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Individuals who advocate legal enforcement of “Holocaust denial” and “Antisemitism” are following the
Middle Ages’ “burning at the stake” mentality.
--------------------------------------------------------------

* ST PATRICK’S DAY *
Burned at the stake was the original punishment
for blasphemy in Ireland
IrishCentral Staff @IrishCentral May 11, 2017

The first known case of a conviction for blasphemy
in Ireland was in 1328, when a man named Adam
Duff O'Toole branded Christian scripture as a fable
and
denied
the
resurrection of Jesus
Christ. For this he was
burned at the stake. He
is one of the very few
Irish people to have
suffered that fate.
Two men tied up to be burned at the stake. iStock

Dated 1328, O'Toole's case is referred to in "A
Compendium of Irish Biography," which refers back
to chronicles compiled by Ralph Holinshed in 1807'08. The case reference reads: "A gentleman of the
familie of the O'Toolies in Leinster, named Adam
Duffe, possessed by some wicked spirit of error,
denied obstinatelie the incarnation of our Sauior,
the trinitie of persons in the vnitie of the Godhead,
and the resurrection of the flesh; as for the holie
Scripture, he said it was but a fable: the Virgin
Marie he affirmed to be a woman of dissolute life,
and the apostolike see erroneous. For such
assertions he was burnt in Hogging [College]
greene, beside Dublin."
(In a strange coincidence, the latest subject of a
blasphemy inquiry in Ireland is an Englishman with
an appropriate name, Stephen Fry.)
Adam Duff O'Toole was a prominent member of the
O'Toole family which launched Gaelic raids on the
Pale, and his execution was as much to quash a
Gaelic rebellion as it was to do with his religious
views.
Blasphemy in Ireland, especially against the tenets
of the Protestant bible, was big after the
reformation. Six bills to suppress "blasphemy and
profaneness" were introduced in Ireland in rapid
succession.
Thomas Emlyn, a Unitarian minister, was fined
£1,000 and imprisoned for one year for denying the
Divinity of Christ and challenging the scriptures. He
remained in debtor's prison after his initial
sentence until the fine was reduced to £70.

In 1713, Peter Browne, Catholic bishop of Cork and
Ross preached that loyal toasts to "the glorious,
pious, and immortal memory" of King William were
blasphemous.
In 1756, Robert Clayton, Bishop of Clogher,
questioned the Nicene Creed in a tract on religious
tolerance. He was condemned by other bishops but
died before any prosecution for blasphemy was
brought.
In 1852, Father John Synge Bridgman, a Franciscan
friar, was convicted in County Mayo after burning
an authorized King James Bible. He viewed it as a
Protestant work inferior to the Catholic Bible. While
the indictment described his actions as "in
contempt of the Protestant religion," Judge Thomas
Langlois Lefroy advised the jury "it is not the
version of the Scriptures which will warrant the
commission of such an offence" but rather "a want
of reverence to the Scriptures."
The last case occurred in 1855 at Kingstown, now
Dun Laoghaire, where a Protestant Bible was
burned on a bonfire of "irreligious" books organized
by Vladimir Petcherine, a Redemptorist Catholic
priest. He was acquitted of blasphemy after
claiming he had not intended to burn any bibles.
Blasphemy was included in the Irish constitution of
1937. In 2009 the Irish government of the day
passed the Defamation Act 2009, leading to the
investigation of Stephen Fry’s 2015 comments on
the all-punishing God and threatened prosecution.
(The case has now been dismissed.) No prosecution
has ever been brought under the 2009 act.
Read: Ireland has disgraced itself with its farcical
blasphemy law
* https://www.irishcentral.com/roots/history/burnt-atthe-stake-was-the-orig---inal-punishment-forblasphemy-in-ireland
NB: Australia’s blasphemy law is s18C of the RDA – read:
*https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Section_18C_of_the_Rac
ial_Discrimination_Act_1975#The_law_in_practice
In Jones v Toben [2000] HREOCA 39 the court found it
was unlawful for the defendant to speak of the treatment
of Jews in the 1930s and 1940s as having been
"mythologised".[17][18]
Jones v Toben [2000] HREOCA
39 (5 October 2000)
Toben v Jones [2003] FCAFC 137 (27 June 2003),
Federal Court (Full Court) (Australia).
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------------------------------------------GERMANS ARE SELF-DESTRUCTING –
willingly,following the Coudenhove-Kalergi Plan;
see: J Graf: Der geplante Volkstod/White World awake,
& Germany Abolishes Itself - Deutschland schafft sich ab
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------The only sin that’s still left is NAZI SIN. That’s the
today? Can I blaspheme our Lord Jesus Christ? Is
new religion, and Hitler is the Devil. The Six Million
anybody worried? No problem! Blaspheme as much
are the Redeemer, which means that the Jewish
as you like!
people are God. That’s the religion of today, and
Can I blaspheme against the Holocaust by saying
that’s deadly, absolutely deadly.
that there were no gas chambers? Horror! Horror!
It’s got nothing to do with the Catholic faith except
Horror! Burn him at the stake! He’s a heretic.
that it’s a clever imitation of the Catholic faith
There you can see what is the real religion of the
because you get Auschwitz instead of Golgotha and
government today, of politics today and of the
the Gas Chamber instead of the Cross. That’s
mass of people today.
deadly.
* https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=_cllmZQ_Z0A
But ask yourselves: What is the real religion of
people today? What’s the real religion of the state

___________________________________________________
Berlin drops Hindenburg honorary title for role in Nazi rise
February 27, 2020

FILE - In this May 1, 1933 file photo German President Paul von Hindenburg, left, and Adolf Hitler, right, sit in a car
during a labor day celebration in Berlin. The Berlin state government on Thursday struck the Prussian aristocrat Paul
von Hindenburg off of its honorary citizen list, citing his act as president in 1933 of appointing Hitler as chancellor, the
dpa news agency reported. Hindenburg was elected president in 1925 and served in that role until his death in 1934.
(AP Photo)

BERLIN (AP) — He led Germany’s army in World
War I and served for nearly a decade as the
country’s president, but thanks to his role in Nazi
dictator Adolf Hitler’s rise to power, Paul von
Hindenburg is an honorary Berliner no more.
The Berlin state government on Thursday struck
the Prussian aristocrat off of its honorary citizen

list, citing his act as president in 1933 of appointing
Hitler as chancellor, the dpa news agency reported.
Hindenburg was elected president in 1925 and
served in that role until his death in 1934.
He defeated Hitler, as well as a communist
contender, in a 1932 runoff election for president.
Despite initial resistance, after the Nazi party won
the largest number of seats in a later 1932
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parliamentary
election,
he
appointed
Hitler
chancellor on Jan. 30, 1933 — at a time when
many still underestimated Hitler’s ambitions.
The Berlin government also cited Hindenburg’s role
in signing decrees suspending civil liberties and
granting Hitler more powers in its decision to take
him off the honorary citizen list. When Hindenburg
died, Hitler became de facto president as well,
cementing his leadership of the Nazi dictatorship.
Both Hitler and Hindenburg were added to Berlin’s
honorary citizen list on the same day in 1933.
Hitler was removed in 1948, three years after the
end of World War II.

The decision to remove Hindenburg was passed by
Berlin’s left-wing coalition of Social Democrats, the
Left Party and Greens last month over the
objections of others. The center-right Christian
Democrats argued that even though Hindenburg
was a controversial figure, he didn’t deserve to be
stripped of his honorary title, and noted he was
elected to his second term with the support of the
Social Democrats.
*https://apnews.com/636097b8ece9c5f644f9d7d042e3b
574

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

The Elephant in the Living Room:
The Communist Origins of Modern Antifa
By General Nick Zeljko Glasnovic, February 26, 2020

The following text is the translation of two speeches
given by General Nick Z. Glasnovic in January 2020 in the
Parliament of Croatia. Transl. by T. Sunic. General
Glasnovic is an MP in the Croatian Parliament.

In an effort to destroy the Christian tradition,
communists had to remove the Church and the
clergy. During the early communist revolutionary
post-World War II fervor, religious leaders were
often burned alive, or buried alive, or crucified
alive. The Bolsheviks, in 1918, buried alive the
Russian Christian Orthodox Bishop Andronicus. In
1937, the Russian theologian, mathematician and
inventor, Pavel Florensky, after being subjected to
torture, was executed by the Communist
authorities. He was one of nameless 750,000
victims of the NKVD (Soviet secret police). He was
shot in the neck at the height of the communist
repression, later to be known as Stalin’s “Great
Purge.” In addition to killing millions of people of
various
religious
denominations
(mostly
Christians), more than 110,000 clergy of the
Russian Orthodox Church were executed. Even the
Red Army needed to be partially beheaded. Stalin
executed several Soviet marshals, generals and
tens of thousands of lower rank officers during the
1936–1937 purges. In 1931, the Cathedral of
Christ the Savior in Moscow, which could
accommodate up to 10,000 believers, was blown
up by Stalin’s thugs. Books by foreign authors were
burned or banned. In 1940, after Stalin had
dismembered the Baltic states, literature in
vernacular languages in those countries was also
banned.
Brainwashing was an integral part of all communist
regimes, with psychiatric experiments on prisoners
becoming a daily routine. Politically incorrect
thinkers were confined to psychiatric wards where
they were drugged, tortured and questioned. The

Soviet NKVD and, later on, their smaller post-World
War II copycat East European outlets shortly after
they were established began to experiment with
nerve poison, a method used later to “neutralize”
political opponents, both at home and abroad.
Prisoners were killed by mustard gas, ricin and
digitoxin. After years of imprisonment, the
Archbishop of the Ukrainian Church Theodore
George Romzha was killed by a curare injection.
Nor did communism spare scientists, especially
those who had obtained some prominence in the
fields of genetics and forensics. The biologist
Nikolai Koltsov, a Russian pioneer of modern
genetics, became a victim of communist poisoning
in 1940. On the same day, his wife committed
suicide. Many Soviet pseudo-scientists, including a
famed hoaxer Trofim Lysenko, who had rejected
Mendel’s laws of heredity, succeeded in setting
back for decades all efforts in genetic research in
Russia. Some modalities of the Lysenko’s quackery
can be observed today among many Antifa and
LGTB outlets who claim that gender and race are a
matter of free choice and are not influenced by
heredity.
In the early days of the communist experiment, the
method of weaponizing food against their own
people was also widespread, as was observed on
the massive scale during the great famine in
Ukraine in the 1930s. The mandatory communist
slogan in the early 1950s, enforced all over
communized Eastern Europe, went something like
this: “We shall grow wheat from the heavens so
that hungry America and England can see it.” In
order to suppress the revolt in May 1950 in the
Cazin region of what is today a small slice of
northwestern Bosnia, the Yugoslav communist
strongman Josip B. Tito, sent units of the Yugoslav
National Army to quell the rebellion of starved
peasants.
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The Memory Hole
Victims of the Communist mass terror don’t seem
to be a favored theme of Hollywood movies,
docudrama,
and
TV
series. These horrors
are presented as little
more than a minor
footnote
in
history
textbooks.
What do
graduate students in
the West know about
Vasily
Blokhin,
the
NKVD
executive
responsible
for
the
execution of more than
7,000 Polish officers in
the spring of 1940?
What
do
Western
students know about
the fate of Ljudevit
Jurak (1881–1945) and
Eduard
Miloslavic
(1884–1952), two Croatian forensic experts who
studied the mass graves at Katyn and Vinnitsa,
hired in 1943 by the German Wehrmacht to
examine the bodies of Poles massacred in 1940 by
the Soviet commissars?
What do Chinese students, or for that matter
Western students, know today about the “Great
leap forward” and the “Cultural Revolution” (1966–
1976) of Chairman Mao Zedong which nearly
destroyed 3,000 years of Chinese history? The
dead hand of Marxism and Leninism still extends
over the European continent, albeit under the new
label of “antifascism.” Former communist affiliates
and their latter-day antifa progeny have now
rebaptized themselves into Social Democrats and
Liberals. Former Yugoslav Titoists and their
descendants in Croatia haven’t disappeared; they
operate now under different party names, using
more digestible parliamentary paraphernalia such
as the “HNS” (Croatian People’s Party) the “IDS”
(Istria’s Democratic Assembly), and the “HSS” (
Croatian Peasant Party). The much vaunted
Council of Europe resolution 1481, adopted in 2006
and condemning communist crimes, remains a
dead letter, good enough to assuage the guilty
consciences of Brussels bureaucrats.
The communist regimes left not only human,
economic and ecological devastation. Communist
anthropology has distorted the mental makeup of
generations to come. Communism had given birth
to a species deprived of any moral values, of any
sense of personal responsibility, and of any sense
of striving for common good. The Russian writer
Alexander Zinoviev called this species an “honest
liar.” In November 2019, the Belgrade historian
Srdjan Cvetkovic visited Zagreb. At a scientific
meeting, sponsored by the Croatian Institute of
History he confirmed the long-held public secret

that 56,000 Serbs had been killed from 1944 to
1946 in Serbia by the victorious Yugoslav
Communists. More than 20% of those killed were
under the age of 18. The conference, as was to be
expected, was ignored by the mainstream media in
Croatia, thus reminding us that the authorities in
Croatia and her EU watchdog, are the only ones
who decide on the political narrative in the
mainstream media. What do children learn now in
Croatia about the history of the communist crimes
against the Croatian people? Nor do they know
anything about the largest ethnic cleansing
campaign in European history and the destruction
of the German minority in the former Yugoslavia
during and after World War II. One must not forget
that lies and deception were imprinted in the
Bolshevik genetic code. Henceforth their offspring
consider themselves
as
the only
genuine
interpreters of modern history.
The history of Eastern Europe has been mapped
out by countless “Naked Islands,” big or small
Gulag archipelagos, foibes, and unexplored mass
graves. Almost daily the Croat media report on the
newly found mass graves dating back to 1945–46.
To this day the ruling class in the West has shown
a total lack of personal and legal conscience
towards victims of communism. If we give up the
search for the truth, we also sign our moral
capitulation and we decide to participate in the
erasure of our collective memory. It looks,
however, that we will have to put up for a much
longer time with the communist elephants in our
living rooms.
Comments:
* anarchyst says: February 26, 2020 at 6:40 am
One important point about the communist “revolution” in
Russia is that only Christian churches were seized and
“repurposed” as warehouses, stables, and for other
secular uses.
NOT ONE JEWISH SYNAGOGUE OR OTHER PROPERTY
OWNED BY JEWS WAS TOUCHED.
THAT, in itself speaks VOLUMES
originators of communism are…

about

who

the

*Trenchant says: February 26, 2020 at 8:48 pm
Kid gloves, if you please:
*https://yivoencyclopedia.org/article.aspx/Committee_of
_Rabbis_in_the_USSR
* Arturas says: February 26, 2020 at 6:51 am
I wasn’t taught any of this in school. Nor was I told how
communists almost slaughtered all of our country’s
intelligentsia in one year. Young Lithuanian.
*Harbinger says: February 27, 2020 at 6:48 am
Of course you weren’t. As highlighted in the article, there
have been very few films on Communism from Hollywood
and the western film industries. Judaism is communism
and they really don’t want to let the cat out of the bag do
they? I mean, if the western peoples, actually realised
that Judaism was behind communism and the massacre
of hundreds of millions of people, then it wouldn’t go
down too well would it?
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However, what you will be taught is all about Germany
and the Third Reich. You will CONSTANTLY in almost
every western msm outlet, Hollywood movie, TV
documentary, soap, sitcom and series be given reference
to nazis and the murder of Jews by them, including the
holocaust promotion. Star Trek is a classic example of
this, but pretty much everyone has mentioned something
to do with it, at some time during their show.

from every nation that had suffered from Marxist-Leninist
oppression came together on stage, Russians and
Ukrainians, Serbs and Croatians, Germans and Poles,
Chinese and Tibetans, &c. It was almost totally ignored
by the media and parliament.

You were taught that nationalism is evil, right wing,
racial hatred and white supremacy. Again, this is a lie.
Before WW2, nationalism was left, right and centre in
politics. Everyone loved their nation, their country and
their civilisation. There was no need to have any
‘nationalist’ parties or even mention the name. However,
along came the Jews of the Frankfurt school and
completely destroyed the political spectrum definition.
They moved the left wing national socialism towards the
right. The moved anarchy from the right over to the left.
And of course they created democracy (which is the path
to communism) as the default political structure in
western nations. They fooled people into believing that
their vote actually counts.

One of the victims mentioned here, Nikolai Koltsov, was
one of the early pioneers of ill-fated socialist eugenics in
the USSR. The casualties of communism, ironically, have
not been limited by “race, gender, class or orientation”.
The goons and lemmings of “Antifa”, of course, know
nothing and care less. The “Black Book of Communism”
(1997) needs meticulous revision and expansion in
response to all critics, and then republished as a
paperback.

Politics, today is almost 100% left wing. There’s no right
wing in politics anymore. In the US the Republicans are
left leaning liberals (classic British liberal) and it’s the
same for the conservatives here in the UK. It’s now a
case of left wing liberalism vs communism when it comes
to daily politics, whether in the US, UK or anywhere in
the EU, excluding the former Soviet block states. Poland,
for example, has just made 1/3rd of Poland an LGBTQ
free zone, where no promotion of it is allowed, much to
the anger of the elites and the LGBTQ.

*https://www.theoccidentalobserver.net/2020/02/26/t
he-elephant-in-the-living-room-the-communist-originsof-modern-antifa/

You are not told, because they don’t want you to know.
Read Orwell’s 1984. You’re living in it.
* Peter says: February 26, 2020 at 7:01 am
I think this is a mistype: “During the early communist
revolutionary post-World War II fervor”. I think it should
say “World War I”. The burning down of churches and
attacks on priests and nuns occurred in the 1930s and
maybe 1920’s already, before WW II.
* David Ashton says: February 26, 2020 at 8:58 am
In 1967 I proposed and helped organize a massive 50Year Commemoration of the Victims of Communism
which took place in the Royal Albert Hall. It was truly
“multi-cultural” in the proper sense that representatives

Where today are the Museum/Education Centres for the
“red holocaust” (Steven Rosefielde)? Some victims are
more equal than others.

* Anthony Aaron says: Feb 26, 2020 at 4:07 pm
But … but … we’ve been told — and are still being told
almost continuously — that only the jews suffered in
World War 2 (or any time in history, for that matter).

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

Foibe massacres

The "foibe massacres", or simply "the foibe",
refers to mass killings both during and after World
War II, mainly committed by Yugoslav Partisans
against the local ethnic Italian population, mainly in
Venezia Giulia, Istria and Dalmatia. The term refers
to the corpses being thrown into foibas (deep
natural
sinkholes;
by
extension, it also was
applied to the use of mine
shafts, etc. to hide the
bodies).
Labin, December 1943: bodies
recovered from a foiba by
Italian firefighters and German soldiers. Local civilians
are trying to identify relatives or friends.[1]

* https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Foibe_massacres
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The Ethnic Predicaments of the Shrinking White Majority, Part 2
December 13, 2019/4 Comments/in Costs of Multiculturalism, Featured Articles, Immigration /by Frank Salter, Ph.D.
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I: Introduction
In
Part
One
of
this
review,
published
in Quadrant (September 2019), I set out the thesis
of Eric Kaufmann’s book, Whiteshift: Populism,
Immigration, and the Future of White Majorities,
and connected it to his earlier writings. In this
second part I expand on some points of criticism. I
noted that Whiteshift repeats the view originally
expressed in Kaufmann’s 2004 book, The Rise and
Fall of Anglo America (2004), that left liberal elites
should allow conservative whites to express their
identity. In Whiteshift he adds that if whites wish,
they should be allowed to huddle together as their
societies inexorably become majority non-white
and panmix into hybrid populations. “Unmixed
whites may persist in rural backwaters, Eastern
Europe and a few tight-knit diasporas”.1 Kaufmann
thinks that cosmopolitan values such as nondiscriminatory immigration and rule by post-ethnic
liberal elites are non-negotiable. But the chains of
political correctness should be loosened a bit, at
least while white conservatives have the numbers
and resources to fight back. Otherwise they could
become restless and disrupt the transition to a
borderless hybridised global society.
His message to fellow cosmopolitans is, if you want
to avoid future Trumps and Brexits, then take your
boot off the neck of white ethnics while they have
some kick left in them. But the pressure should
only be released symbolically. Whites should on no
account be permitted to erect pro-white or proChristian immigration policies. Let them preserve
some dignity but under no circumstances allow
them to remain white.

Prof. Eric Kaufmann

In Part One I also discussed some major
implications of Kaufmann’s analysis. The first is his
assessment that white ethnics were subordinated
by left liberal elites decades ago, a thesis
documented in The Rise and Fall of Anglo
America. Whites’
marginalisation
within
the
establishment allowed their opponents to dismantle
pro-white restrictions in the 1960s and 1970s in
the U.S., Canada and Australasia. Kaufmann’s
description of white majorities as “dominant
ethnicities” just means they are in the majority, not
that they are dominant.
The second implication is that whites still have the
possibility
to
resist
their
demographic

submergence. Why else seek to placate white
rebelliousness? As Kaufmann stated in an interview
about Whiteshift, the reason progressives should
not push against white identity is that doing so only
produces more white identity, and this translates
into greater support for nationalist populism, such
as Trump’s election victory.2
Before proceeding to critical remarks, I should
reiterate praise for an analysis that goes far beyond
most academic studies of the national question
formulated in Australia. In the first part I showed
how Kaufmann and the London school of ethnic
studies to which he belongs are too sophisticated to
commit some fallacies that are commonly made in
Australia.
One fallacy equates citizenry and nation. Kaufmann
knows that the state is not the nation, that
possessing legal proof of citizenship does not imply
national identity or belonging. This is the lesson of
a well known 1978 paper by American political
scientist
Walker
Connor.3 As
Australian
commentator Peter Coleman remarked: “Australian
nationality had ‘come of age’ in the late 19th
century, well before it was recognised in law and
long before the Great War. It had its laws and
traditions, its folk heroes and songs, its Lawsons
and Melbas. It created the Commonwealth of
Australia.”4 That is a fact unknown to much of
Australia’s political class, that the legalities and
pomp of federation were created by the nation to
serve
its
interests.
Government-provided
citizenship papers and a grab-bag of universal
creedal values can create only a shallow
attachment compared to the historic nation’s
crimson thread of kinship.5
A second and far more common fallacy avoided by
Kaufmann is the sociological conceit that humans
have transcended their evolutionary past, that
human societies, unlike those of all other species,
are the products exclusively of culture and
economics, with only peripheral input from biology.
He tempers the view of humans as calm rational
actors able to switch identities to maximise
individual utility. Kaufmann is well aware of the
human capacity to engage in
orgies of violence and selfsacrifice.6 He
draws
on
evolutionary
psychology
to
explain other aspects of ethnic
behaviour. That his efforts in that
direction are incomplete should
not distract from the specialness
of this scholar.
Prof. Walker Connor
A
third
point
deserving
praise
is
that Whiteshift shows
how
nation-enhancing
policies can spring from unbiased scholarship even
when unleavened by patriotic motives. Progressive
leftists who pose as the inheritors of Enlightenment
values should be embarrassed that their partisan
racial
policies
are
challenged
by
a true
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cosmopolitan such as Kaufmann. His approach
overlaps the liberal nationalism of Sir Henry Parkes
which was influenced by John Stuart Mill’s
philosophy of responsible government, especially
his caution against run-away diversity.7 Mill
anticipated the sociological finding that ethnoreligious diversity tends to dissolve social cohesion.
Without ever lauding Anglo Saxons or swearing
allegiance to any nation, Mill advocated giving
people the right to live among and be governed by
their own people.
Mill’s contemporary, James Bryce, also contributed
to liberal nationalism. Bryce (1838-1922) was a
prominent British jurist, Liberal politician, historian
and constitutional theorist. He pointed out that
representative democracy relied upon the “selfconscious” identity of electors acting as “a
collective and unified sovereign” that know
themselves to be supreme over the state. Bryce
distinguished between the sovereign people and
the state. He emphasised that citizens’ collective
identity was critical to their democratic dominance
over the state. This overlaps Mill’s conception of
the right of national association and selfgovernment. Bryce added to this right an interest
in collective identity as a bulwark of democracy. He
also argued that descent from Germanic peoples
made Britain, the U.S.A. and Germany natural
friends bound by shared ideals which he termed
“Teutonic freedom”. He was a radical liberal for his
day who established the National Liberal Club in
1882 and opposed Britain’s use of concentration
camps during the Boer War. Bryce was also a
leading critic of German mistreatment of Belgians
and Turkish atrocities against Armenians and
Assyrians during the First World War.
Bryce
differed
from
Mill
in
his
ethnic
identitarianism. In his three-volume book The
American Commonwealth, published in 1888, Bryce
portrayed the United States as a distinctly AngloSaxon creation, an identity he linked to democratic
institutions. He saw the English parliament as “the
historical successor of the Folk Moot of our Teutonic
forefathers”.8 Bryce’s analysis implies the need for
a robust identity, one able to motivate collective
action in defence of liberty. His
argument might explain why,
before the 1960s, democracy in
Western societies was associated
with ethnic and national core
identities. Bryce combined liberal
values with explicit Anglo-Saxon
identity and sympathy for other
people’s
aspirations
for
independence.
Dr. Peter Coleman
These national components of liberalism were
forgotten in the cultural revolution of the 1960s
and 1970s. In the post-WWII decades liberal
theorists dispensed with the accumulated wisdom
about ethnicity and asserted that national solidarity

could be gained by issuing the legalistic credential
of citizenship. Even ostensibly conservative
governments such as Australia’s Liberal-National
coalition have relied on the formalities of
citizenship to engender social cohesion. This
fallacious approach has become a mainstay of
multicultural theory, probably because it helps
justify indiscriminate largescale immigration.
Classical liberalism, free of the intellectual
corruption of the universities and mainstream
media, might have curbed the anti-white
authoritarian elements of multiculturalism. Prudent
liberal governance alone, not motivated at all by
ethnocentrism, would have kept immigration policy
responsive to popular sentiment, and thus limited
ethno-religious diversity. Most importantly, true
liberal policies would have helped preserve the
majority’s continued involvement by seeking the
public’s permission before altering national identity.
As the country’s most important stakeholders,
perhaps the majority’s participation would have
ensured the operation of democracy’s selfcorrecting mechanism and kept political leaders in
touch with the majority’s interests. And if
Australia’s leaders had been advised by unbiased,
open-minded analysts or just bureaucrats with
independent common sense, we would have the
same levels of Islamic terror and Sudanese
lawlessness as does Hungary, Poland and Japan.
Though Kaufmann is no identitarian, in his own way
he adopts some of the cosmopolitan, universalist
components of Mill and Bryce. Now some critical
remarks.
II: Pop Evolutionary Psychology
Kaufmann’s attempt to connect genetic fitness to
policy choices is amateurish. He
dips
into
evolutionary
psychology now and then, for
example to report twin studies
indicating
that
political
orientation has a large genetic
component. It is a pity he did
not use more of that discipline.
1st Viscount James Bryce
Kaufmann does acknowledge that favouring those
who share our genes paid off in the evolutionary
past, but contends that in mass societies it pays
off, presumably in fitness terms, to “transcend
narrow tribalism”.9 A typical scenario, he states,
was when a society was conquered and its
members confronted with difficult choices: “Those
who repressed their tribalism to adapt to these
larger units may have been able to pass their
genes on more effectively.”10 This scenario lacks
theoretical grounding. Instead of citing authorities
on the subject he relies on a non-specialist, the
social
psychologist
Jonathan
Haidt.
When
discussing evolution he relies on Richard Dawkins,
a
populariser
who
throughout
his
career
misrepresented and politicised the evolutionary
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analysis of ethnicity.11 Ignored is William D.
Hamilton, a founder of sociobiology who also
developed a theory of ethnic solidarity in the 1960s
and 1970s.12 Hamilton’s theory of inclusive fitness
is a mainstream evolutionary approach to
understanding altruism among kin. Since ethnic
groups show substantial kinship between members,
their growth and decline affect members’ fitness.
Kaufmann’s genetic argument would have been
more convincing if he had compared the aggregate
kinship of families and ethnic groups.13 That would
have helped him ask a better question. Would
conquered individuals pass on more of their gene
variants by forsaking their children or their fellow
ethnics or striking a balance between the two
strategies? Answering that question requires
consideration of the number of copies of gene
variants carried by families and ethnic groups.
Kaufmann also needed to consider the genetic
difference between conqueror and conquered.
Accepting incorporation of one’s family or tribe into
another would have less fitness cost if the
conqueror were closely related because a similar
gene pool carries many copies of the conquered
people’s genes. The same goes for accepting
immigration.
Kaufmann’s weakness in evolutionary theory leads
him to advocate grossly maladaptive policies, ones
that do not preserve group reproductive interests.
He does not take seriously the issue of genetic
fitness, the ultimate criterion of adaptiveness.
Cultural fitness is reduced to retaining a few myths
and reminders of Christianity. Kaufmann’s model
conservative is someone complacent about the fate
of his ethnic kin so long as some cultural markers
are passed on.
III: No Conflicts of Interest
Kaufmann’s poor evolutionary psychology allows
him to avoid the tough political and ethical issues
that arise when interests collide. He maintains that
compromises are possible without describing the
various
interests
of
ethnic
groups
and
cosmopolitans. His call for tolerance of white
identity is compatible with evolutionary principles.
But it is absurd to pretend that ethnic group fitness
is unaffected by receiving replacement-level
immigration.
To
acknowledge
that
mass
immigration can be an existential threat necessities
discussion of the large store of genetic kinship
found within ethnic groups.
The reality is that racial diversification of white
societies harms their group fitness because it
encourages intra-societal conflict and reduces the
relative size of their gene pools. In avoiding that
loss it can be necessary to cause others to lose out.
Win-win
outcomes
are
not
always
available. Kaufmann expects common descent to
continue its path of diminishing importance.
National cohesion, he suggests, will be based on
cultural more than racial similarity. True? Let us
examine his argument.

Early in his book Kaufmann defines ethnicity. An
ethnic group consists of individuals who believe
they descend from the same ancestors, “and
differentiate themselves from others through one
or more cultural markers: language, racial
appearance or religion.” Thus he appears to include
racial ethnic markers as cultural, a fundamental
error. But a few pages further on he states:
“Physical differences likewise erode only over
generations,
through
intermarriage”,14 which
implies that racial differences are
genetic. To resolve the conflict
Kaufmann
states:
“Cultural
tradition, not genes, tells us
which markers matter and which
don’t.” That is true to a degree.
As
Kaufmann
says,
the
prominence of different markers
can
be
raised
or
lowered
culturally.
Dr. William Hamilton
On the other hand, racial recognition is universal to
the species, slow to change and in some respects
hard wired. At the start of social interactions,
liberals begin thinking about racial markers in the
same instinctive manner as do conservatives. The
difference comes a split second later when ideology
and self-censorship kick in.15 The limited capacity
of culture to erase ethnic preferences is evident in
the United States, where white liberals often
behave like conservatives by choosing white
neighbourhoods and schools for their children,
regardless of their voting habits or responses to
opinion surveys. White progressives cling together
in shrinking white suburbs in similar manner to
Trump voters in fly-over country. America is still
racially
segregated
due
to
spontaneous
16
preferences.
Brazil is another example of the persistence of
racial categories. This is the type of mixed society
Kaufmann sees as the West’s future by 2100. Brazil
is often held up as a model of racial integration.
There has been substantial hybridisation but light
skinned people typically live apart as do the various
self-regarding ethnicities. Racial inequality is
extreme. African-Brazilians are underrepresented in
the professions and in the middle class. Ethnic selfsorting is governed by a “hyperconsciousness of
race” wrapped in a public ideology that vehemently
denies the relevance of race. The wealthiest
populations – white Christians, Japanese and Jews
– are substantially unmixed and have segregated
themselves. National cohesion is weak.17
It is difficult to accept the divided, conflict-prone
societies of the United States and Brazil as ideals
deserving to be emulated.
IV: Ethnic interests undeveloped
Also notable is Kaufmann’s undeveloped the
concept of ethnic interests. He does not go much
further than a head count. A basic ethnic interest is
the welfare and status of fellow ethnics, the driving
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motive of the civil rights movement in the United
States. Another is simply feeling at home among a
particular people, usually one’s own. Rod Liddle,
associate editor of The Spectator, expresses this
candidly when he explains why
he dislikes London. The dislike is
mainly
about
Londoners’
arrogance, to which he adds:
“Sometimes, in various parts of
London, I feel a foreigner
myself.” Though born in London
he feels most at home where his
relatives live, in the Northeast of
England.18
Prof. Jonathan David Haidt
A fundamental ethnic interest is control of a
territory with which a people identifies. Perhaps the
most intractable conflicts are between ethnic
groups that lay claim to the same homeland, such
as in Palestine. Another ethnic interest is intergenerational ties and traditions, including religion,
and
their
reproduction
down
the
generations. Describing these interests would have
reinforced
Kaufmann’s
assertion
that
civic
nationalism is a weak tie compared to ethnonationalism.
Someone who is familiar with the sociobiological
analysis of ethnicity should have been alert to
research into ethnic interests. Kaufmann discusses
Pierre van den Berghe’s theory of ethnic nepotism,
which is a fine start. Richard Dawkins, who he
references more than van den Berghe, is not a
serious
researcher
of
ethnicity
or
race.
Unreferenced altogether are biosocial scientists
such as Irenaeus Eibl-Eibesfeldt, Robin Fox, William
Hamilton, Henry Harpending, Doug Jones, Richard
Lynn, Kevin MacDonald, Philippe Rushton, Tatu
Vanhanen, Michael Woodley of Menie, and more.
Kaufmann should be informing his readers that
ethnic groups are reproductive interests for their
members because they are pools of genetic kinship
analogous to families. That makes ethnic
stratification doubly upsetting and radicalising
because it signals that some kin groups have
higher status than others.
Due
to
patchy
use
of
evolutionary
psychology, Whiteshift downplays race as an ethnic
marker. That was settled decades ago, for example
by van den Berghe’s analysis of ethnic identity and
J. P. Rushton’s analysis of the sub-conscious
attraction of similarity. In both these theories racial
markers are recognised along with cultural and
linguistic ones.
Despite agreeing that racial characteristics are
genetically inherited, Kaufmann denies that white
identity has a genetic component. 19 He writes:
“Whites are not primarily attached to those of their
race because they are genetically closer to these
people: there are no discrete biological races so our
tribal impulses have no obvious boundaries.”

This reflects Dawkins. It is muddled in three ways.
First, it dodges the question whether there is a
genetic component by diverting to whether it is
“primary” and clearly demarcated. But ethnic
attachment need not be primary in any way to be
significant. Ethnic attachment is usually a weak
social force compared to family bonds, but
influential when multiplied across populations.
Kaufmann’s statement is incomplete concerning
boundaries. Yes, racial boundaries are often blurred
but they are frequently razor sharp. When closely
related peoples mingle it can be difficult to tell
them apart. But when races and cultures meet that
have been separated for many thousands of years
and form geographical races, the
contrast is usually apparent to all.
And recall that race is but one
ethnic
marker.
Cultural
boundaries are usually more
disjunctive.
Prof. Pierre van den Berghe
The
concept
of
genetic
relatedness
also
needs
clarification. Ethnicities are descent groups whose
members therefore have some degree of genetic
similarity. That fact should be explored, not
obscured.
V: Ethno-nationalist Intellectuals
Kaufmann’s scholarship is also deficient regarding
ethnic nationalism, perhaps explaining his dismissal
of related policies. His coverage of conservative
thinkers is extensive, but not of ethno-nationalists.
For example, he mentions white advocate Jared
Taylor, a leader of the ethno-nationalist movement
in the U.S., but fails to examine any of his ideas.
He does not mention Kevin MacDonald, an
evolutionary psychologist and a leading theoretician
of white ethnic nationalism. These two intellectuals’
ideas correspond to two gaps in Kaufmann’s
analysis.
The main thread in Jared Taylor’s world view is
“race realism”, acceptance of scientific findings on
population differences. Related disciplines include
physical
and
evolutionary
anthropology,
psychometrics, and behavioural endocrinology. No
subject has been subjected to more intense cultural
warfare or stronger taboos than race differences.
The Marxist left insists on universal equality and
elements of the right insist on difference. An
associated debate concerns the heritability of IQ
differences. Again, the left denies robust heritability
and the right accepts the results of mainstream
psychometrics on the subject. Taylor argues that
racial
differences
make
some
populations
incompatible, for example due to differences in
intelligence and crime.
Kaufmann does not discuss any of Taylor’s ideas,
despite stating that group differences are important
for assessing immigrants. Kaufmann declares about
the migrants who entered Europe in 2015: “I am
sure they are disproportionately endowed with
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entrepreneurship, intelligence and grit.”20 IQ is
indeed a strong predictor of educational outcomes.
But if intelligence is relevant, as well as salient in
ethno-nationalist ideology, how could a book such
as Whiteshift exclude systematic treatment of it?
Psychometrics lies outside Kaufmann’s expertise,
so he could have relied on the mainstream
consensus. A 2016 survey of intelligence research
experts found that 90 percent believed that genes
cause some of the differences between national
cognitive abilities. Some of those differences are
large. Seventeen percent believed that genes were
the most important cause.21
Retired psychology professor Kevin MacDonald is
not mentioned by Kaufmann, despite being in the
intellectual vanguard of white ethno-nationalism in
the United States. In The Culture of Critique, a
peer reviewed monograph published in 1998,
MacDonald argued that a number of Jewish
intellectual movements led the assault on white
identity
in
the
twentieth
century.22
In Whiteshift Kaufmann
denies
seeing any systematic evidence
of Jewish influence on liberal
immigration,
a
subject
MacDonald
has
extensively
researched.23 Kaufmann
is
aware of this because he publicly
debated MacDonald on the
subject in 2009.24
Prof. James Watson
Consistent with Kaufmann’s finding of white
subordination, it is safe to disagree with rightist
positions but often fatal to one’s career to
contradict left positions. An example is Nobel Prizewinning geneticist James Watson, at the time
perhaps the most prestigious scientist in the world
for his co-discovery of the double helical molecular
structure of DNA. In 2007 Watson lost his research
position for asserting that Black
Africans have lower average IQ
then Europeans. There are no
reports of those who disagreed
with Watson being penalised for
their opinions. Similarly Taylor
and MacDonald have been
censored by various social
media companies, including by
Amazon.
Steven Miller, Advisor to US President Donald
Trump
Further
evidence
of
Kaufmann’s
superficial
examination
of
the
subject
is
his
mischaracterisation of Stephen Miller, a speech
writer
for
Donald
Trump,
as
an
ethnonationalist.25 Miller is an economic nationalist who
appears not to have published analyses of ethnic
nationalism or identitarian ideas.
A serious review of ethno-nationalism would have
included a broad spectrum of contributions, some

inadvertent, to the empirical, theoretical and
ethical analysis of the phenomenon. Contributors
have included political scientist Jerry Z. Muller (The
Enduring Power of Ethnic Nationalism), sociologist
Ricardo Duchesne (The Uniqueness of Western
Civilization),
Jared
Taylor,
the
popular vDare.com website and a number of altright intellectuals. And that’s only in the U.S. Many
more could be chosen from Europe, such as three
recently deceased scholars: Guillaume Faye 26 in
France, Tatu Vanhanen27 in Finland, and Irenaeus
Eibl-Eibesfeldt in Germany. This would inevitably
have raised issues not adequately discussed
in Whiteshift, such as the sociobiology of ethnic
solidarity. It is disappointing that Kaufmann draws
disproportionately on authors who are within the
cosmopolitan tent such as Dawkins and ignores
better informed conservative analysts.
Weakness of theory might have caused Kaufmann
to write-off white nation states. An example is his
prognosis, discussed in Part One of this review,
that white ethnic states are impossible because the
worldwide white population will decline to become a
“speck” by the end of the century. This overlooks a
point that any of the aforenamed intellectuals could
have provided, that borders can perpetuate
national identity.
VI: The Inevitability of Replacement Migration
Kaufmann portrays immigration as unstoppable,
except where it has been stopped. He explains why
he limits his analysis to Western Europe and the
Anglosphere. “[I]mmigration is less important
outside the West because migrants tend to avoid or
pass through Eastern European states.” (Chapter
1) This omits to describe
Hungary’s and Poland’s tough
border protection policies. It
seems
that
majority
white
society is doomed only in those
societies that fail to control
immigration. This blind spot in
Kaufmann’s
analysis
occurs
despite his zeroing in
on
immigration as the central cause
of rising white populism.
Samuel Gompers
A cause of white populism, Kaufmann argues, is
that for decades the major parties have refused to
offer the public the choice of slowing non-white
immigration. This has led to rapid ethnic change
and created an opening for populist politicians,
such as Trump and Nigel Farage. Kaufmann’s
suggestion that pro-white politics is limited to
populism is condescending. In the past it was
normal for white people, like people around the
world, to support restricting immigration. In
Western democracies that involved voting for
centrist politicians. Less than a century ago in
Australia and the United States large numbers
voted for labour parties that defended the white
working
class
against
low-wage
non-white
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immigrants. The immigration issue was central to
the early Labor Party in Australia, where the White
Australia Policy remained in the Party platform until
the 1960s. In the U.S. the great union leader
Samuel Gompers was steadfastly restrictionist
regarding non-white immigration. From the
beginning of the Republic immigrant was limited to
free white persons. From the late nineteenth
century Asiatic immigration was restricted, and
from 1924 to 1965 a quota system was enacted to
restrict immigration to traditional European source
countries. Expulsion also occurred. In the early
1950s large numbers of illegal Mexican immigrants
to the U.S. were repatriated, culminating in over a
million deportations under Operation Wetback in
1954. That was during the presidency of Dwight
Eisenhower, an establishment conservative.
In
English
speaking
countries
immigration
restriction was not “populist” if that is taken to
mean reckless, authoritarian or ill-informed. In
Australia, the United States and Canada liberal
traditions were never in doubt, including rule of
law, parliamentary government, an expanding
franchise, and individual civil liberties. The parties
supporting these policies were spread across the
centre of the political spectrum. Kaufmann’s
characterisation of white political defence also
ignores tactics other than voting, such as lobbying
politicians and entering into public debate.
Kaufmann is open to mainstream parties using
immigration policies to court white conservative
votes. However, he does not countenance them
stopping immigration. The legitimate choice, he
thinks, is between moderate and high intakes.
Repatriation is out of the question partly because
this would involve “hunting down those of mixedrace background”.28 This leads Kaufmann to
envisage the large scale hybridisation he calls
whiteshift.
VII: The Inevitability of White Disappearance
Kaufmann argues that thorough racial mixing is
inevitable sooner or later. This is a big theme
in Whiteshift, inspiring the book’s title. He asks
whether white societies will be able to retain their
cohesion and escape civil war even as they become
highly diverse and then thoroughly hybridised. He
thinks they can.
Hybridity is essential to Kaufmann’s argument. It
helps
bridge
the
gap
between
relatively
homogeneous white societies and their mixed race
futures. He proposes that, during the (present) first
phase, whites should be able to vent their identity
anxieties in harmless ways. In the end-phase,
when non-whites are in the majority, the dynamics
of hybridity will take over. Kaufmann argues that
Western countries’ mixed race populations will
identify as white when they become majorities,
which he expects to happen by the end of the
present century. White ancestry will occupy the
foreground of mixed-race identities. When it does,
Kaufmann
thinks
this
will
allow
ethno-

traditionalists, conserva-tives who do not care
about race or culture beyond core myths, to feel
secure.
To
them
the
transformation in genes and
culture
will
not
appear
threatening.
This hybridity argument is logical
to a point. Naturally some
mixing is occurring and will
continue.
Kaufmann’s
ideas
about how hybridity will be
received are interesting.
Samuel Huntington
But he is not convincing when discussing the
reaction of ethnic nepotists, individuals who cannot
be placated by vestiges of race and culture. He
writes them off. For them Kaufmann’s vision is
doubly unattractive because he offers no principled
way for whites to limit the impact of immigration.
He
objects
to ethnically-based
immigration
restriction, the only tried and tested method by
which national identity can be preserved. Nor
does Whiteshift foresee
or
urge
limits
to
hybridisation. He insists that resistance is hopeless,
declaring that white majorities will become mixed
race with or without immigration. But he then adds
that, of course, the degree of admixture will be
sensitive to the scale of immigration.
This raises interesting questions not adequately
treated in Whiteshift. Shall whiteness remain the
foreground identity for individuals who are at least,
say, half or three quarters white? Or shall ethnotraditionalists be so flexible that they will feel white
no matter how marginal their European ancestry
and appearance? Kaufmann is unclear. For him
there is no line in the sand, no limit to the Third
World swamping of white countries, as long as the
process is peaceful. In effect he is smoothing the
pillow of a dying people. He cannot imagine an
ethical way for white nations (and only white
nations) to continue.
In Australia the hybridity issue has mainly
concerned indigenous identity. Is it legitimate for
someone who looks white and bears little or no
Aboriginal culture to claim the affirmative benefits
of being indigenous? For saying “no” commentator
Andrew Bolt was found guilty under section 18C of
the Racial Discrimination Act (Cth) 1975. Will future
commentators be punished or praised for mocking
individuals with one eighth white heritage who
claim to be white?
These considerations help us judge Kaufmann’s
equanimity in predicting a mixed-race West in one
or two centuries. His is a simple extrapolation of
population trends over recent decades, a period
when cosmopolitan and corporate globalism were
triumphant, when European nations were shedding
sovereignty to join the European Union super state,
when the media’s and universities’ top-down
cultural
revolutions
had
taken
over
the
establishment.
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The same type of linear extrapolation was applied
to food production in the 1950s and 1960s. This led
the Club of Rome thinktank to predict food
shortages by the end of the century. These eminent
academics did not foresee the new
breeds of grains that were about to
power the green revolution and the
present situation where obesity has
overtaken malnutrition as a global
health issue.29
Rod Liddle
So we should beware predictions made by a
cosmopolitan at the height of cosmopolitan power.
Kaufmann admits that linear extrapolations are
fallible. Perhaps mass diverse migration will peak
and even reverse. We should consider other
possibilities. Firstly, there are economic reasons to
retain national identity. Domestic peace, social
trust, low levels of corruption, and (perhaps) the
division of church and state are all economic
advantages. These are all characteristics of
majority white societies and others such as Japan
and South Korea. Other cultures show the same
characteristics. Relatively homogeneous societies
are better able to develop public goods and keep
inequality within bounds. Also, cross-cultural
research indicates that higher IQ nations have an
advantage in developing a strong middle class, an
industrial
or
post-industrial
economy
and
democratic institutions.30 Because ethno-cultural
homogeneity offers long term socio-economic
benefits, it is rational to limit diversity by limiting
immigration.
Another possible future global system might arise
from the attractions of social cohesion and
belonging.
“Normative
endogamy”
–
the
expectation of marrying within the group – is
universally associated with ethnic identity, though
the degree of endogamy varies from culture to
culture. Perhaps the mixing of populations will
follow the same pattern as that shown within the
United States, where ethnic assimilation has
occurred much faster within the major races than
between them. American sociologist Richard Alba
was among the first to notice that white ethnic
groups marry each other, as do Blacks, faster than
they
marry
outside
their
race. 31 If
those
spontaneous individual choices began to influence
states’ immigration policies, then civilisations could
remain ethnically distinct. In his famous book, The
Clash of Civilizations, Samuel Huntington noted
that ethnic identity plays an important (though not
exclusive) role in defining civilisations. In the long
term the world’s cultural and racial diversity might
coalesce into a number of civilizational entities. The
future is open. Whiteshift provides no reason to
cease striving to create relatively homogeneous
nation states, the societies best able to maintain
the peace, ward off corporate imperialism, provide
positive identities for their people, and preserve the
richness of global human biodiversity.

VIII: Naïve Treatment of Anti-white Politics
Kaufmann does not much explore anti-white
politics. He attributes the taboo on white identity to
left liberal and corporate ideology. There are surely
other motives as well. One is religious or racial
xenophobia fed by historical grudges, for example
due to colonialism in earlier centuries. Another is
perception
of
group
competition.
Globalist
ideologies often portray white nations as obstacles.
The United Nations has a long-standing antiWestern bias. Another anti-white motive is feuding
among white ethnic groups and nations. The
centuries-long conflict between the Irish and the
English is an example. These
motives were never grounded in
reason alone, but in defence of
identity, status and homeland. To
this should be added the secularreligious fervour Kaufmann believes
has
pushed
left
anti-white
sentiment
to
authoritarian
extremes.32
Dr. Noah Carl
Commenting on the firing of the young British
sociologist
Noah
Carl
from
St
Edmund’s
College, Cambridge, for his philosophical discussion
of race, Kaufmann wrote: “The aim of radicals is to
preserve universities as safe spaces from
dissenting (ie non-radical) ideas around the holy
trinity of race, sexuality and gender.”33 Defending
whites on the basis of fairness or the common good
will not always overcome such intense motivations.
Kaufmann is aware of the powerful background
forces that influence ethnic politics, including
cultural elites and political leadership. But he does
not apply these insights uniformly.
For example, in discussing Pat Buchanan’s failed
2000 presidential campaign where he won only 0.4
percent of the vote, Kaufmann accepts the
candidate’s own superficial assessment: “At the
mass
level,
Buchanan’s
run
showed
that
immigration was not yet an issue that could
mobilize the Republican membership”.34 This treats
left liberal influlence – in elite culture, the media
and school curricula – as outside the political
process when in reality those influences are part
and parcel of it. Kaufmann’s conclusion implies that
the 2000 presidential election was fought on a level
playing field. He does admit that the Republican
Party establishment was pro-immigration but offers
little explanation. Immigration might have become
a live issue if it were being flagged as urgent in
daily
news
broadcasts,
TV
documentaries,
newspaper editorials, and university lectures.
The same political naivety is evident when
Kaufmann tries to answer the excellent question of
why white resistance to hostile state elites has
been a long time coming, especially in the U.S. He
thinks it is due to spontaneous identity processes
and the dispersal of immigrants in the U.S., which
have not challenged white identity as acutely as in
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Europe. Nowhere does he connect the delay to
hegemonic anti-white cultural elites.
Elsewhere Kaufmann describes how cosmopolitan
elites manipulated public opinion. In The Rise and
Fall of Anglo America Kaufmann documents the
radical takeover of the university system by the
1960s, an event with profound implications for
Australia and the West in general. Universities have
become startup factories for utopian socialist
ideologies little restrained by facts about human
nature. The politicisation of universities has hurt
creative scholarship in swathes of disciplines.
Difficult to explore a subject while simultaneously
suppressing natural inquiry into it.
Kaufmann explains that early in the twentieth
century, the anti-WASP counter-culture consisted
of a few powerless intellectuals. By the end of the
century that culture “operates on a much larger
scale, permeates major institutions”. He adds that
George Orwell observed that by 1930 almost all
English intellectuals were on the left and noted that
“in left-wing circles it is always felt that there is
something slightly disgraceful in being an
Englishman”.35
The political naivety of Whiteshift is also evident in
its weak comparison of policies across states.
Kaufmann’s horror repatriation scenario of “hunting
down” non-whites does not apply to successful
ethnic nations. How do Japan and Israel cope?
They are not afflicted by police brutality or mass
door-to-door sweeps. They seem untroubled by
moral panics, despite the usual dramaturgy from
radical left commentators. Neither are they
authoritarian states. Their overseas diasporas, free
of any coercion, do not condemn their homelands’
immigration policies. It seems that liberalism and
ethnic nationalism are not as incompatible as
Kaufmann thinks. It is not uncommon for
immigrant communities to promote
left liberal policies in their adopted
societies
while
simultaneously
barracking
for
ethno-nationalist
policies in their home countries.
Kaufmann does not discuss the
lessons this could teach white
majorities.
Patrick J. Buchanan
Kaufmann
contemplates
a
centuries-long
assimilation process without discussing all the risks
attending balkanisation. He properly notes some
negative effects of ethno-religious diversity, but
leaves some big ones unmentioned. Race
differences is one omission, as discussed. Neither
does he discuss the loyalty of immigrant
communities. This is especially relevant to
Australia, whose neighbours have much larger
populations.
Should
Australian
governments
continue building up the Chinese and Indian
immigrant communities while China and India
become powerful regional military actors? Fifth
columns and agents of influence have caused

serious problems for democracies in living memory.
Already China has been criticised for manipulating
its diasporas around the world to advance its goals.
The same is true of Turkey and its diaspora in
Europe. Both attempt to mobilise their diasporas to
bring Western countries to heel. So the loyalty of
those diasporas is a legitimate issue of
investigation. Yet Kaufmann does not discuss the
subject. He does not advise white majorities how to
protect themselves. He even disapproves of promajority immigration, the default policy for the rest
of the world. How can white majorities have a
future if non-discriminatory immigration leads to
their nations losing independence?
Whiteshift’s omission
of
the
links
between
immigration-induced diversity, foreign policy, and
national security is a large hole in its analysis.
IX: Cosmopolitan Elites’ Right to Rule
It is also naïve to assume that cosmopolitans
should rule. In Part One I noted that Kaufmann
treats left liberal elites as uniformly motivated by
cosmopolitan values. Uniformity is a quality he
does not attribute to white conservatives, among
whom he discerns psychological and ideological
differences. He makes further questionable
assumptions around this subject.
Kaufmann is aware of van den Berghe’s theory of
ethnic nepotism but thinks that only conservatives,
not liberals, generalise their
intimate nepotistic ties to the
national level. “While white
conservatives scale up their
ethnic attachments from the
intimate community to the
national ‘imagined community’,
liberals’
sense
of
ethnic
primordialism
extends
no
further than their intimate
network.”36
Prof. Jerry Z. Muller
But even those predisposed to scale up nepotistic
attachments can be prevented from doing so when
alienated elites manipulate public culture. “Our
attitudes to bigger political questions are influenced
more by the national media, politicians, cultural
traditions and institutions. The institutional power
of liberal ideas in countries such as Sweden or
Canada accounts for the powerful disjuncture
between whites’ relatively tribal local behaviour and
their more cosmopolitan orientation towards
immigration and national identity.” This analysis is
incomplete because it does not consider societies,
present or historical, in which institutional power
facilitated, instead of dampened, majority ethnic
nepotism. It assumes that cosmopolitan control of
public culture is somehow natural and inevitable,
instead of being artificial and historically aberrant.
If conservative elites were back in charge of the
culture, Kaufmann’s own analysis would predict
them expressing their ethnic attachments in public
policy like the rest of the world. They would not
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need to win all policy debates to make majority
identity much safer.
Kaufmann’s cosmopolitan bias is to
present
anti-white
elites
as
immovable givens that must be
accommodated. At no point does he
signpost the alternate pathway of
white rebellion and liberation. For
him populist nationalism really is
deplorable.
Prof. Ricardo Duchesne
Whiteshift would have been improved if it had
broadened its audience to include white majorities,
not just left liberals. White ethnics need advice on
how to handle their left liberal persecutors. From
their perspective the question is how to deal with
intolerant and powerful opponents, how to placate
them when necessary and how to dissuade them
from their ambition to have whites disappear.
Whites need strategic advice. For example, if they
defeat their leftist and minority antagonists, which
settlement would be most advantageous and
durable? Could they emulate the left by shaping
education, media and immigration policy to make
their victory permanent? Kaufmann does not offer
this advice because he sees white ethnic survival as
entailing the overthrow of his cosmopolitan values.
Kaufmann has for many years evinced belief in the
inevitability and goodness of cosmopolitanism. In
his 2004 book, The Rise and Fall of Anglo
America, he declared that white Americans can only
protect their racial identity and numbers via “an
intellectual crisis in which the cosmopolitan
paradigm is jettisoned.”37 But he believes that
would be a “civilizational cataclysm” because it
would shatter the modernist progressive narrative
by compromising the Enlightenment values of
freedom and equality. He misplaces the value of
freedom and equality. As British philosopher
Quentin Skinner shows, in times of war the public
are willing to suspend individual freedom and
equality. This makes sense because individual
freedom and equality mean little if they are
delimited by the enslavement of one’s family or
nation. British civil rights are the product of a free
nation.38 It seems that Kaufmann still believes in
cosmopolitan
values,
despite
their
bearers
betraying these values in pursuit of one-world
goals.
Kaufmann’s
commitment
to
the
cosmopolitan ideal is so encompassing that he
cannot envisage a West consisting of self-regarding
white nations.
X: Kaufmann’s Bravery
Kaufmann’s message might be shocking to modern
progressives but they find many things shocking,
like religion, patriotism, borders, cultural and ethnic
preference, childhood, binary gender identities,
indeed much adaptive human behaviour.
Conservatives and nationalists will be less shocked.
They have sensed for a long time that whites have
ethnic identities and collective interests. They are

aware that champions of white identity have had
their reputations and careers destroyed by the
multicultural establishment. It is only true-believing
progressives who see dissent from left-liberalism as
nothing but ridiculous conspiracy theories. When
Kaufmann informs us, correctly,
that ethnic identity and defence
are as normal and reasonable for
whites as for other peoples, he
validates the resistance shown
since the 1960s to immigration
policies
adopted
against
the
popular will.
Guillaume Faye
Kaufmann’s book is only relevant because radical
elites are influencing immigration policy and the
public culture in education and the media. It is in
the West’s present extremism that Whiteshift’s
message breaks taboos. It is like boldly proposing
to utopian communists that family loyalty is normal
and reasonable; that parents have an interest in
showing favouritism towards their children and
living together in a family home. It is like a 600page book arguing this case, concluding with a plea
for the communists to show mercy on parents who
show such affections. The book might argue that
atavistic motives such as preferring to be with
one’s biological children is regrettable but should
we not live and let live? Communes that raise
children away from their parents are also
acceptable. Cannot we all just get along?
Such concessions might be necessary in extreme
circumstances. But why should conservatives be
impressed? Why should red-blooded parents be
impressed by such grovelling? It is all very obvious
to them. For most parents acquiescence to
communist lunacy could only be induced through
coercion, never by principled persuasion. Should
the communists lose power, parents would not
need permission to ignore them. They have every
reason and justification to overthrow them.
The taboos Kaufmann challenges may be arbitrary
but they are very real. He is well positioned to
detect them because he is in the belly of the beast
– the mainstream university system. He knows that
the taboos he challenges are backed by credible
threats, formal and informal. For conservatives,
Western universities have been hostile work
environments for decades. The situation is
becoming more extreme. Now government-funded
“human rights” tribunals and social media
campaigns have effectively reintroduced blasphemy
laws. The new heresies include statements of
Christian
belief,
as
demonstrated
by
the
persecution of Christians for opposing same-sex
marriage and homosexuality. Thought crimes are
routinely punished by virtual burnings-at-the-stake
of reputations and careers. Corporate radicalism
has become a real and present threat to free
speech. Well before the Christchurch shootings
social media giants – Facebook, Twitter, Google,
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Youtube – were censoring and “demonetising” lawabiding white identitarians on the
advice of wealthy left liberal
organisations such as the Southern
Poverty Law Centre, the AntiDefamation League, and Media
Matters for America. Why capitalists
would turn to radicals for advice on
who to censor is a puzzle.
Tatu Vanhanen
Whatever the cause of corporate radicalism, the
intensity of repression has picked up. Footballer
Israel Folau’s attempt to raise legal funds to assert
his right to religious free speech was censored by
the crowd funding company GoFundMe for
ideological reasons. In recent years Paypal has
withdrawn financial services from anti-immigration
and white identity websites. Mastercard is
considering the same action. European banks have
refused to operate the accounts of white
identitarians, such as Austrian Martin Sellner. In
February 2019 Chase Manhattan Bank closed the
account of the leader of Proud Boys, a multi-racial
civic nationalist fraternal organisation. Wikipedia,
which has become an instrument of the liberal left,
described the Proud Boys leader of committing
“white
supremacism”
for
praising
Western
civilisation. Facebook has moved closer to a
totalitarian stance by prohibiting users from
“praising or supporting” banned individuals.39
The left-authoritarian values of Big Tech were
exemplified in 2015 when, at a UN event,
Facebook’s Mark Zuckerberg was overheard
agreeing with German chancellor Angela Merkel
that
Facebook
users
who
disagreed with her open-borders
immigration policy should be
suppressed on his social media
website.39 The following year in
Berlin,
Zuckerberg
praised
Merkel’s policy and announced
that Facebook would censor
speech critical of the immigrant
influx.41
Martin Sellner
Since then the phenomenon has metasticized. Now
Big Tech is in the process of imposing a privatised
form of Beijing’s “social credit” system, whereby
people’s incorrect behaviour is monitored and
punished. Not only are (mainly) white populists
being deplatformed for being “dangerous”, but
Facebook users are only permitted to refer to
banned individuals for the purpose of condemning
them. Neutral and supportive mentions are banned,
even in private chat groups. A report in The
Atlantic stated:
Facebook and Instagram will remove any content
containing Infowars videos, radio segments, or articles
(unless the post is explicitly condemning the content),
and Facebook will also remove any groups set up to share
Infowars content and events promoting any of the
banned extremist figures.42

The Atlantic writer hoped the Orwellian measures
would be extended further on Instagram to prevent
“extremist thought”. Another article in the
magazine criticised white baseball players for
visiting President Trump when players of colour had
refused.43 What is criticised as totalitarianism in the
case of Communist China is being promoted by
Western cultural elites.
Censorship by social media corporations is a return
to the post-WWII establishment liberal consensus
that suppressed expressions of white identity. The
original consensus involved a monopoly of elite
universities, the mainstream press, network
television and the popular music industry. This
monopoly partially collapsed for about two decades
due to the emergence of the internet, but has been
largely re-established.
This is the ruthless juggernaut that Kaufmann
hopes to deflect with appeals to self-interest. He
might appear timid to conservatives but in the
present university environment his stance is
courageous.
XI: Conclusion
Whiteshift might be part of a trend. The
assumption that it is okay to express ethnic pride,
that it is not immoral or racist to defend one’s
national identity or to preserve society’s ethnic
balance, is being extended to whites after many
decades in the sin bin. The idea is beginning to
appear in other academic works, for example Roger
Eatwell and Matthew Goodwin’s National Populism:
The Revolt against Liberal Democracy, which won
the Sunday Times’ book of the year for 2018. Like
Kaufmann, Eatwell and Goodwin address a
progressive audience when they urge respectful
engagement with national populists.
But the multicultural spoils system is so entrenched
that the cultural establishment is unlikely to
gracefully recant its double ethnic standard. If Eric
Kaufmann’s vision of tolerance is to be realised, if it
is to become as acceptable to advocate the
interests of whites as it is other ethnicities, whites
will need to fight for their rights.
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Liberal Josh Frydenberg sounds alarm on Holocaust deniers
and 'the rise of the far right'
By defence correspondent Andrew Greene, Posted Wed
26 February 2020 at 1:54pm

Federal Parliament's most prominent Jewish MP,
Treasurer Josh Frydenberg, has warned far-right
extremism is rising across the world, including in some
parts of Australia.
Key points:
* Josh Frydenberg said people were seeking to diminish
the loss of life in the Holocaust
* He warned about the consequences of the rise of the far
right within Australia
* It comes days after Australia's top spy warned neoNazis were emerging as a major threat
In a speech delivered at the opening of a new Australian War
Memorial exhibition dedicated to the Holocaust, the deputy
Liberal Party leader said many individuals and countries were
seeking to deny the mass murder of Jews by Nazi Germany.
"There is the rise of the far right in countries around the world,
including in some parts of Australia," Mr Frydenberg said.
"There are people who are seeking to diminish the loss of life
during the Holocaust, there are countries that are challenging its
very existence."
His comments come days after ASIO director general Mike
Burgess warned that neo-Nazis were emerging as one of
Australia's most challenging security threats.
"In suburbs around Australia, small cells regularly meet to
salute Nazi flags, inspect weapons, train in combat and share
their hateful ideology," Mr Burgess said during an address inside
ASIO's Canberra headquarters on Monday.
The ASIO boss said the extreme right had been in his agency's
sights for some time but had come into "sharp focus" after the
Christchurch terror attack last year.

His comments prompted the Opposition to question Prime
Minister Scott Morrison in Parliament on Tuesday as to why no
far-right organisations had yet been officially designated as
terrorist organisations in Australia.
Earlier in the day Home Affairs Minister Peter Dutton had vowed
that both far-right and far-left "lunatics" would be dealt with.
In his speech at the War Memorial, Mr Frydenberg said it was
important that the memory of the millions killed in Nazi
concentration camps was never forgotten.
"This is why we're all here, because at the conclusion of the
Second World War, US General Dwight Eisenhower said there
would come a time, as he was inspecting the concentration
camps, there would come a time that people would deny the
Holocaust ever happened," he said.
"So we're here today to honour the dead and their memories,
but we're also here to thank the War Memorial for continuing to
remind us of this evil, dark period in world history, that we all
have a collective duty to say, 'Never again.'"
Earlier on Wednesday the Treasurer praised the Labor
Government in his home state of Victoria for "strengthening"
Holocaust education in schools.
"Racism and hate stem from ignorance, which is why education,
particularly of our young, is so important," Mr Frydenberg
tweeted.
Josh Frydenberg ✔ @JoshFrydenberg
Congratulations to @DanielAndrewsMP & @JamesMerlinoMP for
taking the initiative & strengthening Holocaust education in
Victorian
schools.
Racism & hate stem from ignorance which is why education,
particularly of our young, is so important.
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Stalin Burned 100s of 1000s of Russian Peasants'
Homes, But Everyone Blames Germany - Another
WW2 Anti-German Slander Goes Up in Smoke
Mike Walsh Wed, Feb 5, 2020
Russians frequently cite this alleged war crime as Exhibit
A of German brutality during the war. The peasants were
subsistence farmers, barely scratching out a living.
Burning their homes and barns almost ensured that they
would perish over the harsh winter. Now it turns out
Stalin's Jewish henchmen did it.

The Order’s purpose was to indiscriminately slaughter
communities before their being caught up in the German
advance. The Order gave specific instruction that trained
irregulars, wearing uniforms of captured and killed
German troops, would indiscriminately kill peasants on
an industrial scale. Especially sought for this purpose
were uniforms of the Waffen SS.

It's a very Jewish trick - do something incomprehensibly
evil, and then blame your enemy for it. The NKVD at the
time was dominated by Jewish revolutionaries, and they
hated these deeply Christian, salt of the earth peasants,
and were happy to destroy them.
Very few people know the detail of Joseph Stalin’s
notorious Torch-Man Order. As a consequence people
little realise that images depicting German atrocities are
falsified. Filmed atrocities were the responsibility not of
the Reich, but of England and America’s Soviet allies.
There can be no excuse for using images of one’s own
crimes to stigmatise one’s enemy. To do so to justify war
is a war crime. The banality of evil is that the Torch-Man
Order is censored in the West and disguised behind the
bland index Order Number #0428.
The detail of this disreputable Order is confirmed as
accurate by the Russian government. Stalin’s Order
#0428 authorised November 17, 1941, instructed
Bolshevik irregulars to destroy everything within 40 to 60
kilometres of the rapidly advancing German forces.

Western media claims such suggestion
propaganda. This begs three questions:

is

Nazi

1) The Reich controlled Europe between Moscow, Finland
and the Black Sea. Why were these atrocities carried out
only on Soviet territories before their being occupied by
the Reich?
2) Why would any army film and widely distribute images
of atrocities that would reflect badly on them and later
indict them on war crime charges?
3) Where is the logic in an advancing army destroying its
means of sustenance and support as it advances? These
are questions of logic that simply cannot be answered in
a way that would support victors’ spin. For such reasons
open debate by Western media is off-limits.
In fact, the German policy was precisely the opposite to
that of Britain and America’s ally. The function of the
Reich’s Ostacker Program (Eastern Fields Program) was
to restore the lands and return rural property to the
peoples of the regions occupied by the German forces:
(Archive Series 429, roller 461, General Use Division,
Foreign Units East li H 3/70 Fri 6,439,568th Filed:
National Archives Washington).

Stalin’s burnt earth policy was not what is claimed to be
a strategy of depriving the Axis armies of sustenance.
Stalin realised that communities terrorised by the
Bolsheviks over twenty-five years welcomed the invading
Reich armies as liberators. Churchill’s ally also knew that
upon liberation entire Central European communities
would assist the German occupiers. In Stalin’s eyes, the
peasantry were already collaborators.

The Torch-Man order signed by Stalin was released by
the Russian government. The Order specifically carries
instruction that it was ‘important to leave a few survivors
who would report the supposed German terror attacks’.
This strategy was confirmed by Axis troops who, having
taken into captivity partisans wearing Reich uniforms,
conceded their reason for doing so.
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Order Number #0428 is quite specific and uncontested:

All settlements, in which German troops are found, up to
a depth of 40 60km from the main lines of battle, are to
be destroyed and set on fire; so too all such situated 2030km from the roads. For the total destruction of the
settled areas, the Soviet Air Force will be made available.
Artillery and rocket launchers will be used extensively, as
well as intelligence units’ skiers and Partisan divisions
equipped with bottles with flammable liquid. These
hunting expeditions in their activities of destruction are
to be dressed to the greatest extent in German soldier’s
uniforms and uniforms of the Waffen SS looted from the
German Army.
This will ignite hatred toward all fascist occupiers and
make the conscription of partisans from the outlying
areas of fascist territories easier. It is important to have
survivors who will tell about German atrocities. For this
purpose, every regiment is to form hunter units of about
20-30 men strong with the task to detonate and
incinerate the villages.
We have to select brave fighters for this action of
destruction of settled areas. These men will be especially
recommended to receive bravery awards when working
in German uniforms behind enemy lines and destroying
those settlement outposts. Among the population spread

the rumour the Germans are burning the villages in order
to punish the partisans.
The images distributed by the Soviets and their American
and British allies depict graveside images of captives
being shot in the back of the head. This method of
execution was exclusively a Soviet CHEKA / NKVD
method of mass killings. The forces of the Reich used
conventional means to dispose of those marked for
execution and did so within the constraints of
international law.
Cui Bono (the legal term for ‘who benefits?): Again, logic
suggests that only the Soviets would benefit from
carrying out, photographing, filming and distributing
images of these atrocities. The intention was to create an
anti-Reich psychosis and encourage partisan recruitment.
The strategy was also useful in providing the Soviets
Western allies with propaganda that would assist their
war against the Workers Reich. In other words, these
crimes are solely and exclusively the responsibility not of
Hitler’s Germany but of the Soviet Union, England and
the United States.
------------------------------------------------Fackelmännerbefehl von Rußland bestätigt!
Stalin’s Torch-men-Order finally confirmed by Russia
itself
*http://de.metapedia.org/wiki/Fackelm%C3%A4nnerbe
fehl
Source: The Ethnic European
*https://russia-insider.com/en/history/stalin-burned100s-1000s-russian-peasants-homes-everyone-blamesgermany-another-ww2-anti
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Students to receive mandatory Holocaust lessons
to counter anti-Semitism
Paul Sakkal February 26, 2020 — 8.50am

High school students in government schools will be
required to learn a mandatory and more thorough history
of the Holocaust in an attempt to increase awareness of
Jewish persecution and reverse the rising trend of antiSemitism.
All year 9 and 10 students in state
schools will be taught about the
period in history when millions of
Jews were killed in Nazi-occupied
Europe.
Victorian Education Minister James Merlino.Jason South

The push to minimise prejudice among Victorian students
will include a new hotline for schools, students and
parents to report cases of religious or ethnic vilification.

State Education Minister James Merlino said it was
troubling that, if asked, "most kids today wouldn't be
able to explain what the Holocaust was".
Federal Treasurer Josh Frydenberg, who is Jewish,
backed the curriculum change, tweeting that "racism
[and] hate stem from ignorance which is why education,
particularly of our young, is so important".
The
curriculum
change
comes four months after a
16-year-old
Victorian
schoolboy
was
charged
with threatening to kill a
Jewish
classmate
and
forcing the other boy to
kiss his feet in a video
revealed in The Age.
A Jewish year 7 student at Cheltenham Secondary College
was filmed while being forced to kiss the shoes of
another boy.

Dvir Abramovich, chairman of the Anti-Defamation
Commission, has claimed a rising number of Jewish
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parents were pulling their children out of the state school
system to avoid being targeted.
A report by the Executive Council of Australian Jewry
found there were more than
350
incidents
of
antiSemitism – including verbal
and physical assaults –
recorded by community
groups last year, a 30 per
cent
increase
on
the
previous year.
Inside Auschwitz: holocaust's horrific impact
Archive vision shows the devastation of the holocaust and
of Nazi death camp Auschwitz-Birkenau.

A state parliamentary committee is holding an inquiry
into a possible expansion of the state's anti-vilification
laws, including the banning of the swastika.
While the Holocaust is part of the curriculum in some
Victorian schools, it is not taught in all of them and the
state government believes the topic is often not taught
as well as it could be.

"Anti-Semitism is on the rise around the globe and sadly
we are not immune in our own Victorian community," Mr
Merlino said. "It is vital that each generation understands
the horror of the Holocaust to ensure it can never be
repeated and to educate the community on the damage
caused by anti Semitism, racism and prejudice. "This is
about using this terrible historical event to talk to
students and educate them about the broader issues of
racism and prejudice in our society."
New teaching resources will be developed by the state
government who will partner with Victoria's Jewish
community and the philanthropic group founded by
shopping centre mogul John Gandel, owner of Chadstone
shopping centre.
The new curriculum will be based on adaptations of
existing Yad Vashem teaching resources and lesson plans
produced by the World Holocaust Memorial Centre in
Jerusalem. Existing teaching resources will be reviewed
to ensure they are adequate.
Mr Abramovich, who has long advocated for mandatory
Holocaust education, said understanding of the
Holocaust was "worryingly low".
"Studying the Holocaust will make the next generations
of
students
appreciate how
unchecked
racism,
scapegoating and stereotyping can result in horrific acts
of murder, and how through their individual choices as
responsible, engaged citizens they can build a society of
acceptance, empathy and compassion," he said.
*https://www.theage.com.au/national/victoria/student
s-to-receive-mandatory-holocaust-lessons-to-counteranti-semitism-20200226-p544e2.html
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* https://www.bitchute.com/video/ytJIOZ1aSuBb/

___________________________________________________
22

Englishman and Australian alone, but the whole
civilized world, that will be the losers.”[iii]

The War on White Australia: Cheap Labor
Importation Schemes
February 23, 2020/35 Comments/in Featured Articles
/by Brenton Sanderson

I have written extensively about the pivotal role
played by Jewish intellectuals and activists as
ideological and political handmaidens of the
demographic transformation of Australia over the
last fifty years (see here, here, here, here and
here). In this essay I want to explore another key
driver of this transformation: business interests
fixated on suppressing wages and boosting profits
through the expedient of mass immigration and
cheap labor importation schemes.
The White Australia policy (1901–1973) was, while
it lasted, a hugely successful attempt to preserve
the genetic and cultural legacy of the founding
racial stock of the nation. It was also an industrial
relations policy designed to prevent the capitalist
class from flooding the Australian economy with
cheap labor. This was a key part of the original
rationale for the policy as articulated by Alfred
Deakin, Australia’s first Attorney-General, who
argued that:

The closing down of this and other cheap labour
importation schemes with the enactment of the
Immigration Restriction Act of 1901 hugely
benefited White Australian workers. Wages paid by
business rose to secure labour. The sugar industry
continued to thrive, but without cheap imported
labour the plantation model struggled against the
family farm model, and the industry came to
comprise many smaller-scale enterprises. The
White Australia policy was thus a policy of
economic protectionism designed to benefit the
entire racial group by preventing capitalists from
importing cheap labour to undercut the living
standards of White Australians. The policy reflected
the desire of Australians to build a strong and
prosperous society founded upon the principles of
racial and cultural homogeneity. Reflecting this
view, one commentator noted in 1939 that: “The
Australian prides himself on his high standard of
living; he wishes to do nothing that will endanger
it. Neither does he wish to bring into being a colour
problem such as he sees in South Africa.”[iv]

a white Australia does not by any means just mean
the preservation of the complexion of the people of
this country. It means the multiplying of homes, so
that we may be able to defend every part of our
continent; it means the maintenance of conditions
of life fit for white men and white women; it means
equal laws and opportunities for all; it means
protection against underpaid labour of other lands,
it means the payment of fair wages. A white
Australia means a civilisation whose foundations
are built on healthy lives, lived in honest toil, under
circumstances which imply no degradation; a white
Australia means protection.”[i]

An analogous view had been expressed as early as
1841 by James Stephen, the head of the British
colonial office in London, who warned that largescale non-White immigration to Australia would
inevitably “beat down the wages of poor labouring
Europeans … [and] cut off the resource for many of
our own distressed people.”[ii] In the four decades
before the enactment of the White Australia policy
in 1901, some 60,000 South Sea Islanders (called
“Kanakas”) were imported and indentured to
Queensland sugar plantation owners who built a
business model on this ultra-cheap imported labour
and who regarded themselves as a “plantocracy” in
the manner of the American south. This practice
alarmed Australian scholar Charles Pearson who
observed in 1893 that: “We know that coloured and
white labour cannot exist side by side; we are well
aware that China can swamp us with a single year’s
surplus of population; and we know that if national
existence is sacrificed to the working of a few
mines and sugar plantations, it is not the

Advertisement for Australian-made furniture
from the early twentieth century
Since the Jewish-led overthrow of the White
Australia policy in the 1960s and 1970s, Australian
policymakers have progressively embraced not only
the Jewish diasporic strategic imperatives of
increased racial diversity and multiculturalism, but
also the cheap labor importation schemes
prohibited under the White Australia policy. A
dramatic increase in cheap labor importation into
Australia took place after 1996 when the
“conservative” government of Prime Minister John
Howard created the Section 457 Visa for temporary
workers—a visa program designed to be uncapped
and totally driven by the putative needs of the
Australian labor market.
The 457 Visa led to a massive increase in cheap
non-White labor brought into the country, including
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in industries experiencing flat or no growth, such as
cooks in the hotels/restaurant industry and shop
assistants in the retail sector. One union noted how
there was a 53% increase in the number of 457
Visa holders over a period when total employment
in relevant industries fell by six per cent. Many
businesses used 457 Visas to replace their existing
workforces
with
cheaper
migrant
workers.
Australia’s peak union body, the ACTU, noted how
the proliferation of 457 temporary work visas
meant that young people and graduates who
previously
would
have
been
offered
an
apprenticeship or other entry-level opportunity
have been effectively shut out of a number of
industries.
Amid growing community anger and a Senate
Inquiry into the scheme, the 457 Visa was replaced
in 2018 with the Temporary Skill Shortage (TSS)
Visa, which, while ostensibly including more
rigorous
labor
market
testing
and
salary
assessment requirements, has had minimal effect
in limiting temporary migrant numbers. There are
currently about 2.2 million temporary visa holders
in an Australian workforce of 12.9 million—or about
17 per cent of the total (not including illegal
workers). This is a massive 54 per cent increase
from a decade earlier. Almost a fifth of the nation’s
cleaners, store packers, and food and hospitality
workers are on temporary migrant visas—at a time
when nearly two million Australians are either
unemployed or underemployed.
International Student Explosion

In addition to creating the 457 temporary work
visa, it was the Howard government that, from the
early 2000s, encouraged overseas students to
apply for permanent residence after completing
their courses in Australia. This was partly in
response to lobbying from the universities who
sought to promote overseas student enrolments as
another revenue source. The inevitable result was
an explosion in overseas student enrolments, and
by 2017–18 overseas students had become the
largest contributor to Australia’s very high level of
Net Overseas Migration (NOM) which numbered
271,700 people in 2019. According to Australian
Bureau of Statistics (ABS) estimates, overseas
students comprise around 44 per cent of total NOM.
Between 2012 and 2017, the share of commencing
overseas students of all commencing students in
Australian universities grew from 21.8 per cent to
28.9 per cent and to around 40 per cent in Group
of Eight (Go8) leading universities. The majority of
these students were from China and India.
The head of The Australian Population Research
Institute, Dr. Bob Birrell, estimates that around one
in five overseas students is granted Permanent
Residency each year, noting that “Most of these
students had been in Australia for years. They had
managed to stay here by transferring from one
temporary visa to another before eventually finding

a PR pathway, mainly by finding an employer to
sponsor them or a resident to sponsor them as a
partner.” An overseas student studying for a
bachelor’s degree typically extends their stay to
pursue a post-graduate qualification and then
moves on to a 485 visa to work for up to 18
months. Overseas students (especially those from
India) show a high propensity to seek and obtain
another temporary visa each year, and an equally
high propensity to appeal any decision to deny
them an additional visa. This enables them to stay
in Australia while their appeal is heard by the
Administrative Appeals Tribunal.
Overseas students are by far the largest
contributors to population growth in inner Sydney
and Melbourne. As well as contributing to a collapse
in academic standards at Australian universities
(who have a vested financial interest in setting low
English language standards for their courses), their
presence in the labor market actively harms
Australian workers:
Many thousands of overseas students are being
enrolled who do not hold the funds needed to
finance their stay in Australia for more than a short
period. They have to rely on obtaining employment
here. They have created an underclass of workers
with little choice but to accept whatever terms
employers are prepared to offer. Most of those
holding an overseas student visa do not possess
professional or trade qualifications accepted in
Australia. And, because they hold temporary visas,
employers are usually only willing to recruit them
on a casual or part-time basis. They enter lowskilled labour markets (notably in hospitality, retail
and other service industries). The costs are borne
by the many young domestic workers who do not
possess post-school qualifications and who are
also seeking work in these occupations. These
domestic job seekers face ferocious competition
from overseas students and other temporary
migrants. This has eroded wages and conditions.

While this labor supply abundance persists,
employers don’t have to raise wages or invest in
labor saving capital equipment. Real incomes have,
consequently, stagnated in Australia for a decade
and in 2018 the labor productivity growth rate fell
to zero. Between 2008 and 2016 Australia’s labor
market created an extra 474,000 full time jobs but
only 74,000 went to people born in Australia. The
bulk (400,000) went to migrants (both permanent
and temporary)—the vast majority of whom arrived
in the country after 2001. Close to 30 per cent of
Australian residents are now born overseas.
The Scale of Recent Australian Immigration

In 2000, the Australian Bureau of Statistics forecast
that Australia’s population wouldn’t reach 25.4
million until 2051. As a result of mass immigration
and a population growth rate much faster than
other developed countries, Australia got there in
2019. Jewish Monash University professor and
leading immigration and diversity propagandist, Dr.
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Andrew Markus, recently enthused: “You have to
pinch yourself. In 2006 our population was under
20 million, and now it’s over 25 million. I can’t
think of a developed Western country that’s
experienced a change of that magnitude.” The
Chinese-born population of Australia grew by half
to 650,000 in the five years to 2018 (more than
eight times faster than the overall population), and
by 2023 is on track to surpass the English-born.
The Indian-born population grew even faster to
590,000. In 2019 more people from Nepal settled
in Australia than from the United Kingdom, mainly
due to the high number of students who come here
and remain after graduation, and who then use
chain migration to bring in their relatives.
Australia’s Nepal-born population is now about
95,000, compared with only 1,410 in 1996. Tara
Gaire arrived from Nepal as a student in 2008, and
now works as a trainer in the vocational education
sector. Living with his family in the northern
suburbs, Mr Gaire said he felt very at home in
Melbourne’s multicultural environment. “We catch
up with community members, we go to the temple,
it doesn’t feel like overseas,” he said. … Dr Bob
Birrell, from the Australian Population Research
Institute, said Nepalese students had created a
bridgehead in Australia from which the community
grew rapidly. “We have former students who got
permanent residency through skilled entry and
marrying locals, and then inviting relatives from
the homeland to join them,” he said.

Pro-immigration political commentator George
Megalogenis recently noted that demographic
trends in the city of Melbourne point “to a future in
which Australia is no longer a majority white
nation.” Melbourne is the first Australian city in
which the largest ethnic community are migrants
born in India, followed by those born in China.
“Melbourne’s ethnic face, with the Indians first, the
Chinese second and the English [born] third, is” he
observes, “expected to become the nation’s before
the end of the 2020s, as cities and regions
increasingly rely on migration for population
growth.” Megalogenis, a leftist with a longstanding
animus to Anglo Australia, celebrates the fact
“history will be made at the core of our identity.
Indigenous Australians will outnumber the Englishborn for the first time since the 1820s. At that
point we can stop pretending we are just a white
nation.” While this is obviously a change Jewish
intellectuals and activists will be cheering, it’s
something unlikely to alarm White Australian
business leaders devoid of any racial or national
feeling.
Despite growing community unease, successive
governments have steadfastly refused to reduce
Australia’s high immigration intake due to the
pleadings of ethnic lobbies, universities, and a
business sector that finds it far easier to recruit
cheap migrant workers than train locals. A report
by the Committee for the Economic Development of

Australia recently advocated totally unrestricted
inflows of temporary migrants and the abolition of
any labor-market testing for positions filled by
migrants. Noting that Net Overseas Migration now
accounts for about 60 per cent of Australia’s
population growth, David Alexander, writing in The
Australian, observes that:
Many of the policy themes of recent years echo
those of earlier eras. Labour importing businesses
argue that they shouldn’t be expected to pay
market rates for labour, and on this basis deem
there to be labour shortages that government must
assist with. These businesses have increased
competitiveness against those that do not use
cheaper imported labour, and this is contributing to
the structure of industries reverting to a more
manorial model. Looking across historical episodes,
we can identify the economic principles at work;
high differentials between wealthy-country wages
and poorer-country wages will always create
incentives for some businesses to arbitrage away
the difference through labour mobility schemes.
And,
correspondingly,
the pressure for wage
convergence with poor
countries
can
be
expected
to
elicit
opposition
from
domestic workers.
Scene from Boxing Day
sales in Melbourne 2019

Clearly racial and cultural imperatives would, in a
sane country, override government support for
large-scale cheap labor importation schemes. It is
disingenuous to declare labor shortages on the
basis that businesses decline to pay the market
rate, and it is also unfair to give structural
advantage to labor-importing firms over localemploying firms. The Indian government recently
cited spurious “labor shortages” in Australia (i.e.
the unwillingness of businesses to pay market wage
rates) to argue for even greater access for Indian
workers to “fill the gaps” in the Australian
economy, proposing that Indian health workers,
infrastructure specialists and security guards be
given enhanced access to the labor market. The
Indian population of Australia has, as mentioned,
exploded in the last two decades: Melbourne and
Sydney have been the destination of choice for
more than 60 per cent of the 500,000 Indians and
more than 70 per cent of the 500,000 Chinese who
have migrated here since 2001. The Australian
Chamber of Commerce has welcomed this
unprecedented surge in permanent and temporary
migration, noting “The biggest reason for the
growth in our NOM (net overseas migration) is
international students [with the right to work],
something to be celebrated.”
Increased Scope for Worker Exploitation

Australia’s extremely high per capita level of
immigration, fueled by uncapped temporary work
and overseas student visas—where over two million
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workers in Australia are currently on visas—creates
tremendous scope for worker exploitation. In 2015
it was revealed that thousands of workers,
generally Indian students on visas, were paid as
little as $5 an hour by 7-Eleven and were
blackmailed, or threatened with deportation if they
spoke up. The company apologized and paid back
more than $160 million to thousands of workers in
back pay. A long list of companies have since been
caught underpaying staff or using fake traineeships
to avoid paying workers their entitlements. A
recent study found underpayment of wages to
temporary workers is rife, with as many as a third
being paid less than half the legal minimum wage.
The underpayment of workers in the hospitality
industry is so widespread as to be standard
practice. Most recently, a restaurant fronted by
Jewish celebrity chef Heston Blumenthal was found
to owe employees at least $4.5 million “in what
appears to be the worst case of underpayment yet
in the high-end restaurant sector.”
Such practices inevitably have a flow on effect
throughout the entire economy where high school
and university students are widely underpaid and
overworked. Business journalist Adele Ferguson
noted how “These companies have come to
symbolize what is wrong in a number of sectors of
the economy, where underpayment or wage
suppression is part and parcel of doing business
and vulnerable workers are like lambs to the
slaughter in this insidious practice. It isn’t an
overstatement to say that worker exploitation is
widespread and have become entrenched over
time.” A lawyer leading a class action of former
employees subjected to such practices observes
how employers “have been allowed to build
empires and expand their business portfolios on the
backs of employees being paid less than their
minimum award [legal] entitlements.”
Stagnant Wages in Australia

It is little wonder, in such an environment, that real
wages in Australia have stagnated. Wage
underpayment fueled by mass immigration
(temporary and permanent) has seen Australian
wage growth fall off a cliff since 2013 and remain
at low levels. Economics professor Roger Wilkins
notes over the last decade “the almost complete
absence of any growth in household incomes. After
tax, the typical Australian household earned
$80,600 in 2009. In 2017 the same household
earned $80,100. Meanwhile, ultra-low interest rate
policies by Australia’s central bank has inflated
asset prices, fanning inequality, and supercharged
an already high debt burden without much increase
in genuine economic activity.” Since 2000 the
volume of loans outstanding in Australia—to
households, businesses and governments—has
soared from $740 billion to 2.9 trillion. The average
mortgage on an existing dwelling in New South
Wales recently hit an all-time high of $621,500.

Australian politicians are fond of boasting that,
during a period of time when other major
developed
economies
experienced
several
recessions,
the
Australian
economy
has
experienced almost three decades of uninterrupted
economic growth. This disguises the fact that, due
to record high immigration, Australia’s annual
growth in Gross Domestic Product per capita has, in
the last decade, averaged less than one per cent,
lower than America, Japan, and even the Eurozone.
Per capita incomes have gone backwards during 18
quarters of the past 28 years (including two
technical recessions). In per capita terms, both the
Victorian and Melbourne economies have gone
backwards four times in the past ten years. On that
measure, it is the worst performing state and city
in Australia—despite being the favored destination
of new Chinese and Indian migrants. “The
population growth has disguised the fact that
Victoria has become a poor state,” notes economist
Saul Eslake. “Let me put it this way, economic
growth that’s only driven by population growth is
not really worth having, as it is not improving
people’s living conditions.”
Mass immigration has so transformed the
demographics of Melbourne that more than 40 per
cent of residents are now migrants. And this is only
the start: if current trends continue a city the size
of Brisbane will be piled on top of Melbourne in the
next two decades. A consequence has been that
house prices have risen to among the most
expensive in the world as house size and quality
have declined. A 2017 survey of 406 cities ranked
Sydney the world’s second most expensive
(housing costs against inflation) only behind Hong
Kong (which it increasingly resembles). Melbourne
came in sixth, more expensive that London, Tokyo
and New York. Wage stagnation amid soaring
house prices has made shelter a luxury, and priced
a generation out of the property market. The
amenity of local suburbs is declining, congestion is
worse, there are fewer parks and “green spaces”
and most modern apartment blocks are cheap
eyesores. Meanwhile, Australia’s annual intake of
around 20,000 mainly African and Middle-Eastern
refugees has fueled a surge in violent crime.
Australia’s New Economic Strategy

Population growth fueled by mass immigration and
the servicing of it with cheaply-built houses,
apartments, and supermarkets has essentially
become Australia’s economic strategy. Former
Australian Foreign Minister, Bob Carr, pointed out
that “Australia digs up and sells raw materials. In
the cities the economy is based on building
apartment blocks and shopping malls. The idea of
Australia as a clever country is a myth, it’s an
illusion.”
Unsurprisingly, surveys have found a steep fall in
public support for immigration over the last
decade. A 2018 survey found that more than 69
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per cent of respondents felt the country didn’t need
more people. Community concerns about the
deleterious effects of mass immigration are not,
however, represented by Australia’s political class.
At the 2019 federal election, despite some clear
differences between the two major political parties
in a range of policy areas, they effectively ran a
joint ticket on immigration. Economics journalist
Judith Sloan notes that immigration is “a no go
subject for many in the political class,” who are “in
heated agreement in their support for high migrant
intakes, both permanent and temporary, and the
associated high population growth.”
Conscious of the public’s growing hostility to mass
immigration,
Prime
Minister
Scott
Morrison
announced a small cut in Australia’s permanent
migrant intake (from 190,000 to 160,000) in
2019—while failing to mention the nation’s massive
temporary migrant intake wouldn’t be constrained.
According to the 2019-20 federal budget, Net
Overseas Migration is expected to average 268,600
annually for the next four years—an increase on
the 228,700 estimate from the previous budget. A
former Department of Immigration bureaucrat
notes that “If [Morrison] sticks to that plan [to
lower permanent migration to 160,000], then
Treasury’s rise in net migration inevitably means a
huge surge in long-term temporary migration to
more than offset the reduction in permanent
migration.” Moreover, the 160,000 permanent
immigration figure also does not include the 20,000
people granted permanent residence each year
through Australia’s refugee program.
The Labor Party opposition in Australia, like its
counterpart in the UK and the Democratic Party in
the US, has essentially abandoned any pretense of
representing the interests of the White working
class. Most of the “creative destruction” that
followed the economic globalization of the postCold War era has been in jobs lost by blue-collar
White men. White manual workers across the West
now face fewer jobs and, spurred by mass
immigration (both legal and illegal) falling real
wages and unaffordable housing. Rather than
representing these people (their traditional
constituency)
by
supporting
immigration
restriction, the Australian Labor Party panders to
ethnic communities. In the wake of its shock 2019
election loss, the party is “prioritizing engagement
with migrant communities” and will focus on
“reviewing
legislation
from
a
multicultural
perspective.”
Australia’s Plutocratic Elite and Mass Immigration

Noting the reasons for the major parties’ flagrant
disregard for wishes of the electorate, Judith Sloan
notes that “The lobbying behind immigration is so
strong that both parties have concluded the views
of ordinary folk can be ignored. These forces
include the bureaucracy—check out the Treasury’s
reports—big business, property developers, the

universities, and various interest groups, some
ethnically based.” These business and ethnic
groups lobbying for unrelenting waves of mass
immigration often overlap. Australia’s largest
property developer, the Jewish tycoon Harry
Triguboff (known as “high-rise Harry”) is a proimmigration zealot for ethnic and business reasons.
Born to Russian-Jewish parents who fled to China,
Triguboff, who came to Australia as a young boy in
1948, pioneered selling
apartments to the Chinese,
and
hopes
mass
immigration
will
see
Australia’s population soar
to 55 million by 2050 and
100 million by the end of
the century.
High-rise Harry Triguboff

Fellow Jewish plutocrat, Frank Lowy, is also “an
advocate for an ambitious immigration program.”
In response to talk of a small cut to the permanent
immigration intake in 2018, Lowy, claiming to be
“disturbed by the negative tone of the debate over
immigration,” protested that “we are moving in the
wrong direction. We should bend that curve back
upwards. We should be talking about targets, not
caps.” Mass immigration proponents like Triguboff,
Lowy, and fellow Jewish property tycoon John
Gandel, were leading donors to both major political
parties in the lead up to the 2019 election. All
three, meanwhile, strongly support Israel’s
ethnically-restrictive immigration policies, with
Lowy recently moving to Israel after retiring from
active involvement in his business affairs.
Downward Social Mobility of White Australians

Pivotal to the growing backlash against neo-liberal
economics in the West has been the downward
social mobility that has resulted from decades of
the
kind
of
plutocratic
rentier
capitalism
championed by Triguboff, Lowy, Gandel and other
pillars of Australia’s corporate elite. Analysis by a
Harvard economist in 2016 found that just half of
children born in the 1980s were better off than
their parents, compared with 90 per cent of baby
boomers. The downward social mobility of younger
generations of White Australians is especially acute
because of the crushing rise in house prices and
the incredible corruption of the banking and
financial systems that has accompanied it.
Plutocratic rentier capitalism is an economic system
where certain players are able to extract a “rent”
from everybody else because they have an excess
of economic and/or political power.
While these and other business interests are
undoubtedly made better off as a result of mass
immigration, its negative effects are mainly borne
by White working people and taxpayers. Taking
just public infrastructure—covering roads, public
transport, hospitals, schools, electricity, water and
sewage, policing, law and justice, parks and open
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space and much more—Sustainable Population
Australia estimates every extra migrant requires
well over $100,000 of infrastructure spending. A
failure to make this kind of investment in
infrastructure results in growing congestion on
roads and public transport. Infrastructure Australia
forecast that the annual cost of road congestion will
increase from $19 billion in 2016 to $39 billion in
2031. Exacerbating this is the fact two-thirds of
migrants settle in the already crowded cities of
Sydney and Melbourne—each of whose populations
are projected to reach 10 million in the next fifty
years. The only way this doubling of the
populations of Melbourne and Sydney can be occur
so rapidly is by moving to a lot more high-rise
living—a fundamental and profoundly negative
change to the Australian way of life.
It is little wonder that, when asked, Australians feel
their living standards are declining, especially those
struggling to squeeze into an overheated housing
market. Asked how they felt about the level of

change during the past decade, more Australians
opted for “concerned,” “overwhelmed,” and
“fatigued” than “positive,” “empowered” and
“energized,” according to research published late
last year. These results reflect growing sentiment
throughout the West where growing numbers of
White working people are becoming heartily sick of
plutocratic rentier capitalism fueled by unrelenting
waves of permanent and temporary immigration.
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Australian spy chief reveals fascistic networks, but
minister attacks “left-wing lunatics”
By Mike Head, 28 February 2020
Extreme right-wing groups, capable of large-scale
“sophisticated” violence, are increasingly active in
Australia, the head of the country’s domestic intelligence
agency reported this week. He revealed that their activity
had been known to his agency “for some time.”
This statement by Australian Security Intelligence
Organisation (ASIO) director-general Mike Burgess points
to the rising danger of fascistic, anti-immigrant attacks,
similar to the shooting of nine people in Hanau, Germany
on February 19 and the massacre of 51 people in
Christchurch, New Zealand last March 15.
“In Australia, the extreme right-wing threat is real and it
is growing,” Burgess stated in delivering ASIO’s annual
threat assessment. “In suburbs around Australia, small
cells regularly meet to salute Nazi flags, inspect
weapons, train in combat and share their hateful
ideology.”
The immediate response of Home Affairs Minister Peter
Dutton, who is in charge of ASIO, was to try to deflect
attention from the far right, and insist that the threat of
violence came equally from “left-wing lunatics” and
“extreme left-wing ideologies.”
Dutton’s declaration underscores the fact that the real
target of the government and the intelligence and police
apparatus is left-wing and socialist organisations, not the
revival of fascism. His crude attempt to demonise leftwing groups indicates the anxiety of the unstable and
crisis-wracked Liberal-National Coalition government
over the mounting social and political discontent.
Dutton’s intervention was deliberate, even though it
appeared somewhat deranged. When a journalist asked if
by left-wing terrorism he meant Islamist groups, Dutton
said: “Yes, I do and anybody in between.” He could not
explain the connection between Islamic extremism and
alleged left-wing violence, because there is none.

Burgess’s speech raises many questions about how much
the spy and police agencies know about the operations
and plans of far-right terrorists, which must involve ASIO
surveillance or infiltration, and why these activities have
not been reported to the public.
Burgess said Australians were signing up as members of
international white supremacist hate groups such as The
Base, where members use online platforms to share
extremist right-wing ideologies and encourage each other
into committing acts of violence.
“We expect such groups will remain an enduring threat,
making more use of online propaganda to spread their
messages of hate,” the ASIO chief said. “While we would
expect any right-wing extremist-inspired attack in
Australia to be low capability, i.e. a knife, gun or vehicle
attack, more sophisticated attacks are possible.”
Last year, after an Australian white supremacist, Brenton
Tarrant, killed 51 people and tried to murder another 40
at two mosques in Christchurch, it was revealed that he
had personal connections with a fascistic network in
Australia, as well as alt-right and white racist groups
across Europe and the US.
During a 10-month period in 2016–17, Tarrant made
more than 30 comments on the then publicly-available
Facebook pages of two Australian far-right groups, the
United Patriots Front (UPF) and the True Blue Crew, both
notorious for inciting hostility toward Muslims and other
immigrants.
Burgess’s report again points to the still-unanswered
question of how Tarrant was able to proceed with his
attack. In particular, did ASIO and other state agencies
turn a blind eye to the plans of Tarrant and other
fascists?
There are known to be close relations between the farright groups and state agencies across Europe. In his
manifesto, Tarrant boasted that “hundreds of thousands”
of European soldiers and police belong to “nationalist
groups.”
Moreover, these neo-fascists are being cultivated and
encouraged by the xenophobic and nationalist policies of
governments internationally, including in the US and
Australia. Like Tarrant, the alleged Hanau gunman issued
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a document before his attack proclaiming his support for
anti-China campaign in the media, the implication was
President Donald Trump.
clear. He claimed that every “sector of our community”
The dangerous growth of the far-right in Germany,
was being targeted, including parliament, government
across Europe and internationally is not the result of
officials, media commentators, business leaders and
broad popular support for the neo-Nazis, who are hated
universities. “Some of the tactics being used against us
by the vast majority of the people. Rather, it is the result
are so sophisticated, they sound like they’ve sprung from
of efforts by the political establishment and the state
the pages of a cold war thriller,” he said, without
apparatus to promote the far-right in response to the
providing any evidence for this incredible claim.
upsurge in the class struggle and rise in support for
In reality, the chief and most dangerous source of foreign
socialism around the world.
interference in Australia is the US government, which is
Just a week before the attack in Hanau, the WSWS
demanding stepped-up participation by Australia in its
published a critical Perspective, “Sound the alarm!
potentially
catastrophic
economic
and
military
Political conspiracy and the resurgence of fascism in
confrontation with China.
Germany,” outlining the history behind the efforts of the
In another major thrust of his speech, Burgess praised
German ruling elite to revive fascism.
the new powers handed to ASIO, via the Assistance and
Burgess’s speech was delivered at ASIO’s fortified
Access Act, which he said ASIO was already using to
Canberra headquarters, and before a large audience of
compel internet companies to help it crack open
intelligence officers and diplomats, that included
encrypted communications. He declared that messaging
members of the US-led Five Eyes global surveillance
apps and greater global connectivity carried a “dark
network. The ASIO chief did not specifically refer to leftside,” claiming that encryption had been encountered in
wing organisations. But he claimed that Australia faced
9 out of 10 “priority counter-terrorism cases.”
an unprecedented level of threat from “espionage and
Over the past two decades, Liberal-National and Labor
foreign interference.”
governments alike have vastly expanded the resources
Burgess vowed to step up ASIO’s operations on this
and powers of ASIO and the other intelligence and police
front, including by “actively supporting” prosecutions
agencies. A police-state framework was first assembled
under the 2018 “foreign interference” laws, which would
under the banner of the post-2001 “war on terrorism.”
have a “chilling effect.”
Burgess’s speech and Dutton’s response are a warning
As the WSWS has warned, these laws constitute an
that this apparatus is being focused on the growth of
assault on basic democratic rights. They contain
social and political disaffection, particularly in the
sweeping offences, ranging from treason to breaching
working class, while fascistic forces are being cultivated
official secrecy and collaborating with a “foreign”
to promote divisive anti-immigrant racism and above all
organisation. These provisions, while directed against
to target socialists.
The author also recommends:
anyone associated with China, could be used to
*Australian government launches “foreign interference”
criminalise whistle-blowing, anti-war activity and other
taskforce [4 December 2019]
political dissent. The outlawed activities could extend to
anyone opposing Australian involvement in a US-led
* https://www.wsws.org/en/articles/2020/02/28/asiomilitary conflict with China.
f28.html
Burgess did not name China as a supposed source of
foreign interference, but in the context of the escalating
_________________________________________________
Far-Right And Neo-Nazi Terror Threats – Just One
So, is it ready to act? Yet, we might say too, is it really
Big ASIO Lie
that organized?
Dr Jim Saleam, February 25, 2020
A couple of months ago, I was in discussion with an
In a public address yesterday at the Australian Security
academic who writes on political violence and the soIntelligence Organisation’s Canberra headquarters, ASIO
called far-right. The person is also a licensed Federal
Director-General Mike Burgess, gave many warnings (sic)
investigator. He asked me whether I thought this farabout espionage” and jihadi terrorism in our country.
right had an “intelligence capability”, meaning the
Some of that is probably true, as far as it goes. But he
capacity to collect intelligence, refine it and employ it to
also lashed out at “far-right groups”. And then he singled
perform a terrorist act. I said “no”. I added that most of
out those neo-Nazis!
the far-right groups being discussed by certain
The latter – inevitably – caught the attention of the usual
academics in a welter of books and articles did not exist
media suspects, from professional ‘anti-racists’ at the
any longer and were in any case, not equipped in any
ABC and SBS, and of course, the redoubtable Nick
way to do violence. In the case of the ‘leftover’ people
McKenzie of the (ex) Fairfax stable – who gave it the
attached to small far-right bodies that survived the great
front page of the Sydney Morning Herald.
extinction of the far-right milieu after 2017, no evidence
But what is the truth?
had been advanced by any of these academics that they
Mr Burgess said far-right extremism had been in “ASIO’s
had any interest in violence. The sad and singular case of
sights for some time”, but it came into “sharp, terrible
Phil Galea in Melbourne, who was convicted over a hairfocus” following last year’s mass shooting at a
brained scheme to attack some anarchist bookshops
Christchurch Mosque. The killer had some very loose
(while recently Melbourne anarchists attacked a militaria
Australian connections, though it should be said, they
store running it out of business – ED), could hardly make
were not of any terrorist interest. Mr Burgess added too,
out their case. I challenged this particular academic to
that the Aussie far-right is now more organised and
front the groups and delve into them – and my points
aware of security risks compared to just a few years ago.
would become clearer.

29

So, either the far-right is here and active in our country,
or it is not? We say, essentially it is extinct.
But it isn’t the far-right per se which gives the ASIO
claims as to their colour. According to Mr Burgess: “In
suburbs around Australia, small cells regularly meet to
salute Nazi flags, inspect weapons, train in combat and
share their hateful ideology.”
Really? Like Combat 18 which has ten grog-head
members nationally and that reputedly are now led by a
confidence trickster? Like the Antipodean Resistance
which is a mini online club, that has done no violence
and merely talks of a Fantasmic (sic) future? Like a split
from a split of the (Alt-Right) Lads Society, which has
kept this name, and that writes bad articles about their
wanting to be “National Socialists” (read: neo-Nazis).
Now, yes, its leader did make a silly statement almost a
year ago about “violence” being an option for a distant
future, but it seems to have been simple dumb bravado
that, if someone can be induced from within his circle
(and I say ‘induced’), to do a little violence, it will
undoubtedly be quoted against him at his trial for
conspiracy. Such a trial might indeed make for a
conviction, but it would be in substance just bad theatre.
The truth is Neo-Nazism has a questionable history. How
about Squadron 88 of just a few years back that was
occasionally funded by a Liberal Party operator? And
whose leader was caught out on tape admitting a plot to
attack the homes of Penrith City councillors – but who
was never charged? What about the links of bad spin-out
Michael Holt who hatched a violence plan to just gun
down some normal folk in a shopping mall, but who just
happened to be an employee of a neo-Nazi militaria

salesman long ago exposed as a Special Branch police
informer? What of Klub Nation, a collection pool for a
variety of psychopaths and sociopaths that was really a
money-making enterprise and fantasy waffle club, but
which also had Liberal Party connections? Was that the
real point? In other words, could Aussie neo-Nazism be
basically, a black operation?
This writer personally and the nationalists generally,
have been saying that over and over for decades and
have continued to adduce evidence to support the
proposition. Indeed, I once ran a webpage ‘Kangaroo
Reich’ about that very subject. Linked here.
Mr Burgess said that a far-right attack in Australia would
likely take the form of a “knife, gun or vehicle attack”,
but he did not exclude more “sophisticated attacks.”
Well, who knows? Will ASIO supply the weapons?
What disturbs the nationalists is the thing that no
journalist will touch with the proverbial barge pole. It is
that neo-Nazism has no substance and has had political
police and Liberal connections far back over time. Add
that to the obvious present facts of its miserable
circumstances and the essentially ‘extinct’ nature of this
far-right – and we might indeed wonder what Mr Burgess
is truly up to.
This little black duck says it’s all just one big ASIO lie.
Petrov MkII.
*https://newaustralianbulletin.com/2020/02/25/farright-and-neo-nazi-terror-threats-just-one-big-asio-lie/
* To Learn Who Rules Over You Simply Find Out Who You
Are Not Allowed To Criticize…
*https://andrewcarringtonhitchcock.com/2020/02/27/a
ch-1199-dr-jim-saleam-and-nick-griffin-the-comingcollapse-of-western-civilization/

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------The above writer, who claims to be a nationalist,
never mentions Jewish influences nor involves
himself in matters Holocaust.
In contrast, the below writer cannot write about a
world view where Jewish impulses do not play a
significant role, from Holocaust to 9:11, et al.
Both writers would do well to recall the words of
German philosopher, Martin Heidegger, who
deciphered the mysterious role Jews have
played/are playing within their adopted sphere of
influence:
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.
Thus, if one observes Jewish public commentary, it
is evident that rejection of RACISM is uppermost in
their mindset, at the same time they practice
racism via the principle of race!
A similar pattern is adopted by those who use the
common but now tired shut-up/weaponised words:
Hate – Holocaust denier – Antisemite – Racist –
Nazi!

I have always found the following thought of help
for those who do not wish to be ensnared by either
of these limited perspectives that arise out of a
fixation or non-fixation of the Jewish factor:
Don’t only blame the Jews, also blame those that
bend to Jewish pressure.
In this way the natural and normal BATTLE-OFTHE-WILLS – which occurs as we fulfill our moral,
social and legal duties – resolves itself by clarifying
who is doing what in societal happenings, and
sadly, where sophistry and outright lying and
deception play a vital role – all too often reinforced
through legal means.
We need to recall that when the Soviet Union
began its murderous program against its own
people, the term ANTISEMITISM was criminalized,
for which offenders were shot!
Fredrick Töben,
Adelaide
5 March 2020
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The wolf you know is at the door

To realize the threat and not talk about it
makes you a party to their crimes
By John Kaminski
* pseudoskylax@gmail.com * johnkaminski.org

Given the large number of perceptive people I know
personally — or the much larger number of people I read
on the Internet who have for years diligently reported on
the scams and crimes that continue to diminish our
quality of life — many of them know what the absolutely
No. 1 problem in the world is and has been for at least
the last century, but relatively few of them are actually
willing to talk about it.
Why? Because they’re afraid their lives will be ruined —
or ended!
And as a result, their efforts to liberate the population
from ignorance and exploitation are ultimately worthless,
because if you don’t get to the original source of a
problem you will never be able to fix it.
If you’re a doctor who has discovered that a molecule
that causes cancer has been deliberately inserted into
many vaccines that the government says are safe, you
could easily lose your life, as so many already have.
If you’re good with numbers and a diligent researcher,
you could easily discover that there is no valid law
mandating that you must pay your income taxes, unless
you live in the District of Columbia or certain U.S.
territories. Write a book about that and you are certain
to go to jail, regardless of whether or not you are right.
And, if you’re a farmer who has been grazing your
livestock on federal land and have been doing so for
years before it was appropriated by the government, if
you stand up for your rights, they might ambush you on
the highway, or try to put in jail for 100 years, as they
are attempting to do now.
We clearly see the blame for all these affronts to human
decency and liberty as big government controlled by big
business, but what we don’t readily see is the influence
behind the scenes that has turned our government into a
killing machine that has no regard for the individual
citizens who attempt to support it.
As an example, I talked with the operator of a
progressive website today and recommended he add a
Holocaust module to his offering. I could imagine him
shrugging at the other end of the line when he
responded that everybody knew the Holocaust was a
hoax so there was no sense belaboring the point.
I didn’t get a chance to tell him that most assuredly most
people still believe the Jewish version of the Holocaust
story, given the avalanche of propaganda that has
deluged the airwaves and print media for the past five
decades. When you try to bring up the subject in “polite
company”, most turn away, and others shun you in the
future.
As another example, I communicate with several
hundred people by emails and have for the better part of
15 years. There was a doctor from Houston who still
sends out all sorts of relevant emails, some occasionally
even about the depredations of Israel. When I tried to
engage him about the social manipulations of Jews
throughout the 20th century that have turned America
into a shriveled landfill, he cut me off and I haven’t heard
from him since. He said he’d worked with many Jewish

doctors throughout his career and among them were the
finest people he ever met.
There was no telling him Jews have ruined America and
their next target was the world.
Perhaps the one that hurt the most was someone I had
know for the better part of a decade, who produced one
of the best movies about 9/11. I tried to convince her to
put a Jewish angle in the film — because Jews had
assuredly played a major role in the colossal crime. She
didn’t, but got sued by a Jew anyway over a minor
aspect of the film.
More recently, I asked her why she didn’t pursue crimes
involving Jews, and she replied she didn’t dare because
of her nationality, which was South Asian, made her a
target of the the Jews. So she continues a brilliant
career, explaining many troubling social events, without
ever coming too close to the Jews, whom she believes
would be willing to harm her.
So this is what we have. Many of the most fertile minds
now revealing their brilliant deductions on the Web are
absolutely terrified about ever mentioning Jews, even
though Jews are the central characters in the mysteries
they are trying to solve and the crimes they are trying to
expose.
9/11, of course, is the classic modern example. With
Jewish moguls finagling the leasing of the World Trade
Center and adding a stipulation about terrorists that
maximized their insurance policies, with Jewish law
enforcement officials first sequestering and then
releasing suspected Jewish terrorists, and with Jewish
White House officials masterminding the coverup of the
greatest crime in American history, all these pretentious
9/11 “skeptics” who insisted those who investigated this
atrocity and insisted Jews or Israel should never be
mentioned were and are actually complicit in this horrific
crime by keeping relevant information from the American
people.
But Jewish manipulation of political events is not exactly
rare in 20th century history. In fact, that period of time
known as the American century would better be called
the Jewish century because the Jews went from penniless
Russian immigrants onto the streets of New York in the
late 1800s to Jews dominating all social classes in the
early 2000s, as a result of their taking control of the U.S.
political apparatus, resulting from then grabbing control
U.S. finances in 1913 after staging a series of bank runs
and then solving it with the greatest crime of any and all
centuries, which was the creation of the Federal Reserve
system, which destroys all possibilities of Americans
being able to control their own money, which is the only
nail really necessary in the coffin of our freedom.
Because the false 9/11 narrative now occupies a
dominant position in the lexicon of the American mind,
the dominant mainstream level of thought perpetuates
this malignant fiction of Arab terrorists. The more recent
invasion of Europe by Middle Eastern and North African
refugees verifies the Islamic fear campaign, but as with
both events, the architect and producer of these worldshaking disturbances have been Jews, safely ensconced
in their opulent suburban fortresses, continuing to hire
crisis actors to act out terror incidents that range from
shooting up your local school to hiring body doubles for
faltering presidential candidates.
Who would have guessed that depopulating Libya and
Syria would lead to the entire destabilization of Europe?
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It’s hard to tell which was the plan and which was the
accident when the Jewish-controlled Western powers
decided to get rid of Assad.
Though Russia puts up a brave front, there really is
nobody in the world who can stand up to the U.S.
militarily, but as soon as the next peacenik gook who is
elected president lets down our guard, it is a reasonable
assumption that the rest of the world will jump all over
us and pick our carcass thoroughly. This is the world’s
foremost Catch-22, akin to burning down the village in
order to save it.
We must be prepared to fight in order not to fight. What
could possibly go wrong?
The only people you can trust are the ones who speak of
Jews openly, who know about their centuries-old
reputation for raising interest rates until the population
gets fed up with them and throws them out, as Spain
and 102 other countries states and city-states did during
the past one thousand years.
Always for the same crime. Loansharking. And the
pauperization of the entire country. The blueprint is
written in the story of Joseph and Egypt, taking the
pharaoh’s money and enslaving his subjects. But with the
Jews in control of the media in each generation, the
stories are forgotten, ridiculed or downright changed,

leaving the tribe of Mammon free to run their scams from
here to eternity.
One other thing: you won’t find forthright stories like this
on the usual news outlets that chatter about professional
athletes or popular music groups making thousands of
dollars per minute for their petulant and irrelevant
actions. By comparison, providers of politically incorrect
information of genuine value to your health and well
being struggle to survive on pittances of pennies. May I
respectfully suggest you try to support them before your
freedom and liberty are gone forever.
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
*https://web.archive.org/web/20190812120557/http:/
/johnkaminski.info/
* http://www.rudemacedon.ca/kaminski/kamindex.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/
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In 1997 and 1999 Fredrick Töben visited Auschwitz-Stammlager and Auschwitz-Birkenau
looking for, among other things, the alleged homicidal gas chambers’ gas induction holes.
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