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Benton "Ben" Lawrence Bradberry 

*October 25, 1937 – +September 25, 2019 

Benton L. Bradberry served as an officer and 

aviator in the U.S. Navy from 1955 to 1977, from 

near the beginning of the Cold War to near its end. 

His generation was inundated with anti-German 

propaganda and “Holocaust” lore. Then, in his role 

as a naval officer and pilot, he was immersed in 

anti-Communist propaganda and the war psychosis 

of the Cold War era. He has had a life-long 

fascination with the history of this period and has 

read deeply into all aspects of it. He also saw much 

of Europe during his Navy years and has travelled 

widely in Europe since. A natural skeptic, he long 

ago began to doubt that the “propaganda” told the 

whole story. He has spent years researching “the 

other side of the story” and has now written a book 

about it. The author is a graduate of the Naval Post 

Graduate School in Monterey, California with a 

degree in Political Science and International 

Relations. 

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

Benton (Ben) Lawrence Bradberry died on 

Wednesday, September 25, 2019 shortly before his 

82nd birthday. Handsome and charming until the 

end, Ben passed surrounded by the family he loved 

so much. Even as the cancer and medicines took 

over his mind and body, he put on a brave face and 

enthusiastically greeted the many people who 

wanted to pay their respects.  

The people who called, wrote and visited all had a 

story or two of how Ben had touched their lives. His 

generosity, intellect and candor were widely known 

and respected, if not always agreed with. He was 

known to love a good debate and delighted in 

taking unpopular positions! Ben lived by his own 

rules. He fought authority and he paved his own 

way. And if you said he couldn’t do it; he would 

show you that he could. Paraphrasing the immortal 

words of Frank Sinatra “He did it his way.”  
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He was amazed at the improbability of a poor boy 

from the backwoods of Monroe LA accomplishing all 

that he had. After enlisting in the Navy, he became 

an Officer and Pilot in the US Navy with no college 

education or family support, eventually earning a 

degree and achieving high honors, from the Naval 

Postgraduate School. After the military he and his 

first wife of 24 years, Marge Bradberry, built a very 

successful real estate business in Jacksonville, 

Florida and then, in his next improbable career, 

became the owner of a high performing dental 

business that he managed with his current wife of 

25 years, Morika Bradberry. In both cases his 

entrepreneurial skills, willingness to take risk and, 

as he always said, marrying the right women led to 

his success.  

As everyone who knew Ben would attest, he felt his 

most important accomplishment were his five 

children, four with Marge and his adopted son with 

Morika, that all went on to pursue professional 

careers and start families of their own and was 

subsequently blessed with seven grandchildren. 

Nothing made him happier than spending time with 

them and making sure they had everything they 

needed. His generosity to his family knew no 

bounds.  

Ben left this world way before he was ready. His 

love for life, his family and his passion for writing, 

politics and world events kept him fully engaged. 

His family is blessed to have been left the gift of his 

life story in the book “Puttin’ on Airs” as well as a 

second book focused on his historical passion, the 

events that led up to and after World War II, “The 

Myth of German Villainy”, later translated into 

French and German. He was writing his third book 

when he was diagnosed with cancer and sadly, he 

was unable to finish it. 

Ben was born October 25, 1937 

in Oak Grove, Louisiana to 

Lawrence and Laverta [Ruffin] 

Bradberry (later Sharbono), the 

second oldest son of ten 

children. Ben is survived by his 

wife, Mariya (Morika) 

Bradberry; children Nicole 

Bradberry (Tracy Buchanan), 

Jennifer (Mike) DiFazio, John 

(Linh) Bradberry, and Tim Bradberry; grandchildren 

Emily Spitler, Jack Spitler, Allison Holland, Mitchell 

Holland, Olivia Holland, Mia Spitler, and James 

Bradberry; siblings Helen, Gay, Kay, Brenda, Virgil, 

Robert, Jack, Joe. He is predeceased by his eldest 

son Benton Bradberry Jr. and twin brother Glen 

Bradberry.  
For those who would like to attend a celebration of Ben’s 
life, his family will be hosting a gathering to celebrate his 
life and say goodbye. It will be held at 1:00 PM, Saturday, 
October 5, 2019 at Hardage-Giddens Oaklawn Chapel, 
4801 San Jose Blvd., Jacksonville, FL 32207. All are 

welcome! 
*https://www.dignitymemorial.com/obituaries/jacksonv

ille-fl/benton-bradberry-8868310  
 

TRIBUTE/MEMORIAL  
Rest in Peace to Benton Bradberry, Author, THE MYTH OF GERMAN VILLAINY 

 
* https://wordery.com/the-myth-of-german-villainy-benton-l-bradberry-9781477231838 

https://www.dignitymemorial.com/obituaries/jacksonville-fl/benton-bradberry-8868310
https://www.dignitymemorial.com/obituaries/jacksonville-fl/benton-bradberry-8868310
https://wordery.com/the-myth-of-german-villainy-benton-l-bradberry-9781477231838
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Neither Kaiser Wilhelm nor Adolf Hitler 

wanted war. Both WWI and WWII were thrust 

upon Germany by the Allied powers. 

Germany’s great sin was emerging too late as 

a consolidated nation-state and upsetting the 

long established balance of power scheme in 

Europe. The already established great powers, 

Britain, France and Russia, joined together in 

1914 to destroy this new rival. When Germany 

rose phoenix-like from the ashes of WWI to 

again become a great power, they finished. 

the job with World War II. The deliberate 

destruction of Germany during the Second 

World-War can only be compared to the 

Roman destruction of ancient Carthage, and it 

was done for the same reason — to destroy a 

commercial rival. The “official” history of 

World Wars I & II, the story we learned in 

school, is a myth. 

As the title “The Myth of German Villainy” 

indicates, this book is about the 

mischaracterization of Germany as history’s 

ultimate “villain“. The “official” story of 

Western Civilization in the twentieth century 

casts Germany as the disturber of the peace 

in Europe, and the cause of both World War I 

and World War II, though the facts don’t bear 

that out. 

During both wars, fantastic atrocity stories 

were invented by Allied propaganda to create 

hatred of the German people for the purpose 

of bringing public opinion around to support 

the wars. The “Holocaust” propaganda which 

emerged after World War II further solidified 

this image of Germany as history’s ultimate 

villain. But how true is this “official” story? 

Was Germany really history’s ultimate villain? 

In this book, the author paints a different 

picture. He explains that Germany was not the 

perpetrator of World War I nor World War II, 

but instead, was the victim of Allied 

aggression in both wars. The instability 

wrought by World War I made the 1917 

Bolshevik Revolution in Russia possible, which 

brought world Communism into existence. 

Hitler and Germany recognized world 

Communism, with its base in the Soviet Union, 

as an existential threat to Western, Christian 

Civilization, and he dedicated himself and 

Germany to a death struggle against it. Far 

from being the disturber of European peace, 

Germany served as a bulwark which 

prevented Communist revolution from 

sweeping over Europe. The pity was that the 

United States and Britain did not see 

Communist Russia in the same light, 

ultimately with disastrous consequences for 

Western Civilization. The author believes that 

Britain and the United States joined the 

wrong side in the war.   
* https://www.amazon.com/Myth-German-Villainy-
Benton-Bradberry/dp/1477231838/  

******** 
JIM RIZOLI INTERVIEWS BENTON BRADBERRY, Jan 

2016 

*https://www.bitchute.com/video/ZNixS4jcTI55/  

*https://www.bitchute.com/video/XuSx3gJL8ioI/   
 

BRIAN RUHE INTERVIEWS BENTON BRADBERRY 

*Part 1 – Dec 6, 2018 

https://www.bitchute.com/video/9uB1glDdbo0/ 

*Part 2 – Dec 7, 2018 

https://www.bitchute.com/video/1Izu6b_wHYk/ 

*Part 3 – Dec 2018 

https://www.bitchute.com/video/xBGwBmKaIGRc/ 
 

JIM FETZER INTERVIEWS BENTON BRADBERRY 

*Part 1 – June 16, 2018 
https://www.bitchute.com/video/OWTcUbjbCTz9/ 

*Part 2 – June 16, 2018 
https://www.bitchute.com/video/CfcKMOkNMUcV/ 

 

JEFF RENSE INTERVIEWS BENTON BRADBERRY, 
Oct 8, 2018 

*https://www.bitchute.com/video/S0q5RP16B3OV/  
 

DEANNA SPINGOLA INTERVIEWS BENTON 
BRADBERRY, Dec 1, 2018 

*https://www.bitchute.com/video/aOXUO7sisr4H/ 

******** 

DIANE KING’s brief comment: 

This is ONE of THE most --- if not THE MOST --- 

important books concerning WWII and the truth 

COVERED by the controlled media minions 

concerning history before and after WWII (why we 

are where we are today) in general and specifically 

the rationale for the CONSTANT vilifying of 

Germans from even before WWI. This book will 

help you to see EXACTLY WHY understanding the 

plight of the Germans was AND IS key to 

understanding world history.  You'll never be the 

same again. Truly THIS BOOK - THE MYTH OF 

GERMAN VILLAINY will ROCK YOUR WORLD.  

______________________________________________________ 
 

https://www.amazon.com/Myth-German-Villainy-Benton-Bradberry/dp/1477231838/
https://www.amazon.com/Myth-German-Villainy-Benton-Bradberry/dp/1477231838/
https://www.bitchute.com/video/ZNixS4jcTI55/
https://www.bitchute.com/video/XuSx3gJL8ioI/
https://ccfiile.us20.list-manage.com/track/click?u=c85a50ad2d483852a8afcfdf6&id=77595ba06f&e=46ee720689
https://ccfiile.us20.list-manage.com/track/click?u=c85a50ad2d483852a8afcfdf6&id=240712252c&e=46ee720689
https://ccfiile.us20.list-manage.com/track/click?u=c85a50ad2d483852a8afcfdf6&id=17d8df9563&e=46ee720689
https://ccfiile.us20.list-manage.com/track/click?u=c85a50ad2d483852a8afcfdf6&id=bf13dd78f1&e=46ee720689
https://ccfiile.us20.list-manage.com/track/click?u=c85a50ad2d483852a8afcfdf6&id=4361fd536f&e=46ee720689
https://ccfiile.us20.list-manage.com/track/click?u=c85a50ad2d483852a8afcfdf6&id=ca281aa888&e=46ee720689
https://ccfiile.us20.list-manage.com/track/click?u=c85a50ad2d483852a8afcfdf6&id=6ba4ffadef&e=46ee720689
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For some TRUTH = Antisemitism/ Holocaust Denialism/Racism/NAZISM 

******** 
Bigots who fear the TRUTH are blinded by HATE! 

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

>>The Future does not belong to Globalists<< 

 
POTUS, Donald Trump addresses United Nations General Assembly, 24 September 2019 – targets China 

and Iran, protects Israel … 
* https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=fQXgCcmgav0  

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------  
China's Giant $400 Billion Iran Investment Complicates U.S. Options 

 

******** 

Supreme Leader Ayatollah Ali 

Khamenei, right, meets with Chinese 

President Xi Jinping in Teheran,..Office 

of the Iranian Supreme Leader via AP 

2016 

******** 

*https://www.forbes.com/sites/arielcohen/2019/09/19/chinas-giant-400-billion-iran-investment-snubs-
trump/#7aebbfed84d1 

_______________________________________________________________________________________ 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=fQXgCcmgav0
https://www.forbes.com/sites/arielcohen/2019/09/19/chinas-giant-400-billion-iran-investment-snubs-trump/#7aebbfed84d1
https://www.forbes.com/sites/arielcohen/2019/09/19/chinas-giant-400-billion-iran-investment-snubs-trump/#7aebbfed84d1
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“The Necessity of Anti-Semitism” 

Andrew Joyce, Ph.D. September 27, 2019 

 
“There has always been an abyss between Europeans and 
Semites, since the time when Tacitus complained about 
the odium generis humani.” 

Heinrich von Treitschke, Ein Wort über unser Judenthum, 
1879. 

In 1989, the Jewish screenwriter and journalist 

Frederic Raphael was invited to deliver the 25th 

Anniversary Lecture at the University of 

Southampton’s Parkes Institute for the study of 

Jewish/non-Jewish relations. Founded by Rev Dr 

James Parkes (1896–1981), a neurotic Church of 

England minister who made a career out of the 

promotion of philo-Semitism in Christianity and the 

promotion of guilt narratives among Christians (in 

1935 he was both celebrated by Jews and targeted 

for assassination by National Socialists), the 

Institute quickly became a hub for the production 

of scholarly-appearing pro-Jewish propaganda. 

Rather than offering objective analyses of 

Jewish/non-Jewish relations, the Institute furthered 

the familiar narrative that Jews were the blameless 

and catastrophic victims of an entirely irrational 

European hatred. Raphael, given the honor of 

addressing the 25th anniversary of this project, 

opted on the appointed evening to be a witty 

gadfly, choosing “The Necessity of Anti-Semitism” 

as the title of his address. It could be the title of a 

book, said Raphael, one that could sit in the Parkes 

Institute library but for the fact it had never been 

written, and did not exist. 

In the meandering speech that followed, Raphael 

explored the putative contents of this imaginary 

book, suggesting its potential arguments, and what 

they might say about the author and about 

European culture. Confirming the opinions of 

everyone present, Raphael offered the assurance 

that although this ghostly and ghastly book did not 

exist, such a haunting product would not be out of 

place on a continent where anti-Semitism is “a 

constant and essential working part of Europe’s 

somber and unreformed logic.”[1] For Raphael and 

his smug audience, “The Necessity of Anti-

Semitism” lay only in its utility in salving the 

pathological European mind. Anti-Semitism was in 

fact extremely illogical and, in a moral sense, 

completely unnecessary. 

Since reading Raphael’s speech several years ago, 

The Necessity of Anti-Semitism has, in a sense, 

haunted me too. As a single book, of course, it 

does not exist. But it perhaps has existed, after a 

fashion, in the thousands of tracts, pamphlets and 

books on the Jewish Question that have been 

written by Europeans over many centuries. In this 

collected body of anti-Semitic apologetics, one 

finds The Necessity of Anti-Semitism inflected in 

varying religious, political, and social hues. But 

what would the book look like if it was in fact 

written today? How could any author distill the 

various aspects of the Jewish Question into a single 

volume? In the essay that follows, part literary 

experiment, part historiography, I want us to join 

Raphael in imagining that this spectral book exists, 

even if our approach is rather different. 

I imagine our author to introduce his volume with 

the broad case for The Necessity of Anti-Semitism, 

namely the presence of Jews and their influence in 

the four primary cultures of White decline: the 

Culture of Critique, the Culture of Tolerance, the 

Culture of Sterility, and the Culture of Usury. 

The Culture of Critique 

The section titled ‘Culture of Critique’ is a both a 

nod to the work of Kevin MacDonald, and an 

expansion upon the same. Setting out this section, 

our author might recall the notorious remark of the 

Jewish historian Louis Namier (1888–1960) when 

asked why he did not deal with Jewish history: 

“The Jews do not have a history, they have a 

martyrology.” It is this martyrology that lies at the 

heart of the Culture of Critique. Whereas almost 

every nation possesses a history that is in most 

respects objective, the Jews alone possess a mere 

quasi-history, riddled with mythic and esoteric self-

deceptions that give psychological permission for 

the most clannish and subversive of social 

behaviors and the most hostile of attitudes towards 

other peoples. The Culture of Critique, a kind of 

cultural revenge inspired by the Jewish 

martyrology, is the clearest expression of the 

corrosive nature of the disastrous Jewish/non-

Jewish relations so mourned by the woefully 

misguided Rev James Parkes. 

In the Jewish mind, the corrosive nature of their 

interactions with European peoples has always 

taken on a heroic aspect. The ruse is played out, 

for themselves and us, that in these interactions we 

see a unique and virtuous questioning by 

‘insiders/outsiders’ uniquely and helpfully placed to 

show Western culture its own flaws. Jews believe 

themselves to possess special talents in this 

respect, and maybe in a perverse sense they do, 

https://www.theoccidentalobserver.net/author/andrew-joyce/
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/James_Parkes_(priest)
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/James_Parkes_(priest)
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but in any case, in their great charade they break 

us down to “benefit” us. David Dresser and Lester 

Friedman, Jewish scholars of the media, maintain 

the position that Jewish filmmakers have a unique, 

untainted objectivity because of their Jewishness. 

They write that “Jewish artists’ marginality allows 

them a vantage point denied other, more culturally 

absorbed, creative thinkers.”[2] This compares 

remarkably well with a writer in the Times of Israel 

who, commenting on the activities of the Jewish 

politician Alan Shatter in destroying the legal 

supports of the family in Ireland, has argued that 

Shatter’s Jewishness “appeared to put him at an 

advantage, freeing him from the baggage that 

weighed on his Catholic counterparts.” Just like the 

Frankfurt School, these cultural heroes know us 

better than we know ourselves, which allows them 

to help us see that we are irrational and evil, 

bigoted and in need of Jewish redemption. We are 

constantly and warmly assured by our Jewish 

helpers that this process is undertaken for the 

West’s own good. They free us from our “baggage.” 

In truth, this process is undertaken for our 

destruction. The Critique, having no coherent 

objectives beyond the will to decay, never ends. It 

never ceases the search for novel and unsullied 

corners of Western culture to drag through the 

mud. The ‘Rabbi’s Speech’ from Hermann 

Goedsche’s Biarritz (1868) is a work of fiction, but 

it drew on a multitude of facts and instincts. In the 

Jewish cemetery of Prague, Goedsche’s Rabbi 

addresses a secret nocturnal meeting of thirteen 

Jewish elders, promising they shall “extirpate all 

belief and faith in everything that our enemies the 

Christians have venerated up to the present and, 

using the allurements of the passions as our 

weapon, we shall declare open war on everything 

that people respect and venerate.” 

The direction here is accurate, but Goedsche didn’t 

get everything right. There are no clandestine 

midnight meetings, no gatherings of Elders of Zion, 

but instead a shared instinct defending shared 

interests in a spirit of bitterness and, in reality, the 

Culture of Critique is not a declaration of open war, 

but the pursuance of war disguised as friendship, 

as medicine, as liberation. Boas tore down Western 

cultural confidence while claiming to set Westerners 

free from the errors and burdens of chauvinism. 

Freud perverted everything that was sacred about 

sex and marriage, and called it a cure. Marx called 

on the workers of the world to unite, and unite 

them he did — in the lines for food, in the gulags, 

and in the mass graves of a starved Ukraine. War 

has been noisily and bloodily waged, but it has 

been only silently and subversively declared. 

And still they wage it, even if they’ve already 

toppled “everything that people respect and 

venerate.” The churches are infiltrated, 

vanquished, mocked and disdained. The history of 

Christianity has been put through the Jewish 

intellectual meat grinder, and emerges today only 

as a tale of persecutions and slavery. It is a shell, 

co-opted for endless tolerance. Even discounting 

religion, no notable Western historical figure has 

survived the Culture of Critique. And when our 

uniquely insightful Jewish helpers tired of toppling 

reputations, they used their ethnic proxies to start 

toppling statues, removing names, and burning 

portraits. No aspect of Western culture was to be 

left standing. Its science, philosophy and moral 

systems were mocked, derided, and savaged, with 

every sonnet, concerto, and technological 

innovation leading obscurely but somehow 

definitely to a World War II camp in Poland where 

to this day, we are earnestly told, no birds sing. 

Except that I’ve visited what remains of this camp, 

and the birds do sing. There is no magic there. 

Time does not stand still. The children, forced to be 

there by their schools, laugh and scrawl graffiti on 

old bunks and doors, while adults, clearly worried 

that someone is watching them, do their best to 

appear solemn and moved rather than cold and 

bored. 

Our author might concur, pointing out in The 

Necessity of Anti-Semitism that this particular 

camp is the jewel in the crown of the Jewish 

martyrology, and perhaps even the engine of the 

most advanced form of the Culture of Critique. 

Almost 55 years after it was written, Jerzy 

Kosiński’s The Painted Bird is now back in the 

news. It’s a memoir about his experiences around 

this same notorious wartime Polish camp, and it is 

replete with child-rape, bestiality, and pornographic 

depictions of violence including the feeding of a 

man’s eyes to pet cats. It’s also a long-exposed 

fraud, a fanciful pastiche of Kosiński’s own 

psychosexual fantasies. This hasn’t stopped it 

recently being made into a film that is being 

roundly applauded by critics, nor has the fact it has 

induced viewers to vomit, faint, and remove 

themselves from movie theaters. Perhaps, in the 

age of the Culture of Critique, many Whites have 

learned to love being told how evil they are 

towards Jews, taking each condemnation like a 

dose of welcome medicine. Joanna Siedlecka, a 

journalist and author of writers’ biographies, 

studied the life of Kosiński and concluded “[The 

Painted Bird] 

has nothing to 

do with 

Kosiński’s real 

childhood; he 

invented those 

horrors, while 

he himself experienced only good, while the 

villagers took the risk to hide his whole family. (…) 

Kosiński is still treated as a victim, even though we 

now know a lot more about his biography. We 

know Poles didn’t torment him.” 

 

https://www.timesofisrael.com/israel-may-finally-have-some-luck-with-the-irish/
https://www.theoccidentalobserver.net/2017/11/10/thoughts-on-decolonization-as-an-anti-white-discourse/
https://www.thefirstnewscom/article/from-painted-bird-to-ugly-bird-what-is-the-truth-behind-kosinskis-acclaimed-autobiography-6377
https://www.thefirstnewscom/article/from-painted-bird-to-ugly-bird-what-is-the-truth-behind-kosinskis-acclaimed-autobiography-6377
https://www.thefirstnews.com/article/grotesquely-violent-adaptation-of-the-painted-bird-sees-audiences-flee-screening-but-critics-loved-it-7571
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Our author might point out in The Necessity of 

Anti-Semitism that the example of Kosiński and the 

Poles is wholly commensurate to the historical 

relationship between Jews and Europeans. A 

biographer of these two peoples can attempt to 

show the reality of the situation, but the Jew “is 

still treated as a victim.” And this “victim” elevates 

himself to the position of moral arbiter and arch 

critic. Armed with their very own sadomasochistic 

historical pastiche, Jewish activists direct the 

Critique into action for what one assumes to be a 

Racial Endgame. They deny this, of course, and call 

it a wicked conspiracy theory. But in reality, they 

are like the proverbial Irishman who denies he 

stole the bucket, adding the indignant criticism that 

it had a hole in it anyway. The Jews vigorously 

deny any role in the decline of Western culture, 

adding indignantly that Western culture is rotten, 

sick, racist, bigoted, and irrational anyway. Their 

denial is a form of admission. This is the essence of 

the Culture of Critique. 

The Culture of Tolerance 

This section might open with the remark that the 

Culture of Tolerance is itself a child of the Culture 

of Critique. When did Jews first start calling for 

Whites to abolish themselves in their own lands? 

Our author might argue that they began right at 

the first Jewish entry into European culture — not 

European lands, but European culture Isn’t it Moses 

Mendelssohn (1729–1786) who is often held up as 

the first “assimilated” Jew, the first real Jewish 

intellectual who wanted to be ‘part of German 

culture’ and who advocated for “tolerance”? Well, 

what did Mendelssohn, the first “German of the 

Jewish faith,” actually ask Europeans to do? That 

much is clear, and a matter of historical record. He 

impudently and impatiently asked, “For how long, 

for how many millennia, must this distinction 

between the owners of the land and the stranger 

continue? Would it not be better for mankind and 

culture to obliterate this distinction?”[3] [emphasis 

added]. 

And there we have it — the very first Jewish 

intrusion into Western culture was accompanied by 

a call for the obliteration of borders and the 

migration and settlement rights of “the stranger.” 

 

From the very beginning of Jewish activism in 

Western culture, it was in the interest of Jews to 

undermine the position of the owners of the land 

and to promote “tolerance.” It was Mendelssohn’s 

1781 work, On the Civil Amelioration of the 

Condition of the Jews, that is said to have played a 

significant part in the rise of “tolerance” in Western 

culture But tolerance, despite all the glowing 

propaganda, is a curious word. Place it in a medical 

context, and tolerance means “the immunological 

state marked by unresponsiveness to a specific 

toxin or other foreign substance which induces an 

immune response in the body, especially the 

production of antibodies.” 

And isn’t this exactly what Mendelssohn prescribed 

almost two and half centuries ago— that the 

owners of the land should be “unresponsive,” 

suppressing all natural “immune responses” even in 

the face of intruding toxins? We have to ask 

ourselves how tolerance ever became regarded as 

a virtue. The answer is that it became a virtue in 

the context of the Jewish intrusion into Western 

culture. 

The Culture of Tolerance is now more than two 

centuries old. It matured slowly, but there can be 

little doubt that it has now come of age. Kevin 

MacDonald’s work has conclusively demonstrated 

that Jewish groups organized, funded and 

performed most of the work aimed at combating 

America’s 1924 immigration law, toppling it finally 

in 1965 Brenton Sanderson has shown that Jewish 

intellectual movements and ethno-political activism 

were pivotal in ending the White Australia policy — 

a policy change opposed by the vast majority of the 

Australian population. I have written on how Jews 

were conspicuous in the dramatic changes in 

Britain’s citizenship, race, and speech laws from the 

1950s to the 1980s. A Jewish Minister for Justice 

transformed Ireland’s citizenship process, opening 

the country up to Africans and Pakistanis. Today, 

Jews dominate the mass migration NGO scene, 

demonstrably holding executive roles at the 

International Rescue Committee, International 

Refugee Assistance Project, the Immigrant’s Rights 

division of the American Civil Liberties Union 

(ACLU), National Immigration Justice Center, Equal 

Justice Works, The Immigrant Defense Project, 

National Immigration Law Center, Lawyer’s 

Committee for Civil Rights Under the Law, 

Northwest Immigrants Rights Project, the Asylum 

Advocacy Project, Refugee Council USA, the New 

York Civil Liberties Union, American Immigration 

Council, The Immigrant Learning Center, the Open 

Avenues Foundation, the Political 

Asylum/Immigration Representation (PAIR) Project, 

Central American Legal Assistance, Halifax Refugee 

Clinic, and the UK Refugee Law Initiative. The 

migration policy advisor for the U.S. Conference of 

Catholic Bishops is not a Catholic, but a Jewish 

woman. 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Moses_Mendelssohn
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Moses_Mendelssohn
https://www.theoccidentalobserver.net/2014/01/28/the-jewish-war-on-white-australia-continues/
https://www.theoccidentalobserver.net/2014/11/20/jews-multiculturalism-and-the-war-on-free-speech-a-too-case-file/
http://www.unz.com/article/become-other-than-white-ireland-and-radical-jewish-activism/
http://www.unz.com/article/jewish-involvement-in-contemporary-refugee-and-migrant-organizations/
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Third World mass migration into Europe and the 

West is a Jewish project. It has been curated by 

Jews, promoted by Jews, explained and excused by 

Jews. It is driven by a Jewish need, as old as 

Mendelssohn’s tract and perhaps older, to 

dispossess the owners of the land and open up that 

land to the stranger in the name of tolerance. 

Much like the Culture of Critique, Jews offer us the 

Culture of Tolerance in the guise of friendship. With 

broad grins and mellifluous tones, they assure us 

that we are doomed if we don’t obliterate “the 

distinction between owners of the land and the 

stranger.” After all, haven’t we been helpfully 

informed that our own culture is worthless, bigoted, 

illusory, tainted, and morally bankrupt? Why not 

import an array of new, vibrant cultures? That way 

we can experience a more exciting life and, what’s 

more, it would go some way to proving ourselves 

morally acceptable to our Jewish friends, the 

innocent martyrs of humanity. And we should listen 

to them primarily because their advice makes 

perfect sense. After all, we need unemployable 

Africans to fund our pensions, Islamic terrorists to 

care for our ageing populations, and millions more 

people in our countries in order to solve our 

housing crises. We need floods of cheap labor to 

increase our wages. We need poorly trained foreign 

sex criminals to staff our hospitals, perform our 

surgeries, and nurse us back to health. We need to 

tolerate the burqa to demonstrate how profoundly 

feminist we’ve become as a society. We need to 

express our patriotism by denying we exist as a 

people. We need more speech-gagging laws to 

ensure freedom. And, most importantly of all, we 

need to become a less racist society by eliminating 

Whites everywhere. 

Our helpful friends deliver these messages to us in 

a number of ways. When they are feeling generous, 

they simply bombard us with screen garbage, 

portraying multiculturalism on film in a manner 

entirely divergent from the way it plays out in 

reality. Jewish cinematic magic is a form of cultural 

alchemy. Take Black crime and low academic 

achievement, dip it in Hollywood, and muggers and 

rapists are transformed into educated Black “love 

interests” fawned over by nubile blondes. Or, take 

the stability and tranquility of the White middle-

class family, dip it in Hollywood, and what now 

emerges is a claustrophobic den of neuroticism, 

control and bigotry 

When our Jewish friends are feeling less generous, 

they force their way into your child’s school 

curriculum, and when they are angered they 

remove your right to free speech and imprison you. 

On the other hand, if you try to impede Jewish 

particularism by, for example, banning one of their 

tribal rites such as circumcision, the lesson of the 

ADL’s threats to the sovereign nation of Iceland 

shows that blackmail, slander, and unrelenting 

economic warfare are equally deployable tools in 

their armory. In this example, of course, we’re 

back to the Irishman and the bucket. The Jews 

deny they have outsized influence, adding that if 

you make that accusation again, their little club in 

New York will bring your entire country to its 

knees. 

While the Culture of Tolerance is in full swing, one 

lingering problem is that White babies, for now, 

keep coming. Here our author might begin the third 

section of his book. 

The Culture of Sterility 

Jews are everywhere in the Culture of Sterility, an 

appropriate term for what the world’s leading 

scholars have described as the “rapid increase” in 

“levels of childlessness in most European 

countries”[4] Our author could start with the fact 

the oral contraceptive was invented by the Jew 

Gregory Goodwin Pincus, but really Jews have 

everywhere in the West been, to use the Jewish 

historian Howard Sachar’s own words, “pioneers in 

the underground contraceptives industry.”[5] By 

plan, co-ordination, or raw instinct, Jews have 

accumulated in those areas toxic to the White birth 

rate — contraception, abortion, divorce laws, and 

the promotion of pornography, homosexuality, 

gender confusion, and promiscuity. 

The pioneers of abortion clinics, birth control 

literature for couples, and birth control policy 

measures in America were, according to one 

scholar, “Anna Samuelson in the Bronx; Olga 

Ginzburg and Rachelle Yarros in Chicago; Sarah 

Marcus in Cleveland; Nadine Kavinoky and Rochelle 

Seletz in Los Angeles; Esther Cohen and Golda 

Nobel in Philadelphia; Hannah Stone, Marie 

Warner, Cheri Appel, Anna Spielgeman, Naomi 

Yarmolinsky, Bessie Moses in Baltimore, Elizabeth 

Kleinman in Boston, and Lena Levine in New York, 

Hannah Seitzwick-Robbins in Trenton, and Lucile 

Lord-Heinstein in Massachusetts.”[6] All of these 

women were Jews. Stone was particularly 

influential, working closely with Sanger and 

producing key birth control texts like Contraceptive 

Methods of Choice (1926), Therapeutic 

Contraception (1928), Contraception and Mental 

Hygiene (1933), and Birth Control: A Practical 

Survey (1937). 

In the 1920s and 1930s, the primary lawyer for 

Margaret Sanger, the non-Jewish public face of the 

pro-abortion and birth-control movement in New 

York, was the Jew Morris Ernst. And when Sanger 

decided to move for Federal birth control 

legislation, she wrote to Rabbi Stephen Wise in 

1931 asking him to use Jewish political influence 

and his own extensive list of political contacts to 

help make it happen, a request he happily 

obliged.[7] Of course, Sanger had married a Jew, 

and according to one biographer “surrounded 

herself with Jewish colleagues and friends.”[8] 

https://www.theoccidentalobserver.net/2018/08/29/bad-medicine-ii-the-escalating-problem-of-third-world-doctors/
https://www.theoccidentalobserver.net/2018/08/29/bad-medicine-ii-the-escalating-problem-of-third-world-doctors/
https://www.theoccidentalobserver.net/2014/01/07/making-america-as-user-friendly-to-jews-as-possible-the-anti-defamation-league-and-the-indoctrination-of-our-youth/
https://www.theoccidentalobserver.net/2014/01/07/making-america-as-user-friendly-to-jews-as-possible-the-anti-defamation-league-and-the-indoctrination-of-our-youth/
https://www.theoccidentalobserver.net/2014/11/20/jews-multiculturalism-and-the-war-on-free-speech-a-too-case-file/
https://grapevine.is/news/2018/03/22/american-anti-defamation-league-speaks-up-about-circumcision-ban/
https://enwikipedia.org/wiki/Gregory_Goodwin_Pincus
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In fact, Jewish influence is so tightly bound up with 

the origins of abortion in America that historian 

Daniel K. Williams has characterized the abortion 

debate of the 1930s as a “religious conflict because 

nearly all the doctors speaking out against abortion 

were Catholic while the most vocal proponents of 

abortion legalization were Jewish.”[9] Williams adds 

the fact “Reform Jewish rabbis also became early 

leaders in the abortion law liberalisation 

movement.”[10] The link between Jewish 

organizations and the more sordid (and often 

Jewish-dominated) corners of the medical 

profession came into stark relief during 

investigations into illegal abortions in the 1940s 

and 1950s, when the crossover was such that, 

according to historian Leslie J. Reagan, local 

authorities in New York, found “pro-birth control 

and Jewish organisations of particular interest.”[11] 

By the time Pincus developed the Pill, he was 

sufficiently aware of the potential for birth control 

and Jewish activism to be linked in the popular 

mind that he deliberately selected John Rock, a 

Catholic, rather than Abraham Stone and Alan 

Guttmacher, long-term colleagues and leaders of 

the birth control movement, to develop a 

contraceptive regimen in women, in order to avoid 

“anti-Semitic stigma.”[12] 

The same pattern has been repeated in every other 

Western nation. Alan Shatter may have acted as 

chief propagandist for birth control legislation in 

Ireland in the 1970s, but even a century before 

Shatter’s actions a member of the Irish clergy 

reported: 

There arrived in town a Jew with a lorry [ … ] and 

he started selling contraceptives made up as pencil 
holders . … Someone told the parish priest about 
the traffic . …  He notified the police who could do 
nothing. He then set up a court of his own and tried 
him and fined him £10. The Jew paid £10 and 
cleared out.[13] 

In New York, Jews like Moses Jacobi and Morris 

Glattstine were particularly influential and 

conspicuous in the sale of illicit contraceptives and 

in the underground abortion scene as early as the 

1870s.[14] Similarly, during the late nineteenth 

century, “Jews were among the leaders of the 

revolution in birth control in southern Germany.”[15] 

In interwar Germany, according to scholar Harriet 

Freidenreich, “Jewish women physicians played a 

very prominent role in the campaign to legalise 

abortion. … Jewish women physicians were 

disproportionately involved in the sex reform 

movement that promoted more widespread 

availability of birth control. They were very visible 

in the dissemination of contraceptive devices.”[16] 

In the Polish Second Republic, the central pioneer 

of sexual education, contraception, the promotion 

of homosexuality, and abortion was Irena 

Krzywicka (née Goldberg). As well as founding Liga 

Reformy Obyczajów (The League to Reform Mores), 

Krzywicka wrote for the influential journal 

Wiadomosci literackie (Literary News) where she 

argued the case for civil unions, easy divorce, 

easily accessible contraception, female “sexual 

liberation,” and abortion.[17] In his Antisemitism 

and Its Opponents in Modern Poland, historian 

Robert Blobaum points out that the “anti-Semitic 

press” in Poland made the link between Jews and 

“the spread of birth control literature” as well as 

pornography, but is notably shy of discussing 

Krzywicka’s career or that of her many Jewish 

colleagues.[18] Ronald Modras notes that even the 

Polish birth control movement’s non-Jewish leaders 

stood out for their “philosemitism.”[19] 

In France, the main body behind the legalization of 

contraception and abortion was Choisir (To 

Choose), founded by the Jewish lawyer Gisèle 

Halimi, and the relevant legislation was finally 

passed by the Jewish Minister of Health Simone Veil 

(born Simone Jacob).[20] In the United States, of 

course, Roe v. Wade was effectively the product of 

activism by the National Association for the Repeal 

of Abortion Laws, founded by the Jew Bernard 

Nathanson. Nathanson worked closely on abortion 

legislation activism with Jewish feminist Betty 

Friedan, until he experienced an apparently 

legitimate crisis of conscience in the late 1970s and 

subsequently converted to Catholicism. By that 

date, he had personally performed more than 

60,000 abortions, later explaining in an interview: 

“We fed a line of deceit, of dishonesty, of 

fabrication of statistics and figures; we coddled, 

caressed, and stroked the press. … We were calling 

ourselves pro-abortionists and pro-choice. In fact 

we were abortifiers: those who like abortion” And 

Jews certainly like abortion. According to Pew data, 

Jews have a higher rate of support for abortion 

than any other religious group in America. In fact, 

Jews enjoy limiting the fertility of other populations 

so much that in 2013 Israel admitted giving birth 

control to incoming Ethiopian migrants without 

their consent. 

 

Our author might linger on the subject of birth 

control and abortion only because the prevalence of 

Jews in other areas of the Culture of Sterility is now 

so well-documented. Jewish involvement in early 

sexology, through influential figures like Albert 

Moll, Iwan Bloch, Magnus Hirschfeld, Albert 

https://www.theoccidentalobserver.net/2019/08/30/become-other-than-white-ireland-and-radical-jewish-activism/
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Irena_Krzywicka
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Irena_Krzywicka
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Gis%C3%A8le_Halimi
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Gis%C3%A8le_Halimi
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Simone_Veil
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Bernard_Nathanson
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Bernard_Nathanson
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Betty_Friedan
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Betty_Friedan
https://www.bmj.com/rapid-response/2011/11/03/how-abortion-movement-started-deceit-and-lies-dr-nathanson
https://forward.com/opinion/393168/why-are-jews-so-pro-choice/
https://www.independent.co.uk/news/world/middle-east/israel-gave-birth-control-to-ethiopian-jews-without-their-consent-8468800.html
https://wwwtheoccidentalobserver.net/2015/12/26/the-assault-on-gender-and-the-family-jewish-sexology-and-the-legacy-of-the-frankfurt-school-part-one/
https://wwwtheoccidentalobserver.net/2015/12/26/the-assault-on-gender-and-the-family-jewish-sexology-and-the-legacy-of-the-frankfurt-school-part-one/
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Eulenberg, Hermann Joseph Lowenstein, Julius 

Wolf, Max Marcuse, and Eduard Bernstein, was 

universally concerned with the need for “tolerance” 

and social pluralism. What they in fact promoted 

were pathological sexual aberrations, distant from 

reproduction and toxic to social cohesion. 

Hirschfeld, probably the originator of “Love is Love” 

propaganda, had “subverted the notion that 

romantic love should be orientated toward 

reproduction,” arguing instead for the acceptance 

of homosexual lifestyles and hedonistic, non-

reproductive, sexual relations in general.[21] 

Here it is worth stressing that Jews have not 

accumulated in the promotion of “tolerance” for 

homosexuals, gender-benders, abortion-seekers, 

and transvestites because they genuinely believe in 

the “rights” or “worth” of these people. Rather, 

Jews see in these people traits that it wishes to 

promote in the population at large and recruit them 

to the Culture of Tolerance. Society never really 

accepted homosexuality and transgenderism, but 

rather society itself first became ‘homosexual’ in its 

traits before it could tolerate actual homosexuals 

and transgenders. As the West became 

progressively more childless, promiscuous, 

hedonistic, and brimming with delusional self-

confidence, the differences between the normal and 

the abnormal narrowed, and there appeared fewer 

reasons to continue to deny ‘equality.’ Societies 

with demographic concerns will have harsh 

penalties for both homosexuality and 

abortion/infanticide. The West, celebrating both, is 

in demographic free fall but, ignorant of the 

profound implications of this racial death, its people 

are actually in the process of indulging a culture 

cultivated for their demographic assassination. 

Homosexuality has never been more tolerated. 

Abortion has never been easier and less 

stigmatized. And Whites have never been closer to 

leaving the stage of history. 

Promiscuity has replaced the pushchair. A glance at 

the modern generation of Whites of child-bearing 

age is sobering. Rates of sexually transmitted 

disease in America have never been higher. 

According to senior physicians, the U.K is heading 

for a “sexual health crisis.” The same phenomenon 

has been reported in Australia, Canada, Ireland, 

France, and Germany. Meanwhile, the Gatestone 

Institute reports that: “Abortion has recently 

assumed epic proportions in countries such as 

Sweden or France. In France, there are 200,000 

abortions a year. To put things in perspective, 

there are in France around 750,000 births a year. 

France, therefore, is aborting 20% of its 

babies/fetuses/embryos/cell clusters — choose 

according to your personal convictions — each 

year.” You can be sure it isn’t French Muslims who 

are aborting their babies by the hundred thousand, 

and this perhaps explains why they’ve been telling 

the Archbishop of Strasbourg that “France will be 

theirs one day.” 

In The Population Bomb (1968), the Jewish 

biologist Paul Ehrlich wrote that the best method to 

reduce population is the legalization of abortion. 

That was without considering the effect of birth 

control or the broader Culture of Sterility that 

glorifies perverted, empty, childless visions of 

“love.” When Europeans began to legalize both 

birth control and abortion 40 years ago, a few 

years after Roe vs. Wade (1973), the Catholic 

Church warned of the risk of Europe entering into a 

“morbid civilization.” This is what we now inhabit. 

The Culture of Usury 

In a West gone wildly materialistic, it can be 

difficult to see the extent of Jewish usury. When 

you mention Jewish moneylenders to most people, 

the response normally relates to the Middle Ages. 

But Jewish usury is alive and well in modernity, and 

entire countries are in debt to Jewish financiers, 

who then pass on some of their wealth to Jewish 

organizations dedicated to the promotion of the 

three other cultures of White decline (Critique, 

Tolerance, Sterility). Paul Singer, of the Jewish 

“investment fund” has been described by 

Bloomberg as “The World’s Most Feared Investor,” 

but really he’s the world’s most feared exploiter of 

debt. The Democratic Republic of Congo owes 

Singer and his Jewish colleagues $90 million, 

Panama owes him $57 million, Peru owes him $58 

million, and Argentina owes him $1.5 billion. When 

payments have been late, Singer seized and 

detained the flagship of the Argentinian Navy, and 

when South Korea put up a fight to prevent him 

getting control of Samsung, he drove the nation’s 

President to impeachment and imprisonment. 

While these activities may appear very high-level, 

and distant from the reality of day-to-day life 

(unless you are a citizen of the Congo and Singer is 

blackmailing you for payment by withholding 

essential work on your water supply), Singer and 

his Jewish financial clique have a hand in almost 

every purchase you make, and every war your 

country wages. Singer, his son Gordin, and their 

colleagues Zion Shohet, Jesse Cohn, Stephen Taub, 

Elliot Greenberg and Richard Zabel, have a foothold 

in almost every country, and have a stake in every 

company you’re likely to be familiar with, from 

book stores to dollar stores. With the profits of 

exploitation, they fund the Culture of Sterility, 

boost Zionist politics, invest millions in security for 

Jews, and promote wars for Israel. Singer is a 

Republican, and is on the Board of the Republican 

Jewish Coalition. He is a former board member of 

the Jewish Institute for National Security Affairs, 

has funded neoconservative research groups like 

the Middle East Media Research Institute and the 

Center for Security Policy, and is among the largest 

funders of the neoconservative Foundation for 

Defense of Democracies. He was also connected to 

http://edition.cnn.com/2016/10/20/health/std-statistics-record-high/index.html
http://www.independent.co.uk/life-style/health-and-families/health-news/gonorrhoea-syphilis-sti-statistics-uk-sexual-health-crisis-warning-a7120761.html
http://www.abc.net.au/news/health/2017-08-16/why-are-stis-on-the-rise-in-australia/8774378
http://www.cbc.ca/news/health/sexually-transmitted-infections-seniors-1.3607533
http://www.independent.ie/irish-news/health/massive-spike-in-stis-in-ireland-ahead-of-peak-transmission-season-35022271.html
http://www.ibtimes.co.uk/syphilis-rates-men-surging-across-europe-50-increase-uk-france-germany-1561113
http://www.ibtimes.co.uk/syphilis-rates-men-surging-across-europe-50-increase-uk-france-germany-1561113
https://www.ined.fr/fr/tout-savoir-population/chiffres/france/avortements-contraception/avortements/
https://www.ined.fr/fr/tout-savoir-population/chiffres/france/avortements-contraception/avortements/
https://www.insee.fr/fr/statistiques/serie/000436391
http://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-4689148/Archbishop-says-higher-Muslim-birthrate-changing-France.html
http://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-4689148/Archbishop-says-higher-Muslim-birthrate-changing-France.html
https://www.newyorker.com/magazine/2018/08/27/paul-singer-doomsday-investor
https://www.forbes.com/sites/afontevecchia/2012/10/05/the-real-story-behind-the-argentine-vessel-in-ghana-and-how-hedge-funds-tried-to-seize-the-presidential-plane/
https://www.forbes.com/sites/afontevecchia/2012/10/05/the-real-story-behind-the-argentine-vessel-in-ghana-and-how-hedge-funds-tried-to-seize-the-presidential-plane/
https://www.bloomberg.com/graphics/2017-elliott-management/
https://www.bloomberg.com/graphics/2017-elliott-management/
https://www.theguardian.com/business/2018/apr/28/waterstones-paul-singer-elliott-secretive-wizard
https://www.theguardian.com/business/2018/apr/28/waterstones-paul-singer-elliott-secretive-wizard
https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/the-fix/wp/2013/05/03/meet-the-billionaire-hedge-fund-manager-quietly-shaping-the-gop-gay-marriage-debate/
http://thejewishvoice.com/2018/11/07/hedge-fund-manager-paul-singer-to-donate-1m-for-security-of-jewish-sites-in-nyc/
http://thejewishvoice.com/2018/11/07/hedge-fund-manager-paul-singer-to-donate-1m-for-security-of-jewish-sites-in-nyc/
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the pro-Iraq War advocacy group Freedom’s Watch. 

Another key Singer project was the Foreign Policy 

Initiative (FPI), a Washington D.C.-based advocacy 

group that was founded in 2009 by several high-

profile Jewish neoconservative figures to promote 

militaristic U.S. policies in the Middle East on behalf 

of Israel and which received its seed money from 

Singer. 

Although Singer was initially anti-Trump, and 

although Trump once attacked Singer for his pro-

immigration politics (“Paul Singer represents 

amnesty and he represents illegal immigration 

pouring into the country”), Trump is now 

essentially funded by three Jews—Singer, Bernard 

Marcus, and Sheldon Adelson, together accounting 

for over $250 million in pro-Trump political money. 

In return, they want war with Iran. Employees of 

Singer’s firm, Elliott Management, were one of the 

main sources of funding for the 2014 candidacy of 

the Senate’s most outspoken Iran hawk, Sen. Tom 

Cotton (R-AR), who urged Trump to conduct a 

“retaliatory strike” against Iran for purportedly 

attacking two commercial tankers. These 

exploitative Jewish financiers have been clear that 

they expect a war with Iran, and they are lobbying 

hard and preparing to call in their pound of flesh. 

As one political commentator put it, “These donors 

have made their policy preferences on Iran plainly 

known. They surely expect a return on their 

investment in Trump’s GOP.” When Adelson and 

Singer first made overtures to Marco Rubio, Trump 

tweeted that Rubio would be their “puppet” Trump 

has now taken money from the same 

puppetmasters, but has thus far refused to go “all 

the way” with their demands, even firing John 

Bolton, a favorite of the Jewish triad. How the latter 

will proceed in the face of Trump’s defiance on the 

matter remains to be seen. 

 
The Intersection of the Culture of Usury and the Culture 
of Zio-Wars: Paul Singer, Bernard Marcus, and Sheldon 
Adelson 

The Jewish triad behind Trump is a perfect example 

of the role of Jewish finance and the Culture of 

Usury in sustaining and advancing Jewish power 

and influence in contemporary society. Singer 

embodies usury and vulture capitalism, while 

Bernard “Home Depot” Marcus is symptomatic of 

bloated consumerism, and Adelson represents the 

sordid commercial exploitation of vice (gambling). 

There is nothing productive in the economic activity 

of any of these figures, their vast accumulations 

arising from sociopathic parasitism, ethnic 

nepotism, and the will to cultural decay. 

We feel this decay lower down the scale, since we 

live in a society of conspicuous consumption, 

funded by ever-escalating household debt. 

Everywhere, people buy things they don’t need 

with money they don’t have. Household debt is 

rising yet again in the United States. According to 

the New York Federal Reserve, Americans owe 

$13.86 trillion in household debt, slightly higher 

than the total amount right before the 2008 

financial crisis. In Australia, the household debt to 

income ratio is above 190%, among the highest in 

the developed world. The same situation is seen in 

the U.K. Jews, of course, were involved 

disproportionately in the development of 

department stores, the fashion industry, retailing 

business, and other aspects of the consumer 

society.[22] Jews in late nineteenth-century 

Germany, as they did in several other Western 

countries, initiated the “consumer revolution,” and 

“held, or at least started, the overwhelming 

majority of department stores and clothing and 

fashion houses throughout the country.”[23] Werner 

Sombart remarked at the time that department 

stores were the herald of a new, degenerative 

economic culture, typified by “the anonymous, 

objectifying forces of capitalism and marketing.” 

Contemporary anti-Semites saw these centers of 

the economic culture as “a consuming temple in 

two senses, as both a temple of consumption and a 

temple that consumes — that is, a place of 

destruction, a Moloch even, that greedily devours 

vulnerable customers and neighbouring 

businesses.”[24] 

Today, largely worthless “branded” consumer 

products are overwhelmingly Jewish, are promoted 

via Jewish dominance of the advertising industry, 

and their purchase by consumers is funded by 

Jewish financiers. Calvin Klein, Levi Strauss, Ralph 

Lauren, Michael Kors, Kenneth Cole, Max Factor, 

Estée Lauder, and Marc Jacobs are just some of the 

Jews whose very names have become synonymous 

with debt-fueled consumer culture and the 

subscribing to carefully cultivated fashion fads, 

while Jewish-owned companies like Starbucks, 

Macy’s, the Gap, American Apparel, Costco, 

Staples, Home Depot, Ben & Jerry’s, Timberland, 

Snapple, Häagen-Dazs, Dunkin’ Donuts, Monster 

Beverages, Mattel, and Toys “R” Us have come to 

epitomize the endless and superfluous production 

of garbage for mass consumption on credit. 

The consuming temple of debt-fueled consumerism 

is also linked to the cultures of Critique, Tolerance, 

and Sterility. So-called anti-racism, support for 

gender confusion, and the celebration of mass 

migration and multiculturalism have become 

mainstays of modern advertising as the Racial 

https://wwwpolitico.com/story/2015/11/donald-trump-sheldon-adelson-paul-singer-koch-brothers-215540
https://lobelog.com/trump-has-a-259-million-reason-to-bomb-iran/
https://www.marketplace.org/2019/09/24/what-you-should-know-about-household-debt/
https://uk.reuters.com/article/us-australia-economy-rba/australias-high-household-debt-could-complicate-rate-decisions-central-bank-idUKKCN1VK07Z
https://www.moneyexpert.com/news/credit-card-interest-rates-highest-level-13-years/
https://www.theoccidentalobserver.net/2015/03/07/jews-and-moneylending-a-contemporary-case-file-part-2-of-3/
https://www.theoccidentalobserver.net/2015/03/07/jews-and-moneylending-a-contemporary-case-file-part-2-of-3/
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Endgame nears its conclusion and the West 

commences its death rattle. 

 
You might ask what tortilla chips have to do with sodomy, 
but that’s only because you’re suffering from a tolerance 
deficiency, and the best way to correct that is to admit 
White privilege, buy a Starbucks, and go try on a new pair 
of $200 jeans at Macy’s. 

Conclusion 

Critique, Tolerance, Sterility and Usury have 

converged. This is the necessity of anti-Semitism. 

As much as The Necessity of Anti-Semitism has 

haunted me, so too has the image of Goedsche’s 

Rabbi addressing the graveyard meeting of thirteen 

elders. It haunts me because it appears so 

antiquated and naive, as if the situation could ever 

have been so simple. The reality has always been 

much more profound, and infinitely more 

dangerous. The Jewish Question, such as it might 

exist for Jews, has always amounted to “Is it good 

for the Jews?” For Whites, it should always have 

been “Are the Jews good for us?” An answer might 

be found in their accumulation in their four aspects 

of White decline. Our opposition to this 

accumulation and its associated activities is 

perfectly logical, and morally necessary. 
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Now for some cultural German bashing – anti-Germanism? - but it’s only an expressed opinion by someone who suffers 

from a deficiency syndrome, then projects her abject-sterile value system on to something she cannot understand, 

using sophistry to deconstruct that which causes her to feel inadequate. The German word for this technique is 

Spitzfindigkeit!  

 
Cultural hazardous waste 

After more than 130 years 

since the death of the 

musician, it´s time to 

demystify the work and 

personality of Richard 

Wagner.       Opinion 

Sharon Oppenheimer, 19/08/19 20:50 

I admit: I cannot stand Richard Wagner: neither his 

music nor his worldview, nor the appreciation that 

is shown for this anti-Semitic troll. His music lacks 

the spirituality, the passion, and the human 

warmth of Mozart, Bach, and Beethoven. Richard 

Wagner´s music is pseudo-Germanic exclusiveness 

and 1,000 years long. Wagner comes up with 

Nordic kitsch and bombastic sounds: A mad 

Teutonic cult accompanied by pompous melodies. 

Wagner was not only a composer, but also author 

of anti-Jewish writings, such as "Judaism in Music", 

that he published with the pseudonym K. 

Freigedank (meaning "K. Freethinker"). Jews were, 

in his opinion, those who will set the world on fire. 

It was his pamphlet that contributed to the 

disregard of the work of Mendelssohn-Bartholdy. 

He also taunted Giacomo Meyerbeer, although 

Meyerbeer had been the one who had supported 

him financially as well as with the creation of his 

opera "Rienzi", the opera that inspired Hitler in his 

youth to embark on his path. 

No wonder that Wagner became Hitler's favorite 

composer. Both shared the same dreams about a 

white, blonde, and blue-eyed master race. 

Wagner's music and writings became entwined in 

the Nazi ideology. 

The reason that his compositions did not disappear 

with him in the pit was a lucky coincidence: 

In 1864 he met the young Bavarian King Ludwig II. 

From then on until the end of his life he lived at the 

expense of His Majesty. Wagner made himself his 

friend and advisor of the monarch, interfering even 

in government affairs until he was banned by the 

Bavarians. Because of intense protests from the 

people and the government, he left the kingdom 

one-and-a-half years later. 

He remained friendly and of course financially 

connected with Ludwig II, the builder of fairy-tale 

castles. Nevertheless, the sovereign was not 

infected by Wagner's venomous Jew-hatred. 

Bavaria´s dream king made it clear how disgusted 

he felt about his anti-Semitism. 

For Richard Wagner, a theater in Bayreuth was 

built especially for this purpose - an honor that no 

other German composer has ever enjoyed. Instead 

of unique music, he created mass-produced noise 

for cash coin. His work is completely permeated by 

Germanic exclusiveness and anti-Semitic 

prejudices. Most of the Germans love Wagner. They 

think that they "understand" Wagner; they think 

that they are musically and culturally extremely 

talented and sophisticated. We had this before. 

The flow of pilgrims to the festival in Bayreuth 

continues unabated, despite Wagner's sinister, 

racist conspiracy theories, despite the involvement 

of his heirs with the rulers of the Nazi regime. 

The Wagner-Villa "Wahnfried" was from the 

beginning a stronghold of evil. 

For example Winifred Wagner. She was an English 

orphan raised in Germany who married Siegfried, 

the son of Richard Wagner and ran the Bayreuth 

Wagner Opera Festival until 1973, when it was 

taken over by a trust. Winnie's racist and 

reactionary views intensified when another British 

import came to Bayreuth, the writer Houston 

Stewart Chamberlain (1855-1927) a distant 

relation of of the appeasement politician Neville 

Chamberlain. Already in 1923 Winifred Wagner 

became member the NSPAD, the Nazi Party in 

Germany; her feelings for Hitler were those of 

boundless adoration. Hitler attended the Bayreuth 

Festival every July. As late as 1975, while recording 

a controversial television interview, she declared: 

"if Hitler were to walk through that door now... I'd 

be as happy and as glad to see him and have him 

here as ever." 

The annual pilgrimage to the Wagner Festival in 

Bayreuth is a social highlight in Germany. 

Chancellor Merkel and her husband never miss the 

festival and this year ex-Chancellor Schroeder 

appeared with his new wife, spouse number five. 

Twilight of the gods and the bad smell of the 1,000 

years Reich. After more than 130 years since the 

death of the musician, it´s time to demystify the 

work and personality of Richard Wagner. 

*http://www.israelnationalnews.com/News/News.aspx/

267623  

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

http://www.israelnationalnews.com/News/News.aspx/267623
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Why Shakespeare’s King Lear sounds even better in German 

Many of Germany's greatest cultural figures including Johann Wolfgang von Goethe,  

Friedrich Schiller and Richard Wagner were heavily influenced ... 

 
Sir Michael Redgrave, who portrayed King Lear in 1975, saw the play in Germany as a student – ALAMY 

David Sanderson, Arts Correspondent, September 20 2019, 12:01am, The Times 

Blow, winds, and crack your cheeks, King Lear once 

said during a storm on an English heath before 

adding, possibly, “I sound better in German”. 

One of the great Shakespearean actors of the 20th 

century has been outed as having preferred the 

works of England’s greatest writer after they had 

been translated into German. 

Sir Michael Redgrave told his daughter that he, in 

particular, thought that King Lear was better in 

German than in English. 

Vanessa Redgrave said that her father, who had 

studied at Heidelberg University, had an 

“interesting” view. “He knew German very very 

well,” she said. “He claimed King Lear in German 

was better than Shakespeare’s [English],” she said 

at a Financial Times event. 

Sir Michael, who died in 1985 aged 77rose to 

prominence playing many of the great 

Shakespearean roles including Laertes opposite 

Laurence Olivier’s Hamlet and Antony opposite 

Dame Peggy Ashcroft’s Cleopatra. 

The only record of him playing Lear appears to be a 

short scene with Cordelia during a 1975 gala at the 

Royal Shakespeare Company in Stratford, a 

performance Peter Hall recorded in his diaries as 

“simple, direct and very moving . . . I cried”. 

Professor Sir Jonathan Bate, the author of many 

acclaimed Shakespeare books and the provost of 

Worcester College, Oxford, said it was only 

Germans who usually said Shakespeare was better 

in German than in the original. 

“The cult of Shakespeare as the supreme genius 

really originated in Germany in the 18th century,” 

he said. “He was used as a stick with which to beat 

the stuffy French classicism that dominated the 

culture of Germany, which was at that time a 

collection of principalities, not a nation.” 

An essay commissioned by the British Library to 

commemorate the 400th anniversary of 

Shakespeare’s death said: “A new arrival in the 

European Union, called upon to identify the place 

where Shakespeare is most celebrated globally, 

might look to another country altogether: 

Germany. There are, it is said, more performances 

of Shakespeare staged in Germany every year than 

in the UK.” 

Many of Germany’s greatest cultural figures 

including Johann Wolfgang von Goethe, Friedrich 

Schiller and Richard Wagner were heavily 

influenced by Shakespeare. 

Daniel Hahn, an award-winning translator, said: 

“Most of the people who access Shakespeare during 

translations are accessing a Shakespeare not only 

written in a different language but also long after 

1616, when Shakespeare died, and in a language 

that is much closer to their own in the most part 

than [is the case for] an English-speaking 

audience, which is still receiving Shakespeare as he 

was 400 years ago.” 

*https://www.thetimes.co.uk/article/why-king-lear-

sounds-even-better-in-german-7pgzz7m5t  

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

https://www.thetimes.co.uk/article/move-over-king-lear-women-are-centre-stage-now-fr0rlzztl
https://www.thetimes.co.uk/article/why-king-lear-sounds-even-better-in-german-7pgzz7m5t
https://www.thetimes.co.uk/article/why-king-lear-sounds-even-better-in-german-7pgzz7m5t
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Martin Heidegger spoke a timeless truth, which has upset those who recognized their deception was 

exposed, thus immediately indulging in crying and gnashing of teeth in the hope he will be written out of 

the history of philosophy, followed by a never-ending wailing: >>Antisemitism - racist - NAZI! 

>>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.<< 

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

Heidegger, the homesick philosopher 

Once discredited by his association with Nazism, Martin Heidegger is enjoying a 

posthumous revival. So what is it about his ideas that resonate with so many? 
By Samuel Earle, 11 September 2019 

 

If every philosopher has a home that is not a house 

– the mountains, the sea, the city streets – for 

Martin Heidegger, it was the Black Forest. This 

sprawling woodland, situated by the French border 

in south-west Germany, imbued Heidegger’s 

language – his writings are filled with references to 

“forest paths”, “waymarks” and “clearings” – and 

shaped his thought. There, in the solitude of his 

small wood cabin, he wrote his great work, Being 

and Time.  

The forest even infused Heidegger’s love life. 

During his affair with Hannah Arendt, which began 

in 1924 while she was his student, Heidegger 

referred to her as his “wood nymph”. Following 

Hitler’s ascent to power in 1933, Arendt, who was 

Jewish, was forced to flee. But their relationship 

resonated long after, in what the late scholar of 

comparative literature Svetlana Boym called a 

“lover’s discourse”. In language, if not in life, “the 

poetic landmarks of their interaction” – an 

exchange of concepts such as home, world and 

freedom; a shared aching for ancient Greece; and a 

small chest of classical quotes to call upon – stood 

until the end.  

But today it’s another of Heidegger’s relationships 

that overshadows his life and legacy: his affiliation 

with the Nazi Party, which he joined in 1933 and 

never truly renounced. Heidegger and Hitler also 

shared a lover’s discourse of sorts: terms such 

as Heimat (homeland), Volk (people) and 
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“historical destiny”, a fondness for the German 

forest, and contempt for cosmopolitanism and 

“humanism”. Since the posthumous publication of 

Heidegger’s private notebooks, their common foe is 

also beyond doubt, despite his feelings for Arendt: 

“World Jewry”. 

And yet, Heidegger still stands as one of the 

commanding figures of 20th-century philosophy. 

His heirs include Arendt and Emmanuel Levinas, 

Jean-Paul Sartre, Simone De Beauvoir and Jacques 

Derrida. His denial of mind-body dualism – 

his belief that we are rooted beings, inextricable 

from time and place – continues to influence fields 

as diverse as architecture, ecology and art history. 

Readers are left to discern whether the essence of 

his ideas leads inexorably to fascistic thinking or 

whether, in that aged refrain, the life can be 

separated from the work, so that we are free to 

forage as we please.  

Perhaps the most worrying sign of Heidegger’s 

relevance today lies in politics – where all manner 

of dangerous reaction-aries delight in declaring 

their indebtedness to him. Martin Sellner, leader of 

the Austrian branch of the neo-fascist network 

Generation Identity – which allegedly has ties to 

Brenton Tarrant, who murdered 51 people in 

attacks on two mosques in Christchurch, New 

Zealand this year – attributes his “path of thinking 

to Heidegger”. For the ultra-conservative thinker 

and adviser to Vladimir Putin Aleksandr Dugin, 

mastering Heidegger “is the main strategic task of 

the Russian people”. When Steve Bannon, Donald 

Trump’s former chief strategist, was interviewed 

by Der Spiegel last year, he held up a biography of 

Heidegger. “That’s my guy,” he said.  

Heidegger’s thought cannot be confined to a single 

idea or interpretation. He pined for a lost harmony 

and simplicity, but left one of the most divisive and 

complex oeuvres in the history of philosophy. He 

was a nature lover and a Nazi philosopher; an anti-

Semite and an almost rabbinical thinker (some 

Nazis were suspicious of his avid Jewish readers 

and wanted to ban his work because of a perceived 

“Talmudic-Kabbalist” quality). He was obsessed 

with the West and is adored by its self-appointed 

defenders. But he was also influenced by Eastern 

philosophy and, convinced that the West had lost 

its way, he became central to anti-Western 

thought, inspiring the 1979 Iranian Revolution’s 

idea of “Westoxification”. Meanwhile, his more 

spiritual musings circulate innocently on social 

media, as life advice for the lost at heart. 

**** 

There is no clear political philosophy in Heidegger. 

Born in 1889, in the small village of Messkirch, he 

was a philosopher whose style was often willingly – 

some say comically – opaque. Many of his key 

terms are so difficult to define that translators 

simply opt to keep the original German. At the time 

of writing, “Martin Heidegger” is one of only 174 

English Wikipedia pages –out of a total 29 million – 

officially flagged as “incomprehensible” by the site.  

This is also one of the reasons why Heidegger’s 

standing is so fraught, even when his Nazism and 

anti-Semitism are set aside. The way he wrote has 

especially irked Anglophile readers, who suspect a 

man without substance. So whereas for Arendt he 

was “the secret king of thought” and for Levinas 

“the greatest philosopher of the century”, Bertrand 

Russell, by contrast, thought Heidegger did not 

even warrant a place in his History of Western 

Philosophy (1945). “Heidegger is the only world-

famous philosopher of the 20th century about 

whom it can seriously be argued that he was a 

charlatan,” Bernard Williams wrote in 1981. 

But when, in 1927, the professor of philosophy – 

already known as “the magician of Messkirch” 

among his students – published Being and Time, 

the response was extraordinary. Heidegger 

acquired international renown, an even more 

fervent following and the coveted chair of 

phenomenology at Freiburg University, ideally 

located within the Black Forest.  

The book was a refutation of the distinction 

between mind and body, and all the fallacies that 

follow. “I think, therefore I am” was, in Heidegger’s 

reckoning, a “naive supposition”, an 

anthropocentric conceit that went all the way back 

to Plato. Humans cannot be imagined either outside 

or prior to the world into which they are “thrown” – 

a bed of land, language, tradition, history and 

more. Heidegger believed that only once this 

embeddedness, this “Being-there” (Dasein) in the 

world, is recognised can it be restored to its fullest, 

most authentic form, and the “forgetfulness of 

Being”, “the homelessness of man” and “the 

Fallenness of the world” overcome.  

For Heidegger, the rise of Nazism seemed 

serendipitous. Here was a movement heaving with 

his ideas, affirming the sacred soil on which 

Germans stood, exalting an existential enemy and 

deriding the empty equality of liberalism. As the 

Nazis promised to fulfil the “historical destiny” of 

the German Volk, Heidegger saw an end to the 
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spiritual void at the heart of modern existence. 

Every day, he witnessed rationalism and science rid 

the world of wonder, and the logic of the market 

subsume both society and mind, while machines, 

rather than liberating humans, simply made them 

more machine-like. All this sprang, in Heidegger’s 

eyes, from the mind-body dualism that first 

separated life from landscape thousands of years 

ago, and was then embodied by both Jews and 

cosmopolitan liberals. Heidegger thought that 

Nazism represented – at least initially – a reunion 

with nature, history and the sacred power of 

things. When the Nazis planned the autobahns, 

they wanted them to wind through Heidegger’s 

beloved forest as much as possible, similarly 

sensing that it would arouse a primordial, patriotic 

spirit. 

**** 

The recognition of a spiritual homeland is at the 

heart of Heidegger’s appeal today. When large 

numbers of citizens describe no longer feeling at 

home in their country, or say they would rather live 

elsewhere, Heidegger’s belief that “homelessness is 

becoming the destiny of the world” seems to have 

been borne out. Amid our global crisis of 

unbelonging, Heidegger’s homesickness resonates 

with those who see themselves as strangers in 

their own land.  

Inadvertently or not, most of today’s far right 

speak in Heideggerian terms: lamenting the 

rootlessness of modern life and the ravishing of 

national character by the liberal world order; 

longing for a lost social harmony between land and 

people. So while, say, Nietzsche – another 

favourite philosopher among the far right – 

fulminates on the fate of man, Heidegger’s 

emphasis on home has made a compelling political 

philosophy easier to find. On this basis, Aleksandr 

Dugin – who has been described as “Putin’s brain” 

– finds in his thought a “Fourth Political Theory”, 

against fascism (ostensibly), Marxism and – above 

all – liberalism. 

Just as Heidegger argued that a Volk is not simply 

“placed in an arbitrary unrelated strip of land”, so 

does Dugin declare that a homeland is not one of 

those “artificial societies that have broken ties with 

their ethnic base”. Rather, Dugin says a true home 

is “a community of language, religious belief, daily 

life, and shared resources and goals” – a Heimat, 

filled with a feeling of belonging. “All philosophy is 

a form of homesickness,” Heidegger liked to say, 

quoting the 18th-century poet, Novalis.  

For Heidegger and his politically minded pupils, the 

cause behind our unsettled condition is clear: 

liberalism. His understanding of liberalism was 

expansive, encompassing all notions of abstract 

equality (including Marxism) and stemming from 

the misguided “metaphysics” of mind-body 

dualism.  

Any notion of a “universal” human must deny the 

embeddedness of Being, he argued, leaving 

individuals to languish in a lifeless state. Long 

before our “age of globalisation”, Heidegger warned 

that by wanting to treat everyone the same, 

liberalism would make the entire world the same – 

robbing it of all the particularities that made life 

meaningful. Stripping humans of their differences 

in the name of equality led not to individual 

empowerment, but to collective impoverishment – 

a spiritual death. 

This reflects one of the key paradoxes of the far 

right today. What seems like an attack on 

difference – a desire for ethnically homogeneous 

peoples – is actually experienced as a desire for 

difference: for a unique national character not to be 

subsumed within a globalised whole. Marine Le 

Pen, the leader of France’s Rassemblement 

National, calls globalisation la mondialisation 

sauvage: it “was supposed to bring us prosperity 

and happiness”, she said recently, “and in reality it 

brought us social and environmental devastation”. 

Even small symbols such as blue passports or 

measuring with feet and pounds (as opposed to 

what Fox News host Tucker Carlson calls “the 

tyranny of the metric system”) become the signs of 

an authentic existence, totemic traditions that tie a 

“people” – an ethnos, a Volk – to the past.  

As the West’s reactionaries take an environmental 

turn – seeing the potential for planetary fears to 

combine with patriotic pride – Heidegger becomes 

even more attractive. His beloved forest, with all its 

trees rooted firmly in the soil, is finding new 

defenders. In Germany, the Alternative für 

Deutschland declares that society is not “some 

abstract environment standing in opposite to Man, 

but concretely the forests, meadows, fields, 

animals and plants of our homeland”. In France, 

Jordan Bardella, the new face of France’s far right 

and Le Pen’s protégé, eulogises the forests of 

Brittany. “The only forest I knew for a long time 

was a dreary row of skyscrapers,” he said in the 

run-up to the European Parliament elections, 

referring to his upbringing in a Parisian banlieue. 
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“But I have an image of Brittany carnally French, 

proud of its identity and the cycles of history.”  

Heidegger’s hopes in Nazism didn’t last long. He 

soon saw how Hitler’s regime idolised efficiency and 

mythologised machines as much as nature. In the 

madness of crowds, he identified a dismal inversion 

of Descartes’s dictum: “I do not think, therefore I 

am.” He rued the way pseudo-scientific racism and 

anti-Semitism – as opposed to Heidegger’s more 

philosophical versions – reigned supreme. “The 

question of the role of world Jewry is not a racial 

question,” Heidegger wrote privately, “but the 

metaphysical question about the kind of humanity 

that, without any restraints, can take over the 

uprooting of all beings from Being as its world-

historical ‘task.’” The problem wasn’t that Nazism 

was anti-Semitic – it’s that it was anti-Semitic in 

the wrong way. Disappointed with the Führer, 

Heidegger retreated to his hut in the forest, vowing 

to “remain at the invisible front of the secret 

spiritual Germany”.  

 
Great minds: Albert Einstein and, to his left, Martin Heidegger, in Switzerland, 1928. Credit: akg images 

But despite his disillusionment, Heidegger was 

unrepentant to the end. The Holocaust forced many 

thinkers to reconsider the nature and purpose of 

philosophy. Yet for Heidegger, rather than lead him 

to reckon with his mistakes, it somehow showed 

him he was right all along. Nazism was recast as 

just another morbid symptom of liberal modernity.  

“Agriculture is now a motorised food industry,” 

Heidegger said in 1949, “in essence, the same as 

the manufacturing of corpses in the gas chambers 

and the extermination camps.” He seemed 

betrayed by the Nazis, even quipping to a colleague 

that, rather than apologise for his Nazi past, he 

wished Hitler could be brought back to apologise to 

him.  

In 1949, Hannah Arendt returned to Germany on 

an official visit and arranged to see Heidegger. She 

was unimpressed with who she found, dismayed by 

his “childish dishonesty” and desire to “do nothing 

but philosophise”. Now it was Arendt looking down 

on Heidegger, “the secret king of thought” who had 

compromised his crown. In a letter to their friend, 

the philosopher Karl Jaspers, she lamented his 

retreat into the woods, where “the only people he’ll 

have to see are the pilgrims who come full of 
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admiration for him. Nobody is likely to climb 1,200 

metres to make a scene.”  

**** 

Today, Heidegger’s hut still stands among the Black 

Forest hills. On a recent June afternoon, I took a 

train and a bus from Freiburg and walked up the 

1,200 metres. It’s understated: barely bigger than 

a bedroom, very much a hut, with no more than a 

small wooden sign to identify it. Despite 

Heidegger’s busy afterlife, it remains oddly silent, 

apparently immune to the cycles of history. Since 

Heidegger’s death in 1976, it has become a minor 

pilgrimage site, with leaflets in local tourist 

information offices – each exonerating his Nazism – 

and a sparse number of visitors seeking insight into 

the philosopher’s “work-world”.  

The irony of all this attention – especially of Steve 

Bannon holding his biography in his hands – is that 

Heidegger had such little time for biography.  

“As for the personality of a philosopher,” he said 

during a lecture on Aristotle in 1924, “our only 

interest is that he was born at a certain time, that 

he worked and that he died.” For a philosopher 

whose main idea was that we are rooted beings, 

forever tied to a particular place and time, living 

within and through a land and language, it 

was always a strange stance. Now it’s as if Martin 

Heidegger simply knew how damning his own 

biography would be.   

*https://www.newstatesman.com/world/europe/2019/

09/heidegger-homesick-philosopher  
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https://volkslehrer.info/videoarchiv/y599f6993hitf6qgi5d6e45uzs9kug
https://volkslehrer.info/videoarchiv/y599f6993hitf6qgi5d6e45uzs9kug
https://volkslehrer.info/videoarchiv/y599f6993hitf6qgi5d6e45uzs9kug
https://volkslehrer.info/videoarchiv/y599f6993hitf6qgi5d6e45uzs9kug
https://volkslehrer.info/videoarchiv/category/video
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…and remember the other leading role Jews have, 

i.e. those enterprising billion dollar rip-off 
merchants from Israel? Binary optionsTrial of Lee 
Elbaz set to begin in Maryland next week. Ahead of 
fraud trial, US lays bare ‘multitude of lies’ of Israeli 
binary options. 

Confirming years of investigative journalism by The 

Times of Israel, US Justice Department describes 

the cynical modus operandi of crooks who stole 

billions from victims worldwide, 9 July 2019 - 

*https://www.timesofisrael.com/ahead-of-fraud-trial-

us-lays-bare-multitude-of-lies-of-israeli-binary-options/ 

____________________________________________________  

https://www.timesofisrael.com/ahead-of-fraud-trial-us-lays-bare-multitude-of-lies-of-israeli-binary-options/
https://www.timesofisrael.com/ahead-of-fraud-trial-us-lays-bare-multitude-of-lies-of-israeli-binary-options/

