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How Real Is White Supremacy?
Paul Craig Roberts, April 5, 2019

I don’t share the interest many have in the
reported mass shootings. However, there are wider
issues associated with the shootings, and I do find
these issues interesting. For example, mass
shootings are a relatively new occurrence. I believe
the first was in 1966 at the University of Texas
when a former US Marine who was enrolled as a
student shot a number of people from the
university’s clock tower. What caused this
breakdown in moral behavior? We can’t simply say
that the shooter became unhinged or insane. There
have always been such people. Had the Marine
been on active duty in Vietnam and experienced
mass shootings of Vietnamese? Did he decide to
bring the horror inflicted by Americans on
Vietnamese home to Americans? Did student
protests against the Vietnam war in which he was
at risk make him feel unappreciated?
I don’t remember if there were answers provided in
1966. I understand people’s frustration with the
lack of answers that is often the case in events
today. For example, readers ask me, as if I know,
why the New Zealand government has criminalized
having a copy of the New Zealand shooter’s
manifesto. I do not know, but a good guess is that
the New Zealand government wants to control the
explanation and does not want any competition
from the shooter himself.
Remember the 2016 Nice, France, truck attack on
Bastille Day when a white delivery van was
reported to have run over a large number of
people. The only video we had of the truck’s

progress was a fuzzy one that showed little taken
at a distance from a hotel balcony by the exact
same person who provided the only video of an
earlier reported terror attack in Germany. That the
same person happened to be present with camera
ready for back-to-back terrorist events in two
different countries struck many as suspicious.
Suspicions mounted when it was reported that Nice
city officials had video cameras on every corner,
block by block, of the avenue along which the truck
progressed, but were prohibited from releasing the
videos by the central authorities in Paris who
ordered the Nice officials to destroy the only
evidence that clearly recorded the event.
Nice authorities resisted this order as it was an
order to destroy evidence, which is a felony, but
the evidence was never publicly provided. Many
who followed the story justifiably concluded that
the French government was hiding the evidence in
order to control the story. The presstitute media,
including the BBC, never expressed any interest in
why the actual evidence of what happened was
deep-sixed. The presstitutes reported as if the
fuzzy video, which in fact showed no one being hit
by a truck much less the more than 500 reported
killed or injured, proved the official story.
All of these terror events, those that seem to be
real and those that seem to be staged, have
explanations ready prior to the event. Indeed, the
explanation of the event is sometimes provided as
the news is reported. This should strike people as
suspicious, and it does strike some that way.
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Thus, I understand that many wonder why the New
Zealand government and the presstitute media are
suppressing the shooter’s explanation.
A long succession of poorly reported terror events,
together with such blatant and obvious lies told by
Washington and its NATO vassals as Saddam
Hussein’s weapons of mass destruction, Assad’s
use of chemical weapons, Iranian nukes, Russian
invasion of Ukraine, Russiagate, the lies about
Gaddafi, Maduro the dictator starving his own
people, and so on and on, have destroyed trust in
governments
and
the
media.
People
are
accustomed to seeing high government officials of
Western countries stand in front of a TV camera
and tell the most blatant and obvious lies.
Whatever you decide is the case in the New
Zealand shooting, take care not to conflate a
protest or a defense of the West, however
misguided, with “white supremacy,” as the latter is
how the story is spun. If a defense of the West is
white supremacy, then a defense of blacks is black
supremacy and a defense of Jews is Jewish
supremacy. It is, of course, much safer to defend
blacks and Jews than white gentiles, which shows
that whites certainly have no supremacy.
Consider also whether there is a difference between
the New Zealand shooter killing Muslims in a
mosque and the US and its vassals including the
New Zealand government killing Muslims in
mosques, weddings, funerals, schools, hospitals,
and play grounds during the past 20 years of
indiscriminate bombings that constitute “the war on
terror.”
Terror is what the Western governments with scant
protest inflict on Muslims. Perhaps the New Zealand
shooter thought as everyone else was killing
Muslims, he could also.
Another interesting question is whether leftwing
and Jewish groups who work overtime to demonize
white people, especially heterosexual males, have
any responsibility for the New Zealand shooter’s
reported attack. Was it an act of frustration by a
shooter provoked by the constant demeaning of his
race, gender, sexual preference, and culture?
Jewish lobbies have largely succeeded
in
establishing Jewish Supremacy. In many Western
countries it is, or borders on, a hate crime to
criticize Jews and Israel. Scholars have even been
imprisoned for correcting errors in the Holocaust
story. In the US Jewish lobbies have succeeded in
having half of the states pass laws denying state

government contracts to any business or person
who participates or supports in any way boycotts of
Israeli goods and services or advocates for
disinvestment in Israeli companies. President
Trump even cut off US aid to the Palestinians
whose country has been stolen by Israel. It is
considered anti-semitism to even mention what
Israel has done, and is currently doing, to
Palestinians. Professors lose their university
positions. Journalists get fired. Students are sent to
sensitivity training.
This is real supremacy. White gentiles have nothing
like it. Yet Jewish lobbies—the very people who
constantly complain about hate speech—use hate
speech to the full extent as they lead the
movement to demonize white gentiles. Here is the
latest “media advisory” from the Center for Jewish
Civilization at Georgetown University.
***
MEDIA ADVISORY
Center for Jewish Civilization
Georgetown University
ICC 305P
37th and O Streets NW
Washington, DC 20057
cjcinfo@georgetown.edu
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE April 5, 2019
Contact: Jamie Horwitz, 202-549-4921, jhdcpr@starpower.net
How Do We Deal with a New Ecosystem of Hate and
Anti-Semitism on the Far Right?
A Growing and Dangerous Extremist Movement in America is
Combining Old Nazi Ideas with New Tactics and Social Media
Wed., April 10 Georgetown University-sponsored conference at
the National Press Club brings together top scholars, journalists
and diplomats to explore “Contemporary White Supremacy in
America:
What are its Links to the Nazi Past?”
WASHINGTON — In the United States and across the globe,
attacks by violent networks of extremist hate groups against
Jews and other minorities have been on the rise. Building on
worldviews from the Nazi era, combined with modern
communications and recruitment tactics, white supremacist
groups have been gaining new followers. As a result, in the past
few years we have witnessed the most deadly anti-Semitic
incident in the country’s history at the Tree of Life Synagogue in
Pittsburgh in 2018, where 11 were killed; a neo-Nazi march in
Charlottesville in 2017 that terrorized an entire city; and the
2015 attack in Charleston, South Carolina by a white
supremacist where nine African American churchgoers were
killed.
These extremist incidents are connected and cannot be
explained away as solitary acts of madmen and bigots.
“Extremist groups in America are invoking anti-Semitism and
hate through social media and bringing the practices and
theories of their Nazi forebears into a new era. Organized hate
groups are indoctrinating individuals and cells in a manner
similar to terrorist groups,” said Jacques Berlinerblau, Director
of the Center for Jewish Civilization at Georgetown University,
the conference sponsor.
While efforts are being made by social media companies such as
Facebook to shut down hate speech, and civil rights groups have

2

The Center for Jewish Civilization’s news release
makes it clear that the Jewish group is creating the
image of a vast white supremacist plot to terrorize
and kill every one else. If any such white
supremacist groups do exist, they are isolated and
infiltrated by the FBI. Indeed, the FBI may have
organized them for purposes of its own.

been pushing back against extremists through protests and
court action, activity by white supremacists continues to
grow. On April 10, The Center for Jewish Civilization at
Georgetown
University
will
host
a
day-long
conference, “Contemporary White Supremacy in America: What
are its Links to the Nazi Past?” beginning at 9 am at the National
Press Club in Washington, 529 14th Street NW, 13th Floor.
The conference brings together top scholars, journalists and
diplomats to explore white supremacist movements in this
country and how hate groups in the United States draw upon
ideas, propaganda, and recruiting techniques from the Nazi era,
and how they diverge.

Are the reckless and irresponsible accusations
leveled against white people by the Center for
Jewish Civilization intended to produce in reality
the bogeyman fantasy in the Jewish lobby’s news
release, a fantasy that will grow larger in a
conference whose purpose is to further demonize
gentiles, Christians, and critics of Israel? Was it
demonization of this kind that produced the New
Zealand shooter?

Former CBS Chief Foreign Affairs Correspondent and “60
Minutes” contributor Lara Logan will moderate the morning
session. Speakers include reformed violent extremist Christian
Picciolini; world renowned expert on Nazi tactics and genocide
Father Patrick Desbois, who uncovered links between ISIS
attacks on the Yazidis and Nazi practices; other moderators
including Jessica Roda, an expert on Jewish music and politics
who will dialogue with Kirsten Dyck, an expert on White Power
and neo-Nazi hate music; and Kristen Clarke, the president of
the Lawyers Committee for Civil Rights Under Law, who played
an instrumental role in Facebook’s decision last month to ban
discussion about “white nationalism” and “separatism” from the
social media site.

Copyright .© Paul Craig Roberts 2019.- Please contact us
for information on syndication rights.
This site offers factual information and viewpoints that
might be useful in arriving at an understanding of the
events of our time. We believe that the information
comes from reliable sources, but cannot guarantee the
information to be free of mistakes and incorrect
interpretations. IPE has no official position on any issue
and does not necessarily endorse the statements of any
contributor.
* https://www.paulcraigroberts.org/2019/04/05/howreal-is-white-supremacy/

Some sessions will deal with topics related to women in White
Power groups, while others will look at how anti-Semitism has
changed between the 1930’s and today’s Alt-Right movement. A
complete conference schedule can be found here.
The conference is open to members of the media at no
charge. PLEASE RSVP HERE.

========================

***

Among Equals - Who be the Boss?

Will this meeting be broken up by the “alt-right”
“neo-Nazi” equivalent of Antifa? Not a chance.
Indeed, in what sense does an alt-right really exist
and to what extent is the term a creation of those
intent on demonizing white people?
Note that in the Center for Jewish Civilization’s
news release, people who went to defend a statue
of Robert E. Lee from demolition are described as
“neo-Nazis.” Why is it “Nazi” and “white
supremacy” to defend a historic statue of a person
widely respected in his own time and today even at
the US Military Academy at West Point?

Witnesses: Did he or didn’t he?
Friend or Traitor?
======================

___________________________________________________

“Know that we have taken into our hand, custody, and protection Leo the Jew our goldsmith
and all his affairs. And therefore we command that you keep ward and defend the said Leo and
all his affairs, doing no hurt or injury to him.” - Proclamation of King John of England, 10 Nov. 1199
*
“My office was created by law and designed to protect the Jewish people throughout the world.
Think about that. The world’s greatest power is focused, by law and design, on protecting the
Jews.” - Elan Carr, U.S. State Department Envoy on Anti-Semitism, February 2019
*
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Thoughts on the Protected Race
By Andrew Joyce, Ph.D. April 11, 2019
By almost every
metric, Jews are the
most
protected
ethnic
group
on
earth.
At
the
frontline
of
this
protection,
Jewish
institutional security
is heavily subsidised
by
taxpayers
throughout the West. In Germany, the government
provides an annual stipend of $15 million to the
Central Council of Jews. In the UK, the government
spends around $20 million annually on both security for
Jewish institutions and “Holocaust education”
designed to combat “anti-Semitic ideas.” This is in
addition to the UK pledging almost $70 million for a
new Holocaust memorial designed to achieve the same
ends. Hungary has promised $3.4 million to “fight antiSemitism in Europe,” and Sweden has handed over 2
million kronor for increasing security at Jewish
institutions. France has invested $107 million in
“fighting anti-Semitism” since 2015. This brings us to a
grand total of over $215 million in “protecting Jews” and
“fighting anti-Semitism,” and doesn’t even take into
account spending in the United States (somewhere
between $20 million and $50 million annually for
frontline security at Jewish institutions), or the spending
of Jews on their own defense (the ADL’s annual budget
alone is in the region of $58 million). One gets the
distinct and remarkable impression that, globally,
diaspora
Judaism
probably
requires
something
approaching $1 billion simply in order to feel safe.
Jews are protected in other ways. Since mid-2018,
resolutions and other legal measures against antiSemitism have been gathering in pace and increasing in
spread. In May 2018, South Carolina became the first
US state to pass the Anti-Semitism Awareness Act,
which effectively shuts down speech against Israel on
college campuses by requiring South Carolina’s public
institutions
of
higher
education
to
“take into
consideration the [State Department’s] definition of antiSemitism for purposes of determining whether the
alleged practice was motivated by anti-Semitic intent”
when “investigating, or deciding whether there has been
a violation of a college or university policy prohibiting
discriminatory practices on the basis of religion.” In
February 2019, President Macron of France announced a
“crackdown on anti-Semitism” that would involve
dissolving three pro-White organizations, defining antiZionism as a form of anti-Semitism, and introducing new
laws against “hate speech” targeting Jews on social
media. Just a few weeks ago, Florida passed legislation
defining anti-Semitism and making it illegal under state
law. Tennessee has attempted to pass an AntiSemitism Awareness Bill, and recently passed a
resolution “fighting anti-Semitism” by declaring
unequivocal support for Israel. This, of course, follows
hot on the heels of the House resolution “condemning
anti-Semitism” in the aftermath of Ilhan Omar’s now
notorious remarks on the Israel lobby.
There simply isn’t another ethnic group elsewhere on
earth that enjoys the same level of financial and legal
protections enjoyed by Jews. Of course, the uninformed,

when confronted with such a fact, might reply that this
level of support is both needed and deserved. According
to the received narrative, recent history suggests that
Jews are the West’s most vulnerable and victimised
group. All of these laws, and all of this funding, is
therefore merely a response to an acute need. But recent
history has nothing to do with Jewish protection, and nor
are these measures responsive to any real immediate
threat. In order to gain a full appreciation for what
exactly is going on, we need to go much further back in
time.
Should you ever happen to visit the English town of
Lincoln, I recommend you pay a visit to the Jew’s House
restaurant. As well as enjoying some fairly good cuisine,
it will give you an opportunity to look inside one of the
five surviving houses of Medieval England. The building
was once, as the name suggests, a Jew’s house from the
middle of the twelfth century until the expulsion of the
Jews from England in 1290. Its last Jewish owner is said
to have been Belaset, daughter of the moneylender
Solomon of Wallingford. Belaset was hanged in 1279 for
coin-clipping,
a 13th century
practice whereby
(predominantly Jewish) money dealers would lightly
shave gold and silver coins, eventually accumulating
enough shavings to create new, illicit money. Jew’s
House is not the only medieval home still standing in
Lincoln. A short walk away is Norman House. Like Jew’s
House, it was built around 1170 for a Jewish
moneylender, Aaron of Lincoln, and also housed Jews
until the expulsion.
‘Jew’s House’ Lincoln, England: This 12th century home is
one of the oldest
surviving
town
houses in England,
due largely to the
fact it was built for
maximum
security
and durability.

The
fact
that
England’s
oldest
houses are almost all
Jewish in origin, and
that two of them are
in Lincoln, is no accident. Lincoln Jewry was both the
most affluent and the most numerous of all medieval
Jewish communities in England, and the survival of these
dwellings owes much to two factors – Jewish wealth and
the Jewish need for security. Jews had the money to
build homes with expensive local limestone, and they
had a desire to build very strong, almost impregnable,
homes that could withstand the onslaught of both Man
and Time. A key architectural feature is a semi-sunken
undercroft that would have provided secure storage for
the wealth of those residing in the living accommodation
above. This relatively luxurious style of living was
pioneered by the Jews who moved to Lincoln as part of
the Norman conquest, and was based on the Jewish
experience of living closely with Norman elites in the
ducal halls of Normandy. The construction of such homes
in 12th century England thus sent a clear message: Jews
were an intimate part of the new elite; Jews were
arriving predominantly as dealers in money; and, Jews
expected to be hated and to require high levels of
protection. One thousand years has now passed, and yet
it is one of the remarkable features of world history that
these three aspects of Jewish life haven’t changed at all.
Jews remain an intimate part of the elite, Jews retain a
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‘special’ relationship with money, and the facts outlined
at the beginning of this essay suggest that Jews fully
expect to be hated and require high levels of protection.
The Jewish strategy among Europeans has always been
predicated upon high-risk, high-reward ventures. For
much of the last thousand years, this primarily involved
exploitative financial relationships that were incredibly
lucrative but contributed to tremendous hostility among
non-elite European populations. The standard method of
balancing profit and danger was to form a relationship
with very strong elites, and to implicate those elites in
the sharing of profits (thus also ensuring they would
suffer a loss from any attack against Jews). Throughout
European history, when attempts to forge or maintain
such relationships failed, the results of high risk ventures
were disastrous for Jews, as resentment from below was
finally allowed to fully vent. This can be seen in instances
where the power of the monarch weakened (e.g. the
expulsions of Jews by Edward I as a response to the rise
of the barons), where there was a break between the
death of a king and the coronation of another (e.g.
killings of Jews around the coronation of Richard I),
where the monarch was immovably hostile to Jews and
their interests (e.g. the creation of the Pale of Settlement
by Catherine the Great), and where popular support for
government elites and their authority collapsed rapidly
(e.g. Weimar Germany and the subsequent rise of Adolf
Hitler). Very high levels of elite protection are thus seen
by Jews, not entirely without reason, as absolutely
essential to the continuance of Jewish communities and
their behaviors among European populations.
Writing on Jews and the State in medieval Europe,
Robert Chazan writes that “the Jews were normally
accorded
substantial
protection
by
the
secular
authorities. This meant warnings against violence when
passions were inflamed, efforts to put down violence
when it did flare up, and finally the imposition of
penalties when the attempts at protection failed and
Jews suffered loss of life and property. The basic thrust
of governmental policy towards the Jews was
protection.”1 [emphasis added] Kevin MacDonald has
argued that Jews have excelled as flexible strategizers,
and this ability to adapt to circumstances is certainly in
evidence in relation to the need to secure privileges in
the form of elite protection. Jewish historian Yosef H.
Yerushalmi has pointed out that wherever Jews lived
they tended to establish liaisons with “the highest
governmental power available, whether that of emperor
or caliph, count, duke, or king, bishop, archbishop or
pope.”2 Yerushalmi described such relationships as a
“direct vertical alliance.” Magda Teter has laid emphasis
on the flexible manner in which Jews approach the
establishment of direct vertical alliances:
At the beginning of their settlement in Poland, Jews
forged a strong relationship with monarchs, who issued
privileges and assured the Jews’ protection. When
Poland’s balance of power shifted from a strong
monarchy to a decentralised nobles’ republic, the Jewish
relationship with the king was transformed into a
symbiotic relationship with the powerful nobles. Jews’
reliance on royal protection was transferred to reliance
on the nobles. First kings, and then the nobles, often
placed Jews in positions that often gave them authority
over Christians.3
As well as blending financial interests with the nobles,
another feature of the early modern period through to

the nineteenth century was intermarriage between
Jews and the European aristocracy. This was quite
literally the physical joining of interests, perhaps the
ultimate protection against suffering a backlash from the
elite. By the early 20th century, the scale of Jewish
intermarriage with the British aristocracy was such that it
led L.G. Pine, editor of Burke’s Peerage from 1949–1959,
to write in 1956 that “the Jews have made themselves so
closely connected with the British peerage that the two
classes are unlikely to suffer loss which is not mutual.”
Given the trends of history in the centuries prior to the
1950s, it’s extremely difficult to imagine that this
occurred by accident, or without some level of conscious
or unconscious design.
As flexible strategizers, Jews were more than capable of
handling the transformation from aristocratic rule to
social democracy that occurred between the 19th and
20th centuries. As an interregnum of sorts, however,
there were early problems with Jewish security while the
new form of direct vertical alliance was established. A
general rule worth operating by is that where the elite is
pro-Jewish or tied to Jewish interests, Jews are likely to
be reliable supporters of the governmental status quo, to
support strong government, and to be against the
freedom of the individual (e.g. see overwhelming
contemporary Jewish support for gun control).
Conversely, when elites are perceived as less inclined to
support Jewish interests, Jews are likely to be vastly
over-represented among anti-elite elements, as radical
socialists, and as regicidal revolutionaries (e.g. the
Bolshevik Revolution). Where the form of government
merely weakens, Jews are forced to reconfigure their
strategies in a more time-consuming, but no less
pressing, manner. Indeed, a key feature of 19th century
socialism was a strong anti-Semitism that rejected
Jewish claims to being part of “the people,” and many
anti-Jewish socialists portrayed such claims as
opportunistic and cryptic strategies to secure power
anew under the new form of government. One of the
most memorable statements of the era in this regard is
the French socialist Pierre-Joseph Proudhon’s remark that
far from being a genuine socialist, Karl Marx was “the
tapeworm of socialism.” Proudhon (1809-1865), seen by
many as the father of anarchism, regarded apparently
socialist Jewish “allies” like Heinrich Heine as “nothing
but secret spies” whose hidden agenda was merely to
secure Jewish privileges and protections under the guise
of
social
justice
–
a
perspective apparently lost
on the ignorant hordes who
today believe themselves to
be anarchist “Antifa” while
striving to protect similar
“tapeworms” in their midst.
Pierre-Joseph
socialism.”

Proudhon:

“Marx

is

the

tapeworm

of

As social democracy became ascendant, Jewish
strategies to maintain privileges and security had to
make significant adaptations. Most obviously, social
democracy was ostensibly the move to protect mass
interests over those of an elite. Since Jews were an
intimate part of the elite, this would necessarily lead to a
decline in power, unless Jews could undergo a
transformation in the popular mind into a more generic
“mercantile elite,” “bourgeois elite,” or even most
audaciously, masquerade as part of the proletariat.
It was in eastern Europe that the clash between Jews
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and the interests of the masses became most acute.
Faced with increased calls for freedom and democratic
representation, the Tsars sided with the masses rather
than the Jews, freeing the serfs and withdrawing
protections and privileges from Jews. I would argue that
this move, rather than the specific content of Bolshevism
or Communism, was the most decisive factor in the
eventual rise of the Jews against the Tsar and the
Russian aristocracy during the Bolshevik revolution. The
apparently incongruous position of Jews fighting
alongside the peasant class against the elite wasn’t
altogether lost on contemporaries. As one Ukrainian
Communist put it in 1876, “The weight of the Jews’
exploitation is great and their harmfulness unlimited … If
we find it possible to preach revolution, and only
revolution against the nobles, how can we defend the
Jews?”4 But Jews did want to be defended, and if they
weren’t going to be defended by the Tsar, and they
couldn’t trust the masses, then they would simply
disguise themselves as part of the proletariat
(Proudhon’s
“secret
spies”)
and
establish their
protections and privileges themselves.
The perceptivity of figures like Proudhon and the
Ukrainian Communist was lacking in the overall
movement, where Jews were dominant in intellectual and
activist roles. Within weeks of the revolution, Jews were
able to cancel all restrictions imposed on them by earlier
Tsarist regimes and abolish the Pale of Settlement
initiated by Catherine the Great. Between 1918 and
1930, anti-Semitism was legislated against and massive
amounts of literature purporting to debunk anti-Semitic
attitudes were disseminated as part of a society-wide
“education” campaign. Plays and films were made
portraying Jews and anti-Semitism in a strongly philoSemitic manner, and trials of individuals convicted of
“anti-Semitic crimes” were made very public. It was the
20th century equivalent of building the Jew’s House of
Lincoln, now constructed not of heavy limestone, but of
slick lies and oppressive legislation.
Today, Jews still reside safely, if a little paranoid, in a
house built with lies and legislation. They have
established “direct vertical alliances” with every Western
elite, including the most “populist.” I smile wryly at the
theatre of Viktor Orbán toying with George Soros, while
he pumps millions into Jewish education programs
throughout Europe educating people on the “dangers of
anti-Semitism” and provides a European “hotline” for
concerned Jews to call in the event that they feel a little
insecure. The same situation prevails with the “populist”
boy wonder Sebastian Kurz in Austria. Kurz recently
unveiled
a
“Catalogue
of
Policies
to
Combat
Antisemitism.” The policies, endorsed by Kurz and later
to be introduced to the entire European Union, include:







a commitment of a percentage of GDP annually
to fighting antisemitism;
barring antisemites from political parties and
public office;
committing financial and other resources to
guaranteeing security for Jewish communities in
Europe;
making Internet companies liable for antisemitic
content on their platforms;
and advising companies not to do business with
countries
or
organizations
that
support
antisemitism in any way.

Sebastian Kurz receives
award from the European
Jewish
Committee’s
Moshe Kantor for his
compliance in a modern
day
“Direct
Vertical
Alliance”

These measures reach a level of protection for Jews not
seen since the immediate aftermath of the Bolshevik
Revolution, and only contribute to the growing reality
that much of our politics now seems to exclusively
revolve around the issue of anti-Semitism. It used to be
the case that Jews considered everything within the
framework “Is this good for the Jews?” Today, it seems
that our governments, media, and academia are
preoccupied with the same question. This reality, of
course, clashes dramatically with the narrative that Jews
have no overarching influence in our politics and society.
On this note, I might add that I was recently axed from
Twitter for the ninth time. On my last two Twitter
accounts, I pursued a strategy of presenting such glaring
contradictions in short, witty comments – just enough
information to make the point clearly, and just enough
humor to make it stick in the mind. In very short periods
of time, I amassed many thousands of followers before
the accounts were invariably suspended for “targeted
harassment” even though I never interacted with other
users, and merely presented facts or witticisms. I don’t
think I will now return to Twitter, but one of my last
parting shots, before being reported by a delusional
neurotic named Gabe Hoffman (who apparently claimed I
insulted him personally, without evidence, despite the
fact I never interacted with other users), was:
Jews are the most oppressed people in history and I
know this because they used their extraordinary wealth,
their near monopoly of mass media, their massive
political influence, and their censorship of alternative
viewpoints to make sure I got the message.
This is the central paradox of our time. Jews enjoy
extraordinary privileges while presenting themselves as
the most oppressed people in history. Were they
oppressed when they lived in the fortress in Lincoln?
When they received the personal protection of King John?
When they received charters and special protections to
live in the German principalities, complete with
reinforced walls for the streets in which they lived? When
they intermarried with the aristocracy? Were they
oppressed when the Tsar and his family were butchered?
Were they oppressed when they made anti-Semitism
illegal, had show trials against anti-Semites around
Russia, and flooded the schools and universities with
information on how marvellous they truly are? Are they
oppressed when they produce legislation for the
European Union and have it imposed at their will? Are
they oppressed when they dictate to Big Tech what is
and isn’t allowed on their platforms, under legal penalty?
Are they oppressed when they demand a percentage of
the GDP of each one of our nations to protect them? Are
they oppressed when a leading figure at the U.S. State
Department says: “The world’s greatest power is
focused, by law and design, on protecting the Jews.”
No. They are not oppressed. Oppression is having your
hands cut off by the King’s men because you refused to
pay your debt to Aaron the Jew. Oppression is being told
what you can’t say in your country, your own land that
your fathers sweat and bled on in the hope that you
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could one day walk on that soil a free man. Oppression is
being made to hand over your taxes and a percentage of
your GDP, without any vote taking place on the matter,
so that it can be passed to a population already
influential and extraordinarily wealthy. Oppression is
being banned from participating in politics because you
happen to object to the influence of foreign actors in the
business of your own people and country. Oppression is
when the wealthy and powerful use their influence to
starve you financially into submission to their interests.
Oppression is when you go to prison because you
disagree with something written in the history books.
The situation, I will admit, doesn’t look hopeful. But just
as history relates a tale of direct vertical alliances, and all
that they entail, it also relates the stories of collapsing
elites, uneasy interregnums, and the rise of figures who
side with their people and reject such alliances. One day
in 1290, the Jew’s House of Lincoln stood silent, cold,
and unoccupied, its money vaults emptied, its past
residents hanged or exiled. It stands today, to my mind,

not as a testament to durability, but as a monument to
hubris and a mockery of pretensions to invulnerability. I
see a time when our contemporary hubristic
constructions are hollowed out and left vacant by the
sweeping rush of history.
1 R. Chazan, Church, State, and Jew in the Middle Ages
(New Jersey: Behrman,1980), 11.
2 Quoted in M. Teter, Jews and Heretics in Catholic
Poland: A Beleaguered Church in the Post-Reformation
Era (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2006), 28.
3 Ibid.
4 R. Wistrich, From Ambivalence to Betrayal: The Left,
The Jews and Israel (University of Nebraska Press,
2012), 187.

*https://www.theoccidentalobserver.net/2019/04/11/t
houghts-on-the-protected-race/

__________________________________________________
The ‘Un-Jewing’ of Modern Christianity
Commentary

By Deborah Pardo-Kaplan 4-11-2019

It only takes a few minutes of listening to most Christian
radio shows to hear stereotypical anti-Jewish tropes.
They range from the proverbial hypocritical Jewish
Pharisees to the alleged legalism in the ancient Jewish
community and even go so far as to presume the “Old
Testament” is no longer relevant to Christians.
But utter silence toward the critical role of the Jewish
people in the formation and ongoing heart of Christianity
is one of the most notably unnoticed hallmarks of
modern Christian preachers, popular speakers, and
theologians.
According to Willie Jennings, associate professor at Yale
Divinity School, the reason Christians neglect the Jews in
the biblical narrative is they see themselves as the
recipients of their history. “Most Christians were taught
that the Bible is theirs; it was their story; it was for them
and that God came for them first,” said Jennings. “Now
that’s not a minor thing. That’s the mother of all
distortions.”
I find myself continually frustrated by the culture and
theology of Christianity that neglects Jewish people — the
people through whom Jesus arose, the people he first
addressed, and the people for whom he also sacrificed his
life as an atonement. Christians clearly love Jesus and are
inspired to deeply love others because of him — both of
which stem from the Jewish commandments to love God
and neighbor. But loving someone without familiarizing
yourself with that person’s family or history, loving Jesus
without knowing about his Jewish community, is like
trying to love your spouse while you suffer from amnesia.

When I sought counsel from a close friend, who holds a
doctorate in theology from Fuller Seminary, about the
validity of love disconnected from Jesus’ community of
origin, she put it in this illuminating way: “Like a tree
with no roots, their actions can be virtuous,” said Jen
Rosner, “while lacking a certain depth and anchoring in

the fullness of the story of God and God’s redemptive
plans for the world.”
These faithful Christians may not realize that they have
inherited the long historical lineage of Christianity that,
since the early centuries of the common era, has
partaken in a deliberate or unwitting de-Judaizing of
Christianity. The distancing from its original Jewish
leadership, the replacement of Passover with Easter, the
changing of names: Yeshua to Jesus, Miriam to Mary,
Saul to Paul, continue to this day, despite Christian
scholarship, altruism, and the progressive ideal of
honoring a diversity of cultures.
It continually mystifies me that the nation that birthed
Christianity should not be forefront in the hearts and
minds of Christians. When white supremacists marched
through Charlottesville, Va., in 2017, their bigoted
message, underscored in their slogan “the Jews will not
replace us,” was predominantly aimed at the Jews, as
well as immigrants and minorities. Many Christians
rightly spoke out against a general oppression of race,
but they mostly omitted naming the Jewish community
as that hate group’s largest target. Like many, they
neglected their messiah’s community and the one who
asserts to have “come first for the lost sheep of the
house of Israel.”
The Jewish prophets, such as Isaiah, predicted the
nations coming to faith in the God of Israel, but this
universalization of belief would not suppress Israel’s
unique history, role, or identity. Israel would always
remain distinct, God’s chosen people, and an ongoing
testimony to God’s unwavering love. For those biblical
writers, the Gentiles would gain access to God and
participate in the last half of the redemptive journey. As
Messianic Rabbi Stuart Dauermann and author of
Converging Destinies: Jews, Christians, and the Mission
of God reminds us: “Salvation came to the nations
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through the Jewish people who had preserved the
knowledge of God, his works, and his saving promises
despite being subjected to many challenges throughout
history.” Most critically, because Jews, for the most part,
chose not to believe the gospel, it spread to the nations.
Dauermann continues to say that Christian service
should be rooted in an indebtedness to the Jewish people
because the doorway of salvation was opened to the
Gentiles who were “separate from Christ, alienated from
the commonwealth of Israel, and strangers to the
covenants of promise, having no hope and without God
in the world” (Eph. 2:12).
Christians’ acts of social justice will only be enriched once
they recognize the means through which mercy was
shown them.
“The Church’s acts of love will be sweetened,
strengthened, and deepened when rooted in humble
gratitude toward and respect for the Jewish people,”
Dauermann added.
Thankfully, there are efforts made by various churches to
awaken from the apathy toward Jesus’ Jewish community
and to recognize Jesus’ eternal connection to the Jewish
community of the past, present, and future. I applaud
those churches that attempt to restore the Jewish
context to Christianity without dissolving the separate
identities of Jew and Gentile. Christians should retain all
their glorious Gentile cultures from around the world

while maintaining ties to the people that brought the
Christian world its scriptures and messiah.
True love loses its value if the Church persists in its
varying degrees of supersessionism, which maintains
that the Jewish foundation has been replaced.
Supersessionism destroys historic Israel’s religion. Jesus
challenged Jewish leaders to prioritize love, but not
through destroying the holy system that God had
established through them for so many centuries. Jesus
did not obliterate the history, covenants, or laws of the
Jewish people, but pointed to himself as the enabler of
renewal. During the Passover meal prior to his death,
Jesus said to his Jewish disciples, “This cup is the new
covenant in my blood; do this, whenever you drink it, in
remembrance of me. For whenever you eat this bread
and drink this cup, you proclaim the Lord’s death until he
comes” (1 Cor. 11:25). That is, when the disciples would
continue to enact the rituals of the Passover, they would
uplift their current deliverer while still honoring the grand
deliverance from Egypt.
Christianity’s love didn’t arise in a vacuum and neither
should that of its followers. Christians should partake in
social action while acknowledging the love that sparks
those acts emerges out of a rich Jewish history seeped in
the commandments of God and in a Jewish sacrifice for
the nations until the “fullness of the Gentiles has come
in” (Rom. 11:25).
*https://sojo.net/articles/un-jewing-modernchristianity

___________________________________________________
Guess who killed our freedom of speech?
Congress trades First Amendment for Jewish campaign cash
By John Kaminski pseudoskylax@gmail.com, 12 April 2019

Once upon a time, U.S. politicians use to brag
about how America was the only place in the world
that permitted genuine freedom of speech. Of
course, like everything else they say, that turned
out to be a lie. Perhaps it is the greatest lie we
have ever heard in our lifetimes.
In fact, America has traded its Constitutionally
guaranteed freedom of speech for laws protecting
the very people aiming to destroy the country.
We’ve lost our First Amendment, you know? Yes,
that’s the one that claims to protect our Freedom of
Speech. Hell, most Americans don’t know or care
whether it exists or not, but the implications for
everyone are ominous. Already in Michigan
lawmakers are making of list of people who oppose
government lies.
*https://www.dcclothesline.com/2019/04/09/michigan
-government-to-create-thought-criminal-database-toflag-those-who-contradict-all-official-lies/

Simply put, you must believe the lies they tell you
or they can put you in jail. That’s the way it already
is in the totalitarian police state known as the
European Union. This epidemic of institutional
insanity has recently now reached England, and the
growing number of Jew-controlled politicians
indicate that these restrictions on free speech are

gaining ground in the United States. Here are the
rules.
• You can’t talk about Jewish crimes. Supporters of
Jewry claim this would be anti-Semitic. This
protective camouflage gives Jews carte blanche to
commit crimes, particularly in the financial and
medical fields. Big Pharma, wholly owned by Jews,
even got Congress to pass laws prohibiting those
injured by defective vaccines from suing the
makers of these mostly untested poisons.
• You can’t ever talk about the Holocaust as a
public relations hoax perpetrated on the whole
world. Even though so-called German authorities
subtracted 2.9 million people from their Auschwitz
death count, every night on the NBC evening news
anchorman Lester Holt mentions the 6 million Jews
who supposedly died in German concentration
camps. And in Germany itself today, anyone who
mocks Jews and their lies inevitably winds up in
jail, and then later is not permitted to speak in
public (like Ernst Zündel) for the rest of their lives.
• You can’t point out that the Mossad in league with
our own CIA pulled off the World Trade Center
demolition. So what if the Jewish leaseholder on
these buildings who talked to Israeli leaders every
Sunday morning collected $7.4 million in a bogus
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insurance payout. It would be anti-Semitic to
mention this.
• Of course you can’t talk about how the sleazy
creation of the Federal Reserve in 1913 gave the
Jews the opportunity to plunder the American
economy and fund all their wars in the process
because this story has been disproven repeatedly
in Jewish newspapers, which insisted these were all
stories written by hate-spewing liars. And because
the Jewish story is heard most around the world,
this is what most people who haven’t looked behind
the scenes still believe.
• You can’t talk about how all three of the major
U.S. television networks are all owned by Jews, and
have been for 80 years. Or how taxpayer funded
National Public Radio is a totally Jewish operation.
• The New York Times is an unabashedly Jewish
newspaper which twists the facts to suit Israeli
interests.
• You can’t talk about how the Jewish Talmud says
it’s OK to rape little girls as longer as they’re not
over 9 years old. The Jewish censors who run TV
networks and publish college textbooks would
definitely say that’s anti Semitic. More importantly,
they would prevent it from being seen or heard.
I like the Jewish protests over “America First”
campaign slogans. That tells the whole story. As far
as Jews go, Americans will not be permitted to say
“America First” because all Jews know that in
America, Jews are first.
Oddly, it was two Jewish senators, Dianne Feinstein
and Bernie Sanders, who spearheaded the defeat of
Marco Rubio’s bill in the Senate that would have
prevented businesses that supported the proPalestinian Boycott, Divestment and Sanctions
(BDS) bill from doing business with the U.S.
government. The bill that was passed merely
advocated that states pass such illegal measures, a
maneuver that sidestepped potential lawsuits that a
federal law would have elicited.
As far as I’m concerned, the members of the U.S.
Congress have proved whose side they’re on. It’s
more important for them to support Israel than it is
to support the American people, because Jews have
the cash to get them elected whereas ordinary
voters do not.
The choice was between freedom of speech and
campaign contributions from Jews. You can easily
guess which choice was made by our esteemed
members of Congress. This is the sad fate of
America’s so-called democracy, which is now a
terminal disease caused by constant lying.
It became conspicuously obvious during the Obama
administration when illegal alien immigrants
entitled to nothing suddenly began receiving more
benefits than elderly Americans who paid into
Social Security all their lives.

America has been brazenly betrayed by elected
officials who have chosen to make silence about
Israeli savagery more important than defending the
Constitutional rights of American citizens.
These are all premeditated maneuvers aimed at
destroying the United States as functioning entity,
and all of these stratagems are the work of Jews,
which is why the USA is a slave state with the Jews
as wardens and the rest of us as their powerless
slaves.
It couldn’t be clearer that Israel has messed up the
United States by making all elected government
officials depend on Jewish campaign contributions
to get elected.
The proof is in the pudding. The vast majority of
members of Congress have voted to deny Freedom
of Speech — guaranteed by the First Amendment
to the U.S. Constitution — in favor of restricting
what Americans may say about Israel, and about
Jews in general.
This could turn out to be the biggest mistake
humans have made in these the waning hours of
their time on Planet Earth.
The pornographic perfidy of Jews seeps across the
land, polluting everything it touches. It floods the
land with a tsunami of perversions and atrocities. It
has turned ordinary towns into corrupt prisons run
by larcenous criminals.
Jewish media always promote homosexuality
because it is one of the two primary ways Jews use
to break up the family structure. The other way,
just as effective, is women’s liberation. The family
structure is the key element in the cohesion of free
nations.
It is a worrisome development that most women
are in favor of liberation, even if it means the
destruction of the family system.
*https://nypost.com/2018/07/07/feminism-hasdestabilized-the-american-family/

The human future depends on understanding the
true history of the Jews and their continuing
position of being the enemy of every country on
Earth. Jews have made their career blackmailing
and bribing everyone to accept who they are.
Only if the Jews rise up against their keepers,
only if Americans rise up against themselves
can the world be kept from slaughter
with God’s kingdom trashed and feral

People spend their whole lives trying to avoid bad
news. Not facing it always leads to worse news.
This is the current condition of our world.
One of the greatest Americans in history spelled it
out for all the world to see. Thomas Jefferson, the
third president of the original United States, said,
in a letter to James Currie, 1/28/1786:
Our liberty depends on the freedom of the press, and that
cannot be limited without being lost.
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*https://founders.archives.gov/documents/Jefferson/01
-09-02-0209

The only solution to this mess is your own resolve,
your own courage to do what’s right.
Our freedom of speech and freedom of the press
are long gone and we have only the Jews and their
forcing people to believe their lives that are leading
us toward a sad subhuman future.
Americans can no longer think for themselves
because their minds have been warped by a
century’s worth of misleading Jewish media.
John Kaminski is a writer who lives on the Gulf Coast of
Florida, constantly trying to figure out why we are

destroying ourselves, and pinpointing a corrupt belief
system as the engine of our demise. Solely dependent on
contributions from readers, please support his work by
mail: 6871 Willow Creek Circle #103, North Port FL 34287
USA.
*http://johnkaminski.org
*http://johnkaminski.info/
*http://www.rudemacedon.ca/kaminski/kam-index.html
*http://web.archive.org/web/20070217113216/http://
www.johnkaminski.com:80/
*http://www.serendipity.li/jsmill/kaminski01.htm
*http://web.archive.org/web/20040323232319/http://j
ohnkaminski.com/

__________________________________________________
The Israel lobby is built on the biggest guilt trip in the world

Philip Weiss, 19
I’ve been reading Amos Oz’s books since his death, and
one of the feelings he leaves me with is: Self-contempt.
Many of Oz’s characters look on American Jews with
disdain. “To be without power is, in my eyes, both a sin
and a catastrophe. It’s the sin of exile, and Diaspora,”
says one. Another says that Diaspora Jews “shalt fear
day and night, and shalt have none assurance of… life.”
The message is clear. Jews in the west are half-made
because they never had to fight. They haven’t served in
the Israeli army, at the front line of reborn Jewish
sovereignty. But those exiled Jews derive pride and
strength from the armed Jewish nation; Israel has given
them international prestige. Because once Jews went like
sheep to slaughter, we formed lines to get on the cattle
cars. Now we are a proud nation.
But those exiled Jews have no skin in the game. They are
living comfortable idle existences. Getting up like me this
morning and going to my desk.
This is the core truth of the Israel lobby. The American
Jews feel guilty that they are not on the front lines. They
are lesser; the Hebrew language even describes Jews
who leave Israel as such: yordim, lower. So they must
do everything they can for the higher, fighting Jews of
Israel. Raise money for Israel, buy off politicians, make
sure that the U.S. government sticks by Israel through
thick and thin and every massacre too.
It’s no wonder the first thing anyone tells you about the
Israel lobby group J Street is that its executive director
Jeremy Ben-Ami’s late father fought with the Irgun, the
militia that committed terrorist acts to end British control
of Palestine. Jeremy Ben-Ami is Zionist royalty.
And Tzipi Livni a supposed Israeli liberal got the main
stage at J Street to lie about Israeli soldiers’
accountability for war crimes, and all the older Americans
murmur to one another with reverence, Her parents were
in the Irgun. Tzipi Livni is Zionist royalty.
It’s been this way for a long time. American Jews may be
peaceniks here but they can’t criticize Israel beyond the
mild demurral.
Back in 1967, Lyndon Johnson said that rabbis who were
lobbying him to move the Sixth Fleet to the Gulf of
Aqaba for Israel wouldn’t give him a screwdriver to send
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to Vietnam. The poet Robert Lowell saw his New York
intellectual friends making the same somersault: “We
had a great wave of New York Jewish nationalism, all the
doves turning into hawks.”
Ten years later Jimmy Carter made the mistake of
thinking that because American Jews were liberals they
would side with him against Israel’s new rightwing prime
minister Menachem Begin when Carter was challenging
Begin over settlements. Carter was wrong. The religious
ethnic national tie was stronger.
Israel had made American Jews proud, they were in for a
dime or a million dollars. “We Are One!” wrote the
historian Melvin Urofsky.
Philip Roth heard it from his father. “’Now they’ll think
twice before they pull our
beards!’
Militant,
triumphant Israel was to
his aging circle of Jewish
friends their avenger for
the centuries and centuries
of humiliating oppression.”
Patriots owner Robert Kraft and Tom Brady in Israel

Then Americans elected a rightwing nationalist president
with fascist tendencies and some liberals thought the big
American Jewish organizations would work against
Donald Trump. No. They stuck with Trump so he would
stick with Israel.
It’s my “Jewish duty” to be friendly with the Trump
administration, explained David Harris of the American
Jewish Committee— so that we keep Trump’s ear when
we push Israel.
AIPAC says the same thing: There must never be
daylight between the White House and the Israeli
government. So that means holding both sides in a tight
embrace.
The American guilt trip never ends. At Any and Every
Israel lobby event someone is sure to cut off criticism by
leaning into a microphone and saying, We don’t live over
there. Our sons and daughters don’t go into the army,

10

it’s a tough neighborhood, and we can’t really judge the
decisions that Israel makes about her security.
Even liberal Zionists honor that code. A progressive NY
synagogue gives neoconservatives the stage to tell
American liberals to STFU. “Look, it’s easy to sit here on
West 86th street.” It’s “cavalier” to “second-guess” Israel.
“I believe that as Americans what we can do… is above
all stand with Israel against existential threats, terror
threats.”
And if the liberals forget to STFU, an Israeli politician is
sure to remind them. We live soft lives in the U.S.
Asked in an English-language television interview about
criticism of Israeli policies by some U.S. Jews, Deputy
Foreign Minister Tzipi Hotovely questioned whether
“people that never send their children to fight for their
country” could understand the “complexity” of the Middle
East.
The heroes in the Amos Oz books are the brawny tanned
Israeli warriors, who don’t think twice about blowing up
“enemy” villages. They go on courageous “reprisal raids”
against faceless enemies at night. Arthur Koestler said
80 years ago that European Jews were a “sick race”:
because they don’t know how to wield arms and till the
soil.
The Jews of the Israel lobby believe this. They think that
Israel has figured out the right relationship to the Arab
world and we are never to question it. We might suggest
some minor changes in the p.r. campaign, but we’re
going to hold the bag for you forever.
Massacre all the Palestinians you think it’s necessary to
massacre and when Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez says it’s a
massacre, even liberal Zionists will go after her and say
she’s not being nuanced enough.
But when Tzipi Livni goes to J Street and says that Any
Israeli soldier who did anything ethically wrong on the
Gaza border will be prosecuted, she is a hero.
And as for the famous Jewish love of argument—STFU.
The Jews who are against Israel must be squashed. They
are non Jews or self-hating Jews. You’ll never see an
anti-Zionist Jew at J Street except by mistake;
and AIPAC doesn’t let anti-Zionist Jews in even to cover
their hootenanny.
Because if American Jews divide over Israel it is a signal
to American politicians that they can divide over Israel,
too. We’re the gatekeepers. Everyone takes their cue
from us. “The perception that AIPAC represents a

consensus among American Jews has always been a key
to its political influence, which explains the group’s
sometimes seemingly outsized opposition to Jewish
dissent from its line,” writes Doug Rossinow, whose piece
on the dark roots of AIPAC in the Washington Post is one
of the rare slams of the Israel lobby ever to appear in our
papers.
Barney Frank’s sister worked for AIPAC and he shut up
about settlements even when he saw them ending the
beloved two-state solution. Bari Weiss’s father is an
AIPAC hero, and she says all American Jews welcomed
Israeli officials to Pittsburgh after the massacre because
“we are all one, Am Yisrael.” The people of Israel, the old
Zionist slogan!
Now the old hocus-pocus isn’t working. Jews are dividing.
There is a new bloc of Jews who will not accept the Book
of Nietzsche arguments about Israel’s use of force. They
don’t have Philip Roth’s memories of the Holocaust, they
don’t think that Jews need to show military prowess to
be impressive Jews.
They don’t mind being called effete pencil-neck desk
Jews, and they are taking on the Jewish establishment.
Look at the numbers in the new Independent Jewish
Voices poll from Canada: secular and progressive Jews
have overwhelmingly negative feelings about the Israeli
government.
Those Jews are giving Ilhan Omar permission. The Jewish
divide is the reason there is a debate. People defer to
Jews on this issue, because they’ve been indoctrinated to
think Jewish survival depends on Israel’s existence, and
we are all Zionists, just as Bari Weiss said. Now we are
giving them permission to wonder. Peter Feld is on
MSNBC saying some Jews welcome Ilhan Omar.
It’s like a lot of other family secrets that go on two or
three generations then the young people blow it up. But
we need help. We need outside scrutiny to take on the
Vatican. We need you, Ilhan Omar. The biggest guilt trip
in the world is coming to an end.
H/t Todd Pierce.
I changed the definition of yordim in the 4th paragraph to
reflect corrections passed to me by Ira Glunts and
Jonathan Ofir.
*https://mondoweiss.net/2019/02/israel-lobbybiggest/

__________________________________________________

Yahweh’s Chosen Land Thieves and Murderers threaten Palestinian family
AK, 21 February 2019 2:14 PM
The early Church totally screwed the pooch for
Christianity's run on this planet when they decided to
include the Jews' old testament or "torah" with it to form
"the Bible." Yes, yes, yes, I know, it supposedly was
meant for instructional purposes but guess what, that's
not how it worked out now is it?

As the Jews behave badly as is shown here, sadly
waaaay too many so-called Christians, dare I say it,
"cling to their bibles" in giving them [Jews] a free pass
and forget the teachings of Jesus in favor of all that old
testament stuff which, well let's face it, it's more
interesting. I mean it has violence, murder and mayhem,
lying, thieving and deception on a grande scale not to
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mention sex, lying and sex, murder and sex, and don't
forget the story of Lott when he left Sodom to live in the
mountains, he ended up bangin' his two daughters so we
even get a taste of incest for those who enjoy
daddy/daughter fantasies.
My point is, even though I have spent a Lott of years
studying modern Jewish bad behavior going back to
communism, bolshevism, the Frankist Movement and
what informed it, the false Jewish messiah Shabethai
Zvi, crypto-Judaism, how the Jews themselves were to
become their own messiah--you still see that theme in a
recent episode of NCIS where the kinder, more gentler
mossad agent Ziva David left behind a diary where she
writes, "I discovered that I was my own savior" in
confronting her own fears etc etc etc--and how they

must do evil in order to bring about the coming of the
messiah--even though it is them, blah, blah, blah, blah,
blah.
Kahbalistic Judaism, talmudic Judaism, reformed,
conservative or orthodox, doesn't flippin' matter because
ultimately, all of it must come back home to rest on "the
torah" as a foundation or as a beginning for all of Jewish
treachery. And yet for 2000 + years, people don't seem
to see it.
Judaism is the f*****g problem.
And people who still willfully self-identify with this
supremacist tribe of treachery happen to call
themselves......wait for it....Jews!

Yahweh’s Chosen Land Thieves and Murderers threaten Palestinian family–
‘If you don’t leave this house, we will slaughter all your children in front of you’
Mark Glenn, 20 February 2019
ed note–waiting for the obligatory chirping session now
from some lecturing gatekeeper (or a group of them) who
will claim that such business is not ‘religious’ but rather
‘secular,’ that it is all the product of ‘Zionism’ and of Herzl
rather than of Moses, as well as the nonsense that it
contradicts ‘true Judaism’ as it appears in the Torah
which they will in equally-obligatory fashion claim is
‘holy, godly, and peaceful’, accompanied of course with
the obligatory video featuring the lisping, bearded rabbis
from Neturei Karta doing their chorus line performance
that they always do and which unfortunately far too many
‘activists’ believe and accept at face value.
Since we are talking
about
the
grisly
business of murdering
the innocent children of
those
parents
who
refuse to open the
doors to their abodes
and
surrender
their
property
to
the
invading, thieving Israelites, we just ran across an
EXTREMELY interesting and eye-opening passage from
the Torah–II Kings to be specific–where the King of
Israel at that time named ‘Menahem’ (after whom the
arch-terrorist Menachem Begin was named) is described
thus–
‘At that time Menahem, King of Israel, attacked the town
of Tiphsah and everyone in the city and its vicinity, and
because they refused to open their gates to him, he
sacked Tiphsah and then ripped open the bellies of all the
women carrying child.’– 2 Kings 15:16
This is not Herzl or his book
‘The Jewish State’…
It’s not Moses Hess…
It is not Jabotinsky, nor
Ovadiah
Yosef,
or
Sarah
Silverman, or AIPAC or any of
the other creatures found
these days slithering about

and hissing like the brood of
hell-bound vipers that Jesus
Christ described them as
being.
This is Judaism, thousands of
years old and sitting there,
just waiting for rational,
moral people to put under the spiritual microscope and
study and understand–not for what they want it to be in
accordance with their religiously-based emotionalism, but
rather–WHAT IT IS. palsolidarity.org
The night of February 16, ISM activists joined a number
of local Protection Unit activists to go on a night patrol of
the old city in Al Khalil. During the night patrol, we were
brought into the home of of a family who have recently
experienced intimidation and
aggressive harassment from
illegal settlers and the military.
Our hosts described to us how
settlers, including prominent
Hebron
settlement
spokesperson
Noam
Arnon
invaded the family home by
climbing down the stairs from
their rooftop, accompanied by
the Israeli army.
Our host described how, in the presence of the army,
Noam Arnon threatened that he would murder the entire
family who lived in the
house if they did not
submit to the demands of
the settlers and give up
their home.
This disgusting threat
was allegedly made by
the man who is often
portrayed as a man of
peace, and a reasonable
voice in the settler community.
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Our host went on to describe how Anat Cohen, another
prominent settler in Al Khalil, was watching this
interaction from a nearby home, encouraging the soldiers
and settlers to kill the homeowners.
Also among the mob was
Baruch
Marzel,
the
extreme
right-wing
politician
and
previous
spokesperson of the Kach
organisation – a party
outlawed in Israel and the
US
as
a
terrorist
organization.

Torah more than they do the words of Jesus Christ, given
that they have written themselves in as the ‘beneficiares’
of the covenant and who believe themselves to be the
living, breathing modern-day dna descendants of the
same Hebrews, Israelites, Judahites, whatever name we
want to us in describing them–who followed the order of
King Menahem and ripped open the bellies of the
pregnant women of Tiphsah in what could only be called
aborto ad extremo.

In 2000 Marzel organized a party at the shrine of Baruch
Goldstein, the Israeli terrorist who murdered 29
Palestinians in the Ibrahim mosque, to celebrate the
massacre.
Nighttime invasions of
homes by the military
are common throughout
occupied
Palestine.
However, instances like
this shine a light on the
inner workings of the
occupation.
The
event
described
above is the occupation
in a microcosm: one of
the
world’s
most
technologically advanced
armies, acting on behalf
of a group of extremists
with an agenda of ethnic
cleansing. There is no
justice in an occupation.
Related
* Must Read for all
thinking Gentiles-- 'Torah
Over Territory'
* Rabbi--Non-Jews are
'brainless thieves'
*
Kahane's
Knesset
Legacy: 'If There's No
Torah, the Pigs Will Take
Over the Country'

Comments:
#1
by

***
robken

on

02/20/2019 - 9:34
Israel needs to pay for this attempted genocide of the
Palestinian people… A total boycott of Israel needs to be
implemented…
#2 by Awake and Aware on 02/20/2019 - 9:34
my God, how much clearer does it have to be before
people understand?
ed note–only when Christians find themselves OVERTLY
having joined the ranks of the Palestinians will they ‘get
it’.
For 2,000 years, this bottle of rat poison has been sitting
there as an open secret for Christians to study and
understand for the danger that it poses to them and to
the rest of the human race, but who have steadfastly
refused to do so. The one attempt made by Marcion was
shot down as ‘heresy’ and never re-visited. What’s worse
are those–Christian Identity in particular–who love the

#3 by Ladybat2 on 02/20/2019 - 9:34
See Editor. People think I get over emotional over this
subject. How can any decent human being NOT get
emotional when reading reports like this one? The
problem is there is NOT ENOUGH people in the world as
nuts over it as I am. I’m not the one whose crazy. Its
these Jews and every human being on earth who sits
back, watches what they do and remains quiet or worse,
SUPPORTS THEM while they do it!
ed note–no, LB, no one thinks you get ‘overemotional.’
I/we share those emotions, and how could any human
being not? I/we have never advocated having no
emotions, or even less emotions, but rather, knowing
how to contain them long enough and to the degre
necessary to think things throgh rationally in terms of
coming to some sort of resolution to this problem, as
inadequate as it undoubtedly must be, given the kinds of
circumstances involved.
#6 by stlonginus on 02/20/2019 - 9:34
I just came across this article. I think it’s important to
share. ((Barr)) is one of them and will not help alleviate
the very dangerous position in which we find ourselves.
https://chuckbaldwinlive.com/Articles/tabid/109/ID/38
33/Now-Its-William-Barr-When-Will-Christians-AndConservatives-Stop-Making-Excuses-For-DonaldTrump.aspx
***
*https://theuglytruth.wordpress.com/2019/02/20/yah
wehs-chosen-land-thieves-and-murderers-threatenpalestinian-family-if-you-dont-leave-this-house-we-willslaughter-all-your-children-in-front-of-you/#more192426

-------------------------------------------The following report is now a complimentary offering
from MEMRI's Jihad and Terrorism Threat Monitor
(JTTM). For JTTM subscription information, click here.
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On April 11, 2019, the Islamic State (ISIS) official
Telegram channel, Nashir News, cited a "security source"
who claimed that an ISIS "security detachment" had set
off an explosion on April 8, 2019, in a residential
apartment in the city of Kolomna, about 100 km (70
miles) southeast of Moscow. Nashir News reported that
the explosion, which killed two Christians and wounded
others, was part of the jihadi organization's international
campaign of "Avenging Syria Raids." The campaign's first
operations, said to be in retaliation for the organization's
loss of the last territory it held in Syria, were reported on
April 9, 2019.[1]
Responsibility for the Russian operation was claimed by
ISIS Caucasus Province, which ISIS officially recognized
in June 2015.[2] The majority of the operations for which
the Caucasus Province has taken credit occurred in
Chechnya and Daghestan, but it seems that ISIS has

begun to attribute all attacks in Russia to the Caucasus
Province. In January 2019, ISIS attributed the collapse of
a
building
in
Magnitogorsk
to
the
Caucasus
Province.[3] To date, there has been no mention of a
recent explosion in Kolomna in mainstream media
sources.
[1] Source: Telegram.me/ Nashir News, April 11, 2019.
See MEMRI JTTM Report ISIS Claims Attacks In Libya,
Egypt, Niger, Iraq, And Somalia To Avenge Its Recent
Defeat In Syria, April 9, 2019.
[2] See MEMRI JTTM Report Mujahideen From The
Caucasus Pledge Allegiance To ISIS, June 22, 2015.
[3] See MEMRI JTTM Report ISIS Claims Responsibility
For Building Explosion In Magnitogorsk, Russia, Says Its
Fighters
Planted
Explosives,
Detonated
Remotely,
January 17, 2019.

_________________________________________________
German Multi-culty Guilt-tripping:
*Holocaust induced & enabled through multiculty globalism narrative*
*Here are some quotes that Germans - who still want to be Germans – worry about …

From: orwell3@icloud.com
Sent: Saturday, 13 April 2019 5:55 AM
Subject: Fwd: Juden sind die Herrenrasse: Israels
Ministerpräsident Menachem Begin in einer Rede vor der
Knesset

Daran muß ab und zu erinnert werden. Ganz unrecht
haben diese Juden nicht, denn diese könnten solch Dinge
schreiben, darin ihre Kinder unterrichten,mitten in
nichtjüdischen Völkern, und diese Völker betrachten
diese Juden als gleichberechtigt und sogar strafen sich
unter sich, wenn sie diese jüdischen Texte öffentlich
vorlesen. Und alleine unter den Christen untersucht
niemand, warum die Christen so unintelligent verhalten;
obwohl ihre Philosophen von den Griechen übernommen
haben, daß n i h i l s i n e r a t i o n e, alles einen
Grund hat. - ms
Début du message réexpédié :
De: Gerald.Franz@gmx.de
Objet: Juden sind die Herrenrasse: Israels
Ministerpräsident Menachem Begin in einer Rede vor der
Knesset
Date: 12 avril 2019 à 22:10:10 UTC+2

À: office@kath.net
Alexander E. Schröpfer 16. Oktober 2013 ·
„Unsere Rasse ist die Herrenrasse. Wir sind heilige Götter
auf diesem Planeten. Wir sind so weit entfernt von den
minderwertigen Rassen, wie sie von Insekten sind. (…)
Andere Rassen werden als menschliche Exkremente
betrachtet. Unser Schicksal ist es, die Herrschaft über die
minderwertigen Rassen zu übernehmen. Unser irdisches
Reich wird von unseren Führern mit einem Stab aus
Eisen regiert werden. Die Massen werden unsere Füße
lecken und uns als Sklaven dienen!”
- Israels Ministerpräsident Menachem Begin in einer
Rede vor der Knesset. Amnon Kapeliouk, “Begin and the
Beasts”, New Statesman, 25. Juni 1982.
*
“Ihr (Nichtjuden) habt noch nicht einmal den Anfang
gemacht, die wahre Größe unserer Schuld zu erkennen.
Wir sind Eindringlinge. Wir sind Zerstörer. Wir sind
Umstürzler. Wir haben eure natürliche Welt in Besitz

genommen, eure Ideale, euer Schicksal und haben
Schindluder damit getrieben.” “Wir (“Juden” ) standen
hinter jeder Revolution. Nicht nur der russischen,
sondern allen Revolution in der Geschichte der
Menscheit” - Marcus Eli Ravage, Century Magazine, A
real case Against the Jews, Jänner 1928.
*
“Wir Juden sind die Vernichter und wir werden immer die
Vernichter bleiben. Egal was ihr auch tun werdet, unsere
Wünsche könnt ihr nie befriedigen. Wir werden daher
immer vernichten, denn wir wollen unsere eigene Welt.”
- Maurice Samuels, YOU GENTILES, 1924, S. 155.
*
“Ein Dank an die furchtbare Macht der Internationalen
Bankiers, wir haben die Christen in Kriege ohne Zahl
gestürzt. Kriege haben einen speziellen Wert für die
Juden, da die Christen einander umbringen und damit
Platz für die Juden machen. Kriege sind die Ernte der
Juden, die Jüdischen Banken verdienen sich fett an den
Kriegen der Christen. Über 100 Millionen Christen wurden
durch Kriege vom Planeten genommen, und das Ende ist
noch nicht in Sicht”. - 1869: Rabbi Reichorn bei der
Beerdigung des Grand Rabbi Simeon Benludah.
*
“… solange wir nicht die Zeitungen der ganzen Welt in
den Händen haben um die Völker zu täuschen und zu
betäuben, solange bleibt unsere Herrschaft über die Welt
ein Hirngespinst.” - Rabbi Moses Montegiore auf dem
Sanhedrin Kongress zu Krakau, 1840.
*
“… Kriege sind die Ernten der Juden. Für diese Ernten
müssen wir die Christen vernichten und deren Gold an
uns nehmen. Wir haben schon 100 Millionen vernichtet
und das ist noch lange nicht das Ende!.” - Oberrabbiner
Reichhorn, Frankreich 1859.
*
“… wir werden die Christen in einen Krieg treiben indem
wir deren Dummheit, Ignoranz und nationale Eitelkeit
ausnützen; sie werden sich gegenseitig massakrieren
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und dann haben wir genug Platz für unser eigenes Volk. Rabbi Reichhorn in Le Contemporain, Juli 1880.
*
“… das ideale Ziel des Judaismus ist, dass die jüdische
Religion weltweit in einer universellen Bruderschaft von
allen Nationen und Rassen als einzige Lehre anerkannt
wird.
Alle
bisherige
Religionen
werden
dann
verschwinden.” - Jewish World, 9.2.1883.
*
“… Deutschland muss in eine Wüste verwandelt werden.”
- Morgenthau Tagebuch S.11.
*
“… Israel hat den Ersten Weltkrieg gewonnen. Wir haben
davon profitiert und es war eine Genugtuung für uns. Es
war außerdem unsere ultimative Rache an der
Christenheit.” - jüdischer Botschafter Österreichs in
London, Graf Mensdorf, 1918.
*
“… die Verantwortung für den 1. Weltkrieg liegt
ausschließlich auf den Schultern internationaler jüdischer
Bankiers. Sie sind für Millionen Tote und Sterbende
verantwortlich.” - 1920, 67. Kongressrekord, 4.
Sitzung, Senatsdokument 346.
*
“…. die Christen singen ständig von und über Blut. Geben
wir ihnen genug davon. Lasst uns ihre Hälse
durchschneiden und schleifen wir sie über ihre Altäre.
Ertränken wir sie in ihrem eigenen Blut. Ich träume
davon, dass eines Tages der letzte Priester mit den
Gedärmen eines anderen erhängt wird.” - Der Jude Gus
Hall, Vorstandsmitglied der Kommunistischen Partei
Amerikas, 1920.
*
“… die bolschewistische Revolution in Russland war das
Werk jüdischer Planung und Unzufriedenheit. Unser Ziel
ist jetzt eine Neue Weltordnung. Was in Russland so
hervorragend funktioniert hat, soll für die ganze Welt zur
Realität werden.” - The American Hebrew, 10. Sept.
1920.
*
“… wir werden mit den Gentils (Christen) das gleiche
machen wie die Kommunisten in Russland mit ihrem
Volk.” - Rabbi Lewish Brown in “How Odd of God”, NY
1924.
*
“… unsere jüdischen Interessen verlangen eine definitive
und totale Vernichtung Deutschlands; das gesamte
deutsche Volk ist eine Bedrohung für uns.” Zionistenführer Wladimir Jabotinsky, Januar 1934, in
Mascha Rjetsch.
*
“… Hitler will zwar keinen Krieg, aber er wird dazu
gezwungen werden. Nicht dieses Jahr, oder nächstes,
aber später.” - Der Jude Emil Ludwig in Les Annales,
Juni 1934.
*
“… einige nennen es Marxismus-Bolschewismus, ich
nenne es Judaismus.” - Rabbi Steven Wise, 5. Mai
1935.

*
“… die Zukunft der jüdischen Rasse liegt im
internationalen Kommunismus.” - Georg Marlen, in
“Stalin oder Trotzky”, S.414, NY 1937.
*
“… Deutschland ist der größte Feind des Judaismus und
muss mit tödlichem Hass verfolgt werden. Unser Ziel ist
daher eine gnadenlose Kampagne gegen alle Deutschen,
eine komplette Vernichtung dieser Nation und eine
Wirtschaftsblockade gegen jeden Deutschen, deren
Frauen und Kinder.” - der jüdische Professor Kulischer,
Oktober 1937.
*
“… ich hoffe, jeder Deutscher, westlich des Rheins und
wo immer wir auch attackieren, wird vernichtet.” - R.F.
Keeling, 1939.
*
“Die Amerikaner und das Weltjudentum haben mich in
den Krieg getrieben.” - 3. September 1939 nach der
Kriegserklärung an Deutschland; Der britische Premier
Neville Chamberlain beklagt sich beim US-Botschafter
Joseph Kennedy in London.
*
“… citizen of a nation (Israel?) at war with Germany” Am 5. Sept. 1939 wurde die Kriegserklärung durch
Chaim Weizman in der Zeitung “The Jewish Chronicle”
wiederholt.
*
“Millionen von Juden in Amerika, England, Frankreich,
Afrika, Palästina sind entschlossen, den Ausrottungskrieg
gegen Deutschland zu tragen, bis zur totalen
Vernichtung.” - Schrieb am 13. Sept 1939 das
Zentralblatt der Juden in Holland.
*
“Der jüdische Weltkongress befindet sich seit sieben
Jahren ununterbrochen im Krieg gegen Deutschland.” Schrieb im TORONTO EVENING TELEGRAM am 26.2.1940
der Jude Maurice Perlzweig.
*
“Wir sind mit Hitler im Krieg vom ersten Tag seiner
Machtergreifung.” - 8. Mai 1940; Der Jewish
Chronicle/London.
*
“… wir werden Deutschland zu Tode hungern. Wir werden
ihre Städte zerstören, ihre Ernten und ihre Wälder
vernichten.” - 16. Mai 1940, der Jude Winston
Churchill in einem Brief an Paul Reynaud.
*
“Dieser Krieg ist ein englischer Krieg und sein Ziel ist die
Vernichtung
Deutschlands.
Der
kommende
Friedensvertrag (Anm.: Bis jetzt ausständig) muss
weitaus härter und mitleidloser werden als Versaille. Wir
dürfen keinen Unterschied machen zwischen Hitler und
dem deutschen Volk.” - Am 25.4.1940 ergänzt der Jude
Duff Cooper die Erklärung des Juden Winston Churchill.
*
“Dieser Krieg ist unser Geschäft!” - Schrieb im Juni 1940
der Rabbiner Stephen Wise.
*
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“…. jüdische Ansprüche auf Entschädigungen müssen auf
der Anerkennung der Tatsache beruhen, dass die Juden
einer seit 1933 (!) mit Deutschland im Krieg befindlichen
Nation angehören.” - Am 27. Oktober 1944 wurde den
Alliierten diese Resolution verschiedener jüdischer
Verbandsorganisationen vorgelegt.
*
“… die einzigen guten Deutschen sind die toten
Deutschen; lasst jetzt die Bomben auf Deutschland
regnen.” - 1942, der Jude Lord Vansittart, Apostel des
Hasses, in “Neuf mois au gouvernment” – La Table
Ronde, 1948.
*
“…. der zweite Weltkrieg dient zur Verteidigung des
fundamentalistischen Judaismus.” - 8. Oktober 1942.
Chicago Sentinel, Rabbi Felix Mendelsohn.
*
“Während der Besatzung Deutschlands muss die
Einwanderung
und
Ansiedelung
von
Ausländern,
insbesonders ausländischen Männern der Dritten Welt, in
die deutschen Staaten gefördert werden.” - Dies schrieb
im Jahre 1943 (!) der jüdische Harvard Professor Ernest
Hooton.
*
“… das Weltjudentum hat England in den 2. Weltkrieg
getrieben.” - Marine-Sekretär Forrestal in seinem
Tagebuch am 27.12.1945.
*
“… der zweite Weltkrieg war ein zionistischer Plan um
den jüdischen Staat in Palästina vorzubereiten.” Joseph Burg, antizionistischer Jude.
*
“… wir werden eine Neue Weltordnung und Regierung
haben, ob sie es wollen oder nicht. Mit Zustimmung oder
nicht. Die einzige Frage ist nur ob diese Regierungsform
freiwillig oder mit Gewalt erreicht werden muss.” - der
jüdische Banker Paul Warburg, US Senat, 17.2.1950.
*
“Das Ziel, das wir während der 3000 Jahre mit soviel
Ausdauer anstreben, ist endlich in unsere Reichweite
gerückt. Ich kann euch versichern, dass unsere Rasse
ihren berechtigten Platz in der Welt einnehmen wird.
Jeder Jude ein König, jeder Christ ein Sklave. Wir
weckten antideutsche Gefühle in Amerika, welche im
Zweiten Weltkrieg gipfelten. Unser Endziel ist jedoch die
Entfachung des Dritten Weltkrieges. Dieser Krieg wird
unseren Kampf gegen die Goyim (alle Nichtjuden) für alle
Zeiten beenden. Dann wird unsere Rasse unangefochten
die Erde beherrschen.” - Dies äußerte am 12. Januar
1952 der Rabbiner Emanuel Rabinowitsch während
eines Rabbiner-Treffen in Budapest.
*
“… ihr sollt kein Mitleid mit ihnen haben und ihr sollt ihre
arabische (Red: semitische) Kultur restlos zerstören. Auf
diesen Ruinen werden wir dann unsere eigene Zivilisation
aufbauen.” - 28. Oktober 1956. Menachim Begin auf
einer zionistischen Konferenz in Tel Aviv.
*

“… unsere mächtigste Waffe ist das Anheizen von
Rassenunruhen: das heisst, wir müssen Schwarz gegen
Weiss aufhetzen.” - jüdischer Theaterautor Israel
Cohen, 7. Juni 1957.
*
“… wir wenden jeden, auch den schmutzigsten Trick an,
den man sich nur denken kann. Jeder Griff ist erlaubt. Je
übler desto besser. Lügen, Betrug – alles.” - Sefton
Delmer in “Die Deutschen und ich”.
*
“… wir Juden betrachten unsere Rasse als überlegener als
jede andere Rasse auf dieser Erde und wir wollen keine
Verbindungen mit anderen Rassen eingehen, sondern wir
wollen über sie herrschen und triumphieren.” - Goldwin
Smith, jüdischer Professor, Moderne Geschichte, Oxford
Universität, Oktober 1981.
*
“… wir Juden standen hinter jeder Revolution. Nicht nur
der russischen, sondern allen Revolutionen (Kriege) in
der Geschichte der Menschheit.” - Marcus Eli Ravage in
Century Magazin, “A real case against the Jews.
*
“… der Zionismus war bereit, die gesamte europäische
Judenheit für das Ziel eines jüdischen Staates zu opfern.
Alles wurde getan, um Israel zu schaffen und das war
nur mit Hilfe des Weltkrieges möglich. Wallstreet und
jüdische Banker haben den Krieg auf beiden Seite
gefördert und finanziert. Zionisten sind auch für den
wachsenden Antisemitismus weltweit verantwortlich.” Joseph Burg in Toronto Star, 31.3.1988.
*
“Wir müssen uns klar sein, dass jüdisches Blut und das
Blut der Goyims nicht das gleiche ist.” - NY Times, 6. Juni
1989. Rabbi Yitzak GINSBURG.
*
“Eine Million Araber sind nicht einmal soviel wert wie ein
jüdischer Fingernagel.” - NY Daily News, 28.2.1994.
Rabbi Yaacov Perrin.
*
“… unser primäres Ziel ist es, NICHT die Wahrheit zu
sagen; wir sind nur “opinion moulders”, das heisst
“Meinungs-Manipulatoren” - der Jude Walter Cronkite.
*
“… es gibt keinen einzigen Vorfall in der modernen
Weltgeschichte, der nicht auf jüdischen Einfluss
zurückgeführt werden könnte. Wir Juden sind die
Verführer, Zerstörer und Brandstifter.” - der jüdische
Schriftsteller Oscar Levy in “The World Significance of
the Russian Revolution.
*
“…nur wenn es auf dieser Erde keine Nichtjuden mehr
gibt, sondern nur mehr Juden, werden wir zugeben dass
Satan unser Gott ist.” - Harold Rosenthal, pers. Berater
des berüchtigten Senator Jacob Javits.
*
DER TALMUD KONNEX
Vernichte die Nichtjuden und entferne sie vom Antlitz
dieser Erde. Vernichte auch jede Erinnerung an die
Amalekiter - Deutschen - ZOHAR I,25.
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*
Alle nichtjüdischen Nationen sollen zu Kalk verbrannt
werden. - SOTHA 35b.
*
Das
Vergießen
von
Goyim-Blut
ist
erlaubt.
SANHEDRIN 57a.
*
Das Töten eines Goyim ist wie das Töten eines wilden
Tieres. - SANHEDRIN 59a.
*
Auch der Beste der Goyims soll getötet werden. ABHODA ZARA 26b.
*
Der Jude der einen Christen tötete, wird im Himmel einen
Ehrenplatz einnehmen. Er wird in purpurne Kleider
gehüllt damit jeder seine gottgefälligen Taten sehen
kann. - ZOHAR I,38b, 39a.
*
Rette keinen Goyim in Zeiten der Gefahr oder des Todes.
Zeige kein Mitgefühl mit ihnen. - HILKOTH AKUM X1.
*
Töte einen Goyim und du wirst Gott einen grossen
Gefallen tun. - SEPHER OR ISRAEL 177b.
*
Nur Juden sind Menschen, alle anderen Nationen sind
keine Menschen, sondern wilde Tiere. - BABA NECIA
114,6.
*
Jahwe hat die Nichtjuden nur erschaffen, sodass sich
Juden nicht von Tieren bedienen lassen müssen. Der
Nichtjude ist daher ein Tier in Menschenform der auf

ewig den Juden bedienen wird müssen. - NIDRATSCH
TALPIOTH S.225.
*
Ein Jude, der einen Nichtjuden tötet, ist für den Morde
nicht verantwortlich. - TOSEFTA ABODA ZARA B,5.
*
Gott (Jahwe) hat den Juden Macht über alle Besitztümer
und Blut (Leben) der Nichtjuden gegeben. - SEPH. JP
92,1.
*
Rabbiner sagen, dass Akum (Nichtjuden) mit den wilden
Tieren des Waldes gleichgestellt sind. - KETHUBOTH
110B.
*
Wenn der Messias kommt (sobald alle Christen getötet
und vom Antlitz der Erde verschwunden sind) wird jeder
Jude 2800 Sklaven besitzen. Wenn der jüdische Messias
kommt, wird das königliche Regiment den Juden
zurückgegeben werden. Alle Völker werden ihm dienlich
und alle Königreiche untertänig sein. - SIMEON
HADDARSEN,
56-D:
Traktat
Schabbath
120,1;
Sanhedrin 99,1.
*
Ein Jude ist verpflichtet, jeden Tag das folgende Gebet zu
beten: Ich danke dir oh Gott, dass du mich nicht zu
einem Goyim, einer Frau oder Sklaven gemacht hast. MENAHOTH 43b-44a.
*
*http://deutscherfreiheitskampf.com/aufkl…/zitatevon-juden/

__________________________________________________
Tunisian Actor Walid Nahdi In Antisemitic, Homophobic Diatribe:
I Can't Tolerate Homosexuals And The Smell Of Jews
Tunisian actor Walid Nahdi said in an April 4, 2019
broadcast on Radio Med (Tunisia) that he would not go to
Israel if given an opportunity to do so, and that he cannot
tolerate the Jews and their "distinct odor." He said that
he also does not feel comfortable around and cannot
stand homosexuals. Tunisian actress Manal Abdul Qawi,
who was also on the show, rebuked Nahdi and defended
Jews, saying that Tunisian Jews love Tunisia more than
many non-Jews do. She also said that homosexuality is a
private matter. Abdul Qawi added that she accepts all
races and religions and that she values personal freedom.
Yamina Thabet, the head of the Tunisian Association for
Support of Minorities (see MEMRI TV clip no.
7063 Tunisian Minority Rights Activist Yamina Thabet
Criticizes Tunisian Constitution, Education System for
Ignoring Jews And Christians, Says Homosexuals Are
Imprisoned, Tortured, February 15, 2019), has filed a
legal complaint against Walid Nahdi following his
comments. This excerpt was not posted by Radio Med to

their social media accounts; rather, it was uploaded to
the Internet by other Tunisian accounts.
"Ever Since I Was A Kid, I Have Not Been Able To Tolerate
The Smell Of The Jews, They Have A Special, Distinct
Odor"
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Interviewer: "If you were to receive an offer to go to Israel..."
Walid Nahdi: "I wouldn't go.[...]
"When we were kids, there were three Jewish families living with
us in our building. Believe me, ever since I was a kid, I have not
been able to tolerate the smell of the Jews. They have a special,
distinct odor..."
Manal Abdul Qawi: "No, no. That's not true. Our families have
been living next to Tunisian Jews... I was born in the Jewish
Quarter... Listen to me..."
Walid Nahdi: "It's just me – I personally cannot tolerate them.
[...]
"The Jews have a nature that I cannot tolerate."
"I'm Telling You That My Personal Feeling Is That I
Cannot Sit Next To Them, [The Same Goes] For The
Homosexuals... I Don't Feel Comfortable With Them"
Manal Abdul Qawi: "You are an exclusionist..."
Manal Abdul Qawi: "You are a racist."
Walid Nahdi: "No, I'm not. By God, this is how I feel..."
Walid Nahdi: "Say whatever you want. I'm telling you that my
personal feeling is that I cannot sit next to them. [The same
goes] for the homosexuals. Personally, I don't feel comfortable
with them."
Interviewer: "Walid, we don't have a problem with a certain
religion..."
Manal Abdul Qawi: "He is not a tolerant or enlightened man."
Walid Nahdi: "I'm completely enlightened. I speak four
languages perfectly. I lived in France, I lived in America, I
mingled with Jews, Christians, and with..."
Manal Abdul Qawi: "You should accept others the way they
are..."
"I Was Born In The Jewish Quarter And I Lived With The
Jews, And I Can Tell You That Tunisian Jews Love Tunisia
More Than Many Non-Jews Do"
Walid Nahdi: "I can't tolerate them. It is stronger than me, yet
you tell me to accept them. I cannot tolerate the homosexuals
and the Jews."[...]
Manal Abdul Qawi: "I accept all races and all religions. I hold
personal freedom sacred to the utmost extent. Homosexuality is
something between a person, himself, and his God."

Walid Nahdi: "Manal, I am totally peaceful..."
Manal Abdul Qawi: "Yes, I know, but..."
Interviewer: "They speak English now. Next time we'll do it in
English."[...

To view the clip on MEMRITV,click here *http://memri.convio.net/site/R?i=Gd7qKHYfN29Jf1w4vAnRaQ .

_________________________________________________
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A HOLOCAUST MINDSET CAN'T LAND SPACECRAFT ON MOON!
Sad news from the SpaceIL team on Thursday when their
Beresheet lunar lander crashed onto the surface of the
Moon. We're still waiting to hear all the details, but in the
final moments, the spacecraft was going way too fast for
a soft landing, and then the signal cut out. We can only
assume the worst. This is another reminder that space is
hard, and reaching out to another world and landing on it
is one of the most complex things humanity can attempt.
I'm hoping they'll try again.

Beresheet Crashed
_________________________________________________________________________________________

Zionism, Crypto-Judaism, and the Biblical Hoax
Laurent Guyénot • April 8, 2019
their second conversion, from anti-communist Cold Warriors to
What’s a neocon, Dad?
“What’s a neocon?” clueless George W. Bush once asked his
father in 2003. “Do you want names, or a description?”
answered Bush 41. “Description.” “Well,” said 41, “I’ll give it to
you in one word: Israel.” True or not, that exchange quoted by
Andrew Cockburn[1] sums it up: the neoconservatives are
crypto-Israelis. Their true loyalty goes to Israel — Israel as
defined by their mentor Leo Strauss in his 1962 lecture “Why
We Remain Jews,” that is, including an indispensable
Diaspora.[2]
In his volume Cultural Insurrections, Kevin MacDonald has
accurately described neoconservatism as “a complex interlocking
professional and family network centered around Jewish
publicists and organizers flexibly deployed to recruit the
sympathies of both Jews and non-Jews in harnessing the wealth
and power of the United States in the service of Israel.”[3] The
proof of the neocons’ crypto-Israelism is their U.S. foreign
policy:
“The confluence of their interests as Jews in promoting the
policies of the Israeli right wing and their construction of
American interests allows them to submerge or even deny the
relevance of their Jewish identity while posing as American
patriots. […] Indeed, since neoconservative Zionism of the Likud
Party variety is well known for promoting a confrontation
between the United States and the entire Muslim world, their
policy recommendations best fit a pattern of loyalty to their
ethnic group, not to America.”[4]
The neocons’ U.S. foreign policy has always coincided with the
best interest of Israel as they see it. Before 1967, Israel’s
interest rested heavily on Jewish immigration from Eastern
Europe. From 1967, when Moscow closed Jewish emigration to
protest Israel’s annexation of Arab territories, Israel’s interest
included the U.S. winning the Cold War. That is when the
editorial board of Commentary, the monthly magazine of the
American Jewish Committee, experienced their conversion to
“neoconservatism,” and Commentary became, in the words of
Benjamin Balint, “the contentious magazine that transformed
the Jewish left into the neoconservative right .”[5] Irving Kristol
explained to the American Jewish Congress in 1973 why antiwar activism was no longer good for Israel: “it is now an interest
of the Jews to have a large and powerful military establishment
in the United States. […] American Jews who care about the
survival of the state of Israel have to say, no, we don’t want to
cut the military budget, it is important to keep that military
budget big, so that we can defend Israel.”[6] This tells us what
“reality” Kristol was referring to, when he famously defined a
neoconservative as “a liberal who has been mugged by reality”
(Neoconservatism: the Autobiography of an Idea, 1995).
With the end of the Cold War, the national interest of Israel
changed once again. The primary objective became the
destruction of Israel’s enemies in the Middle East by dragging
the U.S. into a third world war. The neoconservatives underwent

Islamophobic “Clashers of Civilizations” and crusaders in the
“War on Terror.”

In September 2001, they got the “New Pearl Harbor” that they
had been wishing for in a PNAC report a year before.[7] Two
dozens neoconservatives had by then
been introduced by Dick Cheney into
key positions, including Richard Perle,
Paul Wolfowitz and Douglas Feith at the
Pentagon, David Wurmser at the State
Department, and Philip Zelikow and
Elliott Abrams at the National Security
Council. Abrams had written three years
earlier that Diaspora Jews “are to stand
apart from the nation in which they live.
It is the very nature of being Jewish to
be apart — except in Israel — from the
rest of the population.”[8] Perle, Feith
and Wurmser had co-signed in 1996 a
secret Israeli report entitled A Clean Break: A New Strategy for
Securing the Realm, urging Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu
to break with the Oslo Accords of 1993 and reaffirm Israel’s
right of preemption on Arab territories. They also argued for the
overthrow of Saddam Hussein as “an important Israeli strategic
objective in its own right.” As Patrick Buchanan famously
remarked, the 2003 Iraq war proves that the plan “has now
been imposed by Perle, Feith, Wurmser & Co. on the United
States.”[9]
How these neocon artists managed to bully Secretary of State
Colin Powell into submission is unclear, but, according to his
biographer Karen DeYoung, Powell privately rallied against this
“separate little government” composed of “Wolfowitz, Libby,
Feith, and Feith’s ‘Gestapo Office’.”[10] His chief of staff,
Colonel Lawrence Wilkerson, declared in 2006 on PBS that he
had “participated in a hoax on the American people, the
international community and the United Nations Security
Council,”[11] and in 2011, he openly denounced the duplicity of
neoconservatives such as Wurmser and Feith, whom he
considered “card-carrying members of
the Likud party.” “I often wondered,” he
said, “if their primary allegiance was to
their own country or to Israel.”[12]
Something doesn’t quite ring true when
neocons say “we Americans,” for
example Paul Wolfowitz declaring:
“Since September 11th, we Americans
have one thing more in common with
Israelis.”[13]
The neocons’ capacity to deceive the
American public by posturing as
American rather than Israeli patriots
required that their Jewishness be taboo,
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and Carl Bernstein, though a Jew himself, provoked a scandal by
citing on national television the responsibility of “Jewish
neocons” for the Iraq war.[14] But the fact that the destruction
of Iraq was carried out on behalf of Israel is now widely
accepted, thanks in particular to the 2007 book by John
Mearsheimer and Stephen Walt, The Israel Lobby and U.S.
Foreign Policy. And even the best liars betray themselves
sometimes. Philip Zelikow briefly dropped the mask during a
conference at the University of Virginia on September 10, 2002:
“Why would Iraq attack America or use nuclear weapons against
us? I’ll tell you what I think the real threat is and actually has
been since 1990: it’s the threat against Israel. And this is the
threat that dare not speak its name, because the Europeans
don’t care deeply about that threat, I will tell you frankly. And
the American government doesn’t want to lean too hard on it
rhetorically, because it is not a popular sell.”[15]

From crypto-Judaism to crypto-Zionism
Norman Podhoretz, editor-in-chief of Commentary (and fatherin-law of Elliott Abrams), said that after June 1967, Israel
became “the religion of the American Jews.”[16] That is, at
least, what he started working at. But, naturally, such religion
had better remain discreet outside the Jewish community, if
possible even secret, and disguised as American patriotism. The
neocons have perfected this fake American patriotism wholly
profitable to Israel, and ultimately disastrous for Americans — a
pseudo-Americanism that is really a crypto-Israelism or cryptoZionism.
This quasi-religious crypto-Zionism is comparable to the cryptoJudaism that has played a determining role in Christendom in
the late Middle Ages. From the end of the 14th century,
sermons, threats of expulsion, and opportunism made over a
hundred thousand Jewish converts to Catholicism in Spain and
Portugal, many of whom continued to “Judaize” secretly. Freed
from the restrictions imposed on Jews, these “New Christians,”
called Conversos or Marranos, experienced a meteoric socioeconomic ascension. In the words of historian of Marranism
Yirmiyahu Yovel:
“Conversos rushed into Christian society and infiltrated most of
its interstices. After one or two generations, they were in the
councils of Castile and Aragon, exercising the functions of royal
counselors and administrators, commanding the army and navy,
and occupying all ecclesiastical offices from parish priest to
bishop and cardinal. […] The Conversos were priests and
soldiers, politicians and professors, judges and theologians,
writers, poets and legal advisors—and of course, as in the past,
doctors, accountants and high-flying merchants. Some allied
themselves by marriage to the greatest families of Spanish
nobility […] Their ascent and penetration in society were of
astonishing magnitude and speed.”[17]
Not all these Conversos were crypto-Jews, that is, insincere
Christians, but most remained proudly ethnic Jews, and
continued to marry among themselves. Solomon Halevi, chief
rabbi of Burgos, converted in 1390, took the name of Pablo de
Santa Maria, became Bishop of Burgos in 1416, and was
succeeded by his son Alonso Cartagena. Both father and son
saw no contradiction between the Torah and the Gospel, and
believed that Jews made better Christians, as being from the
chosen people and of the race of the Messiah.[18]
A new situation was created after the Alhambra Decree (1492)
that forced Spanish Jews to choose between conversion and
expulsion. Four years later, those who had stayed loyal to their
faith and migrated to Portugal were given the choice between
conversion and death, with no possibility of leaving the country.
Portugal now had a population of about 12 percent so-called
New Christians, deeply resentful of Catholicism. They learned
and perfected the art of leading a double life. When they were
eventually allowed to leave the country and engage in
international trade in 1507, they “soon began to rise to the
forefront of international trade, virtually monopolizing the
market for certain commodities, such as sugar, to participate to
a lesser degree in trading spices, rare woods, tea, coffee, and
the transportation of slaves.”[19] When in 1540, the new
Portuguese king introduced the Inquisition following the Spanish

model, tracking down Portuguese Judaizers all over Europe and
even in the New World, Marranos became more intensely
resentful of the Catholic faith they had to fake, and more
secretive. They would play an important role in the Calvinist or
Puritan movement which, after undermining Spanish domination
on the Netherlands, conquered England and ultimately formed
the religious bedrock of the United States.
Catholic monarchs are to blame for having drafted by force into
Christendom an army of enemies that would largely contribute
to the ruin of the Catholic empire. By and large, the Roman
Church has done much to foster the Jewish culture of crypsis.
However, segregation and forced conversions were not the only
factor. Crypto-Jews could find justification in their Hebrew Bible,
in which they read:
“Rebekah took her elder son Esau’s best clothes, which she had
at home, and dressed her younger son Jacob in them. […] Jacob
said to his father, ‘I am Esau your first-born’” (Genesis 27:15–
19).
If Jacob cheated his brother Esau of his birthright by
impersonating him, why would they not do the same (Jacob
being, of course, Israel, and Esau or Edom being codenames for
the Catholic Church among medieval Jews)? Crypto-Jews also
found comfort and justification in the biblical figure of Esther,
the clandestine Jewess who, in the Persian king’s bed, inclined
him favorably toward her people. For generations, Spanish and
Portuguese Marranos prayed to “saint Esther.”[20] This is
significant because the legend of Esther is a cornerstone of
Jewish culture: every year the Jews celebrate its happy ending
(the massacre of 75,000 Persians by the Jews) by the feast of
Purim.[21] Another factor to consider is the ritual prayer of Kol
Nidre recited before Yom Kippur at least since the 12th century,
by which Jews absolved themselves in advance of “all vows,
obligations, oaths or anathemas, pledges of all names,”
including, of course, baptism .
Marranos and their descendants had a deep and lasting
influence in economic, cultural and political world history, and
their culture of crypsis survived the Inquisition. A case in point
is the family of Benjamin Disraeli, Queen Victoria’s prime
minister from 1868 to 1869, and again from 1874 to 1880, who
defined himself as “Anglican of Jewish race.”[22] His
grandfather was born from Portuguese Marranos converted back
to Judaism in Venice, and had moved to London in 1748.
Benjamin’s father, Isaac D’Israeli was the author of a book on
The Genius of Judaism, but had his whole family baptized when
Benjamin was thirteen, because administrative careers were
then closed to the Jews in England.
Benjamin Disraeli has been called the true inventor of British
imperialism, for having Queen Victoria proclaimed Empress of
India in 1876. He orchestrated the British takeover of the Suez
Canal in 1875, thanks to funding from his friend Lionel
Rothschild (an operation that also consolidated the Rothschilds’
control over the Bank of England). But Disraeli can also be
considered a major forerunner of Zionism; well before Theodor
Herzl, he tried to introduce the “restoration of Israel” into the
Berlin Congress agenda, hoping to convince the Ottoman Sultan
to concede Palestine as an autonomous province.
What was Disraeli’s motivation behind his British imperial
foreign policy? Did he believe in Britain’s destiny to control the
Middle East? Or did he see the British Empire as the tool for the
fulfillment of Israel’s own destiny? In mooring the Suez Canal to
British interests, did he just seek to outdo the French, or was he
laying the foundation for the future alliance
between Israel and the Anglo-American
Empire? No one can answer these questions
with certainty. But Disraeli’s contemporaries
pondered them. William Gladstone, his
longtime competitor for the prime ministry,
accused him of “holding British foreign policy
hostage to his Jewish sympathies.”[23] So
we see that the neoconservatives’ loyalty to
Israel, and their control of the Empire’s
foreign policy, is not a new issue. The case
of Disraeli highlights the legacy between
pre-modern crypto-Judaism and modern crypto-Zionism.
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The dialectic of nation and religion
From his Darwinian perspective, Kevin MacDonald sees cryptoJudaism as “an authentic case of crypsis quite analogous to
cases of mimetic camouflage in the natural world.”[24] But
Judaism itself, in its modern form, falls into the same category,
according to MacDonald. In the 18th century, by claiming to be
adepts of a religious confession, Jews gained full citizenship in
European nations, while remaining ethnically endogamic and
suspiciously uninterested in converting anyone. Gilad Atzmon
points out that the Haskalah motto, “Be a Jew at home and a
man in the street” is fundamentally dishonest:
“The Haskalah Jew is deceiving his or her God when at home,
and misleading the goy once in the street. In fact, it is this
duality of tribalism and universalism that is at the very heart of
the collective secular Jewish identity. This duality has never
been properly resolved.”[25]
Zionism was an attempt to resolve it. Moses Hess wrote in his
influential book Rome and Jerusalem
(1862):
“Those of our brethren who, for purposes
of obtaining emancipation, endeavor to
persuade themselves, as well as others,
that modern Jews possess no trace of a
national feeling, have really lost their
heads.”
For him, a Jew is a Jew “by virtue of his
racial origin, even though his ancestors
may
have
become
apostates.”[26]
Addressing
his
fellow
Jews,
Hess
defended the national character of Judaism and denounced the
assimilationist Jew’s “beautiful phrases about humanity and
enlightenment which he employs as a cloak to hide his
treason.”[27]
In return, Reformed Judaism opposed the nationalist version of
Jewishness which would become Zionism. On the occasion of
their 1885 Pittsburgh Conference, American reformed rabbis
issued the following statement:
“We consider ourselves no longer a nation, but a religion
community, and therefore expect neither a return to Palestine,
nor the restoration of a sacrificial worship under the Sons of
Aaron, or of any of the laws concerning the Jewish State.”[28]
Yet Reformed Judaism promoted a messianic theory that
continued to ascribe an exalted role to Israel as chosen people,
nation or race. German-American rabbi Kaufmann Kohler, a star
of the Pittsburgh Conference, argued in his Jewish Theology
(1918) for the recycling of the messianic hope into “the belief
that Israel, the suffering Messiah of the centuries, shall at the
end of days become the triumphant Messiah of the nations.”
“Israel is the champion of the Lord, chosen to battle and suffer
for the supreme values of mankind, for freedom and justice,
truth and humanity; the man of woe and grief, whose blood is to
fertilize the soil with the seeds of righteousness and love for
mankind. […] Accordingly, modern Judaism proclaims more
insistently than ever that the Jewish people is the Servant of the
Lord, the suffering Messiah of the nations, who offered his life as
an atoning sacrifice for humanity and furnished his blood as the
cement with which to build the divine kingdom of truth and
justice.”[29]
It is easy to recognize here an imitation of Christianity: the
crucifixion of Christ (by the Jews, as Christians used to say) is
turned into a symbol of the martyrdom of the Jews (by
Christians). Interestingly, the theme of the “crucifixion of the
Jews” was also widely used by secular Zionist Jews as a
diplomatic argument.
But what is more important to understand is that Reformed
Judaism rejected traditional nationalism (the quest for
statehood) only to profess a superior, metaphysical kind of
nationalism. In this way, Reformed Judaism and Zionism, while
affirming their mutual incompatibility and competing for the
hearts of Jews, dovetailed perfectly: Zionism played the rhetoric
of European nationalist movements to claim “a nation like
others” (for Israelis), while Reformed Judaism aimed at

empowering a nation like no other and without borders (for
Israelites). That explains why in 1976, American Reformed
rabbis crafted a new resolution affirming: “The State of Israel
and the Diaspora, in fruitful dialogue, can show how a People
transcends nationalism while affirming it, thus establishing an
example for humanity.”[30] In a marvelous example of Hegelian
dialectical synthesis, both the religious and the national faces of
Jewishness contributed to the end result: a nation with both a
national territory and an international citizenry, exactly what Leo
Strauss had in mind. Except for a few
orthodox Jews, most Jews today see
no contradiction between Judaism as a
religion and Zionism as a nationalist
project.
The
question
of
whether
such
dialectical machinery was engineered
by Yahweh or by B’nai B’rith is open to
debate. But it can be seen as an
inherent dynamic of Jewishness: the
Jewish cognitive elites may find
themselves divided on many issues,
but since their choices are ultimately
subordinated to the great metaphysical
question, “Is it good for Jews?” there
always comes a point when their oppositions are resolved in a
way that reinforces their global position.
With “what is good for the Jews” in mind, contradictions are
easily resolved. Jewish intellectuals, for example, can be ethnic
nationalists in Israel, and pro-immigration multiculturalists
everywhere else. A paragon of this contradiction was Israel
Zangwill, the successful author of the play The Melting Pot
(1908), whose title has become a metaphor for American
society, and whose Jewish hero makes himself the bard of
assimilation by mixed marriages: “America is God’s Crucible, the
great Melting-Pot where all the races of Europe are melting and
reforming.” The paradox is that when he was writing this,
Zangwill was a leading figure of Zionism, that is, a movement
affirming the impossibility of Jews living among Gentiles, and
demanding that they be ethnically separated. (Zangwill is the
author of another famous formula: “Palestine is a land without
people for a people without land.”)
Although it appears to be contradictory for non-Jews, this dual
standard is not necessarily so from the point of view of Jewish
intellectuals. They may sincerely believe in their universalistic
message addressed to the Goyim, while simultaneously
believing sincerely that Jews should remain a separate people.
The implicit logic is that it is good that Jews remain Jews in
order to teach the rest of mankind to be universal, tolerant,
anti-racists, immigrationnists, and caring for minorities
(specially Jews). This logic falls under the “mission theory”, the
secular version of the “messianic nation” theory: Jews, who
have invented monotheism, the Ten Commandments and so on,
have a moral obligation to keep educating the rest of
humankind. What the “mission” entails is open to reversible
interpretations. Rabbi Daniel Gordis, in Does the World Need
Jews? claims that “Jews need to be different in order that they
might play a quasi-subversive role in society [. . .] the goal is to
be a contributing and respectful ‘thorn in the side’ of
society.”[31] That naturally tends to upset the Goyim, but it is
for their good. It is to free them from their “false gods” that
Jews are “a corrosive force”, also insists Douglas Rushkoff,
author of Nothing Sacred: The Truth About Judaism.
Preaching universalism to the Goyim in the street while
emphasizing ethnic nationalism at home is the great deception.
It is the essence of crypto-Judaism and of its modern form,
crypto-Zionism. It is so deeply ingrained that it has become a
kind of collective instinct among many Jews. It can be observed
in many situations. The following remark by historian Daniel
Lindenberg illustrates that Jewish internationalists’ relation to
Israel in the 20th century strongly resembled the Marranos’
relation to Judaism in pre-modern times:
“Anyone who has known Communist Jews, ex-Kominternists, or
even some prominent representatives of the 1968 generation
will know what frustrated crypto-Jewishness means: Here are
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men and women who, in principle, according to the
‘internationalist’ dogma, have stifled in themselves all traces of
‘particularism’ and ‘petty-bourgeois Jewish chauvinism,’ who are
nauseated by Zionism, support Arab nationalism and the great
Soviet Union—yet who secretly rejoice in Israel’s military
victories, tell anti-Soviet jokes, and weep while listening to a
Yiddish song. This goes on until the day when, like a Leopold
Trepper, they can bring out their repressed Jewishness,
sometimes becoming, like the Marranos of the past, the most
intransigent of neophytes.”[32]

Zion and the New World Order
If Jews can be alternatively or even simultaneously nationalists
(Zionists) and internationalists (communists, globalists, etc.), it
is, in the last analysis, because this duality is inherent to the
paradoxical nature of Israel. Let us not forget that until the
foundation of the “Jewish state”, “Israel” was a common
designation for the international Jewish community, for example
when on March 24, 1933, the British Daily Express printed on its
front-page: “The whole of Israel throughout the world is united
in declaring an economic and financial war on Germany.”[33]
Until 1947, most American and European Jews were satisfied of
being “Israelites”, members of a worldwide Israel. They saw the
advantage of being a nation dispersed among nations.
International Jewish organizations such as B’nai B’rith (Hebrew
for “Children of the Covenant”) founded in New York in 1843, or
the Alliance Israélite Universelle, founded in Paris in 1860, had
no claim on Palestine.
Even after 1947, most American Jews remained ambivalent
about the new State of Israel, knowing perfectly well that to
support it would make them vulnerable to the accusation of dual
loyalty. It was only after the Six-Day War that American Jews
began to support Israel more actively and openly. There were
two reasons for this. First, Zionist control of the press had
become such that American public opinion was easily persuaded
that Israel had been the victim and not the aggressor in the war
that led Israel to triple its territory. Secondly, after 1967, the
crushing deployment of Israeli power against Egypt, a nation
supported diplomatically by the USSR, enabled the Johnson
administration to elevate Israel to a strategic asset in the Cold
War. Norman Finkelstein explains:
“For American Jewish elites, Israel’s subordination to US power
was a windfall. Jews now stood on the front lines defending
America—indeed, ‘Western civilization’—against the retrograde
Arab hordes. Whereas before 1967 Israel conjured the bogey of
dual loyalty, it now connoted super-loyalty. […] After the 1967
war, Israel’s military élan could be celebrated because its guns
pointed in the right direction—against America’s enemies. Its
martial prowess might even facilitate entry into the inner
sanctums of American power.”[34]
Israeli leaders, for their part, stopped blaming American Jews
for not settling in Israel, and recognized the legitimacy of
serving Israel while residing in the United States. In very
revealing terms, Benjamin Ginsberg writes that already in the
1950s, “an accommodation was reached between the Jewish
state in Israel and the Jewish state in America”; but it was after
1967 that the compromise became a consensus, as anti-Zionist
Jews were marginalized and silenced.[35] Thus was born a new
Israel, whose capital was no longer only Tel Aviv but also New
York; a transatlantic Israel, a nation without borders,
delocalized. It was not really a novelty, but rather a new balance
between two inseparable realities: the international Diaspora of
Israelites, and the national State of Israelis.
Thanks to this powerful diaspora of virtual Israelis now
entrenched in all levels of power in the US, France and many
other nations, Israel is a very special nation indeed. And
everyone can see that it has no intention of being an ordinary
nation. Israel is destined to be an Empire. If Zionism is defined
as the movement for the foundation of a Jewish State in
Palestine, then what we see at work today may be called metaZionism, or super-Zionism. But there is no real need for such a
new term, for Zionism, in fact, had always been about a new
world order, under the mask of “nationalism”.

David Ben-Gurion, the “father of the nation”, was a firm believer
in the mission theory, declaring: “I believe in our moral and
intellectual superiority, in our capacity to serve as a model for
the redemption of the human race.”[36] In a statement
published in the magazine Look on January 16, 1962, he
predicted for the next 25 years:
“All armies will be abolished, and there will be no more wars. In
Jerusalem, the United Nations (a truly United Nations) will build
a Shrine of the Prophets to serve the federated union of all
continents; this will be the seat of the Supreme Court of
Mankind, to settle all controversies among the federated
continents, as prophesied by Isaiah.”[37]
That vision was passed on to the next generation. In October
2003, the highly symbolic King David Hotel hosted a “Jerusalem
Summit”, whose participants comprised three acting Israeli
ministers, including Benjamin Netanyahu, and Richard Perle as
guest of honor. They signed a declaration that recognized
Jerusalem’s “special authority to become a center of world’s
unity,” and professed:
“We believe that one of the objectives of Israel’s divinelyinspired rebirth is to make it the center of the new unity of the
nations, which will lead to an era of peace and prosperity,
foretold by the Prophets.”[38]

Zionists and the Bible
Both Ben-Gurion’s prophecy and the Jerusalem Declaration
highlight the fact that Zionism is an international project based
on the Bible. That Zionism is biblical doesn’t mean it is religious;
to Zionists, the Bible is both a “national narrative” and a
geopolitical program rather than a religious book (there is
actually no word for “religion” in ancient Hebrew). Ben-Gurion
was not religious; he never went to the synagogue and ate pork
for breakfast. Yet he was intensely biblical. Dan Kurzman, who
calls him “the personification of the Zionist dream,” titles each
chapter of his biography (Ben-Gurion, Prophet of Fire, 1983)
with a Bible quote. The preface begins like this:
“The life of David Ben-Gurion is more than the story of an
extraordinary man. It is the story of a biblical prophecy, an
eternal dream. […] Ben-Gurion was, in a modern sense, Moses,
Joshua, Isaiah, a messiah who felt he was destined to create an
exemplary Jewish state, a ‘light unto the nations’ that would
help to redeem all mankind.”
For Ben-Gurion, writes Kurzman, the rebirth of Israel in 1948
“paralleled the Exodus from Egypt, the conquest of the land by
Joshua, the Maccabean revolt.” Ben-Gurion himself emphasized:
“There can be no worthwhile political or military education about
Israel without profound knowledge of the Bible.”[39] Ten days
after declaring Israel’s independence, he wrote in his diary :
“We will break Transjordan [Jordan], bomb Amman and destroy
its army, and then Syria falls, and if Egypt will still continue to
fight—we will bombard Port Said, Alexandria and Cairo.” Then
he adds: “This will be in revenge for what they (the Egyptians,
the Aramis and Assyrians) did to our forefathers during biblical
times.”[40] Can you be more biblical than that ? Ben-Gurion
was in no way a special case. His infatuation with the Bible was
shared by almost every Zionist leader of his generation and the
next. Moshe Dayan, the military hero of the Six-Day War, wrote
a book entitled Living with the Bible (1978) in which he biblically
justified Israel’s annexation of Arab
territories. Naftali Bennet, Israeli
minister of Education, has also
recently justified the annexation of
the West Bank by the Bible.
Christian will say that Zionists
don’t read their Bible correctly.
Obviously, they don’t read it with
the pink Christian glasses. In
Isaiah, for example, Christians
find hope that, one day, people
“will hammer their swords into
plowshares and their spears into
sickles” (Isaiah 2:4). But Zionists
correctly start with the previous
verses, which describe these
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messianic times as a Pax Judaica, when “all the nations”
will pay tribute “to the mountain of Yahweh, to the house
of the god of Jacob,” when “the Law will issue from Zion
and the word of Yahweh from Jerusalem,” so that
Yahweh will “judge between the nations and arbitrate
between many peoples.”
Further down in the same book, they read:
“The riches of the sea will flow to you, the wealth of the
nations come to you” (60:5); “For the nation and
kingdom that will not serve you will perish, and the
nations will be utterly destroyed” (60:12); “You will suck
the milk of nations, you will suck the wealth of kings”
(60:16); “You will feed on the wealth of nations, you will
supplant them in their glory” (61:5-6);
Zionism cannot be a nationalist movement like other, because it
resonates with the destiny of Israel as outlined in the Bible:
“Yahweh your God will raise you higher than every other nation
in the world” (Deuteronomy 28:1). Only by taking into account
the biblical roots of Zionism can one understand that Zionism
has always carried within it a hidden imperialist agenda. It may
be true that Theodor Herzl and Max Nordau sincerely wished
Israel to be “a nation like others,” as Gilad Atzmon explains.[41]
But still, when they called their movement “Zionism”, they used
Jerusalem’s biblical name borrowed from the most imperialistic
prophecies, and most notably Isaiah 2:3 quoted above.
Biblical prophecies outline Israel’s ultimate destiny, or metaZionism, whereas the historical books, and particularly the Book
of Joshua, set the pattern for the first stage, the conquest of
Palestine, or Zionism. As wrote Avigail Abarbanel in “Why I left
the Cult,” the Zionist conquerors of Palestine “have been
following quite closely the biblical dictate to Joshua to just walk
in and take everything. […] For a supposedly non-religious
movement it’s extraordinary how closely Zionism […] has
followed the Bible.”[42] In the same mood, Kim Chernin writes:
“I can’t count the number of times I read the story of Joshua as
a tale of our people coming into their rightful possession of their
promised land without stopping to say to myself, ‘but this is a
history of rape, plunder, slaughter, invasion, and destruction of
other peoples.’”[43]
A “history of genocide” would not be exaggerated, if we consider
the treatment reserved to Canaanites: In Jericho, “They
enforced the curse of destruction on everyone in the city: men
and women, young and old, including the oxen, the sheep and
the donkeys, slaughtering them all” (Joshua 6:21). The city of Ai
met the same fate. Its inhabitants were all slaughtered, twelve
thousand of them, “until not one was left alive and none to flee.
[…] When Israel had finished killing all the inhabitants of Ai in
the open ground, and in the desert where they had pursued
them, and when every single one had fallen to the sword, all
Israel returned to Ai and slaughtered its remaining population”
(8:22–25). Women were not spared. “For booty, Israel took only
the cattle and the spoils of this town” (8:27). Then came to turn
of the cities of Makkedah, Libnah, Lachish, Eglon, Hebron, Debir,
and Hazor. In the whole land, Joshua “left not one survivor and
put every living thing under the curse of destruction, as Yahweh,
god of Israel, had commanded” (10:40).
It certainly helps to understand the Israeli treatment of the
Palestinians to know that the Book of Joshua is considered a
glorious chapter of Israel’s national narrative. And when Israeli
leaders claim that their vision of the global future is based on
the Hebrew Bible, we should take them seriously and study the
Bible. It is helpful, for example, to be aware that Yahweh has
designated to Israel “seven nations greater and mightier than
you,” that “you must utterly destroy,” and “show no mercy to
them.” As for their kings, “you shall make their name perish
from under heaven” (Deuteronomy 7:1-2, 24). The destruction
of the “Seven Nations,” also mentioned in Joshua 24:11, is
considered a mitzvah in rabbinic Judaism, and by the great
Maimonides in his Book of Commandments,[44] and it has
remained a popular motif in Jewish culture. Knowing this will
help to understand the neocon agenda for World War IV (as
Norman Podhoretz names the current global conflict).[45]
General Wesley Clark, former Supreme Commander for NATO in
Europe (he led the NATO agression against Serbia twenty years

ago), wrote, and repeated in numerous occasions, that one
month after September 11, 2001, a Pentagon general showed
him a memo “that describes how we’re gonna take out seven
countries in five years, starting with Iraq, and then Syria,
Lebanon, Libya, Somalia and Sudan and finishing off with
Iran.”[46] Wesley Clark has managed to pass as a
whistleblower, but I believe he belongs to what Gilad Atzmon
sees as the Jewish controlled opposition, together with Amy
Goodman of Democracy Now who interviewed him.[47] Only in
1999 has he revealed being the son of Benjamin Jacob Kanne
and the proud descendant of a lineage of Kohen rabbis. It is
hard to believe that he has never heard about the Bible’s “seven
nations”. Is Clark a crypto-Zionist trying to write history in
biblical terms, while blaming these wars on WASP Pentagon
warmongers? Interestingly, in his September 20, 2001 speech,
President Bush also cited seven “rogue states” for their support
of global terrorism, but in his list, Cuba and North Korea
replaced Lebanon and Somalia. It is because part of Bush’s
entourage refused to include Lebanon and Somalia, while his
neocon handlers insisted on keeping the number seven for its
symbolic value? Whatever the explanation, I suspect that the
importance of targeting exactly “seven nations” after 9/11
stems from the same biblical obsession as the need to have ten
Nazis hanged on Purim day 1946 to match the ten sons of
Haman hanged in the Book of Esther. Just like Rabbi Bernhard
Rosenberg can now marvel at how prophetic the Book of Esther
is,[48] the idea is to “realize,” a few decades from now, that
World War IV fulfilled Deuteronomy 7: the destruction of Israel’s
seven enemy nations. Christian Zionists will be in extasy and
praise “the Lord” (as their Bible translates YHWH). Of course,
fulfilling prophecies does not always come easy: Isaiah 17:1,
“Behold, Damascus will soon cease to be a city, it will become a
heap of ruins,” is not quite done, yet.
The Solomon hoax
I believe that Gilad Atzmon is making a very important point
when emphasizing:
“Israel defines itself as the Jewish state. In order to
grasp Israel, its politics, its policies and the intrusive
nature of its lobby, we must understand the nature of
Jewishness.”
And I believe that Jewishness is, at the core, the ideology
of the Tanakh. There was no Jewishness before the
Tanakh, and the Tanakh is the single ultimate root
connecting all expressions of Jewishness, whether
religious or secular—for what that distinction is worth.
Jewishness would simply wither without the Tanakh.
Zionism is an expression of Jewishness. As we have seen, it is
inherently imperialistic because it is biblical. I will now argue
that it is also inherently deceptive because it is biblical. There
are two aspects to the deceptive nature of the Tanakh: historical
and metaphysical. To understand them, we need to know the
context of its writing. The greatest part of the Tanakh, including
the historical books, was edited during the exilic period, and
reached its near-final form after Babylon had fallen under
Persian rule in 539 BCE. That thesis, first put forward by Baruch
Spinoza in 1670,[49] has always met
with fierce opposition from the Christian
world, but it was accepted by the great
British historian of civilizations Arnold J.
Toynbee,[50] and it is now getting the
high ground.[51] The Judean exiles, after
having helped the Persians conquer
Babylon, were rewarded by high offices at
the Persian court, and obtained the right
to return to Jerusalem and set up a
government subject to Persia. The
manner by which these Judeo-Babylonian
Levites
maneuvered
the
Persians’
imperial policy in support of their
theocratic project for Palestine is unknown, but we can imagine
it similar to the way the Zionists have hijacked the AngloAmerican empire’s foreign policy in recent times; the edict of
Cyrus the Great presented at the beginning of the Book of Ezra
is comparable to the Balfour Declaration. In 458 BCE, eighty
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years after the return of the first exiles, Ezra, proud descendant
of a line of Aaronite priests, went from Babylon to Jerusalem,
mandated by the king of Persia and accompanied by some 1,500
followers. He was soon joined by Nehemiah, a Persian court
official of Judean origin. As “Secretary of the Law,” Ezra carried
with him the newly redacted Torah, and Spinoza plausibly
suggested that he was the head of the scribal school that had
compiled and edited most of the Tanakh.

inscriptions. Herodotus—who, by the way, travelled through
Syria-Palestine around 450 BCE without hearing about Jews—
wrote about the Persians’ customs:

The history of Israel and Judea that we have today was written
as justification for that proto-Zionist enterprise, which implied
the usurpation of the name and heritage of the ancient kingdom
of Israel by the Judeans. Of course, not everything in the
historical books is pure invention: ancient materials were used,
but the main narrative that aggregates them is built on a postexilic ideological construct. The central piece of that narrative is
the glorious kingdom of Solomon, reaching from the Euphrates
to the Nile (1Kings 5:1), with its magnificent temple and its
lavish royal palace in Jerusalem (described in detail in 1Kings 58). Solomon had “seven hundred wives of royal rank and three
hundred concubines” (11:3) and “received gifts from all the
kings in the world, who had heard of his wisdom” (5:14). We
know today that Solomon’s kingdom is a complete fabrication, a
mythical past projected as the mirror image of a desired future,
a fictitious justification for the prophecy of its “restoration”.
Even the idea that Jerusalem, located in Judea, was once the
capital of Israel is blatantly false: Israel never had any other
capital than Samaria. Twentieth-century archeology has
definitively exposed the fallacy: there is no trace whatsoever of
Solomon and his “united kingdom”.[52]

Persian monotheism was remarkably tolerant of other cults. In
contrast, Judean monotheism is exclusivist because, although
Yahweh now claims to be the universal God, he remains the
ethnocentric, jealous god of Israel. And so Persian influence was
not the only factor in the development of biblical monotheism,
that is, the claim that “the god of
Israel” is the One and Only God:
Yahweh’s sociopathic jealousy, his
murderous hatred of all other gods
and goddesses, was an important
ingredient from pre-exilic times:
being the only god worthy of
worship is tantamount to being the
only god, and therefore God. In
1Kings 18, we see Yahweh compete
with the great Syrian Baal Shamem
(“Lord of Heaven”) for the title of
True God, by means of a holocaust
contest ending with the slaughter of
four hundred prophets of Baal.
Later on we read of the Judean
general
Jehu
who,
having
overthrown and slaughtered Israel’s dynasty of King Omri,
summoned all the priests of Baal for “a great sacrifice to Baal,”
and, as sacrifice, massacred them all. “Thus Jehu rid Israel of
Baal” (2Kings 10,18-28). This informs us on how Yahweh
supposedly became Supreme God instead of Baal: by the
physical elimination of all the priests of Baal, that is, exactly the
same way that Jehu became king of Israel by exterminating the
family of the legitimate king, as well as “all his leading men, his
close friends, his priests; he did not leave a single one alive”
(2Kings 10:11).

The scam is quite evident from the way the authors of the Books
of Kings, aware of the absolute baselessness of their story, back
it with the grotesque testimony of a totally spurious Queen of
Sheba:
“The report I heard in my own country about your wisdom in
handling your affairs was true then! Until I came and saw for
myself, I did not believe the reports, but clearly I was told less
than half: for wisdom and prosperity, you surpass what was
reported to me. How fortunate your wives are! How fortunate
these courtiers of yours, continually in attendance on you and
listening to your wisdom! Blessed be Yahweh your God who has
shown you his favour by setting you on the throne of Israel!
Because of Yahweh’s everlasting love for Israel, he has made
you king to administer law and justice.” (1 Kings 10:6-9)[53]
When Ben-Gurion declared before the Knesset three days after
invading the Sinai in 1956, that what was at stake was “the
restoration of the kingdom of David and Solomon,”[54] and
when Israeli leaders continue to dream of a “Greater Israel” of
biblical proportions, they are simply perpetuating a twothousand-year-old
deception—self-deception perhaps, but
deception all the same.
Deeper than the historical deception, at the very core of the
Bible, lies a more essential metaphysical deception which goes a
long way towards explaining the ambivalence of tribalism and
universalism so typical of Jewishness. Biblical historian Philip
Davies wrote that “the ideological structure of the biblical
literature can only be explained in the last analysis as a product
of the Persian period,”[55] and the central idea of that
“ideological structure” is biblical monotheism. In the pre-exilic
strata of the Bible, Yahweh is a national god among others: “For
all peoples go forward, each in the name of its god, while we go
forward in the name of Yahweh our god for ever and ever,” says
pre-exilic prophet Micah (4:5). What sets Yahweh apart from
other national gods is his jealousy, which supposes the
existence of other gods: “You shall have no other gods to rival
me” (Exodus 20:3). Only in the Persian period does Yahweh
really become the only existing God, and, by logical
consequence, the creator of the Universe—Genesis 1 being
demonstrably taken from Mesopotamian myths.
That transformation of national Yahweh into the “God of heaven
and earth” is a case of crypsis, an imitation of Persian religion,
for the purpose of political and cultural ascendency. The
Persians
were
predominantly
monotheistic
under
the
Achaemenids, worshipers of the Supreme God Ahura Mazda,
whose representations and invocations can be seen on royal

“they have no images of the gods, no temples nor altars, and
consider the use of them a sign of folly. [….] Their wont,
however, is to ascend the summits of the loftiest mountains,
and there to offer sacrifice to Zeus, which is the name they give
to the whole circuit of the firmament.” (Histories, I.131)

Yet these legendary stories have come to us in a post-exilic
redaction, and although they may reflect an earlier competition
between Yahweh and Baal, the metaphysical claim that Yahweh
is the supreme God, the Creator of Heaven and Earth, only
became an explicit creed and a cornerstone of Judaism from the
Persian period. It was a means of assimilation-dissimulation into
the Persian commonwealth, comparable to the way Reformed
Judaism mimicked Christianity in the 19th century.

The Book of Ezra and the prostitute of Jericho
The process of how Yahweh was transformed from national to
universal god, while remaining intensely chauvinistic, can
actually be documented from the Book of Ezra. It contains
extracts from several edicts attributed to succeeding Persian
kings. All are fake, but their content is indicative of the politicoreligious strategy deployed by the Judean exiles for their protoZionist lobbying. In the first edict, Cyrus the Great declares that
“Yahweh, the God of Heaven, has given me all the kingdoms of
the earth and has appointed me to build him a Temple in
Jerusalem,” then goes on to allow “his [Yahweh’s] people to “go
up to Jerusalem, in Judah, and build the Temple of Yahweh, the
god of Israel, who is the god in Jerusalem” (Ezra 1:2–3). We
understand that both phrases refer to the same entity, but the
duality is significant. We find the same paradoxical designation
of Yahweh as both “God of Heaven” and “god of Israel in
Jerusalem” in the Persian edict authorizing the second wave of
return. It is now King Artaxerxes who asks “the priest Ezra,
Secretary of the Law of the God of Heaven,” to offer a gigantic
holocaust to “the god of Israel who resides in Jerusalem” (7:1215). We later find twice the same expression “God of Heaven”
(Elah Shemaiya) interspersed with seven references to “your
god,” that is, “the god of Israel” (keep in mind that
capitalization is irrelevant here, being a convention of modern
translators). “God of Heaven” appears one more time in the
book of Ezra, and it is, again, in an edict signed by the Persian
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king: Darius confirms Cyrus’s edict and recommends that the
Israelites “offer sacrifices acceptable to the God of Heaven and
pray for the life of the king and his sons” (6:10). Everywhere
else the book of Ezra only refers to the “god of Israel” (four
times), “Yahweh, the god of your fathers” (once), and “our god”
(ten times). In other words, according to the author of the book
of Ezra, only the kings of Persia imagine that Yahweh is “the
God of Heaven”—a common title of the universal Ahura Mazda—
while for the Jews, Yahweh is merely their god, the “god of
Israel,” the god of their fathers, in short, a national god. Indeed,
imperial authorities are told that the Jerusalem Temple is
dedicated to the God of Heaven, although the idea seems
irrelevant to the Judeans themselves: when the Judeans are
challenged the right to (re)build their temple by the local Persian
governor, they tell him: “We are the servants of the God of
Heaven and Earth” (5:11) and refer to Cyrus’s edict. And when
Nehemiah wants to convince the Persian king let him go to
Judea to oversee the rebuilding of Jerusalem, he offers a prayer
“to the God of Heaven” (Nehemiah 2:4); but once in Jerusalem,
he asks his fellow Jews to swear allegiance to “Yahweh our god”
(10:30).
This unmistakable pattern in the books of Ezra and Nehemiah
may be taken as a clue of the deepest secret of Judaism, and a
key to understanding the real nature of “Jewish universalism”:
for the Jews, Yahweh is the god of the Jews, whereas Gentiles
must be told that he is the supreme and only God. “In the heart
of any pious Jew, God is a Jew,” writes Maurice Samuel in You
Gentiles (1924), while to Gentiles, Yahweh must be presented
as the universal God who happens to prefer Jews.[56] The
pattern is repeated in the book of Daniel when Nebuchadnezzar,
impressed by Daniel’s oracle, prostrates himself and exclaims:
“Your god is indeed the God of gods, the Master of kings”
(Daniel 2:47).
The hypothesis that the dual nature of Yahweh (god of
Israel for the Jews, God of the Universe for Gentiles) was
intentionally encrypted into the Hebrew Bible becomes
more plausible when we find the same pattern in the
Book of Joshua. The book was probably written before
the Exile, possibly under king Josiah (639-609 BCE).
Its original author never refers to Yahweh simply as “God,” and
never implies that he is anything but “the god of Israel” (9:18,
13:14, 13:33, 14:14, 22:16). Even Yahweh calls himself “the
god of Israel” (7:13). When Joshua speaks to the Israelites, he
speaks of “Yahweh your god” (1:11, 1:12, 1:15, 3:3, 3:9, 4:5,
4:23-24, 8:7, 22:3-4, 22:5, 23:3,5,8,11, 24:2). The Israelites
collectively refer to “Yahweh our god” (22:19), or individually as
“Yahweh my god” (14:8). Israel’s enemies speak to Joshua
about “Yahweh your god” (9:9), and he tells them about
“Yahweh my god” (9:23). Yahweh is once called “lord of the
whole earth” by Joshua (3:13), and once “the god of gods” by
enthusiastic Israelites (22:22), but none of this can be
considered to contain any explicit theological claim that Yahweh
is the Creator: it is more like the Persian king calling himself
king of kings and ruler of the world. Neither can the mention of
an altar built by the Israelites as “a witness between us that
Yahweh is god” (22:34) be taken to mean anything more than
“Yahweh is god between us.” If the Yahwist scribe of the Book of
Joshua had believed Yahweh to be the universal God, he would
have written of whole cities being converted rather than
exterminated for the glory of Yahweh.
The only explicit profession of faith that Yahweh is the supreme
God, in the whole Book of Joshua, is coming from a foreigner,
just like in the books of Ezra and Nehemiah. Not a king, this
time, but a prostitute. Rahab is a prostitute in Jericho, who
infiltrates the invading Israelites into the city. As justification for
betraying her own people, she tells the Israelites that “Yahweh
your god is God both in Heaven above and on Earth beneath”
(2:11), something that neither the narrator, nor Yahweh, nor
any Israelite in the book ever claims. Rahab’s profession of faith
is likely to be a post-exilic addition to the book, for it actually
conflicts with her more prosaic motivation:
“we are afraid of you and everyone living in this country has
been seized with terror at your approach. […] give me a sure
sign of this: that you will spare the lives of my father and

mother, my brothers and sisters and all who belong to them,
and will preserve us from death.” (2:9-12).
In the final redaction, the pattern is the same as in the Book of
Ezra, and reveals the secret of post-exilic Judaism: To the Jews,
Yahweh is their national god, but it is good for the Jews that
Gentiles (whether kings or prostitutes) regard Yahweh as the
“God of Heaven”. It has worked wonderfully: Christians today
believe that the God of humankind decided to manifest himself
as the jealous “god of Israel” from the time of Moses, whereas
the real historical process is the reverse: it is the tribal “god of
Israel” who impersonated the God of humankind at the time of
Ezra—while continuing to prefer Jews.
Worshipping a national god with imperialistic ambitions,
while pretending to the Gentiles that they are
worshipping the One True God, is manufacturing a
catastrophic misunderstanding. A public scandal emerged
in 167 CE, when the Hellenistic emperor Antiochos IV
dedicated the temple in Jerusalem to Zeus Olympios, the
Greek name of the supreme God.
He had been led to understand that Yahweh and Zeus
were two names for the same cosmic God, the Heavenly
Father of all mankind. But the Jewish Maccabees who led
the rebellion knew better: Yahweh may be the Supreme
God, but only Jews are intimate with Him, and any way
the Pagans worship Him is an abomination.
Moreover, although the Israelites claimed that their
Temple was dedicated to the God of all mankind, they
also firmly believed that any non-Jew entering it should
be put to death. This fact alone betrays the true nature of
Hebrew monotheism: it was a deception from the
beginning, the ultimate metaphysical crypsis.
Only when that biblical hoax is exposed to the world will
Zion start to lose its symbolic power. For it is the original
source of the psychopathic bond by which Israel controls
the world.
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German philosopher Martin Heidegger’s concise maxim, first published in 2014, points to a culturalideation 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 .<<

__________________________________________
Rivlin rebukes Bolsonaro: ‘No one will order forgiveness of the Jewish people’
By TOI staff and AP, 13 April 2019

President Reuven Rivlin on Saturday rebuked his Brazilian
counterpart Jair Bolsonaro for saying this week that the
crimes of the Holocaust can be forgiven, though not
forgotten.
“No one will order the forgiveness of the Jewish people,
and it can never be bought in the name of interests,” he
said.
“What [the Nazis] did to us is etched into our memory,
the memory of an ancient people,” Rivlin wrote on
Twitter.
“We will never cooperate with those who deny the truth
or try to erase it from memory — not by individuals and
groups, not by party leaders and not by heads of state,”
he wrote, the last being in apparent reference to
Bolsonaro.

“We will never forgive and never forget. No one will order
the forgiveness of the Jewish people, and it can never be
bought in the name of interests.”
Rivlin said the Jewish people would “always fight against
anti-Semitism and xenophobia,”
while calling on politicians not to
wade into historically fraught
matters. “Political leaders are
responsible for shaping the future.
Historians describe the past and
research what happened. Neither
should stray into the territory of
the other,” he said.
President
Reuven
Rivlin
seen
visiting the Yad Vashem holocaust
memorial museum in Jerusalem on
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February 4, 2019. (Noam Revkin Fenton/Flash90)
Rivlin’s tweet came after Yad Vashem, Israel’s official
Holocaust memorial museum, issued a statement earlier
Saturday admonishing Bolsonaro.
“It is not the place of any person to determine whether
the crimes of the Holocaust can be forgiven,” the museum
said in a statement.
Also criticizing Bolsonaro was the chairman of Shem
Olam, a Holocaust education group in Israel, who accused
Israeli leaders of not speaking out vocally enough against
anti-Semitism and distortions of the Holocaust.
“For years, the State of Israel has shown a dangerous
forgiveness toward opinions, actions and leaders who
gave a place of honor to the new anti-Semitism and
normalized a forgiving attitude toward the Holocaust,”
said Rabbi Abraham Krieger, according to the Ynet news
site.
“The harsh words by the Brazilian president are a
continuation of this. [We] must condemn his words, but
also perform a a self-examination of how we got here,”
Krieger added.
The far-right Brazilian leader made the comments
Thursday night at a meeting with evangelical pastors in
Rio de Janeiro. He was applauded by those who attended.
“We can forgive, but we cannot forget. That quote is
mine. Those that forget their past are sentenced not to
have a future,” Bolsonaro said, adding that actions are
needed for the Holocaust not to be repeated.
Israel’s Ambassador to Brazil Yossi Shelley on Saturday
defended Bolsonaro, writing on Facebook that “His words
made clear his complete repudiation of the greatest
genocide in history, which was the Holocaust. At no point
in his speech did the president show disrespect or
indifference to Jewish suffering.”
He added that “those who wish to arouse suspicion on
the words of a great friend of the people and government
of Israel will not succeed.”
Israel’s Foreign Ministry has made no comment on the
matter so far.

Brazilian president Jair Bolsonaro during a visit at the
Yad Vashem Holocaust
memorial
museum
in
Jerusalem on April 2,
2019.
(Noam
Revkin
Fenton/Flash90)
On April 2, Bolsonaro
visited
the
Holocaust
memorial in Jerusalem
alongside Prime Minister
Benjamin
Netanyahu.
During that visit, the
Brazilian leader labeled
Nazism a leftist ideology, a claim rejected by historians.
The far-right leader was asked on his visit to Israel if he
agreed with the claim by his foreign minister, Ernesto
Araujo, that Nazis were leftists. “There is no doubt,
right?” Bolsonaro replied, according to Reuters.
It is widely accepted that Nazism was a far-right
movement. Yad Vashem’s website says that a range of
factors, including Germany’s defeat in World War I,
“created fertile soil for the growth of radical right-wing
groups in Germany, spawning entities such as the Nazi
Party.”
Netanyahu has eagerly embraced the newly-elected
Bolsonaro, who has found common ground with the prime
minister’s right-wing government. His outspoken support
for Israel has also played well to his evangelical base.
Netanyahu traveled to Brazil earlier in the year for
Bolsanaro’s inauguration and the Brazilian leader then
came to Israel in a high-profile visit just days before
Israel’s elections, in a move many said was designed to
bolster Netanyahu’s election chances.
JTA contributed to this report.
* https://www.timesofisrael.com/yad-vashem-rebukesbolsonaro-no-ones-place-to-say-holocaust-can-beforgiven/

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

"ECAJ chief executive Alex Ryvchin said he had conveyed his
concerns about Ms Parke to several Labor figures." Jewish
advocates label WA Labor's star pick for Curtin 'extreme
and divisive', Nathan Hondros, watoday.com, 10/4/19.
Lie Back & Think of Two States - Sunday, April 14, 2019
Yet another example of the malign hold of the Israel lobby over
The Labor candidate for the WA seat of Curtin, Melissa Parke,
Bill Shorten's Labor Party.
"has pulled
Presumably, the ideal Labor candidate/politician is one who does
out of the
no more than mindlessly chant the 'two-state' solution mantra.
contest after
But, of course, the Israel lobby has an even greater hold over
reports she
Morrison's Liberal Party.
told a public
Scott
Morrison's
principal
private
secretary,
Yaron
meeting last
Finkelstein, described as "in charge of the political strategy of
month that
the office," and "a former advisor in the Howard government,
Israel's
and later the chief executive of heavyweight of Liberal campaign
treatment of
firm Crosby Textor," - Power behind the leaders, Sydney
Palestinians
Morning Herald, 12/4/19 - has some very interesting
was 'worse
baggage indeed:
than
the
"The NSW Liberal Friends of Israel group was launched at NSW
South
Parliament House in Sydney this week [15/8/12]... Chairman
African
Yaron Finkelstein told J-wire: 'All Liberal State and Federal
system of apartheid'." - Labor's candidate for Curtin,
Members of Parliament from NSW have been asked to join the
Melissa Parke, withdraws from federal election race,
Liberal Friends of Israel, and be active participants in its
abc.net.au, 12/4/19.
programme of events which include intelligence and policy
Parke didn't pull out - she was pushed out. And what's more,
briefings,
visiting
speaker
functions
and
ongoing
she was pushed out not for any wrongdoing on her part, but
Australian/Israeli political exchanges'." (NSW Liberal Friends of
simply for stating the bleeding obvious.
Israel, Henry Benjamin, jwire.com, 15/8/12.
The details of the push are still murky, and will likely remain so,
Did anyone dare decline?
but this will come as no surprise:
*http://middleeastrealitycheck.blogspot.com/2019/04/li
e-back-think-of-two-states.html
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------After New Zealand passed new gun laws this week, most
White Supremacists Have Weaponized an
automatic and semi-automatic weapons have become outlawed
Imaginary Viking Past.
there as of Friday — a swift response to the March 15 shootings
It's Time to Reclaim the Real History
in Christchurch that left 50 Muslim men, women and children
By Dorothy Kim April 12, 2019
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dead at the hands of an alleged white supremacist terrorist. But
guns weren’t the only weapon used by the shooter.
The shootings followed the release of materials some have
called a manifesto but that has more accurately been called a
“media plan.” In it are multiple medieval references, several
involving medieval Vikings, which these days function as a
signal to white supremacists. Along with much else from the
European medieval world, the Viking past is part of the far
right’s standard visual and textual imaginary. That vision of a
Viking world depends on contemporary digital and filmic popular
culture — such as the TV show Vikings and Viking-adjacent
video games — as well as on academic and historical sources.
But far-right Viking medievalism is not about historical accuracy.
Rather, it’s used to create narratives. So, to resist the medieval
narratives that activate violent hate, we must create
counternarratives — and to do that, we must understand the
real Viking past and how it has been weaponized.
The term “Viking” possibly comes from the Old Norse word
víkingr (sea warrior). As Stefan Brink and Neil Price’s The Viking
World describes, historically, it referred to seafaring groups who
traversed the seas, oceans and rivers to raid, trade and colonize
around the 10th and 11th centuries. They established settler
colonies across the Mediterranean, Caspian, Black, Arctic and
North Atlantic seas and waterways, maintaining a presence in
regions ranging from present-day Russia and Europe to the
Americas. Crucially, they were not homogeneous seafarers as is
often imagined; they were multicultural and multiracial. But
until recently, scholarly discussions of the Vikings in relation to
race and a Global Middle Ages had been sidelined.
So where does the white supremacist vision of Viking genealogy
come from?
Despite the fact that real Viking history was multicultural,
academic medieval studies have historically been to blame for
the upholding of that imaginary past.
In the 19th century, Romantic German nationalism metastasized
into the Völkish movement, which was interested in historical
narratives that bolstered a white German nation state. The
movement rewrote history, drawing on folklore such as that of
Brothers Grimm, medieval epics and a dedication to racial white
supremacy. Late 19th and early 20th-century scholars
simultaneously drew from and reinforced this racialized
imagination of the medieval past. Crucially, Vilhelm Grønbach’s
multi-volume work Vor Folkeæt I Oldtiden (The Cultures of the
Teutons) imagined an ancient Germanic genealogy that ran from
Tacitus through the Middle Ages.
Get your history fix in one place: sign up for the weekly TIME
History newsletter
German scholarly work during the eve of the Third Reich then
added to this idea, with authors like Gustav Neckel and
Bernhard Kummer blaming socialism, Jews and class revolutions
for the “decline” of a Germanic race they saw descending from
this Viking past. Another German scholar, Otto Höfler, who
based his work on Grønbach, wrote of the Männerbunde, which
the scholar Stefanie von Schnurbein has described as “all-male
warrior associations in so-called primitive societies.” His take on
Männerbund would become used as an explanation of the past

and current Germanic race, and fueled the idea behind Nazi
groups such as the SS and SA.
After World War II, despite the defeat of the Axis powers, these
ideas didn’t go away. Rather, they saw a resurgence in specific
circles, including various far-right neo-pagan groups, like the
Scandinavian Nordic Resistance Movement, known for their neoNazi violence. Grønbach’s multivolume work, translated and
available online, and the works of his contemporaries have also
influenced current far-right extremists in Europe and North
America.
This neo-pagan resurgence intersects with many facets of
extremism today, from eco-fascism — another term the
Christchurch terrorist invoked — to groups like the Odinists, who
practice a form of white toxic masculinity based on the belief
that the “barbaric” warriors of medieval Northern Europe
functioned as a violent warrior comitatus. Odinists follow a neopagan medieval Scandinavian religion that unacknowledged by
the official Icelandic pagan religion, Ásatrú. The man who is
accused of attacking two teenage girls (one in a hijab) and
murdering Rick Best and Taliesin Myrddin Namkai-Meche in
Portland, Ore., in 2017 has linked himself to the idea of
“Vinland,” the concept of a Viking North America onto which an
imaginary Odinist past has been superimposed.
Nor is this use of Old Norse and Viking “history” limited to
specific alt-right subgroups. In fact, it is a generalized social
fixture in these circles. For example, when researcher Patrik
Hermansson went undercover among the denizens of this world,
he attended “gatherings where extremists drank mead from a
traditional Viking horn and prayed to the Norse god Odin.” The
Viking past contributes to a medieval toolkit of language,
allusion and symbolism used to transmit white supremacist
messages.
Communities of color have in the past fought white supremacist
medieval narratives at the grassroots by spreading their own
counternarratives, from W.E.B. Du Bois creating an AfricanAmerican vision of the medieval past in Dark Princess to the
Asian Americans who pushed back against racist medievalism
during the period of Chinese Exclusion. Scholars and historians
— not just medievalists — must also interrogate their disciplines
from the inside, setting the record straight about medieval race
and the Global Middle Ages.
So far, however, the most widespread, concerted and effective
way to fight back against this historical white supremacist Viking
genealogy has come not from academics or journalists.
Rather, it has come from Taika Waititi, the indigenous Maori
director and writer. His movie Thor: Ragnarok — in which Thor’s
hammer, a medieval item regularly brandished by extremists, is
destroyed — was a multiracial and postcolonial counternarrative
to the white Viking narrative circulating through the alt-right
digital ecosystem. After decades of building up the violent Viking
vision, more such stories will be needed to disrupt this medieval
machine.
Dorothy Kim is an Assistant Professor of Medieval
Literature at Brandeis University. She was a Fulbright
Fellow in Iceland. Contact us at editors@time.com –
*http://time.com/5569399/vikinghistorywhitenationalis
ts/

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------Russia Warns "New World Order" Being Formed
AK: Sun 14/04/2019 2:36 PM
This has actually been going on for a while now, at least 5+
years going back to when Russia, under the explicit invitation of
the Syrians, put Russian troops in Syria to help fight Israel-

backed ISIS terrorists and protect their port at Tartus in Syria.
This, combined with their development of an alternative
international payment system outside of the Jewish Federal
Reserve/BIS system of SWIFT, is what is he is referring to.

28

Sadly, because he [Lavrov] used the phrase "New World Order,
many in the so-called truther movement will rush to judgement
and say, "see, see,
see, Putin and Russia
is owned /controlled
by 'd Jews just like
Trump is. That's why
he called it a New
World Order just like
daddy
Bush
did."
Yep, there are people
like this and whether
they
hail
from
emotionally-driven
people in the religious communities of both Christianity and
Islam or from the more secular communities of identity groups,
many people will not see the bigger and necessitated nuanced
perspective here and that is both the Russians and President
Trump have limitations imposed on them as to how far they can
actually take a narrative. If Lavrov is talking publicly about this
now, that lets us know it's already been done. But notice, he
doesn't seem to gloat over this, just coolly and matter-offactually acknowledges reality.
Trump is very good at Creating and Controlling a National
Narrative on many topics and after the election in 2020, he will
begin one against the financial system we've been hostage to
for a century. Actually, it too has already begun with him
announcing Stephen Moore and now Herman Cain to the Federal
Reserve Board, both of whom have been critics of it and who
both support some kind
of a gold standard at
least
for
settling
international payments.
Whether or not they get
approved
is
another
question but even if they
don't, they are there to
shake up the status quo
a bit and re-focus the narrative in the public forum.
"Q" has said "Gold will destroy the FED." And, "enjoy the show."
***

Russia Warns "New World Order" Being Formed

By Tyler Durden Sat, 04/13/2019 - 15:00
Authored by L.Todd Wood via Tsarizm.com,
Russian Foreign Minister Sergei Lavrov declared today
that the Western, liberal model of society is dying, and a
new world order is taking its place.
Lavrov made the comments at his annual meeting with students
and professors at the Foreign Ministry’s Diplomatic Academy,
reported Russian state news agency TASS.
“The Western liberal model of development, which particularly
stipulates a partial loss of national sovereignty – this is what our
Western colleagues aimed at when they invented what they
called globalization – is losing its attractiveness and is no
more viewed as a perfect model for all. Moreover, many
people in the very western countries are skeptical about it,”
Lavrov said.
According to him, global development is guided “by processes
aimed at boosting multipolarity and what we call a polycentric
world order.”
“Clearly, multipolarity and the emergence of new centers
of power in every way requires efforts to maintain global
stability and search for a balance of interests and
compromises, so diplomacy should play a leading role
here,” Lavrov went on to say.
“Particularly because there are a lot of issues that require
generally acceptable solutions."
These include regional conflicts, international terrorism, food
security and environmental protection. This is why we believe
that only diplomacy can help make agreements and reach
sustainable decisions that will be accepted by all.
“The US and its allies are trying to impose their
approaches on others,” Lavrov noted.
“They are guided by a clear desire to preserve their centurieslong dominance in global affairs although from the economic and
financial standpoint, the US – alone or with its allies – can no
longer resolve all global economic and political issues,” he said.
“In order to preserve their dominance and recover their
indisputable authority, they use blackmail and pressure.
They don’t hesitate to blatantly interfere in the affairs of
sovereign states.”
*https://www.zerohedge.com/news/2019-04-13/russiawarns-new-world-order-being-formed

_________________________________________
>>From the 2008 Archive<<
Älteste Familie der Welt lebt im Harz - In 3.000 Jahren nicht umgezogen
Seit unglaublichen 120 Generationen leben die
Huchthausens in einem kleinen Ort im niedersächsischen
Harz. Sie gelten als die älteste Familie der Welt
Manfred
Huchthausen
betrachtet
in
der
Iberger Tropfsteinhöhle
die Nachbildung eines
seiner Vorfahren, der
vor 3.000 Jahren hier
gelebt hat.

Im Urlaub war Manfred
Huchthausen
schon
lange
nicht
mehr.
„Wenn ich überhaupt mal die Koffer packe, dann nur
meiner Frau zuliebe“, sagt der Berufsschullehrer, streicht
sich zufrieden über den weißen Stoppelbart und faltet
gemütlich die Hände auf dem Bauch. Der zweifache
Familienvater will einfach nicht weg aus seinem kleinen
Förste, einem beschaulichen Dörfchen an den Ausläufern
des niedersächsischen Harzes. In den dunklen Wäldern

des Tales hat er schon als Kind gespielt. Viele Fragen hat
er sich seither in seinen 62 Lebensjahren gestellt. Aber
nie die Frage, ob er jemals seinen Heimatort verlassen
sollte.
So ging es auch seinem Vater. Und seinem Großvater.
Und seinem Urgroßvater. Und vor ihnen mindestens 120
weiteren Generationen der Familie. Die Huchthausens
leben nachweislich seit unglaublichen 3.000 Jahren in
diesem Tal. Sie sind damit die älteste Familie der Welt.
Als alteingesessene Familie galten die Huchthausens in
ihrer Heimat schon immer. Dass aber ihre Wurzeln so
weit in die Vergangenheit zurückreichen, erfuhren
Manfred, seine Frau Friederike und die beiden Söhne erst
vor ein paar Jahren durch einen Zufall. Archäologen
hatten in der nahen Lichtensteinhöhle die Knochen von
Menschen aus der Bronzezeit entdeckt – nur zwei
Kilometer vom Wohnhaus der Huchthausens entfernt.
Wenn nicht die mächtigen Bäume im Garten die Sicht
verstellen würden, könnte man die Höhle sogar vom
Wohnzimmerfenster sehen.
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Die menschlichen Funde waren für die Forschung ein
großer Glücksfall. Fast alle Toten aus der Bronzezeit
wurden vor der Bestattung eingeäschert. Nur die Körper
aus dieser kleinen Höhle im Harz blieben aus ungeklärten
Gründen
unversehrt.
Die
Analyse
des
Erbguts
übernahmen Wissenschaftler vom Institut für Zoologie
und Anthropologie der Universität Göttingen. Sie
verglichen das Erbgut der Toten zudem mit den
Ergebnissen der DNA-Proben von Familien aus der
Region.
Lesen Sie auf der nächsten Seite, warum das historische
Erbe der Familie jetzt in Gefahr ist.
„Das Ergebnis hat mich umgehauen“, erinnert sich
Manfred Huchthausen an das Schreiben per Post: Das
Erbgut von rund 160 Einwohnern aus Förste lässt
verwandtschaftliche Beziehungen zu den Menschen aus
der Höhle vermuten. Aber nur bei zweien grenzt die
Wahrscheinlichkeit an Sicherheit – einer davon ist
Manfred Huchthausen. Bei keiner anderen Familie auf der
Welt konnten bislang Beziehungen belegt werden, die so
lange in die Vergangenheit reichen.
„Es war für mich ein sehr ergreifender Moment, den
jahrtausendealten Schädel meines Urahns zu sehen.“
Dieser Vorfahre war vielleicht sogar der Herrscher des
kleinen Tals. Denn die Forscher entdeckten an seinen Knochen keinerlei Spuren von Abnutzung oder Karies. Ein
Zeichen dafür, dass diese Menschen vergleichsweise gut
aßen und möglicherweise andere für sich arbeiten ließen.
„Seither hat sich hier viel geändert“, sagt Manfred
Huchthausen mit einem Lachen. Und noch etwas stellten
die Archäologen anhand des Erbguts fest: Wirklich
sesshaft waren nur die männlichen Vorfahren des 62Jährigen. Die Frauen kamen stets von außerhalb ins Tal.
„Das ist bis heute so“, sagt er, „meine Frau habe ich
auch in Hannover kennengelernt.“
Warum die Huchthausens so lange an einem Ort blieben
und damit zur ältesten Familie der Welt wurden, lässt
sich
nur
vermuten.
„Ein
Grund
könnten
die
Salzvorkommen in der Gegend sein. Der Name des
Flüsschens Salza, das sich seit Jahrtausenden durch die
Felder schlängelt, deutet auf reiche Vorkommen in der
Region hin. „Wahrscheinlich hat dieses Handelsgut den
Unterhalt meiner Vorfahren gesichert.“
Die unglaublich lange Verbindung der Huchthausens zu
ihrem kleinen Tal ist allerdings in Gefahr. Den 22jährigen Sohn Volker zieht es ebenso wie dessen Bruder
in die Ferne. Die beiden jungen Männer lebten zwar
gerne in Förste – „aber berufliches Weiterkommen ist
ihnen wichtiger“, sagt Vater Manfred fast entschuldigend.
„Salz könnte sie jedenfalls heute nicht mehr ernähren.“
Damit wäre der Mann mit dem grauen Stoppelbart und
dem gemütlichen Wesen nach 3.000 Jahren der Letzte
des Huchthausen-Clans im Harz.
Stefan Prinz ist Redakteur bei der Neuen Osnabrücker
Zeitung
*https://www.cicero.de/kultur/3000-jahrennicht-umgezogen/47627

Villagers are descendants of
caveman
July 23, 2008 — 11.15am
For the first time, German scientists have used genetic
fingerprinting technology to prove that residents of a
modern-day village are the direct descendants of a

caveman who lived in the same hilly region 3,000 years
ago.
German scientists from the University of Goettingen
matched a DNA sample from the bones of a skeleton
found in a cave in the Harz Mountains of central Germany
to two middle-aged men in the nearby village of
Nienstedt.
The two men, Manfred Huchthausen, a 58-year-old
teacher, and Uwe Lange, a 48-year-old surveyor, were
only casual acquaintances until scientists told them they
were in fact family relatives and direct descendants of a
man who lived more than 120 generations ago.
"We used to play in these caves as children," says Lange.
"I don't think I would have set foot in them, if I had
known that my great-great-great whatever ancestor was
buried there."
In fact, 40 paleolithic
skeletons were discovered
along
with
crude
implements
and
ritual
funereal items in the cave,
part of a labyrinth of
caverns and fissures in the
Harz Mountains near the
town of Osterode. The
rugged peaks, misty valleys and dense forests of the Harz
Mountains are the setting for many of the classic German
fairytales collected by the Brothers Grimm in the 19th
Century.
Until recent years, it was thought that the inhospitable
terrain had prevented human habitation until only about
1,000 years ago. But researchers from Goettingen
University discovered dozens of skeletons in the Osterode
cave complex in 1980. Carbon-dating proved that the
remains were 3,000 years old.
Some of the skeletons were covered in calcium deposits
created through centuries of water dripping from
stalactites. The calcium deposits miraculously preserved
the
bones'
molecular
structure,
according
to
anthropologist Susanne Hummel.
Last year, Dr Hummel was able to extract usable genetic
material from the jawbone and molars of adult male's
remains.
"It was incredible good luck," Hummel says. "The genetic
material was as fresh as three-day old blood or semen
specimens which forensic scientists collect at crime
scenes."
Hummel's team of researchers issued a public appeal for
volunteers among long-time residents of the area. Some
300 local people came forward and agreed to have the
researchers use cotton swabs to collect genetic samples
from oral mucous membranes.
"Sure enough, we found two positive matches," Hummel
says. "They matched up 100 per cent positive. The results
would stand up in a court of law in a paternity case."
Lange and Huchthausen have become local celebrities
and photos of them posing next to a wax figure made
from the skull of their ancient ancestor have been
published in every newspaper in Germany.
"He does look a bit like me," Huchthausen said of the wax
dummy which is on exhibit at the local Lichtenstein
Caverns Museum and Gift Shop. The actual caverns are
too dangerous to enter. But the museum offers a mock-up
of the cave site replete with replica cave dwellers.
When the human remains were first discovered in 1980, it
was theorised that the cave dwellers might have been
cannibals or at least have engaged in human sacrificial
rites. It was assumed that the sacrificial victims' bodies
had been interred together.
But Hummel's genetic DNA testing revealed that most if
not all of the remains were related by blood.
"It is clear that this was a sort of family crypt, perhaps
for some clan chieftain and his extended family," Hummel
says. "They were buried together because they belonged
together, not because they were the victims of some
sacrificial rite."
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Huchthausen and Lange recently held a family reunion
and Lange says, "I have to admit that I do now see a
family resemblance."
Hummel says she is certain that if the genetic testing
were expanded to a larger sample, there would be
countless thousands of descendants, scattered possibly
around the world.
"It was only a fluke of good fortune that we found two
bloodlines which had never strayed very far from this
cave which was their ancestral home."
*https://www.smh.com.au/world/villagersaredescendan
ts-of-caveman-20080723-3jmy.html

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

Uncovering the ultimate family tree
By Tristana Moore BBC News, Goettingen
Thursday, 21 August 2008 09:25 UK

Manfred Huchthausen, a 58-year-old teacher,
proudly showed me around his well-tended garden.
"Isn't it beautiful?" he asked, pointing to the lush
flower bed and immaculate lawn.
"But I know that you want to see the cave, don't
you? I'll show you," he said, chuckling.
The Lichtenstein Cave is a short drive away from
Manfred's village, deep in the Harz mountains.
This is the spot where Manfred's relatives, dating back
3,000 years, were buried. The cave remained hidden
from view until 1980, and it was only later, in 1993, that
archaeologists discovered 40 Bronze Age skeletons.
The 3,000-year-old skeletons were in such good
condition that anthropologists at the University of
Goettingen managed to extract a sample of DNA. That
was then matched to two men living nearby: Uwe Lange,
a surveyor, and Manfred Huchthausen, a teacher. The
two men have now become local celebrities.
"It's odd, standing here in the same area where my
ancestors were buried. I felt really strange when I had
the bones, the skull of my great-great-great grandfather
dating back 120 generations, in my hands," said
Manfred.
*
‘I didn't expect it at all, to end up being the direct
descendant of the cavemen’ - Manfred Huchthausen
*
"I can't describe it, the hairs on the back of my neck
stood on end. It wasn't exactly a nice feeling, but it was
an incredible experience that I won't ever forget. The
3,000-year-old bones are so far removed from our lives
today, and these 120 generations, that's so long ago," he
said.
"We have no idea what happened during this time, we
don't know what happened to these people," he added.
Unique pattern

At her lab at the University of Goettingen, Susanne
Hummel, an anthropologist, has all the skeletons stored
in a freezer.
As she carefully removed the plastic wrapping, she
explained the research project.
"It is a unique discovery. While we were examining the
prehistoric bones of the male individuals, we found
genetic patterns which are unique," Dr Hummel said.
"We wanted to find out whether these genetic patterns
were still present in the living population of this area, so
we put an advert in the local paper and we asked people
to take part in our project - 270 people came forward.
We were very surprised that so many wanted to help us.
"The local residents had to give a sample of saliva. We
extracted DNA from the saliva and looked for the genetic
patterns on the Y chromosome. In the end, we found two
men who have a very similar genetic pattern to the
prehistoric one, and that genetic pattern is unique," she
added.
The analysis showed that most of the bones were from
the same family.
"I saw the advert in the paper and I thought it was an
interesting idea," said Manfred.
"They took a sample of saliva using cotton wool buds,
they put it in a plastic tube and then sealed it. The
scientists also had their mouths covered to prevent any
mixing of the DNA samples," he said.
"I didn't expect it at all, to end up being the direct
descendant of the cavemen. It's amazing, especially as
on that particular day I had such a dry mouth, I thought
the DNA sample wouldn't work," he said.
Family tree
But do Uwe Lange and Manfred Huchthausen resemble
one another?
"The two men don't really look alike," Dr Hummel said.
"Your appearance is determined by both parents, by the
mother and father. We were investigating the Y
chromosome, from father to son, in our project. It's a
modern phenomenon that we move around… In the old
days, people normally lived and stayed in the same place
where they were born," she said.
And what about Manfred, does he think he looks like his
Bronze Age ancestors?
"I definitely think the shape of the head is similar to the
caveman, but after 3,000 years and 120 generations, I'm
sure personalities have changed," Manfred said.
Manfred Huchthausen is planning to organise a Bronze
Age feast and party in his village.
Claiming to have the longest proven family tree in the
world, he says he is now determined to find out more
about his ancestors.
*http://news.bbc.co.uk/go/pr/fr//2/hi/europe/757092
8.stm

________________________________________________

Wagner comes home to Leipzig, Fri 12th April 2019
The magnificent opera
house
on
the
Augustusplatz, home to
Opera
Leipzig
and
inaugurated in 1960
with a performance of
Die Meistersinger von
Nürnberg

The historic Saxon city of Leipzig boasts a musical
pedigree like none other and is gearing up for an
unprecedented celebration of its most famous musical
son

No city on earth boasts such strong links to music’s
greatest personalities as Leipzig does. Johann Sebastian
Bach flourished here, Robert Schumann studied here and
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Felix Mendelssohn established the prototype for
Germany’s modern musical life here. None of those
figures was actually born in the city. But the most iconic
German composer of all was. On May 22, 1813, Leipzig
saw the arrival of a baby boy soon christened Richard,
the ninth child of a police actuary named Carl Wagner.
Luckily for Richard Wagner – and for the generations who
followed him – Leipzig was and remains far more than a
musical museum. It is a musical powerhouse whose
institutions have long set examples for Germany, Europe
and the world. As a boy, Wagner attended the school
associated with one
of Europe’s oldest
musical institutions:
the St Thomas’s Boys
Choir,
founded
in
1212
and
once
trained by Bach. The
choir still offers up
liturgical
performances in the
glorious surroundings
of
St
Thomas’s
Church every Friday and Saturday.
Above and below - Scenes from Opera Leipzig’s 2015
production of Siegfried, the third music drama in opera’s
greatest tetralogy, Der Ring des Nibelungen (Tom
Schulze)

Accompanying
those
performances
are
members of the only
orchestra in the world
that still plays weekly in
a church, a concert hall
and an opera house: the
Leipzig
Gewandhaus
Orchestra. One of the
most
historic
and
distinguished orchestras
in
Europe,
the
Gewandhaus
Orchestra
can lay claim to a
unrivalled tradition and a
distinctively dense, clean
sound, described in an
interview
with Gramophoneby the
conductor
Riccardo
Chailly
–
a
former
Gewandhauskapellmeister – as an ‘incredible wave.’
When not playing in one of Germany’s most striking
modernist concert halls, the Gewandhaus Orchestra is
resident at the third-oldest operatic institution in Europe:
Opera Leipzig. The company’s home for the past six
decades has been the opera house on Augustusplatz,
which opened with a performance of Wagner’s Die
Meistersinger von Nürnberg in 1960. It was on this very
site
that
Wagner
saw
a
production
of
Beethoven’s Fidelio in 1827 and vowed to follow in that
composer’s footsteps.
Wagner went on to change the course of musical history
like no opera composer before or since. He remains the

most controversial and adored figure in musical history.
‘Wagner is the modern artist par excellence,’ wrote
Friedrich Nietzsche, some time after he met the
composer in Leipzig. In the second decade of the 21st
century, Wagner’s 10 mature operas appear to speak to
us with ever more power, passion and relevance. As
greed and power-lust envelops certain quarters of the
world,
Wagner’s
great critique
of
hubris
and
materialism, Der Ring des Nibelungen, has never felt
more relevant.
In 2016 Opera Leipzig completed its ‘magnificent’
(Bachtrack) new production of The Ring, conducted by
the house’s General Music Director Ulf Schirmer – the
first new Ring cycle seen in the city for over 40 years.
This spring the company presents its Ring complete in a
concentrated cycle across five days.
Any performance of Wagner’s Der Ring des Nibelungen is
an overwhelming and transformative experience, whether
for committed Wagner fans or for newcomers to his
world. But the proud Saxon city of Leipzig won’t stop
there. As a prelude to the full Ring, Opera Leipzig is proud
to unveil a new production of Wagner’s first mature
opera, Der
fliegende
Holländer,
just
two
nights
before The Ring’s opening and in a new production by
Michiel Dijkema, a great favourite at the company
following
treasured
productions
of Faust, Tosca and Rusalka.

The addition of Der fliegende Holländer to Opera Leipzig’s
repertoire is more than incidental. It will set the company
on course to being the only such institution in the world
with Wagner’s entire mature operatic output in its
repertory. By the summer of 2022, Opera Leipzig and Ulf
Schirmer will be ready to present all those masterpieces
on stage in the space of three weeks, with a star cast of
conductors and singers. With the exception of The Ring,
whose four operas will be presented together, the works
will be performed in the order in which they were
written. Thus, in 2022, the annual Leipzig Richard
Wagner Festival will be an event without precedent and
like none other in the world.
For a few years now, Germans have been talking about
‘hypezig’: a new energy in the city brought about by
Leipzig’s thriving universities and resurgent visual arts
scene. Not for nothing is the Saxon city referred to as the
new Berlin. Nor is it the first time Germany’s centre of
gravity has shifted to this historic town, which in 1989
became the seat of the Peaceful Revolution that reunified
Germany. In the spring of 2019 and the summer of
2022, there can be no doubt that Leipzig is the place to
be for anyone who takes their music seriously.
Further information on ticket sales is available
at wagner22.com
*https://www.gramophone.co.uk/feature/wagnercomes-home-to-leipzig
***

***On 20 April we remember Adolf Hitler’s
Birthday, and we recall that one of his great loves
was Richard Wagner’s music, and he also cherished
a deep fondness for Winifred Wagner and her
family. ***

___________________________________________________
More critical musings – be careful, there’s danger ahead!
Don’t challenge the science justifying the belief because it could hurt someone’s feelings:
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An astronomy “landmark” - whatcha smokin’, Albert?

The US Government's Indictment of Julian Assange Poses Grave Threats to Press Freedoms
Written by Glenn Greenwald & Micah Lee
Friday April 12, 2019
The indictment of Julian Assange unsealed today by the Trump
Justice Department poses grave threats to press freedoms, not
only in the US but around the world. The charging document
and accompanying extradition request from the US Government,
used by the UK police to arrest Assange once Ecuador officially
withdrew its asylum protection, seeks to criminalize numerous
activities at the core of investigative journalism.
So much of what has been reported today about this indictment
has been false. Two facts in particular have been utterly
distorted by the DOJ and then misreported by numerous media

organizations.
The first crucial fact about the indictment is that its key
allegation – that Assange did not merely receive classified
documents from Chelsea Manning but tried to help her crack a
password in order to cover her tracks – is not new. It was long
known by the Obama DOJ and was explicitly part of Manning’s
trial, yet the Obama DOJ – not exactly renowned for being
stalwart guardians of press freedoms – concluded it could not
and should not prosecute Assange because indicting him would
pose serious threats to press freedom. In sum, today’s
indictment contains no new evidence or facts about Assange’s
actions; all of it has been known for years.

33

The other key fact being widely misreported is that the
indictment accuses Assange of trying
to help Manning obtain access to
document databases to which she
had no valid access: i.e., hacking
rather than journalism. But the
indictment alleges no such thing.
Rather, it simply accuses Assange of
trying to help Manning log into the
Defense Department’s computers
using a different user name so that
she could maintain her anonymity while downloading documents
in the public interest and then furnish them to WikiLeaks to
publish.
In other words, the indictment seeks to criminalize what
journalists are not only permitted but ethically required to do:
take steps to help their sources maintain their anonymity. As
long-time Assange lawyer Barry Pollack put it: “the factual
allegations…boil down to encouraging a source to provide
him information and taking efforts to protect the identity
of that source. Journalists around the world should be
deeply troubled by these unprecedented criminal
charges.”
That’s why the indictment poses such a grave threat to press
freedom. It characterizes as a felony many actions that
journalists are not just permitted but required to take in order to
conduct sensitive reporting in the digital age.
But because the DOJ issued a press release with a headline that
claimed that Assange was accused of “hacking” crimes, media
outlets mindlessly repeated this claim even though the
indictment contains no such allegation. It merely accuses
Assange of trying to help Manning avoid detection. That’s not
“hacking.” That’s called a core obligation of journalism.
The history of the case is vital for understanding what actually
happened today. The US Government has been determined to
indict Julian Assange and WikiLeaks since at least 2010, when
the group published hundreds of thousands of war logs and
diplomatic cables revealing numerous war crimes and other acts
of corruption by the US, the UK and other governments around
the world. To achieve that goal, the Obama DOJ empaneled a
Grand Jury in 2011 and conducted a sweeping investigation into
WikiLeaks, Assange and Manning.
But in 2013, the Obama DOJ concluded that it could not
prosecute Assange in connection with publication of those
documents because there was no way to distinguish what
WikiLeaks did from what the New York Times, the Guardian and
numerous media outlets around the world routinely do: namely,
work with sources to publish classified documents.
The Obama DOJ tried for years to find evidence to justify a claim
that Assange did more than act as a journalist – that he, for
instance, illegally worked with Manning to steal the documents –
but found nothing to justify that accusation and thus never
indicted Assange (as noted, the Obama DOJ since at least 2011
was well aware of the core allegation of today’s indictment –
that Assange tried to help Manning circumvent a password wall
so she could use a different user name – because that was all
part of Manning’s charges).
So Obama ended eight years in office without indicting
Assange or WikiLeaks.
Fair Use Excerpt. Read the entire article at The Intercept.

--------------------------------------------Julian Assange’s Long History Of Alleged AntiSemitism

Aiden Pink, April 12, 2019
WikiLeaks director Julian Assange is currently in police custody
in London awaiting possible extradition to the United States,
after spending almost seven years inside the Ecuadorian
embassy. He is being charged with conspiracy to commit
computer intrusion in connection with Chelsea Manning’s leak of
more than 750,000 American military and government
documents.

Assange is one of the most notorious and controversial global
figures of the 21st century. But what many may not know is
that he has long been dogged by allegations of anti-Semitism,
despite the fact that some of his most loyal employees and
public defenders are themselves Jewish.
Employing a Holocaust denier
For years, Wikileaks employed an anti-Semitic Holocaust denier
who goes by the name Israel Shamir. Shamir has claimed that
Jews perpetrate a mind control conspiracy and “asked God to
kill, destroy, humiliate, exterminate, defame, starve, impale
Christians, to usher in Divine Vengeance and to cover God’s
mantle with blood of goyim.” Assange long denied that Shamir
was on the WikiLeaks payroll, but a former WikiLeaks employee
confirmed it in a 2013 tell-all article.
A Jewish conspiracy?
In 2011, Ian Hislop, the editor of the British magazine Private
Eye - which combines Onion-like satire with investigative
journalism - interviewed Assange about Shamir and other antiSemitism issues that had begun to pop up around WikiLeaks.
According to Hislop, Assange named a number of British
journalists who were apparently part of a conspiracy against him
- all of whom, Assange allegedly said, “are Jewish.” In fact, one
of the people he listed was not Jewish, and when Hislop pointed
this out, Assange reportedly replied, “forget the Jewish thing.”
Assange claimed that he was misquoted by Hislop, who
admitted that he took no notes of the conversation but stood by
his reporting.
(((Suspicious tweets)))
Assange is widely believed to operate the @wikileaks Twitter
account himself. In July 2016, the account published a series of
tweets apparently mocking Jews who had appropriated the antiSemitic “echoes” meme of putting parentheses around Jewish
names.
“Tribalist symbol for establishment climbers? Most of our
critics have 3 (((brackets around their names))) & have
black-rim glasses. Bizarre,” went one tweet. Many of the
tweets were deleted later that day, and the Wikileaks
account denied there was any anti-Semitic intention.
This was not the first time the WikiLeaks account sent a tweet
criticized for anti-Semitism: In 2015, the account blamed “the
Jewish pro-censorship lobby” when a cartoonist for the French
satire magazine Charlie Hebdo was put on trial for publishing
anti-Semitic cartoons.
Leaked messages
A major leak of messages in 2018 from the WikiLeaks
organization’s internal chat system showed Assange again
bringing up the Jewish heritage of a critical journalist. Referring
to Associated Press reporter Raphael Satter, Assange wrote in
2016, “He’s always ben a rat. But he’s jewish [sic] and engaged
with the ((()))) issue.”
He compared himself to Nazi victims
The WikiLeaks website’s online shop in 2016 sold a t-shirt with
the words “first they came for Assange” - an allusion to the
famous Martin Niemoller poem about the Nazi Party’s rise to
power.
That year, Assange also refused to deny that the death of Seth
Rich - a Democratic National Committee staffer who died in
2016 in what police believe was likely a botched robbery - may
have been connected to WikiLeaks’ massive dump of DNC
emails.
““We’re not saying that Seth Rich’s death necessarily is
connected to our publications — that’s something that needs to
be established,” Assange told Fox News. “(But) this organization
will go after anyone who may have been involved in some kind
of attempt to coerce or possibly, in this kill a potential source.”
Rich was Jewish, and many of the conspiracy theories
surrounding his death had anti-Semitic overtones.
Aiden Pink is the deputy news editor for the Forward. You
can reach him at pink@forward.com or on Twitter,
@aidenpink

*

https://forward.com/news/world/422505/julianassange-wikileaks-anti-semitism/
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