority interest is very clear, but it is also a very
powerful one.
In order to be no longer subject to misinterpretations,
paragraph 130, which has already been challenged by
the Federal Constitutional Court, must be revoked as
non-judicially, as soon as possible, and thus all books
and journal prohibitions that allegedly publish politically
incorrect opinions and research results must be reversed.
Summarized in one sentence, we can describe the
current legal situation as follows:
The alleged knowledge of Holocaust believers is based on
prohibitions; the knowledge of alleged Holocaust deniers
based on the study of the forbidden.
********
To the presidents of the Land and Oberlandgerichte
Dear Ladies and Gentlemen!
I would request a review of the attached pages. I would
also be grateful for your attention and answer to the
fundamental question:
"Where were the millions of Jews gassed?"
Is my desire for an answer to this question
understandable?
How is a query as to the crime scene for a singular crime
a criminal offense? Is it possible thereby to disrupt public
peace? The question and subjective conclusion serve only
to finding the truth. Would this not create a peacebuilding policy?
May I bring to your attention that in the meantime a
number of foreign media outlets are also intensively
covering these Holocaust trials. One is the Norddeutsche
Rundfunk with its Panorama broadcast and the English
television team of the same name, which was here for
three days. A Norwegian team from an Oslo magazine
and one daily newspaper from Poland and Japan.
It was particularly interesting to hear from the interview
request from the Polish newspaper that all my Holocaust
trials had been reported in Poland, and that they would
now like to hear my reasons.
Paragraph 130, StGB, in total must fall. A public debate
and discussion of both views is imperative. Only in this
way can the courts be freed from the stranglehold of
politics.
Perhaps the establishment of a new Chair of Holocaust
Research in Frankfurt - seventy-three years after the end
of the war - may be a first step in that direction, whether
consciously or unconsciously. Since this research center
would be financed by taxpayers' money, it would be
incumbent upon the citizens or the members of
parliament to check whether these funds are used
effectively.
Sincerely
Ursula Haverbeck
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* https://endederluege.blog/
* Ursula Haverbeck polarisiert – die Demokraten beißen
um sich
------------------------------------

So reagieren die Schergen in einem „Rechtsstaat“, wenn
sie ihre Pfründe gefährdet sehen. Keinen Zweifel läßt es
mehr offen, daß es hier nicht mit „rechtsstaatlichen“
Mitteln in einen fairen Wahlkampf geht. Und trotzdem
sollten sich alle anständigen Menschen nicht davon
abschrecken lassen.
Am 26. Mai können Sie Ihr Kreuz ganz im Stillen setzen.
Sie müssen es nicht an die große Glocke hängen. Wählen
Sie für die Zukunft Ihrer Kinder und Enkelkinder! Nur auf
dem Fundament der Wahrheit wird eine lebenswerte
Zukunft errichtet werden können.
Eskalation
im
Europawahlkampf:
Polizei
stürmt
Geschäftsstelle von
DIE
RECHTE
+
weitere Wohnungen
und beschlagnahmt
Infrastruktur
der
Partei!

Knapp vier Wochen
vor der Europawahl setzen Polizei und Staatsanwaltschaft
gegen die Partei DIE RECHTE auf Eskalation und
betreiben
eine
massive
Wahlmanipulation:
Am
Donnerstagvormittag
(2.
Mai
2019)
rückte
ein
Großaufgebot an, u.a. Einsatzhundertschaften, um die
Bundesgeschäftsstelle der Partei DIE RECHTE in der
Thusneldastraße
3
sowie
die
Wohnung
des
Bundesgeschäftsführer
Michael
Brück
in
der
benachbarten Emscherstraße 2 in Dortmund-Dorstfeld zu
durchsuchen. Als Vorwand diente eine angebliche
Urkundenfälschung
bei
mehreren
Unterstützungsunterschriften, die – wenn es sie
überhaupt
gegeben hat
–
sicherlich nicht
im
Verantwortungsbereich der Partei liegt. Vielmehr handelt
es sich um einen offensichtlich willkommenen Anlaß, in
der heißen Wahlkampfphase die Bundeszentrale der
Partei zu stürmen und kistenweise Aktenordner
herauszutragen, ein Raum, der zur Lagerung von Akten
genutzt wurde, war nach dem Polizeieinsatz leer, die
gesamte Buchhaltung der Partei DIE RECHTE wurde
beschlagnahmt. Darüber hinaus weitete die Polizei ihre
Durchsuchungsmaßnahmen im Verlauf des Einsatzes auf
zahlreiche
weitere
Räumlichkeiten
im
gesamten
Wohnkomplex aus, betroffen von der Razzia waren auch
ein Lagerraum des Dortmunder Kreisverbandes von DIE
RECHTE, der Patrioten Propaganda Versand sowie die
Geschäftsstelle der Ratsgruppe NPD / DIE RECHTE, in der
auch diverses Werbematerial der Gruppe gelagert wird.
Es handelt sich bei dieser Razzia um einen Angriff auf die
nationale Bewegung in Dortmund, aber auch darüber
hinaus, wie das Vorgehen gegen den Bundesverband der
Partei zeigt.

Staatlicher Versuch, Arbeitsgrundlage
von DIE RECHTE zu entziehen

Insbesondere die Beschlagnahme von Infrastruktur ist
als Versuch zu sehen, der Partei DIE RECHTE die
Arbeitsgrundlage zu entziehen. Betroffen sind nicht nur
Rechenschaftsberichte vergangener Jahre, sondern etwa
auch Mitgliederunterlagen und aktuelle Buchführungen,
die
für
den
demnächst
zu
erbringenden
Rechenschaftsbericht
benötigt
werden.
All
diese
beschlagnahmten Unterlagen haben eines gemeinsam:
Sie weisen keinen Bezug zu dem Anlaß der
Durchsuchung auf. Laut dem Durchsuchungsbeschluß,
der im übrigen bereits am 17. April 2019 erlassen
worden war, galt die Suche Unterschriftenlisten und
möglichen Verzeichnissen, aus denen Unterschriften
heraus gefälscht worden sein könnten, außerdem wurden
Speicherund
Kommunikationsmittel
jeder
Art
beschlagnahmt, insgesamt knapp ein dutzend Laptops
und Computer, sowie über fünfzehn Mobiltelefone.
Doch worauf stützt sich das absurde Vorgehen, bei dem
die Dortmunder Staatsanwaltschaft offenbar in ihrem
Versuch, sich im „Kampf gegen Rechts“ zu profilieren,
jede Logik ausblendet?! Im Vorfeld der Europawahl 2019
mußte DIE RECHTE, wie jede andere, kleine Partei,
mindestens 4000 Unterstützungsunterschriften sammeln,
um die Wahlzulassung zu erhalten. Dabei unterschreiben
neben Parteimitgliedern vor allem Unterstützer an
Informationsständen, aber es wurde auch eine nicht
geringe Anzahl an Unterstützungsunterschriften aus dem
gesamten Bundesgebiet zugeschickt. Es liegt in der Natur
der Sache, daß bei diesen Zusendungen nicht jeder
Unterzeichner der Partei bekannt ist. Diese gesammelten
Unterschriften
wurden
anschließend
durch
den
Bundesgeschäftsführer Michael Brück, gegen den sich die
heutige Razzia auch persönlich richtete, an mehrere
hundert Kommunen in ganz Deutschland zur Bestätigung
des Wahlrechts gesendet. Von etwa 6000 insgesamt
gesammelten Unterschriften, blieben am Ende rund 4500
übrig, bei denen die Kommunen ein Wahlrecht
bestätigen, die restlichen Unterschriften konnten nicht
bestätigt werden, etwa aufgrund von falschen oder
fehlerhaften Angaben, einem bereits erfolgten Umzug,
einer fehlenden Meldeanschrift oder ähnlichem.
Bei einer Gemeinde in Mecklenburg-Vorpommern wurde
beanstandet, daß von 13 eingeschickten Unterschriften
12 Unterschriften nicht akzeptiert werden konnten, weil
die Angaben von den Daten im Melderegister abwichen,
dies teilte die Gemeinde der Partei DIE RECHTE mit.
Seitens der Partei wurde die Gemeinde umgehend
aufgefordert,
persönlichen
Kontakt
zu
den
Unterzeichnern aufzunehmen, um zu überprüfen, daß
diese die Unterschriften selbst geleistet haben, außerdem
wurde mitgeteilt, daß zumindest die Einsenderin der
Unterschriften, die der Bundespartei bekannt ist, wohl
ihre eigene Unterschrift geleistet haben wird – auch sie
stand nämlich auf der Liste derjenigen, die angeblich
gefälscht worden sein sollen. Außerdem wurde das
Vorgehen der Partei gegenüber der Gemeinde erläutert
und aufgezeigt, daß DIE RECHTE selbst einen Großteil
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der Unterzeichner nicht kennt, geschweige denn
Personenverzeichnisse
in
der
betroffenen
Region
unterhält, aus der sie die Daten von vermeintlichen
Unterstützern generiert. Ob dieser Briefwechsel zum
Zeitpunkt der Durchsuchung Teil der Ermittlungsakten
gewesen ist, läßt sich noch nicht sicher sagen. Sollte dies
der Fall sein, muß aber bei den Ermittlungen von einer
strafbaren Verfolgung Unschuldiger nach § 344 StGB
durch die Behörden ausgegangen werden, denn es dürfte
wohl kein Zweifel daran bestehen, daß zumindest der
Betroffene
dieser
Maßnahmen
lediglich
eine
Verwaltungstätigkeit
durch
das
Einsenden
der
Unterschriften an die Kommunen übernommen hat, ohne
die Unterzeichner in der Mehrzahl zu kennen oder von
dem Entstehungshintergrund der Unterschriften Kenntnis
zu haben, von den Zweifeln an der angeblichen
Fälschung ganz abgesehen. Doch statt objektive
Ermittlungen zu betreiben, suchten Polizei und
Staatsanwaltschaft einen Vorwand, die Räume der Partei
DIE RECHTE zu durchsuchen, den Europawahlkampf zu
sabotieren und umfangreiche Daten über die Wohn- und
Arbeitssituation nationaler Aktivisten zu sammeln.
DIE RECHTE fordert Bundeswahlleiter zur Klarstellung
auf!

Die Ermittlungsbehörden wollen offenbar gemeinsam mit
dem Bundeswahlleiter prüfen, ob weitere Unterschriften
der Partei DIE RECHTE von Fälschungen betroffen sein
könnten.
Tatsächlich
wurden
sämtliche
Unterstützungsunterschriften, die mit dem Wahlantritt
eingereicht worden sind, zunächst von den Gemeinden
auf das Wahlrecht geprüft, sodaß die Existenz der
Unterzeichner belegt ist. Seitens der Polizei war zu
entnehmen, daß DIE RECHTE den Antritt nur knapp
geschafft hätte und deshalb die Prüfung umso akribischer
verlaufen sollte: Auch dies ist eine Falschmeldung, die
offenbar bewußt von den Ermittlungsbehörden verbreitet
wird. Tatsächlich hat DIE RECHTE rund 4500
Unterstützungsunterschriften eingereicht, sie wurde

sogar von einer Mitarbeiterin des Bundeswahlleiters
aufgefordert, den fristgerechten Nachversand von
Unterschriften zu stoppen, da die 4000er-Marke erreicht
sei und darüber hinausgehende Unterschriften ohnehin
nicht mehr gezählt würden. Wenn im Nachgang versucht
wird, einen Fälschungsskandal zu suggerieren, ist dies
schlichtweg lächerlich. Aufzuklären gilt jedoch, ob es sich
bei den eingesandten Unterschriften aus MecklenburgVorpommern tatsächlich um Fälschungen handelt und
wenn ja, aus welcher Motivlage diese erstellt worden sein
sollen – es ist durchaus möglich, daß diese gezielt
untergeschoben worden sind, um genau solche
Ereignisse zu provozieren, aus welchen Kreisen auch
immer.
DIE
RECHTE
fordert
deshalb
den
Bundeswahlleiter dazu auf, Stellung zu nehmen und
deutlich zu machen, daß die Partei eine ausreichende
Anzahl von Unterstützungsunterschriften eingereicht hat,
die im Vorfeld durch die Kommunen geprüft worden sind,
um Falschmeldungen und Gerüchten über eine
angebliche Wahlfälschung entgegenzuwirken.
Freitagabend (3. Mai) Demonstration durch Dorstfeld!

Es ist ein beispielloser, staatlicher Angriff auf den
Bundesverband der Partei DIE RECHTE, den die
Dortmunder Ermittlungsbehörden begangen haben. Auf
dieses Vorgehen wird es selbstverständlich – gerade in
den
nächsten
Wochen
zur
Europawahl
–
die
entsprechende Antwort geben. Als erste Maßnahme ruft
DIE RECHTE zu einer Demonstration für Freitagabend (3.
Mai
2019)
durch
Dortmund-Dorstfeld
auf,
die
Veranstaltung wurde kurzfristig angemeldet und soll um
19.30 Uhr auf dem zentralen Wilhelmplatz im Ortskern
stattfinden. Viele Nachbarn haben bereits gefragt,
weshalb die Polizei (wieder einmal) zu den Wohnhäusern
der Nationalisten angerückt ist. Die Antworten werden
auch auf der Straße gegeben und rücken die Schikanen
in die Öffentlichkeit. Macht mobil, bringt Eure Freunde
mit, nationale Solidarität gegen ihre Repression!

__________________________________________
Broadcaster Alan Jones exposes secret ALP Agenda,

defeated for the time being after ALP lost 18 June 2019 Election

2 GB Sydney NSW - Published May 6, 2019 8:05 AM
The aim of this legislation – gender fluidity – is to
facilitate pre-puberty children to be given state support,
against parental wishes, to transition to their nominated

sexual preference, i.e. children would forcefully be taken
from parents who oppose their chidlrens’ desire to
become either a boy or girl through chemical assistance.
So what's new?
At the end of the 18th century some boys were castrated
so that their singing voice would not break during
puberty – now the Castrato - pl.Castrati - is regaining a
fashionable reappearance ...
Some would label this a sign of societal decadence degeneration It's a real battle-of-the-wills about moral and intellectual
VALUES
according
to
Richard
Wagner's
Weltanschauung-world view, it will run its course, then
NATURE will balance out again.
*https://omny.fm/shows/thealanjonesbreakfastshow/al
pgenderpolicyprofessorjohnwhitehall?fbclid=IwAR31qRL
BLnwe7BxrOKlJL6dxhjyx8cYhT7ixaC1HwO5_UNmMFmv6
VEi4LCc
--------------------------------------------------2GB Sydney - The station commenced broadcasting in
August 1926.[3] The operator, Theosophical Broadcasting
Station Pty Ltd, owned by interests associated with the
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local branch of Theosophical Society Adyar, was granted
a radio broadcasting licence for the Sydney area.[4]
The number 2 of the callsign refers to the state of New
South Wales, which also has postcodes starting with 2.
The two letters GB indicate an AM station, and were

chosen to honour the Italian philosopher Giordano
Bruno,[19] who was much admired by Theosophists.
----------------------------*https://www.huffingtonpost.co.uk/entry/whitenational
ismaustralia_uk_5ce7f4a4e4b0a2f9f28dc596?guccounter
=1

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------The Gay Alphabet’s Missing Characters
moral principles, why is there not a ‘P’ in ‘LGBTQI’? As
Brendon Wynter noted recently on our public broadcaster
Frank Salter, 15th November 2017
(ABC Religion & Ethics, 24 March 2017) attempts to find
a moral distinction between plural and same-sex
A remarkable feature of the same-sex marriage
marriage can lead to illiberal claims, such as that
movement, that has helped make it a juggernaut, is the
polygamy but not homosexual marriage is “bad or at
solidarity of its disparate parts. Lesbian activists don’t
least, trivial”.[3]
mock gays before the general public, gay activists don’t
ridicule bisexuals, bisexuals don’t disrespect the
transgendered, and so on, presumably down the growing
list of non-traditional sexual and gender orientations.

That is odd because some categories, to be discussed,
are noticeably absent from that list. Possible reasons for
excluding them include the law, aesthetics, and morality.
Legality can be immediately ruled out. Homosexuality’s
illegality until recently has not prevented agitation for
gay rights. Aesthetics can also be ruled out, because
LGBTQI-rights activists have been pushing back against
popular revulsion for decades. If they cited legality or
aesthetics to justify excluding selected types of sexuality,
consistency would demand immediate cessation of their
own activities. No sexual or gender category can be
credibly excluded from the LGBTQI fold for legal or
aesthetic reasons.
Morality is different. Morality is the only conceivable
principled reason that some sexualities are excluded
from the fold. Whether or not one accepts the morality of
the alternative sexuality and gender movement, there
are nevertheless some ethical principles associated with
it. These include the rights to free expression and
association. It is asserted that gender and sexual
expression should be unconstrained when harmless and
when entered into by mutual consent.
These principles are sufficient to explain the exclusion of
paedophilia from the LGBTQI platform. It seems the
great majority of individuals of all orientations reject it.
Mary De Young has documented attempts by paedophile
activists to normalize sex between adults and children
from at least the 1980s in “The indignant page:
Techniques of neutralization in the publications of
pedophile organizations” (Child Abuse & Neglect,
1988).[1] A more recent study by O’Halloran and Quayle
in “A content analysis of a ‘boy love’ support forum:
Revisiting Durkin and Bryant” found that the trend has
remained uninterrupted (Journal of Sexual Aggression,
2010). These attempts have failed to convince many
people that children are able to give informed, prudent
consent to sexual contact. It is true that educational
packages such as the Safe Schools program sexualise
children but that is not the same thing as advocating the
legalization of paedophilia.
LGBTQI morality is not a credible reason for excluding all
of the sexualities missing from that acronym. Consider
polygamy, often called plural marriage. This was opposed
by the Medieval Church and before that the Romans and
Ancient Greeks, making Europe the only monogamous
stratified society until the modern era.[2] The law that
enforces monogamy necessarily restricts the free choices
of adults to participate in consensual polygamous
relationship. If polygamy does not contravene LGBTQI

Incest is also missing from the LGBTQI heading. From an
LGBTQI moral perspective, why ban sex or marriage
between any consenting adults? As the actor Jeremy
Irons commented a few years ago, genetic disorders in
the children of incestuous unions are only an issue with
heterosexual pairs.[4] LGBTQI advocates are not in a
position to complain about incest on the basis of its being
gay or lesbian. From their perspective, love and lust
between consenting adults should never be condemned.

On what grounds could LGBTQI advocates object to
marriages between mother and daughter or father and
son, or object to them adopting? One ground that has
been raised is a supposed categorical difference between
those sexually attracted to close kin and those sexually
attracted to members of the same sex. The former, it is
claimed, do not belong to a distinct class of individuals
but the latter do.[5] In the case of same-sex attraction,
it is proposed, accurately, that homosexual orientation is
sometimes inborn, and that as a result these individuals
cannot change their same-sex attraction. Preventing
them from marrying the same sex is therefore
discriminatory.
Incest is held to be different on the basis of the claim
that it is a matter of free choice. For that reason,
banning incestuous marriage does not constitute
discrimination, and is therefore consistent with liberal
ethics. This argument breaks down with the second
premise, that incestuous desire is not inborn. The Finnish
sociologist Edward Westermarck discovered that incest
avoidance is a universal inborn trait that is triggered by
close proximity during childhood. De Smet, van
Speybroeck and Verplaetse investigated this theory in
Evolution and Human Behavior (2014) and found that
children raised together are usually averse to sexual
contact during and after puberty.[6] It follows that
sexual desire for a sibling or offspring is in part or whole
due
to
genetically-programmed
developmental
processes. The fact that incestuous motivation is
produced when these processes go awry does not make
them any less inborn. Thus incestuous motivation is not
always a matter of free choice and in such cases,
according to LGBTQI ethics, it is a right when consensual
and harmless.
An “I” should be added to “LGBTQI”.
Bestiality also presents difficulties for brevity of
“LGBTQI”. On which grounds can advocates of condemn
sex with animals? As already noted, legal and aesthetic
distinctions are unavailable. The rule against cruelty is
also unavailable most of the time. Sex with animals can
be cruel – but so can all sexual acts. The fact that
animals cannot consent is not relevant because they do
not, as a rule, possess human rights. In Australia and
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many other countries animals are protected against cruel
treatment, but that does not include protection against
being killed and eaten. Apart from militant vegetarians
and vegans, most feel justified eating animals, so it is
not obvious why, without invoking traditional moral or
aesthetic standards, sexual contact that does not inflict
suffering can be considered immoral.
The bestiality category is not an empty hypothetical. A
recent academic study by Earls and Lalumière titled “A
case study of preferential bestiality” and published in the
journal Archives of Sexual Behavior (2009) indicates that
it is not as rare as previously thought, and shares many
of the characteristics of other atypical sexual
interests.[7] Likewise, a recent report in the Australian
online edition of The Guardian by Mona Chalabi,
“Bestiality: which animals are most at risk” (22 June
2017), describes the online zoosexual movement that
advocates the rights of the bestially inclined.[8] The
most preferred species appear to be dogs and cows, but
cases are reported involving horses and even snakes.
Woody Allen might add sheep.[9]
There is a human dimension to the issue. Members of
what we might reluctantly call the zoosexual community
feel they are treated unfairly by the mainstream, which
includes the LGBTQI movement. Some feel trapped in
human relationships, such as the man who felt that sex
with his (human) wife was “wrong” and during marital
acts closed his eyes to better pretend she was a horse.
Earlier this year an article in The Independent reported
that animal sex tourism became such a problem in
Denmark that in 2016 the country criminalized
bestiality.[10] The journalist hinted that bestiality usually
conforms to the harm principle: “[T]he studies published
over the last 15 years using non-clinical samples report
the vast majority of zoophiles do not appear to be
suffering any significant clinical[ly] significant distress or
impairment as a consequence of their behavior.”
Surely most LGBTQI people will share the generally-held
opinion of bestiality. Many will be disgusted by the very
thought and wish it never to be depicted or praised in
public. They will wish that it never be part of their social
environment and certainly not that of any child’s.
However, if LGBTQI activists believe the position they
urge on the public, consistency demands they not only
tolerate bestiality but treat it as possessing equal rights
to human-centric sex. Otherwise they are guilty of the
illiberal prejudice of claiming that their kind of love is
superior to others they deem deviant. And if even the
proponents of LGBTQI rights were to admit the
legitimacy of privileging one sexual or gender orientation
over another, then their main defence against heteronormativity would collapse.
An extra “B” should also be added to the acronym.
Other initials could be added. Why not an “R” for love of
robots and dolls? Blow up dolls and simple silicone
mannequins with recorded voices are primitive compared
to the pleasure model “replicants” depicted in the science
fiction classic Blade Runner. Nevertheless, they are
beginning to compete for men’s affections.[11] This is a
rapidly growing industry feeding insatiable demand. The
Third International Congress on Love and Sex with
Robots is to be held in London in December 2017.[12]
Professor Noel Sharkey, chairman of the Foundation for
Responsible Robotics, points to guilt-free threesomes as
a potential use of sex robots.[13] He and colleagues
predict that many humans will have sexual relationships

with robots. Evidence is already emerging of men feeling
embarrassed about seeking sex and companionship from
artificial women.[14] From the perspective of LGBTQI
morality it is wrong to shun people who are turned on by
machines.
One suspects that pragmatism is a big reason why
LGBTQI activists want to keep polygamy, incest and
bestiality in the closet. Activists do not want to openly
associate with these categories because that might
increase opposition. The public might wonder about the
implications. If exotic gender identities and same-sex
marriage are to be taught in schools as equal to the
heterosexual types, why not polygamy and bestiality?
Citizens would be more likely to resist demands for full
legal equality until the slippery slope were shown to have
principled limits.
LGBTQI campaigns assert that love is equal, yet they
help marginalize attachments and acts they find
repugnant or inconvenient. The activist community
should include all types of sexuality and marriage that
meet their professed moral standard, the standards with
which they fight. They should not deceive the public.
Alternatively, activists should abandon their artificial
solidarity and the morality they deploy to justify it. They
should admit that not all sexual desire and acts and
types of marriage are equal. Many will join with the
straight
binary
community
in
rejecting
the
appropriateness of polygamy, incest and bestiality. In so
doing they might view their own orientation with
humility.
Until LGBTQI activists admit the radical implications of
their morality, the spelling of “LGBTQI” and its variations
should be contested. Consistency demands an extra ‘I’
and ‘B’ (at least). The rainbow flag deserves an
additional stripe, one that stands out, representing all
those arbitrarily excluded by LGBTQI activists. At the
same time, the stripe would indicate the moral blackness
of those acts. Honest, inclusive symbols would also serve
to inform the public of where the arguments of the
radical sexuality and gender movement logically lead.
Let us add “BI” to “LGBTQI” until activists apply their
arguments consistently. When they do, they also will
adopt the extra letters and perhaps some other besides.
[1] De Young, Mary (1988). “The indignant page:
Techniques of neutralization in the publications of
pedophile organizations.” Child Abuse & Neglect 12(4):
583-591.
O’Halloran, E. and E. Quayle (2010). “A content analysis
of a “boy love” support forum: Revisiting Durkin and
Bryant.” Journal of Sexual Aggression 16(1): 71-85.
[2] MacDonald, K. B. (1995). The establishment and
maintenance of socially imposed monogamy in Western
Europe [with peer commentary]. Politics and the Life
Sciences, 14(1), 3-46.
[3] Brendon Wynter (2017). Why supporters of same-sex
marriage need better arguments. ABC Religion & Ethics,
24 March.
*http://www.abc.net.au/religion/articles/2017/03/24/
4642184.htm, accessed 9 Oct. 2017.
[4] Brett Malec (2013). Jeremy Irons’ controversial gay
marriage “incest” comments: “Could a father not marry
his son?” Enews. 5 April.
* http://www.eonline.com/news/404747/jeremy-ironscontroversial-gay-marriage-incest-comments-could-afather-not-marry-his-son, accessed 26 Oct. 2017.
[5] Alexander S King, Comment, “Does gay marriage
justify incest marriage because both are consensual
activity? [closed]” Stack Exchange – Philosophy, 1 Jan.
2016 at 9:22 and edited 2 Jan. 2016 at 6:14
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*https://philosophy.stackexchange.com/questions/3110
2/does-gay-marriage-justify-incest-marriage-becauseboth-are-consensual-activity, Accessed 26 Oct. 2017.
[6] De Smet, D., Van Speybroeck, L., & Verplaetse, J.
(2014).
The
Westermarck
effect
revisited:
A
psychophysiological study of sibling incest aversion in
young adults. Evolution and Human Behavior, 35(1), 3442.
[7] Earls, C. M. and M. L. Lalumière (2009). “A case study
of preferential bestiality.” Archives of Sexual Behavior
38(4): 605-609.
[8] Mona Chalabi (2017). Bestiality: which animals are
most at risk. The Guardian (Australian edition). 22 June
2017.
*https://www.theguardian.com/world/datablog/2017/j
un/21/bestiality-animal-sex-laws-zoosexual-community
[9] Woody Allen (1972). sheep scene, Everything you
always
wanted
to
know
about
sex.
*https://vimeo.com/160162835, accessed 9 Oct. 2017.
[10] Griffiths, M. (2016). Why would anyone want to
have sex with an animal? The psychology of bestiality.
The
Independent
(London).
2
February,
*http://www.independent.co.uk/life-style/love-

sex/why-would-anyone-want-to-have-sex-with-ananimal-the-psychology-of-bestiality-10201158.html,
accessed 18.10.2017.
[11] Amanda Devlin and Emma Lake (2017). Robot
romps. What is a robot sex doll, why has a Barcelona
brothel replaced women with blow-up dolls and how
much
do
they
cost?
The
Sun
(London).
*https://www.thesun.co.uk/tech/2084051/robot-sexdoll-barcelona-sex-brothel-cost/, accessed 31 Oct. 2017.
[12] * http://loveandsexwithrobots.org/, accessed 29
Oct. 2017.
[13] FRR report: Our sexual future with robots. 31
October
2017.
*http://responsiblerobotics.org/2017/07/05/frr-reportour-sexual-future-with-robots/.
[14] Alistair Himmer (2017). Looking for love: Unhappy
Japanese men turn to silicone sex dolls. 30 June.
*http://www.news.com.au/lifestyle/real-life/truestories/looking-for-love-unhappy-japanese-men-turn-tosiliconesexdolls/newsstory/009af6032b995a149ff0d3f51
27058d1, accessed 31 October 2017.
*https://quadrant.org.au/opinion/qed/2017/11/gayalphabets-overlooked-characters/

German philosopher Martin Heidegger reveals what bothers the Jewish mindset when influenced by the
toxicity of Jerusalem/Palestinian and Babylonian Talmud and Torah:

>>The Jews, with their marked gift for calculating, live, already for the longest time, according to the
principle of race, which is why they are resisting its consistent application with utmost violence.<<
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Das eingepflanzte Irresein – Zur geistigen Befindlichkeit der Deutschen –
von Dr. med. Rigolf HENNIG
Im Gefolge zweier in Folge verlorener Kriege war den
Deutschen zuletzt selbst die Möglichkeit der geistigen
Abwehr genommen worden mit verheerenden Folgen.

[Dieser Aufsatz wirkt seit seiner Erstveröffentlichung
1995 wie ein Aha!-Erlebnis bei vielen Menschen, die sich
die Anschläge gegen den gesunden Menschenverstand
und die Verwirrung des Zeitgeistes nicht erklären können.
Er wird seither bis heute immer wieder veröffentlicht
oder zitiert. Der geneigte Leser möge den Text wie einen
Spiegel benutzen: So mancher wird erschrecken und zur
Wahrheit und sich selbst zurückfinden.]

Eine seltsame und gefährliche Krankheit geht um in
deutschen Landen: das eingepflanzte ("induzierte")
Irresein.
So Mancher fragt sich, was wohl mit diesem begabten,
kraftvollen und fähigen Volk geschehen ist, daß heute ein
allgemeiner Niedergang mit "Kampf gegen das Kind",
Überfremdung, Sittenverfall, aufwachsende Verarmung
und Mangel an Selbstvertrauen bis hin zum Selbsthaß zu
verzeichnen sind.
Die Antwort ist verblüffend einfach. Es handelt sich um
die Möglichkeit, den menschlichen Geist durch gezielte
erzieherische Maßnahmen zu beeinflussen und zu
beherrschen, welche die Siegermächte für ihre üblen
Zwecke nutzen.

An die Stelle der eigenen, gewachsenen und
arterhaltenden
Ideale
pflanzte
der
Feind
seine
verbrecherischen Vorstellungen in die Köpfe der
Deutschen.
Ein "Frankfurter Schule" genannter Reimport aus den
Vereinigten Staaten – ein Max-Freud-Verschnitt – wirkte
und wirkt auf allen unterrichtenden und erzieherischen
Ebenen wie eine geistige Seuche.
Diese arbeitet ganz wesentlich mit dem Mittel der
Geschichtsfälschung, um bei den Deutschen eine
Schuldneurose auszulösen. Inzwischen "sind", wie der
bekannte
us-amerikanische
Gesellschaftsund
Geschichtswissenschaftler
Harry
Elmer
Barnes
feststellt, "die Deutschen das einzige Volk der Welt,
welches für Taten büßt, die es nicht begangen hat".
Als Ergebnis der psychologischen Kriegsführung sind
heute viele Deutsche seelisch krank und unfähig zur
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Abwehr. Horst Mahler spricht vom Seelenmord am
deutschen Volk.
Wenn jemand nach dem 8. Mai 1945 erklärt hätte, 60
Jahre später würden die Deutschen die bedingungslose
Kapitulation der Wehrmacht als ihre "Befreiung" feiern,
dann wäre er als Deutscher zum damaligen Zeitpunkt
besorgt auf seinen geistigen Zustand hin angesprochen
worden.
Nun, Jahrzehnte später, ist es so weit: Diese irrwitzige
Geisteshaltung ist zur Volksseuche geworden und
Deutsche mit erhaltenem Denkvermögen fallen aus dem
Rahmen.

Was ist in diesen Jahrzehnten mit den Deutschen
geschehen?
Also zunächst:
Wovon wurden die Deutschen 1945 befreit?
*Befreit von rund drei Millionen toten Frauen und Kindern
auf der Flucht vor den mordenden, schändenden
Sowjetrussen, Polen und Tschechen!
*Von unserem gesamten Besitz im Osten, über ein Drittel
bester deutscher Stammlande!
*Von weiteren Millionen an Männern, Frauen und Kindern
durch die Terrorangriffe der Briten und Amerikaner auf
Wohnsiedlungen!
*Durch vorsätzlichen Massenmord von einer Million
deutscher
Kriegsgefangener
im
Wege
der
Hungerblockade durch Franzosen und Amerikaner noch
nach der Kapitulation!
*Von (nach neuesten Quellen) insgesamt 20 Millionen
toten Deutschen in einem von diesen nicht gewollten
Krieg!
*Von Gesundheit und Leben mit einem Millionenheer von
Krüppeln und Waisen im Gefolge!
*Von
Kunstschätzen,
Baudenkmälern,
Kultureinrichtungen, lndustrieanlagen, privatem und
öffentlichem Vermögen!
*Schließlich vom gesunden Menschenverstand!
Die geistige Befindlichkeit im alsbald dreigeteilten
Deutschland erreicht als das gewollte Ergebnis der
bedingungslosen Kapitulation planvoll den Zustand der
Entmündigung im Wege einer "Umerziehung" genannten
geistigen Verkrüppelung – und auf die geistige kam es
an. Die künstlich herbeigeführte materielle Not der
Deutschen nach dem Ersten Weltkrieg hatte sich zu
deren geistigen Unterwerfung nicht bewährt.
Dies also war den Deutschen in den vergangenen
Jahrzehnten widerfahren, in denen sie, ihrer Geschichte,
des Rechtes und vor allem des Rechtes auf
Wahrheitsfindung
beraubt,
von
den
gewissenlos
vorgehenden Siegermächten samt deren einheimischen
Handlangern mehrheitlich in einen Schuld- und
Sühnekomplex gedrängt wurden, mit allen Merkmalen
abnormen Verhaltens bei den Betroffenen.
Gehirnwäsche als Methode ist bekannt – und diese von
alters her. Neu ist allerdings das Ausmaß, in der ein
großes Volk mit gewachsener Kultur als Ganzes in einen
förmlichen Ausnahmezustand versetzt wird bis hin zu
seiner Entmündigung.
Der Nestor der modernen Psychiatrie, Emil Kraepelin,
hat hierfür bereits vor 100 Jahren den Begriff des
"induzierten Irreseins" in die Wissenschaft eingeführt, zu
Deutsch "eingepflanztes Irresein".
Es handelt sich hierbei um die alte, den Psychologen und
Psychiatern wohlbekannte Methode des gezielten

Irremachens
durch
geistige
Beeinflussung.
Den
genannten Fachbereichen sind drei Formen des Irreseins
wohl vertrat, von denen die Öffentlichkeit nur die beiden
ersten kennt.
Es handelt sich um das angeborene Irresein, das
erworbene Irresein und eben das eingepflanzte Irresein.
Das angeborene Irresein bedarf auch für den Laien
keiner weiteren Erörterung. Auch das erworbene Irresein
durch Krankheiten, Verletzungen oder Vergiftungen ist
landläufig bekannt.
Das eingepflanzte Irresein durch massive seelische
Beeinflussung, zumal im gefährdeten jugendlichen
Entwicklungsstadium, ist zwar seit vorgeschichtlichen
Zeiten mit ihren kultischen Riten bekannt, mehr vertraut
in unseren Zeiten aber nur den hiermit befaßten
Fachleuten.
Das eingepflanzte Irresein hat wenig mit Intelligenz, viel
aber mit dem teilweisen Aussetzen des folgerichtigen
Denkens durch gezielte, geistige Beeinflussung zu tun.
Diese wirkt umso verheerender, je jünger und unreifer
der hierdurch beeinflußte menschliche Geist ist.
Durch gezielte Indoktrination zur rechten Zeit sind ganze
Funktionsbereiche
des
folgerichtigen
Denkens
einschließlich
angeborener,
arterhaltender
Verhaltensweisen außer Betrieb zu setzen mit dem
Ergebnis, daß die Betroffenen sogar wider die eigenen,
bestanderhaltenden Anliegen handeln.
Es gibt Entwicklungsabschnitte, vor allem beim
jugendlichen Wesen, wo diese Machenschaften am Geiste
unumkehrbar greifen und lebenslänglich geistige Krüppel
hinterlassen. Um dieses an einem vergleichsweise
einfachen Beispiel zu verdeutlichen: die Japaner,
Chinesen und andere Ostasiaten können nach dem 4.
Lebensjahr das "R" nicht mehr erlernen, da danach die
hierfür nötige geistige Funktion nicht mehr abrufbar ist,
das sie aber in unseren Bretten ebenso unschwer
erlernen können, wie unsere Kinder.
Umgekehrt
könnte
ein
europäisches
Kind,
das
ausschließlich im asiatischen Sprachbereich aufwächst,
nach dem 4. Lebensjahr seinerseits kein "R" mehr
erlernen. Natürlich greift diese gestaltende Möglichkeit
bei komplexen Denkabläufen auch noch im späteren
Lebensalter, endet aber im wesentlichen mit dem 10.
Lebensjahr.
Da diese Erkenntnis bereits im Altertum bekannt war,
pflegten
beispielsweise
die
Römer
bei
ihren
Eroberungszügen die männliche Bevölkerung bis herab
zu Knaben im 10. Lebensjahr als die Kulturträger ihrer
Völker zu erschlagen, um die unterjochten Völker danach
erfolgreich zu romanisieren.
Etwas
verfeinerter,
aber
mit
dem
gleichen
durchschlagenden
Erfolg
gingen
die
christlichen
Machthaber im Mittelalter vor, wenn sie die Söhne ihrer
heidnischen Gegner im Knabenalter entführten und, wie
etwa am Beispiel des Karantanenführers Borod im
Kärnten des 9. Jahrhunderts belegt, die fürstlichen
Kinder dann in Umerziehungslager verbrachten – im
vorliegenden Fall in das Kloster Frauenchiemsee –, um
sie anschließend gegen ihr eigenes Volk und dessen
Glauben einzusetzen.
Einen geradezu klassischen Fall des eingepflanzten
Irreseins betrieben die Türken mit ihren Janitscharen
von 1329 bis 1826.
Bei den Janitscharen, die einerseits die Speerspitze der
türkischen Eroberungszüge bildeten – eine Art "Waffen-
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SS der Hohen Pforte" – und andererseits die Leibwache
des Sultans stellten, handelte es sich überwiegend um
ehedem geraubte Christensöhne.
Unter der einzigen Voraussetzung, daß sie jung genug
waren für eine gründliche Umerziehung, waren sie
danach für jeden Zweck, auch für Mord und Totschlag an
ihren eigenen Verwandten, Eltern und Geschwistern, zu
gebrauchen.
Nach
gleichem
Muster
gingen
die
fanatisierten Kindersoldaten der Pol Pot im Dienste der
Roten Khmer in Kambodscha gegen ihre eigenen Eltern
vor, die sie in der Regel persönlich und grausam zu Tode
folterten.
Die brutalen Hau-Ruck-Methoden der Gehirnwäsche
kommunistischer
Machthaber,
überwiegend
an
Erwachsenen betrieben, waren noch ein vergleichsweise
grobes Raster, die schwache Persönlichkeiten als
seelische Krüppel zurückließen, starken Persönlichkeiten
aber die Möglichkeit zur Genesung boten.
Aber erst die modernen psychoanalytischen Tricks der
westlichen
Umerziehung
mit
ihren
raffinierten,
verfeinerten und wissenschaftlich erprobten Mitteln der
einschleichenden Gehirnwäsche machten es möglich,
ganze Völker durch den gekonnten Einsatz aller
Kommunikations-, Unterhaltungs- und Erziehungsmittel
vom Kindesalter an, flankiert durch die Machtmittel der
Gesetzgebung, ausführende Gewalt und Rechtsprechung,
gegen ihre eigenen, Lebensanliegen zu wenden.
Das traurigste Beispiel unserer Zeit ist das deutsche Volk
in all seinen staatlichen Erscheinungsformen. Nach dem
verlorenen Zweiten Weltkrieg, der mit dem Verlust eines
Großteils der geistigen Auslese und somit der
Kulturträger einherging, setzte eine gezielte und
psychologisch gekonnte "Umerziehung" ein, die all das
gründlich bekämpft und in ihr Gegenteil verkehrt, was
das Wesen des Volkes ausmacht.
Es sind seine ererbten Verhaltensmuster zum Erhalt der
völkischen Nämlichkeit – und des geistigen Erbes.
Die
ererbten
Verhaltensmuster
sind
in
generationenlanger Auslese im Kampf ums Dasein als
Überlebensstrategie
entstanden,
so
daß,
im
Umkehrschluß, ein Volk, dieser Strategien beraubt, zum
Untergang verurteilt ist.

Das deutsche Volk, ob seiner hohen Geistigkeit und
Lebenskraft von neidischen Mitbewerbern jenseits von
Recht und Sittlichkeit bekämpft, ist auf diesem Wege ein
gefährliches Stück weit abgeglitten.
Die fortgesetzten Selbstbezichtigungen nach über 59
Jahren Umerziehung, triefend vor "Schuld und Sühne"
und an Nationalmasochismus
nicht mehr zu
unterbieten, sind hierfür der Beleg.
*Warum begrüßen angebliche Vertreter Deutschlands
anläßlich der Siegerfeier der Kriegsgegner in der
Normandie die eigene Niederlage?
*Es war dies der Einfall raumfremder Mächte in Europa –
*Wofür entschuldigt sich Kanzler Schröder in Warschau?
Etwa dafür, daß die deutsche Wehrmacht seinerzeit den
aufständischen Partisanen den Kombattantenstatus
einräumte und den Frauen freien Abzug anbot, wozu sie
nach der Haager Landkriegsordnung nicht verpflichtet
war?
Dieser mag sich zwar Kanzler nennen, der eines freien
und mehrheitlich denkfähigen Volkes ist er nicht.
*Was treibt die Medien dieser "Republik", Dresden mit
Coventry zu begründen?

Also den geplanten Massenmord an deutschen Frauen
und Kindern durch die Kriegs- gegen den eigenen
Landsleuten in die Schuhe zu schieben?

Coventry war seinerzeit eines der wichtigsten britischen
Industriezentren und so massiv verteidigt, daß der
hierdurch verursachte, ungenaue Bombenabwurf der
deutschen Angreifer 400 Menschenleben kostete.
Dresden hingegen war eine offene, mit geflüchteten
Frauen und Kindern hoffnungslos überfüllte Kulturstadt,
die in Kenntnis eben dieses Umstandes Opfer eines
vorsätzlichen Massenmordes mit der tausendfachen Zahl
an Menschen durch britische und amerikanische
Bombergeschwader wurde. Diese hatten längst vor
Coventry mit Terrorangriffen gegen Zivilisten begonnen.
Das
Gedenken
der
folgenschwersten
Niederlage
Deutschlands seit Geschlechtern wird inzwischen dazu
mißbraucht, Ursache und Wirkung zu vertauschen, um
die Deutschen insgesamt mit der Behauptung der
"Alleinschuld" am Kriege auf Dauer in ein paranoides
Getto aus "Schuld und Sühne" einzuhegen.
Daß nicht das Deutsche Reich, sondern England und
Frankreich 1939 den Weltkrieg erklärt hatten, scheint
ebenso vergessen, wie die Tatsache, daß die Vereinigten
Staaten die Kriegshandlungen gegen Deutschland sogar
ohne Kriegserklärung eröffnet hatten und daß das
Deutsche Reich in Polen erst eingriff, als dieser Staat,
aufgehetzt
durch
die
britisch-französische
Garantieerklärung, schon Tausende von Deutschen in den
geraubten
Gebieten
ermordet,
Zehntausende
in
Konzentrationslager verschleppt – und eine Vielzahl
hiervon um Eigentum und Heimat gebracht hatte.

Die Vereinigten Staaten haben Jugoslawien 1991 mit
schlechterer Begründung überfallen.
Die sich herbei am schlimmsten aufführten, sind noch
nicht einmal unsere allierten "Freunde", sondern deren
einheimische, durch Umerziehung seelisch verkrüppelten
Handlanger, die sich päpstlicher als der Papst gebärden.
Den Siegermächten kommt hierbei bei freilich eine
schlimme
Gesinnungsschwäche
der
Deutschen,
zustatten, die unsere "Freunde" im Zweifel einkalkuliert
hatten nach der bissigen Erkenntnis Bismarcks:
"Der Drang, fremden Interessen zu dienen, selbst wenn
dies nur unter Preisgabe der nationalen Interessen
möglich ist, ist eine Krankheit, deren geographische
Verbreitung auf Deutschland beschränkt ist."

Die Reihe der dem gesunden Menschenverstand
unzugänglichen Nestbeschmutzungen liesse sich beliebig
fortsetzen
durch
täglich
neu
dargebotene
Absonderlichkeiten.
"Sie haben unsere Geschichte in ein
Verbrecheralbum verfälscht", stellt selbst der
ehemalige sozialistische Bundeskanzler Helmut Schmidt
fest.
Warum? Für wen?
Inzwischen propagieren einige, die sich Deutsche
nennen, ihren kollektiven Selbstmord als völkische
Wesen, indem sie lauthals fordern: "Deutschland
verrecke!"
Das eingepflanzte Irresein beschränkt sich mithin nicht
mehr auf eine begrenzte Zahl von Menschen, sondern ist
drauf und dran, IN EIN KOLLEKTIVES IRRESEIN EINES
GANZEN VOLKES ÜEBERZUGHEN.

Verblüffend viele Zeitgenossen – und es werden derer
immer
mehr
–
reagieren
inzwischen
wie
die
Pawlow'schen Hunde.
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Der berühmte Petersburger Physiologe hatte seine Hunde
so dressiert, daß ihnen auf Klingelzeichen der Magensaft
aus einer Magensonde tropfte. Die guten Tiere hatten
zuvor ihr Steak nur bei besagtem Klingelzeichen erhalten
und waren nun auf einen falschen Bezug festgelegt.
Genauso ergeht es jenen abgerichteten Zeitgenossen,
denen bei Begriffen wie "Heimat", "Nation" und "Volk"
der Adrenalinspiegel hochschnellt mit dem gewünschten
Ergebnis, daß sie dann hysterisch-aggressiv reagieren.
Einen übermächtigen Gegner, der zudem aus dem
Dunklen operiert, zu erkennen und zu stellen, gehört in
der Tat zu den schwierigsten Unterfangen, ob wohl genau
dieses für den Preis des eigenen Überlebens unabdingbar
ist. Den Gegner aber erkannt und seine Methoden
durchschaut zu haben, ist schon der halbe Sieg.
Der voller Sieg ist erreicht, wenn Deutschland in seinem
Staat, dem Deutschen Reich, seine selbstherrliche
Handlungsfähigkeit zurückgewinnt.

Nach
Kriegsende
forderte
unser
bedeutender
Völkerrechtler, Friedrich Grimm von Sefton Delmer –
der sich als französischer Professor ausgab – anläßlich
dessen Besuches während seiner Haft in Lindau die
Beendigung der Gräuelpropaganda des Weltkrieges
zugunsten
einer
Rechtsamnestie
im
Sinne
des
Völkerrechtes.
Delmers Antwort lautete:
Nein! Jetzt fängt unsere Arbeit erst richtig an! Wir
werden fortfahren, jahraus, jahrein! Wir werden diese
Propaganda noch steigern, bis in der Welt der letzte
Funke von Sympathie für Deutschland ausgelöscht – und
das deutsche Volk so restlos zerknirscht sein wird, daß es
sich nie wieder erheben kann...
>>A suggestion from the USA<<
*https://www.theoccidentalobserver.net/2019/05/25/1
61830/

Review: Gerard Menuhin’s

LIE$ & GRAVY - Landmarks in Human Decay
By Fredrick Töben, 20 May 2019
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

PREAMBLE – the Plan revealed:
From: Fredrick Toben toben@toben.biz
Sent: Wednesday, 8 May 2019 12:32 PM
To: g.menuhin@gmail.com
Subject: Your book

Hi Gerard your
book
arrived today
- just having
a
coffee
break - then
by end of
week
I
should have
the
review
done
I
worked
physically
and it now always takes me a week or so for me to relax
from such physical work-exercise- I have become an old
man .... and that is why I like your topic: Human Decay degeneration - the myth of a peaceful hereafter is
comforting for some but dream time for others, etc –
Back soon Fredrick

From: Gerard Menuhin g.menuhin@gmail.com
Sent: Wednesday, 8 May 2019 3:37 PM
To: Fredrick Toben
Subject: Re: Your book
Fredrick, I like your assortment of objects. Particularly
the hydrangeas. Mine are just getting ready to bloom. My
back is sore from weeding yesterday -- rewarding work. I
hope you enjoy the plays, but, of course, if you find them
wanting, you must say so.
Best wishes,
Gerard

-----------------------------------------

1. Introduction

LIE$ & Gravy: Landmarks in Human Decay,
contains Gerard Menuhin’s latest musings, which
follow the serious and challenging tone set in his
book, now in 4th corrected edition: Tell the Truth
and Shame the Devil: Recognize the True Enemy
and Join to Fight Him.
Let me briefly deviate from the set task and
comment on the use of “fight” in this book’s
subtitle. “Join to fight him”? In this PC era, perhaps
it would have been better to have used the word
“expose” rather than “fight” because fighting,
unless qualified, has a physical connotation.
Revisionists are known not to physically fight – and
this does not indicate a lack of courage on their
part but rather the realization that it is silly
physically to challenge a state-powered and
protected taboo topic. The question: Cui Bono – in
whose interest? nearly always clearly reveals who
benefits from any such ensuing conflict.
Thus the advocacy of fighting can lead Revisionists,
especially those focusing on matters HolocaustShoah, into a trap that can end in court with a
charge of “incitement” by thus upsetting/offending
any group of people who love nothing better than
to play the victims of such “racist” aggression – if
possible, of NAZI aggression. Also, in this way the
professional liars can gain valuable protection from
public scrutiny by employing various weaponized
concepts with which to beat down any emerging
public discussion on vital matters.
In Australia it is s18C of the 1975 Racial
Discrimination Act that individuals can be tried in
public, or in a court of law, for having uttered
“offensive /insulting words”. The current buzz
words that are PC protected and thus prevent the
questioning of various taboo topics are: “hater”,
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“Holocaust denier”, “Antisemite”, “racist”, “Nazi”,
“climate
change
denier”,
“homophobe”,
“xenophobe”, etc.
Revisionists have never been violent and so the
“moral turpitude” charge – the act of physically
damaging property or persons – does not grip. This
is the test used in the USA to protect its muchprized 1st Amendment, which ideally absolutely
guarantees free expression. But sophists have
already split free expression into “free speech” and
“hate speech”, the latter being used by individuals
about that which they don’t like to see a debate
emerging in public.
For example, the 18 May 2019 Australian Federal
Election has seen individual candidates from
various parties withdrawing either voluntarily or
involuntarily from the election race on account of
having uttered, during election time, or even in the
distant past, some PC-protected matter.
Pauline Hanson had to backtrack on her comment
about the 1996 Port Arthur massacre, an obvious
insider job; a Liberal candidate had to resign
because of questioning the 9:11 New York attack
and claiming it was an inside job; another made
homophobic remarks, which then contrasted
sharply when a Lesbian Labor Senator made antiheterosexual remarks during the election campaign
by stating about the Liberals: … they are small
men, small men with small ideas. It would have
been appropriate for someone to call out to her: ‘ …
and you are a mere pretend man…’, which would
have been classified as “a hurtful, disgusting
homophobic remark.”
Israel Folau, a devout Christian and Australia’s
highest-paid
Rugby
player, was sacked
from his club because
he tweeted:
Currently
the
PCdaddy of them all, the
Holocaust-Shoah
dogma/religion,
is
protecting a political
candidate from being
further scrutinized for
suitability to stand for election while other nonJewish candidates have lost their endorsement to
stand as candidates in the 2019 election on account
of the dual citizenship requirements as dictated by
Section 355(c) of the Commonwealth Electoral Act,
see:
*http://www.teamlaw.net.au/article--frydenberg-case---s44i.html
Most notable of all, former PM Tony Abbott lost his
seat because a group, GETUP – much like the
global George Soros NGOS – interfered within his
Warringah electorate. The main reason for the
GETUP campaign against Abbott was to eliminate
him because he refused to bend to the Climate
Change ideology pushed by GETUP and its

supporters.*https://www.abc.net.au/4corners/abbo
ttsend/11131084
As an aside, and as was the case in the US election
where the Clinton-Democratic Party was predicted
to win by a wide margin over Donald Trump, the
Australian media predicted a Labor Party victory
over the Liberals, which did not eventuate. This is
an example of how public individuals pretend to be
listening to the people but actually believe more in
their own propaganda – and the poll predictions
failed notably.
Both in the USA and in Australia the celebrated
potential winners lost the election, and here the
reaction of those who lost the election mirrors the
nonsense we witnessed coming from the US
Democrat supporters in explaining why Hillary
Clinton lost. The hostile Australian Broadcasting
Corporation-ABC, which backed Labor, the Greens
and assorted minorities, has as a headline:
*Analysis: How Morrison used Shorten's big
mistake to steal the election. Steal the election?
The seriousness of PC gone mad, and its
devastating effect on human interactions, is
illustrated in the following skit:
The Snow(man)
8:00 am - I made a snowman.
8:10 - A feminist passed by and asked me why I
didn't make a snow woman.
8:15 - So, I made a snow woman.
8:17 - My feminist neighbour complained about the
snow woman's voluptuous chest saying it
objectified snow women everywhere.
8:20 - The gay couple living nearby threw a hissy
fit and moaned it could have been two snow men
instead.
8:22 - The transgender ma..wom...person asked
why I didn't just make one snow person with
detachable parts.
8:25 - The vegans at the end of the lane
complained about the carrot nose, as veggies are
food and not to decorate snow figures with.
8:28 - I am being called a racist because the snow
couple is white.
8:31 - The Muslim gent across the road demands
the snow woman wear a burka.
8:40 - The Police arrive saying someone has been
offended.
8:42 - The feminist neighbour complained again
that the broomstick of the snow woman needs to
be removed because it depicted women in a
domestic role.
8:43 - The council equality officer arrived and
threatened me with eviction.
8:45 TV news crew from the ABC shows up. I am
asked if I know the difference between snowmen
and snow-women? I reply, "Snowballs" and am
now called a sexist.
9:00 - I'm on the News as a suspected terrorist,
racist, homophobic sensibility offender, bent on
stirring up trouble during difficult weather.
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9:10 - I am asked if I have any accomplices. My
children are taken by social services.
9:29 - Far left protesters offended by everything
are marching down the street demanding for me to
be beheaded. Moral: There is no moral to this
story. It's just a view of the world in which we live
today, and it is only getting worse.
------------------------------The Snow(man) sums up the currently prevailing
fractured world view, which is the result of relying
only on empirical thinking at the expense of
rationality and idealism. Empiricism on its own
prevents one from rising above any particular
matter so as to get an overarching idealistic
generality, a view which hopefully offers a
meaningful explanation about a particular matter.
For example, the abstract concept of “equality”
needs to be replaced with the ideal of justice
because we are not equal, and so we must
celebrate our differences. In the physical world we
have individual uniqueness, and even a set of twins
consists of two unique individuals. I am an identical
twin and I know my brother and I never had the
same taste in women – and I don’t think I am as
ugly as he is!
Nothing physical is equal to
something else – only in abstractions can we
equate matters, such as 2+2=4!
But even this is disputed by some so-called
progressive educators who claim that a maintaining
of pedagogical standards may be too upsetting for
some students, as illustrated in this skit:
*https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Zh3Yz3PiXZw
The above illustrates how absurd it is deliberately
to close the mind to the natural physical world, and
to nurture in its stead a fractured process of hurt
feelings – to play the eternal victim of fundamental
universal constants. Thus, to disconnect our human
existence from NATURE is not by accident, but by
design. Gerard Menuhin illustrates this so well in
his sweep of human history, and as his drama LIE$
unfolds the impulses responsible for causing such a
deception are exposed.
It is much like the devastating effect one of the
current dogmas, global warming/climate change,
has on “true believers”; during the past months
school children around the world have been
organized to protest against those who critically
refuse to accept and blindly embrace global
warming. Much like Holocaust-Shoah believers,
Ignorant school children claim to be upset
whenever they are confronted by climate change
deniers!
Fighting words – now called “weaponizing words”
– are now also becoming subjected to the abovelisted defamatory imputations that protect taboo
topics from legitimate scrutiny, which then attract
legal sanction, if not directly, then a resulting
silence of a questioner is brought about by the
targeted/willing individuals who themselves submit
to PC protected fabrications. Threats of legal action

will silence most critical thinking individuals
because such violent action can bankrupt and
destroy families.
--------------------------------------------

2. PREFACE
Currently the book has no Preface and I would
suggest the author’s Tyrants and Slaves is ideally
suited because it follows in the vein of the famous
Shavian Preface in Androcles and the Lion. G B
Shaw, the Irish playwright, critic, polemicist and
political activist, never claimed it as such but
literary critics certainly celebrated this Preface as
being somewhat unique in that it is longer than the
play itself. Menuhin is far more modest.
Gerard Menuhin’s
fitting PREFACE:
Tyrants and Slaves*:
your
future/your
choice

Recently,
I
felt
compelled to write a
play about some starving folks who spend
Christmas Day in an unheated garage.
The compulsion to compose this play derived from
my hope to make more accessible to readers the
warning in the last chapter of my book ‘Tell the
Truth and Shame the Devil’, entitled ‘Communist
Vassalage’.
Having written that play, it occurred to me that it
needed some kind of introduction to complete the
picture. I therefore wrote four short scenes, each
with its own built-in verifiable quote, intended to
emphasize the origins and evolution of our
collective predicament. The entirety has now
appeared as ‘Lie$ & Gravy’.
Short and easy to absorb though this 112-page
work is, nearly no one has seen fit to notice or
comment on it. I say ‘seen fit’ because my
notoriety should have ensured at least a few nasty
reviews from ethnics, trolls and fellow-travellers,
not to speak of semi-literates and the like. I
discount from the outset well-intentioned critics
willing to try to grasp the issue, no matter how
rudimentary their discernment. As the topic is
inescapably controversial, it’s bound to evoke
aversion and this usually leads to insult, rather
than to discussion. In any case, in imitation of
physical
brawls,
the
tendency
among
commentators is, the dumber the voice, the more
strident and opinionated it is. Yet here, there’s just
a deafening silence.
Of course it helps to be humble and not to equate
dislike of a book with incomprehension. If one
doesn’t understand a book, the problem probably
lies with the reader, not the author. But humility is
an outdated trait and plays are harder to read than
books, demanding as they do more imagination on
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the part of the reader. Such effort is unjustified in
our mobile-phone-led society, constantly at risk
from persecution by a prying, politically correct
judiciary.
So I was mistaken in my assumption that these
plays would elucidate my doomful prophesy. On the
contrary, their message seems to have completely
by-passed the reading public, always assuming
such may still exist. I could of course try to explain
the explication, by writing a brochure perhaps, on
the subject of reading plays, which is a bit like
reading any of those black marks on a white paper
background, usually between covers. Don’t get me
wrong, I say all this with respect, ‘Respect’ is my
middle name.
To return to Tell the Truth and Shame the Devil
(not to be confused with ‘Tell Truse and shame
deville’, as a Swiss fan read it, possibly assuming
some connection to ‘101 Dalmatians’) – this book,
vilified or ignored by the mainstream media, is
merely an attempt at a fair assessment of history –
and, of course, as the title suggests, to counter lies
with truth. It was not intended to upset sensitive
souls, convinced of, and coerced over generations
to believe, a contrary interpretation of our past. To
my way of thinking, it’s nothing less than essential
to see history as a continuity, not as a series of
disconnected periods. That’s the only rational and
coherent way by which yesterday may be attached
to today and tomorrow anticipated; the only way
by which the reasons for ostensibly mistaken
decisions may be explained. Following this
unbroken continuity leads to a logical conclusion
about the identity of the real beneficiaries of such
decisions: almost never the ordinary citizen; almost
always the power behind the system.
Most media are just accessories of the system, or,
if
you
like,
accessories
to
government’s
misdemeanors. For example, the media have
helped the powerful to perpetuate the belief in ‘us
and them’, meaning rich and poor. Whenever the
occasion warrants it, perhaps when a distraction is
required, the public’s attention may be switched to
this evident inequality. Then, some political party is
sure once again to promote a program to ‘soak the
rich’. There is certainly an ‘us and them’, yet it
doesn’t consist of rich and poor, but of those within
and those outside the system.
Wouldn’t you really prefer to be part of the system,
with all its attendant advantages? To be allowed to
earn unsourced money, to be above criticism, to
get away with crimes for which others are
punished, to enjoy life even if others suffer from
your decisions? Well, you can’t. Either you haven’t
been born into the right ethnicity, or you haven’t
reached a position, or haven’t shown the ability to
reach a position, whereby you may profitably be
integrated into the system. Ideally, you would have
to show both aptitudes and defects. For instance,

an unbeatable combination of assets might include
competence in a useful field, cunning, fundamental
dishonesty and sexual deviance.
We may presume that nearly all the prominent
figures in politics, the law, entertainment and big
business have some dirty secret, and that they
would not have been allowed to succeed, if this
proclivity had not been recognized and encouraged.
How else is it to be explained that so many
politicians couldn’t earn a living outside politics?
When you look at their grinning, complacent, lying
faces on television, it’s wiser not to ask yourself
where they’ve just been or where they’re going
later, or what they do in their free time, away from
their sinecures. Whatever you do, don’t let them
kiss your baby, or shake hands with them. You
never know where that hand has been. So, take
comfort in the knowledge that all these people,
these marionettes, are just inferior hominids; like
circus animals, rewarded for performing their
tricks. Don’t look to them for help of any kind.
They’re not accountable. No one in government is
accountable. Not accountable to you, anyway.
In my book, there’s a series of photographs of such
politicians exchanging kisses, just like any crew of
Mafiosi involved in a shared illegal enterprise. They
don’t have to use complicated handshakes or make
cabbalistic gestures. Their openly traded embraces
could be interpreted as anything from feigned
camaraderie to mutual consolation for having been
caught in the same trap; from reciprocal admission
of collaboration in the same conspiracy to
reminders of a joint masked assignation that
evening.
So now we’ve identified humanity’s enemy: the
system or the state, an amorphous governing mass
which, like a giant sponge, regardless of elections,
increasingly engrosses and monopolizes our private
lives by forming and reforming itself in ways
counter to our interests, and by creating new laws
to defend its latest appearance. For instance, laws
against something it likes to call ‘hate crime’ or
‘hate speech’. If you speak out against the system
or offend its representatives, you may be punished
for hate crime, or you may even be accused of
terrorism. Even the use of the word ‘terrorism’, as
here, may alert some government-installed
electronic gizmo, allegedly intended to protect the
citizen. The system calculates that the citizen
would choose to be protected, to opt for security
over freedom, would prefer to live a severely
curtailed life in near-detention, rather than to risk
some state-promoted unproven danger.
So, we’re faced with the ultimate choice: false
security or real freedom. We need urgently to ask
ourselves what the best way is to fight this system
before it’s too late. Of course, most people would
prefer not to fight at all; life is hard enough without
additional effort. But sooner or later, what may
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now be viewed as a distant concern, certainly not
an immediate worry, will become a personal threat.
Take the migrant crisis. How long will it be before
every community will be asked to list each
household’s facilities, with a view to imposing
newly rescued ‘refugees’, actually economic
migrants, on it?
Eventually we may be faced with a still more lethal
menace: another international war. Right now,
there are at least four locations from which a war
(even the oft-touted WWIII) could erupt:
Venezuela, Iran, the South China Sea and Ukraine.
Depending on their priorities, the warmongers may
decide to escalate circumstances in one of these
regions and so provoke another lucrative
conflagration.
Prior
to
both
World
Wars,
populations had to be stirred up by atrocity
propaganda to hate the designated enemy. It was
the counterpart of peace-time advertising. How
would you know which soap powder to use if the
media didn’t tell you? Similarly, in the run-up to
actual bloodshed, ordinary folk have to be informed
about what an invented enemy has allegedly done
to deserve their hostility. Only thus could peaceloving populations be recruited, dressed up in
uniforms and counted on to kill other peace-loving
populations, dressed up in other uniforms.
Of course the system couldn’t fool ordinary people
that way now, could it? They’re far too well
informed, aren’t they? Yet, hordes of mainly young
people (but also some sadly misled older people),
headed by brainwashed, publicity-seeking actors,
have recently blocked the centres of major cities in
their attempts to instigate laws against something
they call anthropogenic or man-made climate
change. As a young and, by definition, ignorant
child, it’s much more fun to skip school, especially
when the teacher encourages you, and to feel
somehow important for doing so. As usual, such
mobs are fuelled by propaganda, paid for by those
whose agenda depends on creating chaos, so that
order, their order, may ensue. However, many
scientists would agree with this view:
‘We found that, while climate change does exist, it
is cyclical, and the anthropogenic role is very
limited, it became clear that the climate is a
complicated system and that, so far, the evidence
presented for the need to 'fight' global warming
was rather unfounded.’ (Andrey Illarionov, Putin’s
senior economic adviser, Reuters, October 29,
2015)
But they’re not as strident and aggressive as their
opponents.
Whether in peace or war, there is a continuous
element which bolsters the narrative: the lie.
Without constant lies, none of this would be
possible. So the only way to fight the enemy is with
the truth. Legend has it that the devil may be
banished with a cross. For unbelievers, a head of

garlic might do. A more effective equivalent than
the vegetable defense against evil is simply to tell
the truth loudly and continually and tirelessly, while
we still can. They can’t put all of us in jail -- yet.
* ‘It has been frequently observed that our civilization follows
the course of the Sun westward: from Greece to Rome, from
Scandinavia and Germany to England, France and Spain, from
Europe to America. It looks toward the west for fresh lands
where it may build nobler cities and create more perfect forms
of life, unhampered by the trammels of the past. It may be said
that the west stands for independence of thought, free
expression, and representative government: these principles are
involved in the western conception of progress.
Beneath this great westward flow of our civilization, there are
undercurrents moving eastward. These are impelled by a spirit
which looks back to the east, to the days of tyrant and slave, of
luxury and misery, and incidentally the suppression of western
culture. This spirit is retrogressive, though often calling itself
‘Progress,’ and its ways are devious. But the currents for which
it is responsible are broad, deep and violent in their effect.
The following pages are designed to cast light on these eastern
undercurrents which have undermined western states… In brief,
an attempt has been made to place in broad relief the inner
structure of a system which has produced and still foments not
only racial enmity, but also has even undermined certain
civilizations and overthrown established national governments.’
(Father Denis Fahey, Preface, Leslie Fry, Waters Flowing
Eastward, op.cit., 6th edition, Flanders Hall, New Orleans
1988) quoted in Tell the Truth and Shame the Devil, pp.
335/336)

----------------------------------------

3. FORM & CONTENT
3. 1 BLURB-SYNOPSIS
On the book’s back cover the following three
paragraphs reveal what has been worrying the
author for a long time:
THIS WARNING COMES FAR TOO LATE!
A long time ago, in a galaxy far, far away, the
hallucination of global supremacy was born. Few paid it
any attention. After centuries of counter-organic
interference, when the end is in sight, we're more
inclined to take it seriously. But now, we have only a few
years of comparative freedom left before serfdom
submerges us all.
So it's time to summarize our fall and to name the guilty,
or, as some have it, to spot the loony. Sometimes the
message is so dire that the only way to get it across is
with humor - to act out our predicament and its cause. No
amount of expert testimony can match the power of
spectacle.
Here, at times through the grotesque violence typical of
Grand Guignol, at times through the milder but no less
horrifying conspiracies of men incited by a congenital
disorder to fulfill their drive for world domination, are a
few of the most telling stages in their crusade against
humanity, and its consequences, as imagined by the
author.
YOU WON'T BE LAUGHING IN LEG-SHACKLES.

********
3.2 PUBLISHED, 2019
Castle Hill Publishers, UK
The 112-pages paperback book, LIE$ & Gravy –
Landmarks in Human Decay, is described as:
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Two Consecutive Plays, and Dedicated to Germar
Rudolf, Indefatigable fighter for Truth.
Using the $ sign instead of an S speaks for itself –
don’t you just love its anticipatory obviousness?
***

Lie$
Lie$ comes with an explanatory subtitle:
A Short Play in the Grand-Guignol Style, which is a
contextual reference to The Theatre of the Great
Puppet … a theatre operating in Paris between
1897 and 1962: It specialised in naturalistic horror
shows. Its name is often used as a general term for
graphic, amoral horror entertainment, a genre
popular from Elizabethan and Jacobean theatre.

My immediate thought is: Decay in the subtitle of
Menuhin’s book title? So, what’s new? The essence
of drama is conflict, so Decadence, here we come!
Is there room for any comedy? We shall presently
see if there are funny characters in this human
drama populated, among others, by intriguers,
cheats, tricksters, deceivers, pathological and
compulsive liars, the naïve and well-meaning, the
morally upright. We shall presently see whether we
have here a post-morality play in the making of the
15th-16th Century kind where clearly didactic
impulses animate the author.
The four scenes in LIE$ divide across a sweep of
over a thousand years of tumultuous human
history:
Scene I: 8th Century –
At the Court of the Great Khan - circa 740 AD
Set at the court of Khan Bulan, two Rabbis are
conversing with the Khan and his consort. Among
other topics, they discuss the “dominant” power of
Nature, to which one Rabbi responds: “…Nature is
nasty! That’s why Nature is our chief enemy.” Then
physical torture’s ugly effects is raised, and the
suggestion made that it could easily be eliminated
were his kingdom to adopt Judaism as its religion.
Again the Rabbi pronounces: “… We know better
tortures than you. Pulling off arms and legs is
crude stuff. … Judaism gives you all our
connections and sacred laws too.”
Without questioning the authenticity of this
legendary Khazarian conversion to Judaism story,
this ten-page sketch clearly will be repeated nine
centuries later.
Scene II: 17th Century –
Amsterdam Calling–1649

In nine pages we see Oliver Cromwell, Colonel
Pryde and Major-General Lambert plotting to
secure absolute power for Cromwell through
parliamentary democracy, thereby eliminating King
Charles’ Divine Right: “… that the people are, under
God, the original of all just power; that the
Commons of England being chosen by and
representing the people, have the supreme power
in this nation.”

As is historically recorded, Cromwell invites the
Jews, after their 1290 expulsion, back into England,
firstly for the sake of securing a financial base, and
secondly because their re-admission will bring
about their conversion to Christianity, and hence
will hasten the Second Coming. As Cromwell says:
“There can be no redemption that is not inspired by
the inclusion of God’s chosen people.” The regicide
then proceeds according to plan.
Scene III: 19th Century –
At the Court of the Dowager Queen –
circa 1885

Queen Victoria chastises her corpulent cigarsmoking and philandering son, Bertie-Edward VII,
for not doing anything to curb his gambling
addiction. She warns him that contrary to his
dismissive attitude, his creditors will, once he
becomes King, call in their generosity extended to
him.
Nathaniel discusses money creation, control of the
press and personal prestige, for which he needs a
peerage – and Jacob Schiff is mentioned, as is the
imminent war between Russia and Japan, and
elsewhere.
Bertie shows a little initiative in that he directly
asks Nathaniel, now called Natty, about the matter
of his personal agenda, and Natty replies:
“We only mean well. The British habit of muddling
through must stop. We will bring clarity to the
whole venture of running a country. Just as we
have in France.”
The scene ends with a man dressed as a carrierpidgeon delivering a message about Serbia having
declared war on Bulgaria …
Scene IV: 20th Century –
Financial Finaglers – 1910

Before proceeding, I had to stop thinking about the
play and had to find a clear definition of Finagler:
v. fi·na·gled, fi·na·gling, fi·na·gles - v.tr.
1. To obtain or achieve by cleverness or deceit, especially
in persuading someone: finagle a day off from work;
finagled a reservation at the popular restaurant.
2. To cheat; swindle: shady stockbrokers who finagle
their clients out of fortunes - v.intr.
To use clever or deceitful means to obtain or achieve
something.
* https://www.thefreedictionary.com/finaglers

***

There are seven characters on stage sitting at a
table in a railroad car: Senator Nelson Aldrich,
National Monetary Commission; Abraham Piatt
Andrew, Assistant Secretary of the Treasury; Frank
Vanderlip, President National City Bank of New
York; Henry Davidson, senior partner J P Morgan;
Charles Norton, president, First National Bank of
New York; Benjamin Strong, J P Morgan; Paul
Warburg, partner, Kuhn Loeb, New York.
In just 15 pages Menuhin has succeeded in
explaining how the fraudulent legislation for the
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Federal Reserve Act Bill is drafted – and there is
more!
Although the seven bankers openly explain to one
another how the system is going to work once it
has been globally established, it is through the
alternate switching between the bankers and the
Steward and Cook dialogue – whose latter job it is
to ply the bankers with expensive alcohol and food
– that the audience gains a deeper abhorrence as
to what is going on.
There are still individuals who cannot quite grasp
the meaning of the phrase: “out of thin air”, when
asked about the money creation process. Both the
Cook and the Steward feel there is something
illegal going on because the Steward has overheard
something about this whole matter being illegal.
The bankers plan to get the parliamentary Act
passed before Christmas when an in-depth
discussion is not likely to occur because most
lawmakers will be home for Christmas, and so the
gravy train moves full steam ahead – and to this
day, Menuhin correctly implies, it has not stopped
for anyone!
There is an exception though coming through the
electronic medium of the Bitcoin blockchain
industry that is having a dire effect on the Federal
Reserve monopoly of creating money. It will be
interesting to watch how this medium develops and
if the global financial controls will remain or
whether a liberation-decentralisation occurs.
---------------------------------------------

GRAVY
Gravy, in three acts, focuses on seven characters,
four males and three females, whose collective
wisdom/folly spans three generations, ranging in
age from 65–50–40–35–25 to 15–years: Bob,
Rob/Sally, Tom, Beth, Kelly and D’Marion.
Act I:
Seven homeless individuals are sheltering from a
snow storm in a garage.

All have followed Sally’s invitation so as not to
spend Christmas alone. While the focus is on
opening a can of gravy with a screw driver, basic
social chatter and banter ensues wherein the
individuals introduce themselves to one another. All
have a hard-luck story to tell why they are
homeless, without family and starving, i.e. all
except Beth, who is 35-ish, overweight and an
accountant. She entered the garage because she
had forgotten to take her umbrella when it began
to rain!
Rob, Sally’s husband, pierces the top of the Golden
Pork Gravy can, then takes a sip and passes it
around.
D’Marion, the young 15-year old serves as a
questioner for the older individuals’ chatter. 65-ish
Bob takes issue with accountant Beth, and they
chatter about the problem of the Federal Reserve’s
role in creating money.

Tensions rise when Sally fails to get them to
meditate, and 40-ish Tom ribs her failure, and Rob
swiftly defends his wife by threatening violence
against Tom who, however, is too weak to do
anything: I would hit you, only I don’t have the
energy left – and so it goes on.
25-ish Kelly distracts by informing the group that
she stands on her head whenever she feels down
and … the bad thoughts just run out of my ears… .
It is obvious why overweight Beth is the only one
who refuses to participate in this exercise.
Sally reveals that her Spiritual Intelligence Institute
– SII – is run by Mr Abe Cohen who, after having
made his money on the stock market, now seeks to
help others with their personal problems.
And then the obvious occurs – Bob who still pushes
for clarification, especially of politicial matters is
labelled by Beth an “anti-Semite” and a “Nazi”.
As they drift off to sleep – a chorus of “Good Night”
is heard followed by notable silence, and then a
megaphone pierces this silence:
This is the police! The house is surrounded! Come
out with your hands over your heads!
All this happens within 30-pages Act II:
The same individuals are sitting at a table in what
is a confined open prison.

In this seven-page act we see accountant Beth
back in the group. She has lost weight, then
explains that she was arrested because “I asked
the wrong questions” - about the gold price – and
so allegedly she could not be trusted anymore.
The act ends when 65-ish Bob is called up through
the loudspeaker to identify himself: Prisoner
324012B, identify yourself!
He exits, then a shot is heard. Tom and Kelly
wonder why he was terminated, Was it because he
was too old or too aware?
Act III:
The individuals are emerging from containers on a
rubbish dump – a pervasive sombre mood prevails
– they have all been terminated!

In 11 pages the scene is set with five containers on
stage resembling the rumoured FEMA plastic
coffins. Successively the lids open and seven dead
individuals emerge again to engage in a bantering
conversation, in a re-evaluation of what their life
was all about.
The youngest, D’Marion, seeks a little solace from
the eldest, Bob, whose honest answer to the
question why the liars are alive and the honest are
dead, elicits a physical response from D’Marion –
he exclaims: Do some parkour before I settle.
********
3. 3 STAGING THE PLAYS
1. Both plays could be staged by critical
enthusiastic individuals who care about global
Western culture and its current descent into an
ideological strait-jacket, i.e. multiculturalism-antiracism, which to this day is still fuelled by the
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mainly anti-Hitler/Holocaust narrative. Clips, such
as the following are regularly blocked on YouTube
because they offend against community standards:
* https://youtu.be/V2taj4lbFqM
2. Each play easily fulfils a minimalist producer’s
dream because little is needed to create the
necessary atmosphere, and props hardly matter
because the action focuses on what the actors
portray. There is no visual overload, which is the
curse of some of today’s theatrical extravaganzas.
3. Both plays could be performed in one session
with an interval separating them, and the two plays
could then, together with Menuhin’s Epilogue,
serve as the subject of an in-depth live follow-up
audience discussion. The depth and breadth of
canvassed topics will guarantee a lively finale to an
evening’s outing.
4. It is interesting to note the existing thematic
connection between the two plays: the past – Lie$
- flows into the present and no-future – Gravy.
This would, hopefully, help to lift the current
Talmudic-Marxist-Feminist-materialistic-hedonisticnihilistic ideological shroud hanging over most of
Western-European culture, which is stifling creative
impulses, as was the case during the Soviet Union’s
decades of stifling ideological existence.
Having said that, however, it warrants repeating
that the current PC phenomenon is not really
anything new in human history. We recall, among
other things, the 15th-17th Century EuropeanAmerican witch trials!
********

3.4 EPILOGUE
In his three-page Reflection on the Human Race
and how it could have been successful, I sense the
author envelopes a pessimism that may not be
quite justified because his world view –
Weltanschauung – appears to hold a key to getting
the world back into joint.
Does this mean we must revise, give up, find a new
Worldview, one that is not too influenced by our
Judaic-Christian-Muslim
concept
of
HeavenParadise where eternal happiness comforts the
afflicted, the persecuted, the sinners?
I recall that as a young boy I always viewed
suspiciously those individuals who wished to bring
me the tidings of a Heaven where everything is
there for an individual, without effort – just be
good on Earth. I considered that rather boring –
nothing to explore – nothing to discover. Later in
life I was advised by a wise cookery teacher that
religion and its accompanying promises of salvation
is only for sinners!
Hence, I found the Wagnerian/Shakespearian
worldview far more realistic than any such
heavenly bliss promising ideologies/religions sold
by often suspect individuals who always asked for a
price to be paid for their promised bliss and
comforts.

Why? In realistic world views, as so clearly
presented in Wagner’s Der Ring des Nibelungen
Opera Cycle, even the Gods’ own constructs come
crashing down, then to be cleansed of its inevitable
corruption by the waters of the Rhine River – and
the eternal mortal rises again to begin anew the
journey through life.
This is generational thinking – this is what malefemale-family is all about, something the PC
mindset cannot and will not accept, and thus the
authenticity of the human biological imperative
upsets those who cannot fulfil it because they have
disconnected from the physical world and have
made their thinking the arbiter of their anger, of
their dreams and schemes – without realizing that
NATURE is a part of Human Nature, and that we
can only in a limited way harness NATURE to our
own whims.
It is the other way round to what PC infected
individuals demand of NATURE, and this is evident
in that scientists are beginning to realize they are
politicising their special fields of interest for some
financial gain. They will not admit that any new
scientific discovery is actually an eternal and
universal entity that has been waiting to be
discovered by humans – to be copied and utilized
by humans. Medical doctors are often now
regarded as mere salespersons for the multi-billion
pharmaceutical industry.
This
discovery,
this
life-giving
process
is
deliberately sabotaged and exploited by human
interests. It is the uninhibited criminal exploitation
of trusting and well-meaning persons, of the
nurturing of double standards, which in current
global politics is ruthlessly applied by globalists who
seek to destroy any emerging autarky within a
nationalist European country.
For example, why are Invaders from the African
continent and from the Semitic regions of the
Middle East, so keen to come to Europe, then
ruthlessly despise and disparage the white
population?
I always asked myself this question: If the
Invaders don’t like Europeans, then let them stay
away from Europe but don’t change the Europeans.
Why come in the first place? Go back to where you
came from! This maxim I heard in Australia during
the post WWII era of immigration – and countless
immigrants tried to fit into the national Australian
ethos, which is not a requirement anymore.
And this is what LIE$ also addresses in-depth; that
Gerard Menuhin has dared authentically to depict
the results of such exploitative ugly behaviour in
his GRAVY play, is a masterstroke in dramatic
urgency.
The Epilogue provides a possible synthesis to both
Lie$ and Gravy, thereby illuminating and
imploring the reader to be accepting of basic
fundamental facts of life without falling into
pessimism-nihilism-self-destruction. There is hope,
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the impulse which enables individuals to construct
for themselves and for the future generation a
positive idealistic worldview. The main objective is
again to connect with NATURE and to disconnect
from usury and its deadly international impulses
that enable crass materialism to prosper.
And so a miracle has occurred because two elderly
observers, with much self-reflection, have spoken
out against crass materialism and its accompanying
timeless ailments: Gerard Menuhin bothered to
sit down and write his beautifully crafted plays and
I bothered to comment on his work!
For us it is writ large that HOPE, the expressed
concern for the wellbeing of human nature, does
not die with age but is itself an eternal worry,
which will also afflict the succeeding up-and-coming
generation.
Publisher Germar Rudolf asks:
We wonder whether Gerard Menuhin’s two
consecutive plays will ever be performed on stage?
==========================
The German media incites hatred against those
who refuse blindly to submit to the dictates of

§130,

which has criminalized a questioning of the
premise that during WWII Germans systematically
exterminated people in specifically built homicidal

gas chambers – the great taboo topic, the legal
structure of its dogmas have been copied from the
16th-19th Century witch trials

* https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=2dhFfUybtaw Gefährliche Ideologie: Völkisches Netzwerk im Norden
- a dogma?
-----------------------------------------------
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FOR THE RECORD – a hatchet-job on Dr Ingrid Zündel
============================================================
Philosophy & Religion
bells about the dangers of continuing to embrace this
The Pacifist Roots of an American Nazi identity.
•••
Ben Goossen, May 02, 2019
The Mennonite denomination of Christianity, with
Children parade for Heinrich Himmler in the Mennonite
approximately two million members worldwide, is best
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sixteenth-century
Reformation
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early
1942.
Image:
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faced persecution from Catholics and Protestants alike.
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Alber
Photograph
Collection 151-17.
***

Ingrid Rimland was a pioneering voice of the neo-Nazi
Internet. She was also raised Mennonite, a peaceful
religion with a long history of celebrating white “ethnic”
identity.
In 1998 white supremacists assembled in Toronto to hear
Ingrid Rimland, a doyenne of neo-Nazism. By then in her
early sixties, Rimland was highly regarded for having
embraced the nascent World Wide Web as an organizing
tool for white supremacy. From the mid-1990s through
the early 2000s, Rimland’s site, Zundelsite.org, served as
a clearinghouse for Holocaust denialism and fascist news,
blasting daily “Z-Grams” into the dark corners of the
web.
Celebrations of white “ethnicity” are rarely if ever
innocuous.
Even before creating Zundelsite.org, Rimland had been a
pioneer of white identity politics, and when she took the
podium that day, she explained that she would be
discussing her evolution as an “ethnic” writer. It will
likely surprise many readers that in her lecture, Rimland
credited her embrace of white supremacy to her
upbringing as a Mennonite, a faith generally associated
with pacifism and agrarianism.
With the far-right surging worldwide, historians have
come to better appreciate that the taproots of racism
reach deep into local contexts. Rimland’s life and writings
help demonstrate how an individual’s turn toward
intolerance always reflects a personal journey, how white
supremacists mine biography for the stuff of bigotry.
Although factors such as economic recession, mass
migration, and democratic malaise can conjure favorable
conditions for far-right populism, we know that the paths
societies take on the road to illiberal rule are always
specific. That means we will never again see a country
exactly like Hitler’s Germany or Mussolini’s Italy. But by
the same token, we also know that no country or person
or religion is immune from the pull of the far right.
Rimland’s biography cautions us that all celebrations of
white “ethnicity” must be received skeptically. When
viewed in historical context, they are rarely if ever
innocuous. For white Mennonites in the United States in
particular—who often continue to think of themselves as
an “ethnicity”—Rimland’s example should sound warning

Thousands were beheaded, burned, or impaled for
refusing to baptize their children into state churches or
otherwise serve earthly rulers. Today a minority of

Mennonites, like the Amish, avoid certain elements of
modernity such as cars, telephones, and higher
education and are ultraconservative, patriarchal, and
homophobic. Most are not, however, and the church has
a considerable liberal contingency, of which I count
myself a part.
Moral institutions such as Christianity can provide
important centers for ethical decision-making. At their
best, they are critical to the life of a healthy democracy
and are arguably analogous to democracy itself.
Progressive Mennonites such as myself understand
politics as the work of living together. We practice a faith

that fosters debate and that seeks to hear each person’s
voice. Our congregations make their own rules and
guidelines through democratic vote, and we are
committed to inviting all members to preach, teach, and
hold leadership roles. This kind of political engagement
usefully combats the apathy and individualism of our
current neoliberal culture.
Nonetheless, it is worth asking whether the relationship
between Rimland and Mennonitism is as surprising as it
might appear on the surface. In recent years, Christianity
has often seemed more a counterpart to far-right
activism than a bulwark against it. Racist, anti-immigrant
groups around the world justify their actions through
various brands of Christian nationalism. In 2016, 81
percent of white evangelical voters cast ballots for
Donald Trump. Many Mennonites undoubtedly did the
same.
Perhaps the most egregious of the denomination’s
failings has been our propensity to excuse and even
foster white supremacy. Ethnic parochialism would be

familiar to Scottish Presbyterians, German Lutherans, or
Italian Catholics. But white Mennonites’ chauvinism is in
a class of its own. Despite (or possibly because) most
Mennonites worldwide are now people of color, white
churchgoers often uncritically identify as “ethnic”
members, whose European ancestors allegedly survived
centuries of persecution by marrying only within the
faith.
Rimland credited her embrace of white supremacy to her
upbringing as a Mennonite, a faith generally associated
with pacifism and agrarianism.

Racial exclusivity is what Rimland most valued about her
Mennonite heritage. “I never knew that anybody would
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want to be a mongrel,” she once told an interviewer.
Rimland’s epic novel, Lebensraum! (1998), portrays the
denomination as an “ethnically savagely besieged
community.” The main character, a blond and blue-eyed
girl named Erika who is loosely based on Rimland, is less
a person than an archetype. In Rimland’s telling, “her
script was set more than four centuries ago. Her ethnic
roots go deep into the soil of martyrdom.”
I, too, was raised to think of myself as an “ethnic”
Mennonite. Both my parents’ families could trace
membership in Mennonite congregations to the Dutch
Reformation. Our forebears, so the story went, were
German-speaking farmers who migrated in the late
eighteenth century to a part of Imperial Russia that is
now Ukraine. Catherine the Great had promised them
religious freedom, exemption from military service, and
financial benefits. In exchange, Mennonites pioneered
the steppe for a hundred years. But in 1874, the Russian
Empire instituted universal conscription, prompting a
third of its pacifist Mennonite subjects to relocate to
North America.
Rimland first made her name in the late 1970s with a
novel, The Wanderers, that told of those Germanspeaking Mennonites who remained behind in Eastern
Europe. The novel focuses on three generations of
women who live in the Soviet Union before and during
World War II, along with their subsequent migration to
Paraguay. Rimland knew this history firsthand. Her
earliest memories, from the late 1930s, were likely of
Stalin’s Great Terror and its effects within her Mennonite
colony, Molotschna, where a mere two generations
earlier, members of my own family had lived. Soviet
agents deported Rimland’s father in 1941, after which
she lived with her mother and grandmother. During
World War II, these women and their community cheered
the arrival of Hitler’s forces. Rimland drew on her
personal experiences when writing passages in The
Wanderers about Mennonites leaving Ukraine in 1943
with the retreating Germany military.
A Christian press, Concordia, published the first edition in
1977, and Bantam Books issued a mass-market
paperback the next year. The Wanderers was a critical
success, receiving favorable reviews and winning the
California Literature Medal Award. Mennonites also
liked The Wanderers. Some quibbled with factual details,
but many praised Rimland’s pathos. Her promotional
circuit snaked through denominational strongholds in
Kansas, Manitoba, Nebraska, Pennsylvania, and South
Dakota. My maternal grandmother still recalls its vivid
portrayal of suffering in the Soviet Union.
Reviewers of The Wanderers assumed that, unlike her
characters, Rimland did not personally hold the Nazis in
high esteem. In a personal essay published in 1979,
however,
Rimland
described
how
“the
German Wehrmacht swept through our streets and into
our hearts.”

In a similar 1980 piece, she wrote about “the Eastern
holocaust of 1945 when Berlin was put to the torch,

when left and right of us the Wehrmacht was scythed
from the earth.”
The modest success of The Wanderers fell far short of
Rimland’s hope for a meteoric rise, and afterward she
flailed as a writer. Working as a school counselor in
California, she contributed freelance columns to the San
Francisco Chronicle and Los Angeles Times. Her articles
reveal a craving for fame and fortune. In a fawning
review of Donald Trump’s The Art of the Deal (1987),
Rimland likened the real estate developer to the
character John Galt of Ayn Rand’s anti-egalitarian
novel, Atlas Shrugged. Both Trump and Galt exhibited
“boundless inner strength and sharply focused talent—
iconoclastic in ethics, hard-working, impatient with trivia,
loving excellence for its own sake, hating controls on
ambition and drive, having megadreams of what mind
and money can buy.”
[Trump: The Art of the Deal is a 1987 book authored by Tony
Schwartz and credited to Donald Trump. Part memoir and part
business-advice book, it was the first book credited to Trump,[1]
and helped to make him a "household name".[2][3] It reached
number 1 on The New York Times Best Seller list, stayed there
for 13 weeks, and altogether held a position on the list for 48
weeks.[4]
The book received additional attention during Trump's 2016
campaign for the presidency of the United States. He cited it as
one of his proudest accomplishments and his second-favorite
book after the Bible.[5][6] Schwartz called writing the book his
"greatest regret in life, without question," and both he and the
book's publisher, Howard Kaminsky, said that Trump had played
no role in the actual writing of the book. Trump has given
conflicting accounts on the question of authorship.[4][7] – FT]

As Rimland entered late middle age with little to show for
her toil, she began inventing scapegoats. She returned
again and again in her mind to the one shining moment
of her career: The Wanderers. Rimland developed a
conviction that, from the beginning, vindictive Jews had
sabotaged her endeavors. She claimed that The
Wanderers was on its way to stratospheric success—but
then someone at Bantam, “a Jewish publishing house,”
noticed the novel’s positive portrayal of Nazi soldiers.
Ostensibly, all remaining copies were shredded. “Here
was this great big groundswell,” she alleged, “and the
next thing, it was done. It was wiped out.”
[That’s the truthful lesson from the above Farrakhan item
of 2010.]

•••
Reviewers of The Wanderers wrongly assumed that,
unlike her characters, Rimland did not personally hold
the Nazis in high esteem.
Rimland’s fortunes were about to change. In early 1994,
the Institute for Historical Review, a California-based
clearinghouse for anti-Semitic scholarship, published a
glowing review of The Wanderers, which Rimland had
recently expanded and reprinted at her own expense.
The Institute, founded in 1978, was then at the peak of
its influence. It favored a pseudo-intellectual style [sic]
and used the euphemistic term “revisionism” to describe
its mission of undermining mainstream consensus about
the Holocaust. The Institute’s review highlighted with
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approval the “ten percent” of controversial new material
Rimland had added to The Wanderers.
Later that year, in September 1994, the Institute for
Historical Review hosted its twelfth International
Revisionist Conference, with Rimland in attendance. It
was there that she would have her fateful first meeting
with Ernst Zündel, a neo-Nazi German expatriate who
ran a far-right press out of his fortified “bunker” in
downtown Toronto and who had already been jailed for
hate crimes. [Zündel had successfullydefeated the “false news”
charge in 1992 thereby ending a court case that began in 1982.FT]

Zündel impressed Rimland, and she was delighted to be
interviewed for his television program while he was in
California. In the footage, Zündel’s flattering questions
visibly thrill Rimland, who neatly slots her religious
background and fiction into his line of white supremacist
inquiry. “Mennonites who created a community in Russia
were totally, totally German,” she explains. Moreover,
Hitler had been a liberator who “brought into our colonies
the values that we had always held dear, namely the
family cohesion, the pride in race, which was part of my
upbringing.” [What’s wrong with that? – FT]
Rimland’s interview with Zündel inaugurated a business
partnership. Financed by monthly $3,000 checks from
Zündel
in
Canada,
Rimland
launched http://zundelsite.org/
from
her
California
home. Zündel and Rimland would later marry, in 2001,
and move to Tennessee, where they lived in a
romanticized chalet-style cottage, complete with a
cuckoo clock. By 2003, however, Zündel had overstayed
his United States visa, and after a protracted legal battle
in Canada, he was deported to Germany, where he faced
a lengthy imprisonment for inciting hatred.
By 1998 Rimland was already an underground celebrity,
drawing an eager crowd of white supremacists for her
Toronto lecture. Rimland had traveled there to
promote Lebensraum!,
her
new
trilogy.
Like The
Wanderers, the novel was another saga of Mennonite
history, but this time Rimland openly celebrated the
Nazis and anti-Semitism. In video of her speaking
engagement, Rimland crafts her message around the
trope of white racial persecution. “Who tells our children
what we are all about?” she asks her audience.
This is when Rimland recounts her own “ethnic”
conversion. It had occurred in the late 1960s. She was
living in Kansas with her first husband and their two
sons, taking university classes despite her still minimal
English. “I one day took myself to the library of the
Mennonites,” meaning the historical library and archives
of Bethel College, a Mennonite school, “and started
reading up on my own people.” Only through studying
her heritage had Rimland learned to think of herself as
part of a vibrant, superior culture. “That’s when I started
writing The Wanderers,” she says.
Remarkably, Bethel College’s archive has record of
Rimland’s research there. I found a thin manila folder of
her letters among the voluminous papers of Cornelius
Krahn, the library’s former director. An energetic

archivist, editor, and historian, Krahn was a leading
figure of twentieth-century Mennonitism. Like Rimland,
Krahn had been born to a German-speaking Mennonite
family in what is now Ukraine. He emigrated in the
1920s, achieving his doctorate in Nazi Germany in 1936.
Krahn then migrated to the United States, where he
eventually joined the faculty of Bethel College.
Rimland’s letters to Krahn begin in 1971 and continue
through the publication of The Wanderers at the end of
the decade. Most are postmarked from California. The
letters detail how Rimland researched her novel after
moving away from Kansas. Although she no longer lived
near the Bethel archive, Rimland wished to continue
reading about Mennonite history. Krahn sent numerous
rare historical books as well as recent scholarship to her
California address, sometimes suggesting loans he
thought might be of interest. Rimland grew to consider
Krahn a personal friend, and he later recommended her
for
a
grant
to
research
the
book
that
became Lebensraum!
Krahn steered Rimland toward interpretations of
Mennonite history he had helped develop. Krahn believed
in an “ethnically” bound denomination, whose cultural
integrity and theological purity had for centuries
withstood intrusions by more transient political
ideologies. The erstwhile Nazism of some fellow
Mennonites represented for Krahn an irritation now past.
Krahn himself was no fascist, but he did choose to ignore
select details of Mennonite life in the former Third Reich,
hoping thereby to foster a united front against what he
considered the greater and more immediate danger of
communism. In the late 1940s and early ’50s, he helped
craft a campaign that depicted Mennonites as a peaceful
and persecuted “ethnic” minority. The purpose of this
narrative was to allege that Mennonites in Europe could
not have collaborated with Hitler’s racist regime. Krahn
pushed his message among United Nations officials in
order to aid his European friends and colleagues, from
whom he simultaneously solicited articles for new
“ethnic” forums such as the magazine Mennonite Life.
Tales of Mennonite suffering in the Soviet Union were
central to Krahn’s ideology. He portrayed the onceflourishing colonies in Ukraine as a wellspring of historic
peoplehood. Meanwhile, over 100,000 Mennonites,
including members of Krahn’s own family, still lived in
banishment in Siberia and Central Asia. Following a thaw
in the Cold War, he helped initiate a series of learning
tours, in which North American Mennonites visited the
Soviet Union. Rimland enthusiastically endorsed the idea:
“I am so excited about the things I discover while
reading about our past,” she confided to Krahn; “how
much more meaningful would be a trip to the former
Mennonite colonies in the Ukraine!”
More than 15,000 Mennonites who had collaborated with
or accepted aid from Nazi Germany moved to the
Americas. Most received UN refugee assistance by
invoking the concept of “ethnic” Mennonitism.
Although Rimland never returned to the land of her birth,
many Mennonites did. Indeed, my mother was one early
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participant. During January 1980, as a sophomore at
Bethel College, she traveled with a study abroad group
through Russia and Ukraine. “I am so thankful that I
studied up on Mennonite history in general, Mennonite
colonies, and in particular my own family stories,” she
wrote in a graded trip journal. Entries also reflect U.S.
anti-communism
and
her
white
denominational
subculture. “Now totally Ukrainian, those small villages
are nothing special,” my mother wrote, referring to areas
our ancestors once inhabited. She felt that little
remained “of what must have been a paradise 150 years
ago.” A feminist scholar in the making, my mother was
politically liberal and anti-racist. Yet she had been
steeped since childhood in a culture laudatory of common
heritage, food, and folkways. Her college notes record
personal interest in a 1948 article by Cornelius Krahn,
“The Ethnic Origin of the Mennonites from Russia.”
Summarizing Krahn’s historical and socioeconomic
analysis, my mother commented, “This is the best
discussion of Mennonite ethnicity that I’ve encountered.”
Understanding the intellectual world of Bethel College in
the 1970s and early ’80s helps explain how Rimland so
easily integrated Holocaust denial [sic- FT] with
Mennonite history. Reviewing the books that Krahn sent
to Rimland as she was writing The Wanderers reveals a
narrative of ancient Mennonite glory, horrific suffering
under communism, and redemption during the Nazi era.
[Nothing wrong with that!- FT]
These themes were most explicitly united in the writings
of one author, Walter Quiring, whom Rimland described
as her “idol.” At Rimland’s request, Krahn put them in
touch.
Quiring
provided
comments
on The
Wanderers while it was still in draft, and he agreed to
arrange reviews.
Krahn’s comfort in connecting Rimland with Quiring is
indicative of Mennonite responses to the crimes of
National Socialism. [ Not at all unique – it was war – and
remember, no homicidal gas chambers!- FT]
Quiring had been a Nazi propagandist and had worked
for the SS. Krahn was perfectly familiar with these
details, having interviewed Quiring at his kitchen table in
Canada during the 1950s. In an audio recording of the
encounter, Quiring candidly recounts his own enthusiastic
participation in wartime ethnic cleansing. Like Quiring,
more than 15,000 Mennonites who had collaborated with
or accepted aid from Nazi Germany subsequently moved
to the Americas. Most obscured their war records and
received UN refugee assistance by invoking the concept
of “ethnic” Mennonitism devised by Krahn and his
coworkers. [Again, nothing new and not only particular
to Memonites – FT]
•••
Only recently have Mennonite communities begun to
probe this history, uncovering a story of extensive Nazi
collaboration and later cover-up. At the height of Hitler’s
empire building, about 120,000 Mennonites—a fourth of
the denomination—found themselves under Nazi rule.
Nearly all gained coveted Aryan status, and tens of

thousands materially benefitted from genocide. [Mr or
Mrs Genocide? – FT]
Many families received Jewish farms or businesses,
clothing taken from murder victims, or houses
requisitioned from deportees. Some Mennonites in Nazi
uniform served as concentration camp guards and in
mobile killing units. [Killing units? Nothing unique about
that – think of Palestine- Iraque – Afghanistan –
Vietnam- Korea, et al – FT]
After World War II, prominent church leaders took pains
to ensure that congregations in Europe once again
espoused pacifism. But no more formal process of
denazification ever occurred. Only in the last four years
have denominationally sponsored conferences begun to
address the connection between Mennonites and Nazi
war crimes. In March 2018, Bethel College hosted the
most recent gathering, entitled “Mennonites and the
Holocaust.” More than 200 people assembled from 5
countries. Participants openly and critically examined
events that for generations have been mostly taboo or
hearsay. [Indeed, heresay – think of Farrakhan’s above
comment – FT]
Racists draw their power not from the margins but by
engaging narratives that are recognizable, indeed core to
large groups of people. [ Remember Martin Heidegger’s
comment published only in 2014 – Heidegger died in
1976: The Jews, with their marked gift for calculating,
live, already for the longest time, according to the
principle of race, which is why they are resisting its
consistent application with utmost violence.- FT]

For Mennonites, moving forward will mean dismantling
the language and logics of “ethnic” peoplehood. The
concept is irredeemable. Krahn and other mid-twentiethcentury church leaders promoted the idea precisely to
help bury the denomination’s entanglement with National
Socialism, and in so doing offered Rimland a robust
language for launching her career as a prominent white
supremacist. In turn, Rimland’s legacy persists among
anti-Semites and other extremists. The hate she spread
via her website, novels, lectures, and activism helped lay
the groundwork for today’s global alt-right. Among
Mennonites, likewise, her reach has been long. The 2018
conference at Bethel College experienced disruption from
Rimland’s former lawyer, Bruce Leichty, and two fellow
Holocaust deniers. Following Leichty’s arrest by local
police, he and his associates took a press lap on far-right
blogs and radio shows. [What’s wrong with that? Need to
fight the “lying press”! – FT]
It is tempting to characterize Rimland and her ilk as
fringe figures, but this would be wrong. Racists draw
their power not from the margins but by engaging
narratives that are recognizable, indeed core to large
groups of people. Rimland’s identity as an “ethnic”
Mennonite was central to my own self-understanding as
a young person, and it remains broadly positively
connoted in my denomination. As a white supremacist,
Rimland portrayed “ethnic” Mennonite history as one of
myriad tales of “Aryan” persecution. This is the same
logic that allows some white people to treat Confederate
monuments as endangered heritage and that has
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prompted Trump to tweet about “white genocide.” [which is a fact! – FT] Far-right movements spread
because they harness narratives at the heart of what we
think our identities are, and then use those stories to
push agendas of hate. [Wrong: Think of Talmud and
Torah – FT]
There is no single answer to far-right extremism, which
is an ever-mutating, always-specific phenomenon. Each
new guise requires a tailored response. Mennonites, for
example, must challenge historic exclusivity by
celebrating the current diversity of their congregations,
which now include members of every conceivable
background. And all of us should rally around our moral
institutions when they need us most. This does not mean
uncritically obeying authority or retrenching tradition.
Rather, equipping ourselves to interpret and challenge
the injustices within and around us can stimulate the
health of our public sphere. Our ability to act ethically
strengthens as we recommit to being in community.
*
http://bostonreview.net/philosophy-religion/bengoossen-pacifist-roots-american-nazi

-----------------------------------------------------------Fredrick Töben comments:
Besides my asides within the above text, here are further
comments in response to those made by “fringe figure”
Ben Goossen:

major No-No? – don’t pull out the “Nazi-Holocaust-RacistAntisemite” card!
2. Does being a Mennonite “pacifist” preclude one from using
one's intelligence and to point out and to question situations
that appear to be false? I can’t ever remember Ingrind Zündel
advocating violence or hatred. Nor have any of the Revisionists
ever advocated violence or hatred. However, hatred and
violence is regularly directed at the Revisionists resulting in
personal
injury,
arson,
bomb
threats,
imprisonment,
bankruptcy, destruction of livelihood.
3. Being German is the ultimate and unforgivable sin. This selfdenial is notably evident in the German population and it is
encouraged by their political parties. But not only in the German
population but also in people of German background all over the
world. The guilt of being German is reinforced daily in the
media, and is also evident in the writer of this article.
4. Why did Goossen indulge in this cheap shot at Ingrid now?
She is no longer able to defend herself.
5. And again, why is one labeled as “far right extremist” who
queries events of WWII? Cui Bono - Who benefits?

6. Remember Ursula Haverbeck’s questions that
earned her years in prison?
1. A crime without a crime scene cannot represent
a fact.
2. The Holocaust is an entire fraud!
3. The biggest crime didn’t happen because there is
no place where it took place!
4. Where were six million killed?
5. Where is the murder weapon-homicidal gas
chamber?

1. So what if she defended white “ethnicity” - every one else is
allowed to defend their “black, asian, arab, semitic, etc.
ethnicity”. But why is especially defending “German” ethnicity a
________________________________________________________________________________
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Juncker lashes out at

'stupid nationalists' on eve of European elections

By Frederik Pleitgen and Luke McGee, CNN, Updated 1858 GMT (0258 HKT) May 22, 2019

Brussels (CNN)European Commission President JeanClaude Juncker has lashed out at "stupid nationalists" on
the eve of European elections in which euroskeptic
politicians are expected to make gains in the European
Parliament.
In an interview with CNN on Wednesday, the outgoing
president said he was only too aware of the threat that
nationalist politicians pose to European solidarity, which
Juncker called the "main objective of the EU."
Some polls project that populists may become the most
powerful group in the parliament following this week's
elections in all 28 EU nations, resulting in a lasting
impact on the future of the bloc and the continent at
large. "These populist, nationalists, stupid nationalists,
they are in love with their own countries," Juncker told
CNN in his Brussels office.
"They don't like those coming from far away, I like those
coming from far away ... we have to act in solidarity with
those who are in a worse situation than we are in," he
said.
When asked why he thought that anti-EU forces were
more successful in mobilizing their base than proEuropeans, Juncker replied: "It's always easier to
mobilize negative forces than to mobilize positive forces."
Juncker said he saw a glimmer of hope in what has
happened since the Britain's decision to leave the EU,
back in 2016. "Since Brexit ... the number of those in
favor of the European Union is increasing because people
are watching what is happening and they are seeing that
leaving the European Union is not as easy as they were
told."
The former prime minister of Luxembourg, who has
served as European Commission President since 2014,
said he remained sad at the UK's decision to leave the
EU, but now wants to see the Brexit process come to an
end: "We have to stop this process because it's harming
the general atmosphere in Europe. It's harming growth
perspectives worldwide."
Juncker said he believed that the best way to bring the
Brexit process to an end was not a second referendum,
but for Britain to agree to the Brexit deal that Prime
Minister Theresa May has agreed with the EU.
"I would like to say yes to a second referendum, but the
result might not be any different. We are observers in a
British stadium -- it's up for them to decide," Juncker
said, when asked about May's announcement on Tuesday
that lawmakers could vote on holding a second public
Brexit vote.
Juncker believes the Brexit uncertainty is harming not
only the EU, but also the UK itself. "I hope they will
agree among themselves, and they will leave (the EU) by
the end of October ... I think it's their patriotic duty to
get an agreement," he told CNN.

Juncker has been left frustrated by the political
maneuvering in London, and suggested that another
delay to the Brexit deadline -- currently October 31 -could be on the cards.
"I am getting fed up because we are (just) waiting for
the next extension," he said, before bemoaning the
never-ending talk in Britain of replacing May as Prime
Minister.
"What I don't like in the British debate is it seems more
important to replace the Prime Minister than to find an
agreement among themselves," he said, adding that for
the EU, it's not about the "identity of the next Prime
Minister, it's about the Withdrawal Agreement."
He talked admiringly about the determination of May,
whose future was being furiously debated in Westminster
as Juncker sat to talk with CNN on Wednesday.
"This is a woman who knows how to do things but she is
unable to succeed in doing things," he said. "I like her
very much, she is a tough person."
While this might come as a surprise after the fractured
Brexit negotiations between London and Brussels,
Juncker said he doesn't operate in the business of hate:
"Many people hate me, but I don't hate anybody. If you
hate someone you cannot work with them."
Even more surprisingly, that quote was in reference to
the outspoken Brexit campaigner, Nigel Farage, with
whom Juncker said he has a "good relationship."
He also claimed to have a good relationship with US
President Donald Trump. "He says I am his friend, so I
have to say I am his friend ... And he publicly said that
he loves me. Whoever made a declaration of that kind
other than Donald?"
Juncker's ability to work with others might come in use
when euroskeptics take up their seats in the European
Parliament in the coming months, though he hopes that
his vision for a Europe of values becomes attractive once
again to a younger generation of voters.
When asked what the greatest thing about the EU was,
he replied simply: "One word, peace. And when it comes
to peace we have to do it together with the US."
*https://edition.cnn.com/2019/05/22/europe/jeanclaude-junckerintervieweuropeanelectionsintl/index.html

*https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=s55Bubbii30
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UCLA Guest Lecturer Calls Zionists White Supremacists
BY Aaron Bandler | May
During a guest lecture to a UCLA anthropology class on
May 14, San Francisco State University Arab and Muslim
Ethnicities
Professor
Rabab Abdulhadi called
Zionists
white
supremacists.
Abdulhadi
spoke
to
around 100 students in
the Fowler lecture hall
during
a
mandatory
lecture
for
the
Anthropology
M144P:
Constructing Race class, taught by Associate Professor
Kyeyoung Park.
A Jewish student in the class, Shayna Lavi, told the
Journal that Abdulhadi discussed Islamophobia at the
beginning of the lecture then veered into a “rant” against
Israel, which Lavi said Included “a claim that those who
support Israel want to ethnically cleanse the Middle East
and those affiliated with Israel and pro-Israel
organizations are white supremacists.”
Lavi added that Abdulhadi also said Rep. Ilhan Omar (DMinn.) “was attacked by AIPAC and all these pro-Israel
organization because [Omar’s] Muslim,” and that the
United States and Israel have “shared values” of “killing
people, colonialism and white supremacy.”
Noting that there had never been any prior readings
about the Israel-Palestinian conflict in the class, Lavi
said, “It really threw me a loop because… most of these
kids don’t know anything about the [Israel-Palestinian]
conflict.”
Lavi said she raised her hand during the question-andanswer session and challenged Abdulhadi, saying she
was “personally offended” that Abdulhadi “categorized
pro-Israel students, Zionists and Jewish students as
white supremacists.”
Abdulhadi then responded: “Thank you. That’s your
opinion but you’re wrong. I stand with Jews who do not
support Israel and I hope that Jews will disalign
themselves with white supremacy.”
Lavi said she was crying, but Park dismissed her and told
Lavi to come to her office hours after the lecture without
offering a formal apology.
Another student, Viktorya Saroyan, told the Journal she
was angry that Abdulhadi brought Lavi to tears, so
Saroyan sent an email to Vice Chancellor for Equity,
Inclusion and Law Jerry Kang about the matter, which
was then forwarded to the Discrimination Prevention
Office.
“This was hate speech, there is no other way of
classifying it. Watching an educator belittle a student to
tears with such blatant ignorance leaves me to question
the values UCLA wishes to uphold.” — Viktorya Saroyan
“I am someone who is not a part of the Jewish
community; regardless I wish to speak up,” Saroyan
wrote in the May 14 email. “This was hate speech, there
is no other way of classifying it. Watching an educator
belittle a student to tears with such blatant ignorance
leaves me to question the values UCLA wishes to
uphold.”
Lavi also filed a complaint with the Discrimination
Prevention Office on May 16. Both Lavi and Saroyan said
Park apologized on May 16 for Abdulhadi’s lecture.
“[Abdulhadi] can say whatever she wants, but she
shouldn’t be in the classroom,” Lavi said. “The keynote

21, 2019 | Los Angeles
speaker for SJP (Students for Justice in Palestine)
shouldn’t be a mandatory speaker for all students.”
Abdulhadi was the keynote speaker at National SJP’s
conference at UCLA in November as well as at the 2017
National SJP conference.
Ricardo Vazquez, associate director of Media Relations at
UCLA, told the Journal in an email that “several students”
were concerned that Abdulhadi’s lecture “went beyond
legitimate criticism of the State of Israel [and] into antiSemitism. The University is committed to academic
freedom as well as building an inclusive learning
environment without discrimination and harassment.
Senior leadership are aware of the concerns and are
working together to learn more and to find a satisfying
resolution. In accordance with university procedure,
allegations of discrimination or harassment have been
conveyed to the Discrimination Prevention Office.”
Anti-Defamation League Los Angeles Regional Director
Amanda Susskind said in a statement to the Journal:
“Students should be exposed to a wide range of ideas
but if the guest lecturer equated Zionism with white
supremacist ideology, as is alleged, that is not just an
offensive point of view. It is indefensible, ignorant and
revisionist.”
Associate Dean and Director of Global Social Action
Agenda at the Simon Wiesenthal Center Rabbi Abraham
Cooper similarly said in a statement to the Journal that
Abdulhadi’s lecture was “another example of propaganda
thinly disguised as academic/intellectual discourse,” as
Abdulhadi “had no interest in engaging a student who
dared to respectfully challenge her rabid anti-Semitism.”
StandWithUs Executive Director of Research and
Strategy Max Samarov said in a statement to the
Journal: “This professor is notorious for spreading hate
about Israel and the Jewish people, and for whitewashing
anti-Semitic rhetoric as merely ‘criticism of Israel’ or
‘anti-Zionism.’ We are proud of the students who had the
courage to speak out and support their efforts to educate
the class about anti-Semitism.”
Judea Pearl, chancellor professor of computer science at
UCLA, National Academy of Sciences member and Daniel
Pearl Foundation president, called on the UCLA’s
Department of Anthropology to issue an apology “for
slander made by one of its invited speakers who vilified
the collective identity of many faculty and students at
UCLA, associating Zionism and the State of Israel with
‘colonialism’ and ‘white supremacy.’ I find it hard to
believe that an accredited UCLA department could
overlook the long racist history of this invited speaker.
Rabab Abdulhadi was the person who stood behind the
exclusion of Zionist students from campus activities at
California State University San Francisco, which has
resulted in a lawsuit and an embarrassing legal
settlement for her University.”
On Feb. 23, 2018, Abdulhadi wrote in a Facebook post
that she was “ashamed” that SFSU President Leslie Wong
said that Zionists were welcome on campus.
Park and Abdulhadi did not respond to the Journal’s
requests for comment.
---------------------------Comment” Fredrick Toben
The problem about Zionist White Supremacy is solved
when we recall German philosopher Martin Heidegger’s
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concise maxim that points to a cultural and not a
biological origin of Judaism:
>>The Jews, with their marked gift for calculating, live,
already for the longest time, according to the principle of
race, which is why they are resisting its consistent
application with utmost violence.<<
Hence the imposed global "hurt feelings" legislation to
overcome anyone tackling and exposing such hypocrisy
where some individuals are free to use fighting words,
such as "hater", "Holocaust-Shoah denier", "antisemite",
"racist", et al, without anyone daring to oppose them to
highlight their hypocrisy.
And while I am at it - remember the critical question to
ask about matters Holocaust-Shoah is this one:
Where is the murder weapon - the alleged homicidal gas
chamber? Why did I in the 1990s receive a letter from Mr
Behrenbaum, then curator at the US Holocaust Memorial
Museum, wherein he stated that there is no murder
weapon exhibited because there was none available to
bring to the USA.

That's a sad story because that's like a space Museum
without a rocket!
Shall I go on and mention 90-year-old German Ursula
Haverbeck who is spending a couple of years in prison
because during her many court appearances she asked
for physical details - proof of where the six million were
killed.
And that takes courage - to challenge the taboo that is
akin to the witch trials of the 16th-19th century where
the Christians burnt "heretical thinkers: because they
upset the belief system of those in power.
The Jewish Journal ought to be congratulated in running
this story because only by having such exchanges can we
clarify that which is true-false-propaganda-belief
systems, which is what freedom and democracy is all
about.
*https://jewishjournal.com/news/los_angeles/298850/
ucla-guest-lecturer-calls-zionists-white-supremacists/

________________________________________________
New post on The Ugly Truth
MUST MUST READ – The Holy Hook: Yahweh’s Trojan Horse into the Gentile City
by Editor

“Inside every Christian is a
Jew,” stated Pope Francis.
That is the simplest and the
deepest
truth
about
Christianity. Most Christians
are not aware of this Jew
inside
them,
yet
he
commands a large part of
their worldview.
For two thousand years,
Christianity [through the Old Testament] has
taught Gentiles to consent to the delusional claim
of the Jews to divine election: are they not the first
and only ethnic group whom the God of the
universe has addressed personally, the people
whom He has loved to the point of exterminating
its enemies? It matters not that Christians tell the
Jews that they have lost the election because they
rejected Christ: the main price is theirs. To accept
the biblical notion of “chosen people”, whatever the
reservations, is to accept the metaphysical
superiority of the Jews. If Christ is Israel’s Messiah,
then truly, “salvation is from the Jews” (John
4:22).
As a matter of principle, the Christian is supposed
to approve Yahweh’s sentence on those who ate
with the Moabites and took wives among them:
“Yahweh said to Moses, ‘Take all the leaders of the
people. Impale them facing the sun, for Yahweh, to

deflect his burning anger from Israel’” (Numbers
25:4).
But then, why blame the Jerusalem priestly cast for
sending Jesus to the torture? Explain to me in
which way they were unfaithful to the Torah! Not to
mention, of course, the inherent contradiction in
blaming them for the Cross since, according to the
Gospel, “the Son of man was destined to suffer
grievously, and to be rejected by the elders and the
chief priests and the scribes, and to be put to
death, and after three days to rise again” (Mark
8:31).
The sanctification of Yahweh’s bloody leadership
during the Exodus and the conquest of Canaan has
made Gentiles incapable of understanding the
historical foundation of Jewishness, and helpless in
the face of its intrinsic violence today. It has
created a blind spot in Christians’ mind: they may
see the effects of Zion’s evil power, but not its
cause, falsely assuming that the moral corruption
they see in Jews comes from the Talmud and the
Kabbalah.
Christians cannot even see the Jewish plan for
world domination that is written in plain language,
right under their nose. If the Jewish Tanakh had
not become the Christians’ Holy Book, it would
have been exposed as the proof for Israel’s racist
and supremacist ambitions long ago. But when it
comes to the Old Testament, Christians are seized
by a severe reading disorder: when the book says
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“Israel will conquer the world”, they read “the
Church will convert the world”.
Read more of this post
*https://theuglytruth.wordpress.com/2019/05/08/mus
t-must-read-the-holy-hook-yahwehs-trojan-horse-intothe-gentile-city/

-------------------------------------------------------------------The article to which TUT had linked:

The Holy Hook
Yahweh’s Trojan Horse into the Gentile City
Laurent Guyénot • May 8, 2019

The Holy Hook

I concluded an earlier article by what I regard as the
most
important
“revelation”
of
modern biblical
scholarship, one that has the potential to free the
Western
world
from
a
two-thousand-year-old
psychopathic bond: the jealous Yahweh was originally
just the national god of Israel, repackaged into “the God
of Heaven and Earth” during the Babylonian Exile, as
part of a public relations campaign aimed at Persians,
then Greeks and ultimately Romans. The resulting
biblical notion that the universal Creator became Israel’s
national god at the time of Moses, is thus exposed as a
fictitious inversion of the historical process: in reality, it
is the national god of Israel who, so to speak,
impersonated the universal Creator at the time of Ezra—
while remaining intensely ethnocentric.
The Book of Joshua is a good eye-opener to the biblical
hoax, because its pre-exilic author never refers to
Yahweh simply as “God,” and never implies that he is
anything but “the god of Israel,” that is, “our god” for the
Israelites, and “your god” for their enemies (25 times).
Yahweh shows no interest in converting Canaanite
peoples, whom he regards as worth less than their
livestock. He doesn’t instruct Joshua to even try to
convert them, but simply to exterminate them, in
keeping with the war code he gave Moses in
Deuteronomy 20.
However, we find in the Book of Joshua one isolated
statement by a Canaanite woman that “Yahweh your god
is God both in Heaven above and on Earth beneath”
(2:11). Rahab, a prostitute in Jericho, makes that
statement to two Israeli spies who spend the night with
her, and whom she hides in exchange for being spared,
together with her family, when the Israelites will take
over the city and slaughter everyone, “men and women,
young and old” (6:21). Rahab’s “profession of faith” is
probably a post-exilic insertion, because it doesn’t fit well
with her other claim that she is motivated by fear, not by
faith: “we are afraid of you and everyone living in this
country has been seized with terror at your approach”
(2:9). Nevertheless, the combination of fear and faith is
consistent with Yahweh’s ways.

The French Catholic Bible de Jérusalem—a scholarly
translation by the Dominicans of the École Biblique,
which served as guideline for the English Jerusalem
Bible—adds a following footnote to Rahab’s “profession of
faith to the God of Israel”, saying it “made Rahab, in the
eyes of more than one Church Father, a figure of the
Gentile Church, saved by her faith.”
I find this footnote emblematic of the role of Christianity
in propagating among Gentiles the Israelites’ outrageous
metaphysical claim, that great deception that has
remained, to this day, a source of tremendous symbolic
power. By recognizing her own image in the prostitute of
Jericho, the Church claims for herself the role that is
exactly hers in history, while radically misleading
Christians about the historical significance of that role. It
is indeed the Church who, having acknowledged the god
of Israel as the universal God, introduced the Jews into
the heart of the Gentile city and, over the centuries,
allowed them to seize power over Christendom.
This thesis, which I am going to develop here, may seem
fanciful, because we have been taught that Christianity
was strongly Judeophobic from the start. And that’s true.
For example, John Chrysostom, perhaps the most
influential Greek theologian of the crucial 4th century,
wrote several homilies “Against the Jews”. But what he is
concerned about, precisely, is the nefarious influence of
the Jews over Christians. Many Christians, he complains,
“join the Jews in keeping their feasts and observing their
fasts” and even believe that “they think as we do” (First
homily, I,5).
“Is it not strange that those who worship the Crucified
keep common festival with those who crucified him? Is it
not a sign of folly and the worst madness? […] For when
they see that you, who worship the Christ whom they
crucified, are reverently following their rituals, how can
they fail to think that the rites they have performed are
the best and that our ceremonies are worthless?” (First
Homily, V,1-7).
To John’s horror, some Christians even get circumcised.
“Do not tell me,” he warns them, “that circumcision is
just a single command; it is that very command which
imposes on you the entire yoke of the Law” (Second
Homily, II,4). And so, with all its Judeophobia
(anachronistically renamed “anti-Semitism” today), John
Chrysostom’s homilies are a testimony to the strong
influence that Jews have exerted on Gentile Christians in
the early days of the triumphant, imperial Church. And
no matter how much the Greek and Latin Fathers have
tried to protect their flock from the influence of Jews, it
has persisted as the Church expanded. It can even be
argued that the history of Christianity is the history of its
Judaization, from Constantinople to Rome, then from
Rome to Amsterdam and to the New World.
We commonly admit that the Church has always
oppressed the Jews and prevented their integration
unless they convert. Were they not expelled from one
Christian kingdom after another in the Middle Ages?
Again, this is true, but we must distinguish between the
cause and the effect. Each of these expulsions has been
a reaction to a situation unknown in pre-Christian
Antiquity: Jewish communities gaining inordinate
economic power, under the protection of a royal
administration (Jews served as the kings’ tax collectors
and moneylenders, and were particularly indispensable in
times of war), until this economic power, yielding political
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power, reaches a point of saturation, causes pogroms
and forces the king into taking measures.
Let us consider for example the influence of the Jews in
Western Europe under the Carolingians. It reaches a
climax under Charlemagne’s son, Louis the Pious. The
bishop of Lyon Agobard (c. 769-840) left us five letters
or treatises written to protest against the power granted
to the Jews at the detriment of Christians. In On the
insolence of the Jews, addressed to Louis the Pious in
826, Agobard complains that the Jews produce “signed
ordinances of your name with golden seals” guaranteeing
them outrageous advantages, and that the envoys of the
Emperor are “terrible towards Christians and gentle
towards Jews.” Agobard even complains of an imperial
edict imposing Sunday rather than Saturday as market
day, in order to please the Jews. In another letter, he
complains of an edict forbidding anyone to baptize the
slaves of the Jews without the permission of their
masters.
Louis the Pious was said to be under the influence of his
wife, Queen Judith—a name that simply means “Jewess”.
She was so friendly to Jews that the Jewish historian
Heinrich Graetz hypothesizes that she was a secret
Jewess, in the manner of the biblical Esther. Graetz
describes the reign of Louis and Judith (and “the
treasurer Bernhard, the real ruler of the kingdom”
according to him) as a golden age for the Jews, and
points out that in the emperor’s court, many regarded
Judaism as the true religion. This is illustrated by the
resounding conversion of Louis’ confessor, Bishop Bodo,
who took the name of Eleazar, had himself circumcised,
and married a Jewess. “Cultured Christians,” writes
Graetz, “refreshed themselves with the writings of the
Jewish historian Josephus and the Jewish philosopher
Philo, and read their works in preference to those of the
apostles.” The Judaization of the Roman Church at this
time is appropriately symbolized by the adoption of
unleavened bread for communion, with no justification in
the Gospel. I say “the Roman Church”, but perhaps it
should be called the Frankish Church because, from the
time of Charlemagne, it was taken over by ethnic Franks
with geopolitical designs on Byzantium, as Orthodox
theologian John Romanides has convincingly argued.
The Old Testament was especially influential in the
Frankish spheres of power. Popular piety focused on the
Gospel narratives (canonical gospels, but also apocryphal
ones like the immensely popular Gospel of Nicodemus),
the worship of Mary, and the ubiquitous cults of the
saints, but kings and popes relied on a political theology
drawn from the Tanakh. The Hebrew Bible had been a
major part of Frankish propaganda from the late sixth
century. Gregory of Tours’ History of the Franks, the
primary—and mostly legendary—source for Merovingian
history, is framed on the providential ideology of the
Books of Kings: the good kings are those who support
the Catholic Church, and the bad kings those who resist
the growth of its power. Under Louis the Pious, the rite of
anointment of the Frankish kings was designed after the
model of the prophet Samuel’s anointment of King David
in 1Samuel 16.
In pre-Christian times, pagan scholars had shown little
interest in the Hebrew Bible. Jewish writers (Aristobulus
of Paneas, Artapan of Alexandria) had tried to bluff the
Greeks on the antiquity of the Torah, claiming that
Homer, Hesiod, Pythagoras, Socrates and Plato had been
inspired by Moses, but no one before the Church Fathers

seems to have taken them seriously. Jews had even
produced fake Greek prophecies of their success under
the title Sibylline Oracles, and written under a Greek
pseudonym a Letter of Aristea to Philocrates praising
Judaism, but again, it was not until the triumph of
Christianity that these texts were met with Gentile
gullibility.
Thanks to Christianity, the Jewish Tanakh was elevated
to the status of authoritative history, and Jewish authors
writing for pagans, such as Josephus and Philo, gained
undeserved reputation—while being ignored by rabbinic
Judaism. Christian academia uncritically tuned to the
rigged history of the Jews. While Herodotus had crossed
Syria-Palestine around 450 BCE without hearing about
Judeans or Israelites, Christian historians decided that
Jerusalem had been at that time the center of the world,
and accepted as fact the totally fictitious empire of
Solomon. Until the 19th century, world history was
calibrated on a largely fanciful biblical chronology
(Egyptology is now trying to recover from it).
It can be argued, of course, that the Old Testament has
served Christendom well: it was certainly not in the
nonviolence of Christ that the Catholic Church found the
energy and ideological means to impose its world order
for nearly a thousand years on Western Europe. Yet for
this glorious past, there was obviously a price to pay, a
debt to the Jews that has to be paid one way or another.
It is as if Christianity has sold its soul to the god of
Israel, in exchange for its great accomplishment.
The Church has always advertised itself to the Jews as
the gateway out of the prison of the Law, into the
freedom of Christ. But it has never requested Jewish
converts to leave their Torah on the doorstep. The Jews
who entered the Church entered with their Bible, that is
to say, with a big part of their Jewishness, while freeing
themselves from all the civil restrictions imposed on their
non-converted brethren.
When Jews were judged too slow to convert willingly,
they were sometimes forced into baptism under threats
of expulsion or death. The first documented case goes
back to Clovis’ grandson, according to Bishop Gregory of
Tours:
“King Chilperic commanded that a large number of Jews
be baptized, and he himself held several on the fonts.
But many were baptized only in body and not in heart;
they soon returned to their deceitful habits, for they
really kept the Sabbath, and pretended to honor the
Sunday” (History of the Franks, chapter V).
Such
collective
forced
conversions, producing only
insincere
and
resentful
Christians,
were
conducted
throughout the Middle Ages.
Hundreds of thousands of
Spanish and Portuguese Jews
were forced to convert at the
end of the 15th century, before
emigrating throughout Europe.
Many of these “New Christians”
not only continued to “Judaize”
among themselves, but could
now have greater influence on
the “Old Christians”. The penetration of the Jewish spirit
into the Roman Church, under the influence of these
reluctantly converted Jews and their descendants, is a
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much more massive phenomenon than is generally
admitted.
One case in point is the Jesuit Order, whose foundation
coincided with the peak of the Spanish repression against
Marranos, with the 1547 “purity-of-blood” legislation
issued by the Archbishop of Toledo and Inquisitor
General of Spain. Of the seven founding members, four
at least were of Jewish ancestry. The case of Loyola
himself is unclear, but he was noted for his strong philoSemitism. Robert Markys has demonstrated, in a
groundbreaking study (free download here, review here),
how crypto-Jews infiltrated key positions in the Jesuit
Order from its very beginning, resorting to nepotism in
order to eventually establish a monopoly on top positions
that extended to the Vatican. King Phillip II of Spain
called the Order a “Synagogue of Hebrews.”
Marranos established in the Spanish Netherlands played
an important role in the Calvinist movement. According
to Jewish historian Lucien Wolf, “the Marranos in Antwerp
had taken an active part in the Reformation movement,
and had given up their mask of Catholicism for a not less
hollow pretense of Calvinism. […] The simulation of
Calvinism brought them new friends, who, like them,
were enemies of Rome, Spain and the Inquisition. […]
Moreover, it was a form of Christianity which came
nearer to their own simple Judaism.”
Calvin himself had learned Hebrew from rabbis and
heaped praise on the Jewish people. He wrote in his
commentary on Psalm 119: “Where did Our Lord Jesus
Christ and his apostles draw their doctrine, if not Moses?
And when we peel off all the layers, we find that the
Gospel is simply an exhibition of what Moses had already
said.” The Covenant of God with the Jewish people is
irrevocable because “no promise of God can be undone.”
That Covenant, “in its substance and truth, is so similar
to ours, that we can call them one. The only difference is
the order in which they were given.”
Within one century, Calvinism, or Puritanism, became a
dominant cultural and political force in England. Jewish
historian Cecil Roth explains:
“The religious developments of the
seventeenth century brought to its
climax
an unmistakable
philosemitic tendency in certain English
circles.
Puritanism
represented
above all a return to the Bible, and
this automatically fostered a more
favourable frame of mind towards
the people of the Old Testament.”
Some British Puritans went so far as
to consider the Leviticus as still in
force;
they
circumcised
their
children and scrupulously respected the Sabbath. Under
Charles I (1625–1649), wrote Isaac d’Israeli (father of
Benjamin Disraeli), “it seemed that religion chiefly
consisted of Sabbatarian rigours; and that a British
senate had been transformed into a company of Hebrew
Rabbis.” Wealthy Jews started to marry their daughters
into the British aristocracy, to the extent that, according
to Hilaire Belloc’s estimate, “with the opening of the
twentieth century those of the great territorial English
families in which there was no Jewish blood were the
exception.”
The influence of Puritanism on many aspects of British
society naturally extended to the United States. The

national mythology of the “Pilgrim Fathers” fleeing Egypt
(Anglican England) and settling into the Promised Land
as the new chosen people, sets the tone. However, the
Judaization of American Christianity has not been a
spontaneous process from within, but rather one
controlled by skillful manipulations from outside. For the
19th century, a good example is the Scofield Reference
Bible, published in 1909 by Oxford University Press,
under the sponsorship of Samuel Untermeyer, a Wall
Street lawyer, Federal Reserve co-founder, and devoted
Zionist, who would become the herald of the “holy war”
against Germany in 1933. The Scofield Bible is loaded
with highly tendentious footnotes. For example,
Yahweh’s promise to Abraham in Genesis 12:1-3 gets a
two-thirds-page footnote explaining that “God made an
unconditional promise of blessings through Abram’s seed
to the nation of Israel to inherit a specific territory
forever” (although Jacob, who first received the name
Israel, was not yet born”. The same note explains that
“Both O.T. and N.T. are full of post-Sinaitic promises
concerning Israel and the land which is to be Israel’s
everlasting possession,” accompanied by “a curse laid
upon those who persecute the Jews,” or “commit the sin
of anti-Semitism.”
As a result of this kind of gross propaganda, most
American Evangelicals regard the creation of Israel in
1948 and its military victory in 1967 as miracles fulfilling
biblical prophecies and heralding the second coming of
Christ. Jerry Falwell declared, “Right at the very top of
our priorities must be an unswerving commitment and
devotion to the state of Israel,” while Pat Robertson said
“The future of this Nation [America] may be at stake,
because God will bless those that bless Israel.” As for
John Hagee, chairman of Christians United for Israel, he
once declared: “The United States must join Israel in a
pre-emptive military strike against Iran to fulfill God’s
plan for both Israel and the West.”
Gullible Christians not only see God’s hand whenever
Israel advances in its self-prophesized destiny of world
domination, but are ready to see Israeli leaders
themselves as prophets when they announce their own
false-flag crimes: Michael Evans, author of American
Prophecies, believes that Isser Harel, founder of Israeli
secret services, had a prophetic inspiration when, in
1980, he predicted that Islamic terrorists would hit the
Twin Towers. Benjamin Netanyahu also boasted on CNN
in 2006 to have prophesized 9/11 in 1995. To the less
gullible, this tells a lot about the Jewish gift of prophecy.
It is beyond question that Christianity played a major
role in the creation of Israel, and continues to play a
major role in securing American and European support
for its criminal enterprises. This has nothing to do with
Jesus’ teaching or the example he set with his life and
death, of course. Rather, this was due to the Od
Testament, Israel’s Trojan Horse inside Christianity. By
recognizing the Jews’ special status as the people of the
Old Testament, Christians have granted them an
extraordinary symbolic power that no other ethnic
community can compete with.
For two thousand years, Christianity has taught Gentiles
to consent to the delusional claim of the Jews to divine
election: are they not the first and only ethnic group
whom the God of the universe has addressed personally,
the people whom He has loved to the point of
exterminating its enemies? It matters not that Christians
tell the Jews that they have lost the election because
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they rejected Christ: the main price is theirs. To accept
the biblical notion of “chosen people”, whatever the
reservations, is to accept the metaphysical superiority of
the Jews. If Christ is Israel’s Messiah, then truly,
“salvation is from the Jews” (John 4:22).
We are experiencing today the final consequences of this
submission, which the peoples of Antiquity could never
have imagined in their worst nightmares. The exalted
status of the Jews and of their “holy history” is the
deeper reason for their influence on the affairs of the
world. By accepting the triple biblical paradigm—Jealous
God, Chosen People, Promised Land—, Christian
Churches, Catholic and Protestant in particular, have
become complicit with the imperialistic project of the
Hebrew Bible. Therefore, there will be no definitive
emancipation from Zion without mental and moral
emancipation from the biblical matrix.
When reading the Book of Joshua, a Christian is
supposed to approve, as a matter of principle, the
extermination of the inhabitants of the cities of Canaan
and the stealing of their land, since it was ordained by
God. The editors of my Bible de Jérusalem explain in a
footnote to chapter 3:
“Joshua was considered by the Fathers as a figure of his
namesake Jesus [their names are identical in Hebrew],
and the Jordanian passage as a figure of Christian
baptism.”
How can Joshua be a figure of Jesus? What has Jesus’s
Sermon on the Mount to do with Joshua’s bloodthirsty
fanatism? How can the god of Joshua be the Father of
Christ? A crippling cognitive dissonance has seized
Christian peoples, causing a chronic inability to think
intelligently about the divine, and to see and resist the
violence of Israel. We can also compare the Christian
world to a son who has been lied to all his life about his
real father, and, on top of that, told that his father was a
war criminal, when in fact he is the son of a loving
father. The neurotic ailments that genealogical lies and
secrets may cause over several generations, though
largely mysterious, have been well documented in the
last
fifty
years
(particularly
by
French
psychogenealogists), and I believe such considerations,
applied to the usurpation of our Heavenly Parent’s
identity by the psychopathic Yahweh, are relevant to the
psychology of nations.
As a matter of principle, the Christian is supposed to
approve Yahweh’s sentence on those who ate with the
Moabites and took wives among them: “Yahweh said to
Moses, ‘Take all the leaders of the people. Impale them
facing the sun, for Yahweh, to deflect his burning anger
from Israel’” (Numbers 25:4). But then, why blame the
Jerusalem priestly cast for sending Jesus to the torture?
Explain to me in which way they were unfaithful to the
Torah! Not to mention, of course, the inherent
contradiction in blaming them for the Cross since,
according to the Gospel, “the Son of man was destined to
suffer grievously, and to be rejected by the elders and
the chief priests and the scribes, and to be put to death,
and after three days to rise again” (Mark 8:31).
The sanctification of Yahweh’s bloody leadership during
the Exodus and the conquest of Canaan has made
Gentiles incapable of understanding the historical
foundation of Jewishness, and helpless in the face of its
intrinsic violence today. It has created a blind spot in
Christians’ mind: they may see the effects of Zion’s evil
power, but not its cause, falsely assuming that the moral

corruption they see in Jews comes from the Talmud and
the Kabbalah.
Christians cannot even see the Jewish plan for world
domination that is written in plain language, right under
their nose. If the Jewish Tanakh had not become the
Christians’ Holy Book, it would have been exposed as the
proof for Israel’s racist and supremacist ambitions long
ago. But when it comes to the Old Testament, Christians
are seized by a severe reading disorder: when the book
says “Israel will conquer the world”, they read “the
Church will convert the world”.
If the “Jewish question” is about the inordinate power of
Israeli elite networks within nations, then the Jewish
question is also a Christian question: it is about the builtin vulnerability of Christian societies to this power. Deep
down, anyone who grew up a Christian knows that the
chosen people will have the last word, because if Yahweh
is God, his promise is eternal, as he himself declares, in
his inimitable style: “By my own self I swear it; what
comes from my mouth is saving justice, it is an
irrevocable word” (Isaiah 45:23). One can even speak of
Christians’ “learned helplessness” in front of Jewish
power, since they are taught in their Scriptures that God
has always guided Israel’s merciless slaughter of his
enemies—no need for Scofield’s footnotes to know that.
There is also learned helplessness in having as ultimate
model a man crucified by the Jews: how can the
“imitation of Christ” save us from the high priests’ power
to lobby and corrupt Pilatus?
The Judeo-Babylonian metaphysical hoax makes God not
just ridiculously anthropomorphic, but Judeomorphic. To
be fooled by it is to mistake the Creator of the Universe
for a topical demon rumbling and spitting fire from a
Midianite volcano (Exodus 19), adopted as tutelary deity
by a confederation of Semitic nomadic tribes craving for
a piece of the Fertile Crescent. It is to internalize an
extremely primitive and unspiritual image of the divine
that is obstructive of sound metaphysical thinking: the
divorce between philosophy (the love of Wisdom) and
theology (the science of God) is one manifestation of this
cognitive dissonance in Western thought. In the final
analysis, the jealous Yahweh, destroyer of all pantheons,
is so unconvincing in the garb of the Great universal God
that he is fated to be discarded in his turn. Atheism is
the end result of biblical monotheism: it is the rejection
of the biblical God, mistaken for the true God. “If Yahweh
is God, no thanks” has been the simple rationale for
atheism in Christendom since the Enlightenment:
Voltaire, for example, scorned Christianity by quoting the
Old Testament. Yahweh has ruined faith in a divine
Creator.
Also to consider is the effect that the Christian
sanctification of the Jewish Tanakh has had on Jews
themselves. It has discouraged Jews from questioning
their scriptures and freeing themselves from their
psychopathic god. Any Jew who questioned the divine
inspiration of the Torah was not only banned from his
community, but found no shelter among Christians: this
happened to Baruch Spinoza and many others. For two
thousand years, Christians have prayed that the Jews
would open their heart to Christ, but they have done
nothing to free them from Yahweh.
Critics of Jews in pagan Antiquity had a simple logic:
although Jews were considered an ethnos, it was
commonly admitted that their misanthropy was due to
their religion. It was the fault of Moses, who had taught
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them to scorn the gods and the traditions of others.
Hecataeus of Abdera gives in his Aegyptiaca (around 300
BCE) an alternative version of the Exodus: to appease
their gods during a plague, the Egyptians expelled from
their lands the many tribes of migrants (those known in
Acadian as habirus), and some of them settled in Judea
under the conduct of their leader Moses who, “because of
their expulsion, […] introduced a kind of misanthropic
and inhospitable way of life”. The Roman historian
Tacitus tells a similar story and also attributes to Moses
the introduction of “new religious practices, quite
opposed to those of all other religions. The Jews regard
as profane all that we hold sacred; on the other hand,
they permit all that we abhor” (Tacitus, Histories V,3-5).
Plutarch reports in his treatise on Isis and Osiris that
some Egyptians believed the god of the Jews to be Seth,
the murderer of Osiris, exiled by the council of the gods
in the desert from where he periodically returns to bring
famine and discord. This opinion was so widespread in
the Greco-Roman world that many people believed that
the Jews worshiped in their Temple the golden head of a
donkey, symbol of Seth in the divine bestiary of Egypt.
The Roman general Pompey is reported to have been
surprised not to find this famous donkey head when he
entered the Holy of Holies in 63 BCE.
Everything was simple, then: the Jews were not racially,
but religiously degenerate. But the Christian Fathers,
who held that only the Jews had worshiped the true God
before the coming of Jesus Christ, had to elaborate a
sophisticated explanation for the Jews’ asocial behavior,
one which is so self-contradicting that its message to the
Jews amounts to a “double bind”: on the one hand, the
Jews are told that their Yahweh is the true God and that
their Bible is holy, but on the other hand, they are
criticized for behaviors they have learned precisely from
Yahweh in their Bible. They are accused of plotting to
rule the world, although it is the very promise that
Yahweh made to them: “Yahweh your God will raise you
higher than every other nation in the world”
(Deuteronomy 28:1). They are blamed for their
materialism and their greed, but that also they learned
from Yahweh, who dreams only of
plunder: “I shall shake all the
nations, and the treasures of all the
nations will flow in” (Haggai 2:7).
Above all, they are rebuked for their
separatism, although this is the very
essence of Yahweh’s message to
them: “I shall set you apart from all
these peoples, for you to be mine”
(Leviticus 20:26). Jews who want to
break away from Jewish separatism
deserve death, according to the
lesson of the Bible. The Church
Fathers have repeated Yahweh’s endless complaint
against
his
people’s
irrepressible
tendency
to
compromise themselves with the gods of the nations by
oaths,
shared
meals
or—abomination
of
the
abomination—marriages. But are not these “stiff-necked
Jews” who rebelled against the tyrannical yoke of the
Levites, precisely those who sought to extricate
themselves from the Jewish alienation by assimilating
into the surrounding civilization? Were they not doing
exactly what we would like them to do today? The
contradiction is in many Christian writings. John
Chrysostom, for example, writes in his First Homily
Against the Jews (II,3):

“Nothing is more miserable than those people who never
failed to attack their own salvation. When there was need
to observe the Law, they trampled it under foot. Now
that the Law has ceased to bind, they obstinately strive
to observe it. What could be more pitiable that those who
provoke God not only by transgressing the Law but also
by keeping it?”
This amounts to telling the Jews: “Damned if you do,
damned
if
you
don’t.”
Christians accuse them of
having
rebelled
against
Yahweh yesterday, and they
accuse them of obeying
Yahweh today, under the
pretext that Yahweh’s orders
no
longer
stand.
How
unconvincing to the Jews!
Anti-Yahwism is the only effective criticism of Israel
because it is the only fair criticism. It cuts short the
accusation of anti-Semitism, since it aims at liberating
the Jews from the sociopathic god who has taken control
of their destiny—and who is, of course, only the puppet
of the Levites. A manifesto of anti-yahwism might begin
with this statement by Samuel Roth from his book Jews
Must Live:
“Beginning with the Lord God of Israel Himself, it was the
successive leaders of Israel who one by one foregathered
and guided the tragic career of the Jews—tragic to the
Jews and no less tragic to the neighboring nations who
have suffered them. […] despite our faults, we would
never have done so much damage to the world if it had
not been for our genius for evil leadership.”
Zionist pioneer Leo Pinsker wrote in his booklet AutoEmancipation (1882), that the Jews are “the people
chosen for universal hatred.” They are indeed, but not
because Gentiles are universally affected by a “psychic
aberration,” a “variety of demonopathy” known as
Judeophobia, as Pinsker believes, but rather because
their covenant with Yahweh has programmed them to be
hated wherever they go.
It’s time to tell the Jews what Christians have been
unable to tell them: You were never chosen by God. You
have just been misled by your Levites to take your
vindictive tribal god for the universal Father in Heaven.
This cognitive short-circuit has caused in your collective
psyche a grave narcissistic personality disorder. For our
own misfortune, we Gentiles have been fooled by your
self-delusion and have fallen, too, under the
psychopathic bond of your leaders. But we are now
waking up, and as soon as we recover our senses and
our dignity, we’ll help you out of it too.
“Inside every Christian is a Jew,” stated Pope Francis.
That is the simplest and the deepest truth about
Christianity. Most Christians are not aware of this Jew
inside them, yet he commands a large part of their
worldview. Meditating on this truth can be a mindopening experience, radiating in a multiplicity of
questions. Should we use Sigmund Freud’s concept of
“projection” and say that most Christians who hate Jews
hate the Jew inside them? Or is this Jew a self-hating
Jew, like every Jew according to Theodor Lessing (Jewish
Self-Hatred, Berlin, 1930)? Perhaps inside every
Christian are two Jews, one hating the other, Moses and
Jesus. From whichever side we want to look at it, the fact
is that Christians are, by New Testament definition, the
spiritual heirs of Yahweh’s promise to Israel. They are
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new branches grafted onto the trunk of Israel, according
to Paul’s metaphor (Romans 11:16-24).
What still needs to be explained is how Paul and his
followers succeeded in convincing tens of thousands of
Gentiles to become a new synthetic Israel, at a time
when the very name of Israel was hated all around the
Mediterranean Sea? How is it that the Christian religion,
which would convert the Roman Empire to the worship of
a Jewish Messiah, was born at the time when the biggest
wave of Judeophobia was sweeping across the Empire?
To answer that question, let’s examine the context. At
the turn of the millennium, during the prosperous reign
of Augustus, Jews had gained advantageous situations in
many parts of the Empire. They enjoyed freedom of cult
and judicial autonomy, and were exempted from the civil
formality of emperor worship, from all obligations on the
Sabbath, and from military service. Moreover, they were
allowed to collect funds and send them to the Jerusalem
Temple bureaucracy.
As Jews abused of their privileges and conspired to
increase them, Gentile resentment grew and anti-Jewish
riots followed. In the year 38 CE, the Greeks of
Alexandria sent a delegation to Rome, whose leader
Isidoros complained that the Jews are “trying to stir up
the entire world.” The emperor issued an edict declaring
that, if the Jews continued to sow dissent and “to agitate
for more privileges than they formerly possessed, […] I
will by all means take vengeance on them as fomenters
of what is a general plague infecting the whole world.”
This edict was followed by another addressed to all the
Jewish communities of the empire, asking them not to
“behave with contempt towards the gods of other
peoples.”
Tensions were high in Jerusalem, where the pro-Roman
Herodian dynasty faltered. It was at this time that a
conspiracy of Pharisees and Sadducees denounced Jesus
to the Romans as a seditious would-be king of the Jews,
calculating, according to the Fourth Gospel, that “it is to
[the Jews’] advantage that one man should die for the
people, rather than that the whole nation should perish”
(John 11:50). Flavius Josephus mentions several Jewish
revolts in the same period, including one during the
Passover of 48 or 49 CE, after a Roman soldier assigned
to the entrance of the Temple committed the irreparable:
“raising his robe, he stooped in an indecent attitude, so
as to turn his backside to the Jews, and made a noise in
keeping with this posture.” In 66 the Jewish War broke
out, when the Sadducees defied Roman power by
banning from the Temple the daily sacrifices offered in
the name and at the expense of the Emperor. After the
destruction of the Temple by the general and future
emperor Titus in 70, the embers of Jewish messianism
continued to hatch for 70 more years, and ignited
Palestine for the last time with the revolt of Simon Bar
Kochba, which provoked in retaliation the complete
destruction of Jerusalem, its conversion into a Roman
city renamed Aelia Capitolina, and the banning of Jews
from it. By then, enmity against the Jews had reached a
climax throughout the Empire.
This is precisely the time when Christian missionaries
spread the cult of Christ in all the major urban centers of
the Empire, starting with those inhabited by large Jewish
communities, such as Antioch, Ephesus and Alexandria. A
reasonable explanation for that synchronicity is that
Christianity, in its Pauline version, is a fundamentally
Judeophobic religion that surfed on the greatest wave of

Judeophobia. As the cult of a demi-god victim of the
Jews, it satisfied the general perception of Jews as a
“race hated by the gods” (Tacitus, Histories V.3). But
that explanation fails to account for the fact that the
triumphant Judeophobic religion is not a pagan religion,
but the fundamentally Jewish cult of a Jewish Messiah
allegedly fulfilling Jewish prophecies. What we have here
is a bizarre case of Hegelian dialectic, one in which the
“antithesis” is controlled by the “thesis” and absorbed
into it.
Through Christianity, Roman Judeophobia became
Judaized. The Gospel narrative makes the Jews the
plotters against the Son of God, but this Son of God is a
Jew, and soon the “Mother of God”—as Isis, Ishtar or
Artemis were called—would be turned into a Jewess too.
Most importantly, Judeophobic Christians will adopt the
Tanakh and the bizarre Jewish paradigm of the “jealous
god” with his “chosen people”. From that point of view, it
is as if Christ nailed on the Cross had been used as a bait
to pull anti-Jewish Gentiles, by the line of the Old
Testament, into worshipping Jewishness.
This process fits the concept of
Jewish
controlled
opposition
conceptualized by Gilad Atzmon in
his book Being in Time and in a
recent video. Whenever Jewish
power becomes threatened by the
Gentiles’ resentment against it, it
produces
“a
satellite
Jewish
dissent” designed to control and
stir Gentile opposition. This Jewish
dissent monopolizes the protest
and keeps non-Jewish dissenters
in line. According to a parable
proposed by Atzmon, the purpose is to make sure that
any Jewish problem suffered by the Gentiles is treated by
Jewish doctors, whose fundamental interest is that the
problem is not solved. By claiming to have the solution to
the problem, dissident Jews deceive Gentiles on the
nature of the problem, and ultimately aggravate the
problem.
As Atzmon sees it, the process does not necessarily
result from a secret agreement between Jewish power
and Jewish dissent. The Jewish opposition intellectuals
“are not necessarily consciously deceiving us; indeed,
they may well be doing their best, within the context of a
limited tribal mindset. The truth is, they cannot think out
of the box, they cannot climb over the ghetto walls that
enclose their own tribal beings.”
We can see this tribal mindset as a collective instinct of
conservation that is part of the essence of Jewishness.
Ideological quarrels between Jews are sincere, but they
remain quarrels between Jews, who tacitly agree to
speak louder than Gentiles and exclude from the
discussion any radical criticism of Jewishness.
In the light of Atzmon’s analysis, it is conceivable that
Christianity’s primary function was to absorb GrecoRoman Judeophobia into a movement that would
ultimately reinforce the symbolic status of the Jews, by
spreading the “chosen people” propaganda myth
fabricated five centuries earlier. Ezra had convinced the
Persians that the Jews worshipped the God of Heaven
like them; the Church went on convincing the Romans
that, before Jesus, the Jews had been the only people
worshipping the true God and loved by Him. Such creed
from the Gentiles is worth a thousand Balfour
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declarations, in the march toward world domination by
way of deception. In the Christian narrative that says,
“God chose the Jewish people, but then rejected them,”
the benefit from the first part is much higher than the
cost of the second, which hardly makes sense anyway.
If the Italian rabbi Elijah Benamozegh is right in saying
that “The constitution of a universal religion is the
ultimate goal of Judaism,” then Christianity is a great
step toward that glorious future: “In Heaven, one God of
all men, and on earth a single family of peoples, among
whom Israel is the eldest, responsible for the priestly
function of teaching and the administration of the true
religion of humanity.” Christianity has prepared the way
for the next stage: the cult of the crucified Jew is now
being superseded by the cult of the exterminated Jews.
In the second century of our era, Marcion of Sinope had
asserted the incompatibility of the Hebrew Bible and the
Gospel: Yahweh cannot be the Father of Christ, he said,
because everything opposes them. The covenants of
Moses and Christ are so contrary in their terms that they
must have been sealed with deities totally alien to each
other. According to the German specialist Adolf von
Harnack, it was Marcion who founded the first structured
church, established the first Christian canon, to which he
first gave the name of evangelion. In the early 3rd
century, his doctrine “has invaded the whole earth,”
complained Tertullian, who was from the Semitic city of
Carthage, as was Augustine and other Latin Fathers who
emphasized the Jewish roots of Christianity. Had
Marcionism prevailed, Christianity would have broken
with Judaism, which might have withered in a few
centuries. Islam would never have happened. On the
other hand, perhaps Christianity itself would not have
prevailed, and would be remembered today as just
another transient otherworldly oriental religion, along
with its Manichean cousin.
Can we really separate the New Testament from the Old
anyway? We are told that Marcion’s canon consisted of
Paul’s letters and a short version of Luke, but it is hard to
imagine how he could have completely sanitized the later
from its 68 references and allusions to the Old
Testament. Admittedly, the original Gospels contained
less Old Testament items than it does today: for
example, Mark’s only apocalyptic passage (in chapter
13), a condensation of apocalyptic imagery from the
books of Daniel, Isaiah, and Ezekiel, was a secondary
addition. Many scholars even consider all of Jesus’s
apocalyptic prophecies in Matthew and Luke as foreign to
Jesus’s original message, and some regard the bulk of
the Book of Revelation (from 4:1 to 22:15), which refers
neither to Jesus nor to any identifiable Christian theme,
as a Jewish book framed between a Christian prologue
and epilogue.
Alternate history is fun, but quite pointless. Christianity
came to us with the Old Testament and a heavily
Judaized New Testament. The fruit came with the worm,
whose name is Yahweh. The question is: what can we
expect from Christianity today? From the viewpoint I
have adopted here, it seems that Christianity cannot be
the solution to the problem it has created. Yet, like many
unz.com readers, I rejoice at the rebirth of the Russian
Church, and its role in fostering a healthy public morality
and reviving national dignity. In fact, I can even imagine
that the Catholic Church could resurrect from its ashes if
only it humbly came back to its Orthodox mother whom
it has conspired to destroy throughout the Middle Ages.

Orthodox Christianity is the closest to the original, and
by far the least Judaized. Persecuted during seventy
years of communism, it is certainly not much infiltrated
by crypto-Jews, at the moment. But can it overcome the
inherent problem that I have highlighted here? Can it
ever challenge the Jews’ megalomaniac and narcissistic
claim of their metaphysical exceptionality? A radically
critical approach of the Old Testament is, I believe, an
indispensable
component
of
Gentiles’
mental
emancipation and recovery of their natural defense
mechanism against the Yahweh-Zion matrix. Theologians
should, at the very least, be allowed to say that Yahweh
is a grossly distorted Judeomorphic image of God. Islam
has an advantage here, since Muslims have always
admitted that the Jewish Tanakh is fraudulent. Not that I
see Islam as a solution, far from it, but a consensus
between Muslims and Orthodox Christians on the
problematic nature of the Hebrew Scriptures could be a
first step toward emancipation.
It is important also not to overrate the influence of these
questions on popular piety. The average Christian’s faith
would not be much disturbed if the Old Testament would
cease to be read in Church, or even if it would be openly
criticized. It is also important not to confuse Christendom
with Christianity: Notre-Dame was not built by bishops,
priests or saints, but by the people of Paris. The same
can be said of every cathedral or village church. Johan
Sebastian Bach was not a priest (and certainly never
composed under the inspiration of the Old Testament),
and neither were any of the great geniuses who built our
civilization.
Finally, I have zoomed here on a problematic aspect of
Christianity, but other viewpoints are possible. I have
developed the antithesis to the common thesis that
Christianity is anti-Jewish, but there is truth also in the
thesis. Christianity is certainly not entirely Jewish: it is
also profoundly pagan. Jesus’ legend is a Greek heroic
myth. The cults of the Virgin Mary and of the saints are
pagan traditions superficially Christianized, with no roots
in the Old or New Testament. To acknowledge, accept
and celebrate those pagan roots, could be a welcome
development within Christianity, as a counterweight to
the Old Testament burden.
But I know what you’re thinking: “Who cares what a
Marcionite has to say?”
***
Laurent Guyénot, PhD in Medieval Studies, is the author
of From Yahweh to Zion: Jealous God, Chosen People,
Promised Land … Clash of Civilizations, 2018, and JFK9/11: 50 years of Deep State, Progressive Press, 2014.
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CANADA is visited and enlightened by two US visitors

Diane King and Jim Rizoli - who also see the funny side of a serious topic - with host Paul Fromm

telling it as it is:
If you want the TRUTH, go to a whore house! If you want to get F***ED, go to a court house!
JRDKToronto.mp4

Hamilton.mp4
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This is what we expect of you, if you want to be our friend..

..

This is what we expect of you, if you want to be our friend..

..
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Hamilton

LGBTQ advisory group calls on city to not fly Pride flag, citing Marc Lemire case
'We're going to have to do some communicating on this issue,' says Mayor Fred Eisenberger
Samantha Craggs · CBC News · Posted: May 16, 2019 6:14
PM ET | Last Updated: May 17
Marc Lemire leaves a Canadian Human Rights Tribunal
hearing into a complaint
against him in Oakville in
2008. Lemire works as an
IT analyst for the city.
(The Canadian Press)
The city's LGBTQ advisory
group says it doesn't want to
the city to fly the Pride flag
this year, part of mounting
dissent over the city employing the former head of a white
supremacy group.
By employing Marc Lemire as an IT network analyst, the city
"has failed to materially demonstrate solidarity with Hamilton's
two spirit and LGBTQIA+ citizens," says the group's motion.
Lemire's employment, its members say, "threaten(s) the safety
of all marginalized city staff and volunteers."

Instead of a flag raising, the motion says, the committee wants
to have an "open community discussion" at the original time and
place of the May 31 flag raising.
It's just the latest call for the dismissal of Lemire, who court
documents show once worked full time for Holocaust denier
Ernst Zundel.
Lemire, says a 2005 court document, was working "to develop
websites to disseminate messages of racial hatred and to incite
violence."
From the late 1990s to 2005, Lemire ran the Heritage Front
white supremacy group. He also ran The Freedom Site, which is
still online but hasn't been updated since 2015. Lemire said last
week that the site is an archive of his free speech battle.
A Vice Canada article says Lemire started working for the city in
2005.
Some councillors have raised privacy and safety concerns about
Lemire working in IT, and want to know how much the city knew
about his past when it hired him.
In an earlier email to CBC News, Lemire said he rejects the
Heritage Front and he's neither a white supremacist nor a neoNazi.
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There has been no public allegation of wrongdoing by Lemire in
his work for the city.
Richard Warman, a human rights lawyer who battled Lemire at
the Canadian Human Rights Tribunal, emailed Hamilton
councillors this week. He urged them to fire Lemire, saying the
Hamilton man only recently stopped publishing Holocaust denial
material.
Warman sent councillors screen shots from Lemire's site that he
says he took in early May. "In the Second World War many Jews
suffered," reads one page, "but the European Jews were not
exterminated, nor were they the principal sufferers."
Those same links now go to an archived page about section 13
of the Human Rights Act, which Lemire's case has been credited
with striking down. An CBC internet archive search reveals only
that the Holocaust denial material was there as recently as
January.
"Based on the fact that Holocaust denial material remains
available on Marc Lemire's website, I submit to you that he is
not fit to be an employee of the City of Hamilton," Warman told
councillors.
Lemire referred to these activities as "politics" in his email last
week, saying he has "not been involved in any politics for many
years and am completely out of the political spectrum."
"Once Section 13 of the Canadian Human Rights Act was
repealed by the Government of Canada in 2013, I took my leave
from all political activity," he wrote. "My website simply contains
an archive (2015 and back) of history related to Internet
censorship in Canada and the successful battle against civil
prohibitions of speech in Canada.
"I have nothing to do with the Heritage Front and dispute the
claims contained in the Vice article. The Heritage Front stuff
dates back to when I was a teenager. I reject the Heritage Front
for what it was; as I have stated consistently for over 11 years."

City manager Janette Smith is investigating the circumstances
behind Lemire's hiring. Mayor Fred Eisenberger said Warman's
email will be part of it.
Employees, he said, "all have different concepts, ideas and
views. This one is certainly offensive to me, and I'm sure
offensive to other people. If the evidence is that these are
issues that are closely held, and he still is
participating on active basis, then we'll have
some serious issues to consider."
The city doesn't typically make personnel
issues public, but Eisenberger said given the
high profile of this one, "we're going to have to
do some communicating on this issue."
As for the advisory group, its motion won't happen unless a
councillor decides to champion it.
A subcommittee of council, then city council, approves the
group's minutes. But the group is only an advisory body, said
Coun. Sam Merulla, so "the motions are out of order."
About the Author
Samantha Craggs Reporter
Samantha Craggs is a CBC News reporter based in
Hamilton, Ont. She has a particular interest in politics and
social justice stories, and tweets live from Hamilton city
hall. Follow her on Twitter at @SamCraggsCBC, or email
her at samantha.craggs@cbc.ca
Related Stories
* A former white-supremacist group leader is working for
Hamilton, what can the city do?
* City of Hamilton to investigate how former whitesupremacist leader got hired
* Former leader of white supremacy group works in
Hamilton's IT office, sparking concerns
*https://www.cbc.ca/news/canada/hamilton/warmanemail-1.5135825
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German name for royal baby Archie revisits
troubling Nazi links
By choosing a German name for their child Harry and
Meghan revive bad memories of the Royal family Nazi
links. We should remember that such links were also
evident among American and Irish sympathizers IrishCentral Staff, May 13, 2019
So Archie will be the official name of the royal baby, a clear tip
of the hat to the German origins of the Royal Family. The full
name Archibald means "very bold” in German. It was certainly
very bold to call the new baby a good German name.
Of course, the Windsor dynasty is originally of German paternal
descent and was a branch
of the House of SaxeCoburg and Gotha before
changing to Windsor during
the First World War when
German connections were
severed.
The Duchess and Duke of
Sussex, Meghan Markle and Prince Harry with their new
son, Archie. Getty
The German link is once again perpetuated in the new royal’s
name. It is not exactly a glorious history. The new royal’s great
grand uncle Edward VII was an avowed Nazi.
Harry once dressed up as a Nazi for a fancy-dress ball.
Incredibly, the outrage really surprised him.
The furor over a very young Queen Elizabeth giving the Nazi
salute at the behest of her uncle, the notorious pro-Nazi, should
be no surprise. Let us not forget Edward VII married the
divorcee Wallis Simpson also a happy heiler of Hitler.
In 1937, the Duke and Duchess visited Nazi Germany, against
the advice of the British government, and met Adolf Hitler at his

Obersalzberg retreat. The visit was much publicized by the
German media. During the visit the Duke gave full Nazi salutes.
Good show. The Royal Family Nazi sympathies were well known.
Prince Philip, Elizabeth's husband, had
sisters who married German Nazi
sympathizers and he was suspected of
liking them too.
A fan of the Royals celebrates the
arrival of baby Archie.
In the present generation Prince Harry,
of course, thought nothing of dressing
up as a Nazi at a fancy-dress party in
more recent times.
But let’s not get too high and mighty
here. The Irish and US had pro-Nazis in key positions too,
Charles Lindbergh in the US most notably and in Ireland none
more than Charles Bewley Irish Ambassador to Berlin in the key
period leading up to World War II.
Bewley made "no attempt at hiding his virulent anti-Semitic and
pro-Nazi outlook,” saying “where they exist in any quantity, the
Jews are regarded as an alien body."
He blocked any efforts to have Ireland take
in Jewish refugees. He told the Irish
government that he was unaware of any
cases of "deliberate cruelty" towards Jews
by Hitler's government or any episode that
"could even be remotely compared with the
atrocities" of the Communists in Spain or
Russia, the English in Palestine, or the Black
and Tans.
Irish Ambassador to Berlin, Charles Bewley.
Bewley justified Kristallnacht saying Hitler had little choice but
to teach Jews a lesson Speaking of Jews he said "when the
interests of the country of their birth come into conflict with

41

their own personal or racial interests, (they) invariably sacrifice
the interests of their birth to Jewish interests.
"It is thus claimed that during the War [WWI] German Jews in
the vast majority acted against the interests of Germany, and
that, as soon as England had definitely espoused the cause of
Zionism, they worked for Germany's defeat in the War."
German anti-Semitism was "comprehensible," he wrote when it
was found that "the Jew had not only succeeded in avoiding
military service but also in enriching himself during the agony of
the country."
Charming. So, Ireland has its own Nazi skeletons rattling around
too.
*https://www.irishcentral.com/opinion/niallodowd/ger
man-name-for-royal-baby-archie-revisits-troubling-nazilinks
Read more:* How Hitler’s henchman became an Irish
farmer after the war

***
But wait, there’s still more….
* Wiesenthal Centre, Duchess, reax to Harry Nazi
costume

been obtained and exploited in this manner," a Buckingham
Palace spokesman said in a
statement.
While a royal source insisted
the Queen would not have
known the significance of
the gesture at such a young
age, the images threaten to
cause deep embarrassment
for
the
89-year-old
monarch.
The images showing the
alleged Nazi salute came
from a 20-second black-andwhite home movie, which
The Sun reported was shot
at the Royal family's rural
Balmoral estate in Scotland
in 1933 or 1934.
The video shows the young future Queen briefly raising her right
hand in the air three times, as well as dancing around excitedly
and playing with a corgi.
The group in the video — which also included the Queen's late
sister, Princess Margaret — were apparently being encouraged
by the Queen's uncle, the future King Edward VIII.
No-one at that time had any sense how it [the situation in
Germany] would evolve.
The precise nature of King Edward's links to the Nazis are still
debated in Britain, with some historians accusing him of being
sympathetic to Adolf Hitler's regime.
He met Hitler in Germany in 1937, after having abdicated as
king the previous year over his desire to marry US divorcee
Wallis Simpson.
The Sun defended its decision to release the images, saying
they offered "a fascinating insight in the warped prejudices of
Edward VIII".
"We publish them today knowing they do not reflect badly on
our Queen, her late sister or mother in any way," the publication
said.
Ten years ago, The Sun published a photograph of Prince Harry
wearing a swastika armband to a friend's fancy dress party, with
the fifth-in-line to the throne later apologising.
Queen would be 'entirely innocent'
at young age, source says
A royal source, speaking on condition of anonymity, said the
Queen would have been "entirely innocent of attaching any
meaning to these gestures" at such a young age.
"The Queen and her family's service and dedication to the
welfare of this nation during the war (World War II) and the 63
years the Queen has spent building relations between nations
and peoples speaks for itself," the source said.
The source also claimed that "no-one at that time had any sense
how [the situation in Germany] would evolve".
The affection in which many Britons still hold the Queen Mother,
who died in 2002, is based on her and husband King George VI's
decision to stay in London during WWII and visit bomb sites
caused by German aerial attacks known as The Blitz.
Hitler became German leader in 1933 and by the end of WWII,
12 years later, millions of people had been killed in
concentration camps, many of them Jews.
The Queen paid a state visit to Germany last month during in
which she went to Bergen-Belsen, her first visit to a former Nazi
camp, where some 52,000 people died, including teenage
Jewish diarist Anne Frank.
AFP

Published on Jul 28, 2015 – item from 2005
Rabbi Marvin Hier, Dean and founder of the Simon Wiesenthal
Centre:
If he wants to disgrace the Royal Family by behaving in
an abysmal manner, that’s his business. But when he
disgraces the memory of the Holocaust, and disgraces the
memory of those who gave up their lives to defeat
Nazism that becomes the business of the world to tell him
that he’s crossed the line, that it is unacceptable, and
writing a prepared statement, handed out by Buckingham
Palace is an insufficient manner of dealing with this.
I would recommend that since we
have,
in
a
few
weeks,
a
commemoration for the sixtieth
anniversary of the liberation of
Auschwitz, that he should be there
as part of the British delegation,
accompanying his uncle. That will
show the world that he understands
the consequences of his action.
* https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ubEFoQL3uDk
and Prince Harry apologizes for Nazi costume
*https://www.nytimes.com/2005/01/13/world/europe
/prince-harry-apologizes-for-nazi-costume.html and
***
On Jul 18, 2015 The Sun Published - FOOTAGE shows
Edward VIII leading Her Majesty, Princess Margaret and
the
Queen
Mother
in
doing
fascist
gesture
*https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=OB0YAVF-eOI
------------------------------------------------------Images of young Queen Elizabeth II's alleged Nazi salute
published by The Sun; Buckingham Palace voices
disappointment
Posted 18 Jul 2015, 12:31pm
Images allegedly showing a young Queen Elizabeth II giving a
Nazi salute in the early 1930s have been published by British
newspaper The Sun, with Buckingham Palace voicing
disappointment over the incident.
https://www.abc.net.au/news/20150718/buckingham
The front page of The Sun showed the Queen, then aged about
-palace-slams-images-of-queens-nazi-salute/6630346
six, raising her right hand in the air as her mother, the late
Queen Mother, does the same.
The Sun defended its decision to publish the images,
The headline on the story read "Their Royal Heilnesses" — a
saying they did not reflect badly on the Queen. (Twitter:
reference to the Heil Hitler greeting used in Nazi Germany.
The Sun)
"It is disappointing that film shot eight decades ago and
apparently from [Her Majesty's] personal family archive has
_________________________________________________________________________________________
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Zizek: Labeling BDS ‘anti-Semitic’ desecrates the
Holocaust in order to legitimize apartheid
Published time: 25 May, 2019 05:53 Edited time: 25 May,
2019 11:03

Israeli criticism of the Boycott, Divestment and Sanctions
(BDS) campaign is somewhat justified, but those who
won’t equally blast the apartheid politics of the state of
Israel have no moral high ground from which to preach.
First off, a confession. I’ve always had a problem with
the BDS movement which promotes various forms of
embargoes against Israel until it meets its obligations
under international law (which are withdrawal from the
occupied territories, removal of the separation barrier in
the West Bank and full equality for Arab-Palestinian
citizens of Israel).
While I fully support these goals, my reluctance towards
BDS was based on two main reasons. One, in the current
situation when anti-Semitism really is alive in Europe, it’s
dangerous to play with the idea of blacklisting. Two, why
should we not also boycott China for what the Chinese
state is doing to Uyghurs?
Of course, the cynical response from my BDS friends is
that such tactics would not work on China but may work
against Israel. But are they for real? Such reasoning
implies weird ethics: punish the relatively weak, not the
really bad.
Here is an example of the excess of BDS. When, a couple
of years ago, I visited the Jerusalem film festival to
promote the pro-Palestinian film of my friend Udi Aloni, I
was attacked for participating in an Israeli state
sponsored event.
A BDS fanatic asked me if I was aware how my visit to
Jerusalem was the same as journeying to Berlin in 1938?
Indeed, there was even an ‘open letter’ circulating on the
web which criticized me for accepting the invitation.
My reply was: the visit was paid by myself and Udi and I
was presented by Udi as his personal quest, not the
festival’s guest. Plus if we leave aside the problematic
nature of the parallel between Jerusalem and the Nazi
Berlin, yes, if I were to be invited to Berlin in 1938 to
promote a film celebrating Jewish resistance to the Nazis,
I would have gladly accepted it. Not that Hitler’s regime
would have allowed it, naturally.
Resistance reasoning
However, when, in May 2019, the German Bundestag
passed a non-binding resolution declaring BDS antiSemitic, alarm bells began to ring. Because the idea of
BDS being anti-Semitic is questionable.
For instance, all my links to BDS are through Jewish
friends who are part of it, and this was the idea from the
beginning: a joint action of West bank Palestinians with
Israeli Jews who oppose the occupation of the West
Bank.
Thus, quite obviously, something else is going on here:
an obscene and diabolical pact between Zionists and true
European racists. As a consequence, the sacred memory
of the Holocaust is being mobilized to legitimize the
corrupted politics of today: the apartheid practiced
against Palestinians. And it’s those who do it who are the
true desecrators of the Holocaust.
The privileged role of Jews in the establishment of the
sphere of the “public use of reason” hinges on their
subtraction from every state power. It’s this position of
the “part of no-part” of every organic nation state
community, not the abstract-universal nature of their
monotheism, which makes them the immediate
embodiment of universality.

So, it’s no wonder, then, that, with the establishment of
the Jewish nation state, a new type of Jewish person
emerged. A Jewish person resisting identification with the
state of Israel, and refusing to accept the state of Israel
as his true home. Best described as a Jew who
“subtracts” himself from this state, and who includes the
state of Israel among the states towards which he insists
on maintaining a distance.
And it’s this uncanny Jew who is the object of what one
cannot but designate as “Zionist anti-Semitism,” the
foreign excess disturbing the nation state community.
These Jews, the “Jews of the Jews themselves,” worthy
successors of Spinoza, are today the only Jews who
continue to insist on the “public use of reason,” refusing
to submit their reasoning to the “private” domain of the
nation state.
This paradox of Zionist anti-Semitism enables us also to
solve another enigma: how can US Christian
fundamentalists, who are by their nature anti-Semitic,
now passionately support the Zionist policy of the state
of Israel? There is only one solution to this enigma: it is
not that the US fundamentalists changed, it is that
Zionism itself, in its hatred of the Jews who do not fully
identify with the politics of the state of Israel,
paradoxically became anti-Semitic, i.e., they constructed
the figure of Jews who doubt the Zionist project along
the anti-Semitic lines.
If you want further proof of this, remember how just
before the last Israeli elections, on March 19, a campaign
advert was released in which Ayelet Shaked, the rightwing justice minister, moving in slow motion, appears to
be modeling for a luxury perfume.
The perfume bottle label reads “Fascism,” and while
Shaked sprays herself with it, the narrator’s voice is
heard:
“Judiciary
revolution.
Reducing
activism.
Appointment of judges. Governance. Separation of
authorities. Restraining of the Supreme Court.” Finally
the minister breaks the fourth wall and addresses directly
the camera, saying: “Smells like democracy to me.”
The (rather clumsy) irony of the ad is clear: Shaked’s
left-liberal critics attack her for (what they perceive as)
the fascist elements in her program (and in the measures
enforced by her ministry). But in her reply to these
critics, she ironically assumes the term ‘fascist,’ while the
voice lists her actual measures which are democratic.
Although Shaked tried to overcome Netanyahu from the right,
Netanyahu took the same path in his statements on Instagram
where, after asserting that all citizens of Israel, including Arabs,
had equal rights, he added: “Israel is not a state of all its
citizens.” This referred to the controversial law passed last year
declaring Israel to be the nation state of the Jewish people.
Yet, we would come closer to truth if we simply turned Shaked’s
ad on its head – she instead sprays herself with a perfume
called “democracy” while a narrator enumerates her
achievements: the apartheid system with second-class citizens,
leaving more than a million of Palestinians in a legal limbo,
bombings of civilians… and then a passer-by (not Shaked
herself) comments: “Smells like Fascism to me.”
The true political goal of the ongoing campaign against BDS is to
legitimize the stance shared by Shaked and Netanyahu. Our
answer to all those who support this campaign should thus be:
those who are not ready to criticize the apartheid politics of the
state of Israel should also keep silent about the possible
excesses of BDS.
Slavoj Zizek is a cultural philosopher. He’s a senior
researcher at the Institute for Sociology and Philosophy
at the University of Ljubljana and Global Distinguished
Professor of German at New York University.
*https://www.rt.com/op-ed/460228-anti-semitic-bdsisrael-zizek/
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