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So, it happened. The New World Order people took control of half the world by putting them 
under house arrest on the pretext of the latest scare story, telling us: God! We’re all going to 
die – unless you give up all your rights to us. The public willingly acquiesced, believing every 
word of what they were being told by people whom only weeks earlier they had been calling 
lyers. 
 
In my generation every school kid knew that if you were caught lying people would stop 
believing you. Later in life, some of us learned that if you’re going to tell a lie, you make it 
big. Goebbels knew that, and attributed it to MI6. Hitler knew that, and attributed it to ‘the 
Jews’. The British leaders knew that, but it wouldn’t do to talk about that. 
 
The problem with telling whoppers is that when people start to have suspicions, you have to 
make the next whopper even more whopping, and so on until you have to start a war or find 
some other means of imposing tyranny. Of course, the best lies are based mainly on truth. In 
the present CoronaVirus story it’s proving very difficult to separate truth from fiction. A lot of 
people have been working very hard at that, and have come up with different ideas on what 
Covid-19 is or isn’t. But whether Covid-19 is real, imagined, or something different from what 
we are told it is, pretty well everyone who had been investigating this has come to the 
conclusion that the political Establishment has exploited the crisis to the full for purposes of 
control. 
 
An Irish comedian once said that people nowadays no longer know which lies to believe. I 
think it used to be simple: the lies to be believed were those said with charm and authority 
by respectable moderates – even if it’s all based on bluff. Certain people in London were 
particularly good at that in the days of the Empire. 
 
1. SOMETHING STRANGE ABOUT CORONA VIRUS  
 
There’s something strange about the current pandemic. Covid-19 is said to be a respiratory 
illness, like flu, so we would expect, as the pandemic claims thousands of lives that the total 
number of deaths due to respiratory illnesses would rise dramatically. But it hasn’t. My 
colleagues Nick Kollerstrom and Mark Gobell have been following the statistics for the UK, 
and Nick has posted a blog headed ‘Lung deaths well BELOW average during CV 



crisis’ (https://terroronthetube.co.uk/corona/lung-deaths-well-below-average-during-cv-
crisis/), in which he shows a chart of statistics provided by the government’s Office of 
National Statistics of weekly lung-related deaths during the pandemic, and the average lung-
related deaths for the same weeks over the previous five years. He concludes: “For mid-
January onwards all lung-related deaths were seventeen percent less than a five-year 
average for the same week. … Some mystery force has been preventing Brits from dying of 
pneumonia etc. this year, what could it be? Well, put it this way: that’s all you need to know 
really. THERE IS NO PANDEMIC”. 
 
At least twenty-two medical specialists have spoken out over the hysteria being generated 
by the politicians and the mass media over CoronaVirus. It can be expected that a significant 
percentage of patients who die of respiratory illnesses will have some CoronaVirus in their 
blood. There are normally all sorts of viruses in our blood, most of which are being 
successfully fought off by our immune system. The tests only detect the presence of the 
virus, not its extent. Constantly statements that a person has died who had been tested 
positive for CoronaVirus have been translated by the mainstream media into ‘died from 
CoronaVirus’. The trick was enabled by making COVID-19 a notifiable disease, so that all 
such cases had to be reported. There has been non-stop propaganda coming through the 
British mainstream media. On Easter Monday the state-subsidised Channel 4 News included 
a long report on one single care home, in which several residents had died, supposedly of 
COVID-19. They harped on about the statistics, as if those statistics were typical of the 
overall statistics throughout the country. They weren’t. 
 
On the origin of COVID-19 there is still controversy. It is generally believed to have 
originated in Wuhan, though I have yet to check out a report that it had been identified in 
Taiwan beforehand. Six weeks before the outbreak in Wuhan there had been a well-
publicised exercise in preparation for such a pandemic. A lot of emphasis was placed on 
how to deal with the mass media, and in retrospect we can see how they were foreseeing 
exactly what was about to happen. But also in retrospect we have to wonder why 
contingency planning didn’t seem to include ensuring that hospitals were properly equipped 
for such an eventuality. They didn’t seem too interested in that sort of thing – just the 
propaganda. 
 
The players in that exercise turned out to be linked to the pharmaceutical industry, the UK 
military and The City of London, governed by ‘The Crown’. Would that just be coincidence? 
Also, they were behind a patent, granted shortly beforehand, on CoronaVirus. Many people 
had noticed also, that Wuhan was at the centre of the 5G industry. At first sight the obvious 
conclusion might be that there was an attempt to sabotage the Chinese 5G industry, but 
many people are suggesting that 5G may have been the cause, or have contributed to the 
cause, of CoronaVirus symptoms. I know a lot of work has gone into investigating the 
neurological effects of 5G radiation, though I haven’t dedicated time to this issue that would 
be needed to make any sensible evaluation. It’s not so much about the power of the 
radiation – and the signals are very weak – as the frequencies involved, and their 
resonances with the electro-chemical system of the human body. Unexpectedly, this whole 
issue has come to the fore with the COVID-19 crisis, some saying that the symptoms 
reported to be linked to 5G coincide with those reported for COVID-19, and some are saying 
that this affects the immune system, making it more likely that people will suffer from 
COVID-19. However, any suggestion in any video that 5G could be linked to COVID-19 will 
now be banned by YouTube, following an interview on London Live – a television channel 
owned by the owner of the Evening Standard – with David Icke. The BBC claim credit for 
this, stating “[YouTube] changed its rules after the BBC questioned why the video was 
permitted”. (https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/technology-52198946) Why the BBC are policing 
this I don’t know. The same BBC report states: “During the interview, Mr Icke falsely claimed 
there ‘is a link between 5G and this health crisis’. And when asked for his reaction to reports 
of 5G masts being set on fire in England and Northern Ireland, he responded: ‘If 5G 
continues and reaches where they want to take it, human life as we know it is over... so 
people have to make a decision.’ ”. Yet two days later the BBC claimed: “Mr Icke does not 
mention 5G by name in the interview broadcast by London Live, although at one point he 
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does refer to an ‘electro-magnetic technologically generated soup of radiation toxicity’, which 
he claims has damaged old people's immune systems. Scientists have previously rubbished 
suggestions mobile networks cause such harm” (https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/
technology-52228046). David Icke was subsequently interviewed by London Real about the 
broadcase on London Live, under the principle: ‘I don’t necessarily agree with what he says, 
but I defend his right to say it’ (https://www.bitchute.com/video/EqiVm55o5d7b/)  
 
Whilst all this is going on, some are accusing China of releasing COVID-19 from its 
bioweaponry laboratory in Wuhan (https://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2020/jan/26/
coronavirus-link-to-china-biowarfare-program-possi/). Bioweapons have been used in the 
past (https://www.globalresearch.ca/covid-19-wuhan-virus-cia-biological-warfare-cuba/
5706466) and are probably in use now. I don’t see that it would make sense for China to 
launch a bioweapon against the people of Wuhan rather than for the Western powers to do 
so. No doubt some of these stories will have been planted, and so they have to be examined 
cautiously. 
 
Many governments have brought in tyrannical legislation to deal with this panademic, 
including the British government. Yet only days before doing the British government brought 
in their enabling act they declared that COVID-19 was “no longer considered to be a high 
consequence infectious diseases (HCID) in the UK”. So why the need for such panic? 
 
I see no reference to this fact in the Commons debates in bringing in this legislation (https://
services.parliament.uk/Bills/2019-21/coronavirus/stages.html). The first reading in the 
Commons passed without a debate. For the Lords debates I find no written record in 
Hansard, but only videos. The chamber was sparsely populated, as many members followed 
government advice in staying away because of the contagious virus. The Coronavirus Act 
2020 (http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2020/7/contents/enacted) is a horrendous piece of 
legislation to scrutinise at short notice and under such conditions. Furthermore, much of the 
legislation was subsequently included in Statutary Instruments, which is a form of secondary 
legislation introduced without parliamentary debate. The list of statutary instruments was last 
updated on 14 April 2020, just as I was writing this piece. (https://committees.parliament.uk/
committee/255/secondary-legislation-scrutiny-committee/news/145773/scrutiny-of-
secondary-legislation-laid-to-tackle-coronavirus-pandemic/). 
 
Our colleague Kevin Boyle has picked out a few highlights of this legislation, and Nick 
Kollerstrom has reproduced this in a blog, with added comments (https://
terroronthetube.co.uk/corona/the-coronavirus-act/). The first piece he quotes would give the 
‘Executive Office’ the right to appoint any person to “(a) enter any premises; (b) if necessary, 
use reasonable force”. It turned out that this Statutory Instrument relates to Northern Ireland, 
where the ‘Executive Office’ is part of the government. We have no parliamentary chambers 
to scrutinise such proposed legislation. We are now living in a police state. 
 
I have written much of this up, in a series of four articles published in The Truthseeker. The 
above is a quick attempt to bring the story up to date as far as is possible in this rapidly 
changing affair. This is in fact my fifth attempt at writing this newsletter; each of my previous 
attempts has resulted in an analysis, which I’ve immediately sent off for publication, with the 
intention of sending a summary and a link as my next newsletter. These reports include links 
to the sources of information, and if your reading ability in English is not too good, I’m sure 
Google Translate (http://translate.google.co.uk/) will be able to help you, if you copy and 
paste the URLs into the source language space. I should say though, that this time our 
efforts have not been in vain; the mainstream media are picking up on the inconsistencies. 
 
On Easter Sunday I received a phone call from someone who was asking, “Is it all a hoax?” I 
replied, “Some of it’s a hoax, but we’re not sure how much”. Within a couple of hours I had 
received a link to a video of a congressional hearing held by US Secretary of State and 
former director of the Central Intelligence Agency Mike Pompeo. He was asked by 
Representative Ted Lieu, “Is it a hoax?”. Pompeo persistently and clumsily kept avoiding the 
question. (https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=4cep-8vjsXQ) So he knows something, and I 
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think Donald Trump knows something. I think Boris Johnson knows something, too, but this 
thing is bigger than Boris. 
 
In my four articles I show how the questioning is now spreading beyond the truth movement, 
with some people in the mainstream raising questions and objections. One such person is 
journalist Peter Hitchens, who writes for The Spectator and The Mail on Sunday. I saw him 
on Channel 4 News recently, but and later in a forty-minute interview on the Brendan O’Neill 
Show (https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=zmLQmzsqtB4). Brendan O’Neill is editor of the 
online alternative news magazine Spiked, and so one effect of the current repression has 
been a breakthrough in the truth movement in getting its message through to the public. 
 
2. HERE ARE SUMMARIES OF MY FOUR ARTICLES: 
 
2.1 ARTICLE 1: The Crown’s Viral Power Grab 
 
This article appeared in The Truthseeker on 26 March, 2020. (http://
www.thetruthseeker.co.uk/?p=204509). Here is a summary: 
 
Evidence suggests that the Covid-19 virus is a genetically modified form of CoronaVirus, 
patented by The Pirbright Institute, whose labs were relocated from the UK to China, 
following an outbreak of foot-and-mouth disease in which Pirbright were implicated. Six 
weeks before the outbreak in Wuhan a simulation was performed of just such an outbreak of 
CoronaVirus. The lead organisation in this simulation specialises in biological warfare. In this 
simulation, emphasis was put on combatting 'conspiracy theories' about the virus being 
planted intentionally. This may involve censuring social media or even closing down the 
Internet. 
 
The Pirbright Institute is one of a network of interrelating companies, with links to The 
Crown. In one of these companies, which coordinates the research and development, The 
Crown holds a golden share, thus effectively bringing the company under Crown control. On 
discovering Covid-19 in Wuhan the Chinese authorities would likely have made the link with 
Pirbright and the simulation, and reacted decisively to suppress the virus, either believing it 
to be a leak, or a biological weapon. 
 
Western reporting showed images of people wearing face masks, without explaining the 
context of face masks in a heavily polluted city. The Chinese authorities reported the new 
strain of virus to the World Health Organisation, who rapidly distributed test kits which had 
not been properly tested. These testing methods were brought into question. The Western 
media then started reporting deaths of people who had been tested positive for CoronaVirus 
who had died, but avoiding stating whether they had died from CoronaVirus. One would 
normally expect 7-10% of people who are dying to test positive for CoronaVirus, and so 
attributing all these deaths to CoronaVirus will grossly exaggerate the statistics. 
This situation was exploited by governments to bring in martial law in what increasingly 
appears to be a bankers power grab. It is pointed out that 'The Crown' means not just the 
Monarch, but the Establishment of The City of London, led by a committee of financiers. A 
financial crisis similar to the one of 2008, but worse, has been expected for some time, and 
there is evidence that such financial crises are brought about intentionally by powerful banks 
in order to concentrate power. The effects of government actions in response to the claimed 
pandemic include putting governments into massive debt, which will have to be paid off later, 
thus concentrating more power in the hands of the banks, and therefore The Crown. 
 
The development and use of viruses in biological warfare is traced back to the original 
British concentration camps in South Africa during the Second Boer War, which is believed 
to have been initiated by The Crown. 
 
It is clear that the UK is a Crown Colony. A parallel is drawn with the Roman occupation of 
Judea, and the building of a temple under Roman occupation on Mount Zion, which Jesus 
described as a 'den of thieves', and which was enslaving the people with debt. 'Zionism' is 
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seen as a continuation of that practice by the debt sharks. It is not a Jewish philosophy, but 
a philosophy of the bank sharks, who create and exploit the fears of the ordinary people, 
Jews and non-Jews, as a means of control. 
 
Means of ending the UK's status as a Crown Colony are suggested. 
 
2.2 ARTICLE 2: Colonial Pandemonium 
 
This article appeared in The Truthseeker on 5 April, 2020 (http://www.thetruthseeker.co.uk/?
p=205123). Here is a summary: 
 
This article brings together further evidence of the “universal hype and deception across the 
mainstream media in connection the CoronaVirus pandemic right across the English-
speaking world and their allies”. In the worlds of one top journalist who had recently resigned 
from a mainstream newspaper: “It’s chilling. From the Mail, The Times to the BBC and ITN, 
everyone is peddling Downing Street’s lies and smears. They’re turning their readers into 
dupes”. 
 
I give some details of the government’s statement that COVID-19 is no longer a high 
consequence infectious disease, a fact conveniently ignored in the subsequent 
paraliamentary ‘debates’ over the draconian legislation about to be introduced. I report that 
some lawyers have criticised the government for sending out text messages to virtually 
everyone who has a mobile phone, telling them to stay at home before the legislation had 
been passed by Parliament. I give some details of a further 22 medical experts who have 
spoken out, questioning the need for such draconian legislation. 
 
There is a propaganda war going on, the gist of which is that the Establishment is putting the 
blame for fake news on social media, as if none was coming from official sources or the 
mainstream media. As I was writing that section up the BBC announced: “A rapid response 
unit within the Cabinet Office is working with social media firms to remove fake news and 
harmful content”. The government is also re-launching a campaign called ‘Don‘t Feed the 
Beast’, urging the public to think carefully about what they share online. 
 
There have been marauding gangs in London and elsewhere closing down legitimate 
meetings. One of these is the Zionist group ‘Hope not Hate’. “ ‘HATE’ for short”, I called it in 
a short presentation to Keep Talking just before the lock-down. They had produced an 
‘exposé’ on Keep Talking, which was reported by The Guardian before it had been 
published, and before we knew about it. That ‘exposé’ would have made good reading were 
it not for the masses of derogatory terms they needed to include to make it look anything like 
sinister. Our next Keep Talking meeting was to have been on the murder of Dr David Kelly, 
by a medical specialist who had rejected the fake evidence that he had committed suicide. 
He was the government’s arms inspector in Iraq who had been exposed for telling a little bit 
of truth about the politicians’ claim of ‘Weapons of Mass Destruction’. 
 
I conclude: “I think we have to accept that the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern 
Ireland is a Crown colony, and that that understanding has to be key to being able to getting 
back our liberties. The City of London should either be integrated into the UK, or it should be 
separated by declaring it an off-shore tax haven and bifurcating the Thames. In practice, no-
one should be forced to repay the war loans needed to fight the colonial pandemonium that 
has arisen through the efforts of those who control much of the ‘international community’ by 
means of debt created by loans of money created out of thin air”. 
 
2.3 ARTICLE 3: Science, Fake Science and Political Science 
 
This article appeared in The Truthseeker on 11 April, 2020 (http://www.thetruthseeker.co.uk/?
p=205554). Here is a summary: 
 
In this article I question how much of science nowadays is actually true. In the medical field it 
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has been known for at least five years that possibly half of all peer-reviews papers were 
incorrect. This was the conclusion of a symposium organised by The Academy of Medical 
Sciences, jointly with the Biotechnology and Biological Sciences Research Council the 
Medical Research Council and the Wellcome Trust, under the title ‘Reproducibility and 
reliability of biomedical research’. Although they were concentrating on the medical field, 
they suggested that there were similar situations in other branches of science. However, in 
their report virtually nothing was said about the peer review process, upon which all scientific 
publishing depends. I query the reason for this. 
 
Then I take various fields of ‘political science’, using the same techniques based on 
ambiguity that the Powers That Be in the UK use to brainwash the British public. Under 
‘political medicine’ I start with an article in the Wall Street Journal which states that scary 
projections based on faulty data can put policy makers under pressure to adopt draconian 
measures. I follow this up with some reviews of the report by the Imperial College’s 
COVID-19 response team, which seems to have been the only model considered by the 
government. A report by a group at Oxford University comes to different conclusions. 
Neither report is peer reviewed, but the Oxford report makes that explicit, and states that 
their software will be published. Their lead scientist expresses surprise at the unqualified 
acceptance of the Imperial College model, which is based on old and undocumented 
computer code. I also find that that research team is funded by the Bill and Melinda Gates 
Foundation, which funded the applicants for the Coronavirus patent. It also emerged that 
one of the medical specialists who has raised concerns about the present Coronavirus 
lockdown published a paper in 2005 raising concerns about a significant number of incorrect 
medical papers being published in peer reviewed journals. 
 
Under ‘Political Physics’ I retrace the authors of the Wall Street Journal article to the Global 
Warming Policy Forum, where they have been campaigning for more balanced and more 
transparent assessments of climate science and policy research. 
 
Under ‘Political Mechanics’ I report on a Twitterstorm following the publication of a peer-
reviewed International Relations paper by David Hughes, calling for a proper investigation 
into 9/11. This has been written up by a professor of environmental political theory, who 
writes of “a storm of haughty criticism being whipped up” in response to David Hughes’s 
publication. He says he knows first hand what it feels like to be publicly smeared for touching 
on inconvenient questions, as indeed I do, resulting from my research into the Esperanto 
association. I follow up the various academics who have been smearing David Hughes and 
his paper, without giving academic reasons, and find major contradictions in their own 
behaviours. 
 
I follow up the 9/11 theme by reporting the final research report by the University of Alaska 
Fairbanks on the collapse of Building 7 of the World Trade Centre; they conclude that the 
collapse was not caused by fire alone. I then ask what Professor Colin Bailey has to say 
about that report, having ignored their work in his Inaugural Lecture as President of Queen 
Mary College London, and having been evasive when confronted with legitimate questions 
by some in the audience, including some Keep Talking people. 
 
Finally I liken the ways in which academic investigation is being thwarted by intimidatory 
conduct with the way meetings are being closed down in London and elsewhere by groups 
such as Hope not Hate, as has happened three times to our Keep Talking group. I conclude 
that the approach of following up academic networks of wreckers should be followed, and 
call upon the academic community to investigate itself, though I concede that it’s difficult for 
any group to turn to investigating itself, whether that’s Esperantists, Socialists, medics or 
academics. Most of them just want to hush things up in the hope that the problem will go 
away. But it never does. 
 
2.4 ARTICLE 4: Zion’s Den of Thieves 
 
This article appeared in The Truthseeker on 13 April, 2020 (http://
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www.thetruthseeker.co.uk/?p=205600). Here is a summary: 
 
This text was written on Easter Sunday, probably the most repressed Easter Sunday since 
the Romans took over Christianity in 313. I argue that not much has changed since Jesus 
stormed the ‘den of thieves’ on Mount Zion. A ‘den of thieves’, under the patronage of the 
high priests of Zion, is now ravishing the world. Christianity, I argue, is a distraction from the 
point of Jesus’s mission. The Romans were responsible for torturing Jesus to death, and 
they blamed it on ‘the Jews’. I also argue that Zionism is not a Jewish philosophy, and that 
its early publicist was a Catholic, born and bred. The pogroms played into the Zionists’ 
agenda, and were quite possibly organised by the early Zionists, to create and maintain a 
sense of victimisation amongst the Jews. At the centre of this is money lenders who can 
create money out of nothing and charge interest on it. This gives more power than mere 
wealth. Whether or not they are Jewish is irrelevant; either way they are impostors, because 
they are exploiting Jews by deception. Brits and Jews alike need to recognise that we have 
been brainwashed into supporting the elites of the money-making world. In the case of Brits, 
we need to recognise that the UK is merely a Crown colony run by those in charge of The 
City of London. Only by defining the problem can we hope to solve it. 
 
3. JULIAN ASSANGE: NONE OF PARLIAMENT’S BUSINESS! 
 
On 28 March 2020 I wrote to my MP, Holly Lynch: “I write with deep concern at the lack of 
compassion by MPs in the case of Julian Assange. Belmarsh Prison say that he is in danger 
of COVID-19. He is not the only prisoner in such danger, they say. However (1) he is a 
remand prisoner and has not been found guilty of any crime (2) He has been grossly 
mistreated and is now frail as a result of that. Indeed, the International Bar Association has 
condemned the abuse of Julian Assange in the strongest terms. All this information is to be 
found on the Australian Assange Campaign (https://www.assangecampaign.org.auhttps://
www.assangecampaign.org.au)”. 
 
I also pointed out that Julian Assange is neither a UK nor a US citizen, and that the 
extradition treaty is unfair. Whatever the verdict it is unlikely that he will live to the end of the 
appeal process. “If he dies, the state will have been guilty of murder. This time, though, 
Parliament will have been complicit, because the facts of the case are well known”, I wrote. 
Free speech is under threat, with meetings being closed down by marauding mobs. Julian 
Assange has guts. “Where are the guts of those who are supposed to be representing the 
people of this country? Not only the UK's reputation is at stake, but British justice and 
parliamentary democracy are now being rightly questioned. I ask you to do all you can in 
standing up for truth and justice in the case of Julian Assange”, I concluded. 
 
I received a reply, but it was only about the legal situation, on which she said she could not 
comment. I wrote back to say that I find her reply quite worrying, and that the point of my 
letter was the appalling conditions that he is being held under, with an expectation that he 
may die before the legal proceedings are complete. “I think it is blatantly obvious that he has 
been singled out for special treatment in the prison, and that the objective could well be to 
ensure that the problem goes away by him dying. If that is the case, then that is murder, and 
the state will have been complicit”, I wrote. I contested her insinuation that this as nothing to 
do with Parliament. 
 
4. THE CITY AND THE CROWN  
 
But now, I suppose, we have no real parliament. There is no such thing as free journalism 
any longer. Every journalist must conform to the diktats of The Crown. Someone wrote to me 
about one of my articles, saying that most Americans have never heard of The City of 
London. I should explain that that is one square mile east of Westminster which governs 
itself and puts itself above the monarchy. Yes, the Queen has to ask permission to enter that 
square mile, and she has to undergo a ceremony to show her subservience to The Lord 
Mayor of (The City of) London. Most people think that ‘the Crown’ refers to the Queen, but in 
reality it refers to the people above her in The City. The United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
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Northern Ireland is in reality the Crown Colony of Great Britain and Northern Ireland. 
Parliamentary democracy extended to internal matters, but the really big issues, such as war 
and peace, are in the hands of The Crown. And it’s all done under a facade of ‘British 
Values’, charm and authority. 
 
Now even some mainstream journalists are expressing doubts over our democracy, 
following the suspension (abolition?) of Parliament. The are all expressing great surprise. 
They shouldn’t be surprised at all. We’ve been trying to tell them for years. It’s time to get the 
messages distributed far and wide. 
 
And to do this, keep talking. 
...................................................... 
Keep Talking Current Affairs Report for May 2020 

[Ankaŭ en Esperanto laŭpete] 

Please feel free to forward this report, or to reproduce it on websites etc, or parts of it. All I 
ask is that you acknowledge the authorship, and let me know about it. I can rewrite sections 
for publication if required. Thanks. 

CONTENTS: 

INTRODUCTION 
1. LIES, LIES AND STATISTICS 
2. REVOLVING DOORS 
3. THE BRITISH EMPIRE REEMERGES 
4. THE TOXIC BREW OF TRUTH AND LIES 

Since I sent out my latest newsletter the official story has been gradually unravelling. People 
are speaking out. On 12 May on BBC Radio 4 midday news I heard Professor John Lee 
saying he thought the lockdown had been unnecessary. Earlier he had had an article 
published in The Spectator, as I reported in one of my articles in The Truthseeker (http://
www.thetruthseeker.co.uk/?s=ian+fantom&submit=Search). All sorts of people are saying 
they can’t make sense of things. What sense will it have to open primary schools, when their 
kids aren’t allowed to mix with their grandparents? Someone asked me about the R factor 
not making sense. “It’s not supposed to make sense”, I replied. 

1. LIES, LIES AND STATISTICS 

The statistics aren’t supposed to make sense either. For a start, whenever the authorities 
change the method of collecting statistics, and then use them to show trends, without 
continuing with the previously used method for comparison, you know there’s something 
wrong. That’s what they did with the global warming ‘hockey stick’ graph of global 
temperatures that Al Gore used in his  video that got him a Nobel Peace Prize. And that’s 
what they’re doing with COVID. 
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‘Covid-19: deaths outside hospitals to be included in UK tally for first time’, announced The 
Guardian on 30 March.(https://www.theguardian.com/world/2020/mar/30/covid-19-deaths-
outside-hospitals-to-be-included-in-uk-tally-for-first-time) “Unlike the NHS figures, which are 
limited to people who tested positive for the disease, they will also include cases where it is 
mentioned as a suspected cause on death certificates”, the article stated. Then on 3 April 
the Healthcare Financial Management Association (HFMA) wrote, “However, the ONS 
figures count all deaths where Covid-19 was mentioned on the death certificate including 
those, for example, in care homes.”. (https://www.hfma.org.uk/news/news-list/Article/
covid-19-update-3-april) 

At one daily COVID briefing in Downing Street, led by Health Secretary Mike Hancock, the 
chief scientific advisor to the UK government, Sir Patrick Valance, referred to “the  hospital 
death rate and the total death rate”, stating, “it’s worth remembering again that the ONS 
rates are people who have got COVID on their death certificate – it doesn’t necessarily 
mean they were infected, because many of them haven’t been tested, so we just need to 
understand the difference”. (https://www.youtube.com/watch?
time_continue=6&v=dDDHpU6-3jY&feature=emb_logo) Really?! That was posted on 23 
April. I found an earlier statement by Sir Patrick Vallance, with the same wording, posted on 
16 April in a press conference led by Foreign Secretary Dominic Raab. (https://www.rev.com/
blog/transcripts/united-kingdom-coronavirus-briefing-transcript-april-16) 

On 14 April the Wilmington Healthcare Journal published a headline ‘Government has 
misled public over UK deaths being lower than France’. (https://www.hsj.co.uk/coronavirus/
government-has-misled-public-over-uk-deaths-being-lower-than-france/7027404.article) It 
appears that for the period referred to, France was reporting deaths outside hospitals, and 
the UK was reporting only deaths in hospitals, and making a false claim the UK statistics 
were lower than those of France. 

And the same article reported Sir Patrick Vallance as stating at the briefing of 13 April that 
the  global deaths comparison chart “doesn’t carry all deaths in this, it looks at the deaths in 
hospital”, adding, “And the reason it looks at deaths in hospital is that’s the international 
standard and which everyone else is doing in terms of reporting deaths”. 

So by changing the system, they were misleading the UK public about the increase in 
COVID-19 deaths in the UK,  about comparisons with French statistics after France had 
included non-hospital deaths and before the UK had, and about the comparisons with the 
global statistics, which generally considered only hospital deaths according to the 
international standard. 

Some of this got out into the mainstream media when on 12 May The Mail Online stated: 
“The backdated ONS data includes everyone who has COVID-19 mentioned on their death 
certificate, regardless of whether they were tested for it. The Government only counts people 
who have tested positive but has been rationing tests for months”. (https://
www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-8310827/Almost-10-000-care-home-residents-died-
coronavirus-UK.html) They also state that the ONS statistics: “take into account not just 
people who have died of COVID-19 but also those who died because of indirect effects of 
the outbreak.”. That means that they include comorbility, even when that comorbility is only 
suspected. 

So they changed the system of collecting statistics by extending them to care homes, by 
including COVID as a comorbility, even when that comorbility is only suspected. I also found 
a headline ‘GPs can certify death without attending under new emergency legislation’ in 
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Pulse Today (http://www.pulsetoday.co.uk/clinical/clinical-specialties/respiratory-/gps-can-
certify-death-without-attending-under-new-emergency-legislation/20040466.article). I’m not 
quite sure of the ins and outs of this one, but it needs to be looked into, preferably by 
someone who is already familiar with the system. 

But why all this jiggery-pokery with statistics, if the aim isn’t to create an atmosphere of fear 
amongst the population, just as they did with climate change, terrorism and lies about 
‘weapons of mass destruction’? That doesn’t mean that COVID-19 doesn’t exist, but it does 
mean that what we are being served up with is a toxic brew of truth and lies. 

2. REVOLVING DOORS 

In the meantime, independent journalist Vanessa Beeley has been delving more deeply into 
the network of organisations behind the COVID affair in a two-part article, first published in 
UK Column then republished in Off-Guardian. The first part is headed ‘Who controls the 
British Government response to Covid–19?’. (https://off-guardian.org/2020/05/09/who-
controls-the-british-government-response-to-covid-19/) 

“How did we arrive at this point? Who steered the UK Government towards this questionable 
and alarmist lockdown policy?”, she asks. She describes key players in the network. Names 
mentioned are: Neil Ferguson, Infectious Disease Epidemiology at Imperial College, World 
Health Organisation (WHO),  VIMC,  Department of Infectious Disease Epidemiology at 
Imperial College, Bill and Melinda Gates Foundation,  GAVI: the vaccine alliance, Wellcome 
Trust,  NIAID,  UNICEF. “The questions must be asked: Who is really in charge of the Covid–
19 response? Who benefits most? Who will suffer most from the long term consequences?”, 
she concludes. 

The second part is headed ‘COVID19: The Big Pharma players behind UK Government 
lockdown’ (https://off-guardian.org/2020/05/10/covid19-the-big-pharma-players-behind-uk-
government-lockdown/)(https://www.ukcolumn.org/article/covid%E2%80%9319-big-pharma-
players-behind-uk-government-lockdown), and she writes: “My focus in Part Two is to put the 
spotlight on other members of the UK Government advisory committee and to reveal their 
connections to Big Pharma and the for-profit sector linked to the Covid–19 response”. Much 
of this article concentrates on vested interests in the vaccination industry, and their push for 
world-wide vaccinations against COVID-19. Other organisations mentioned include:  
Coalition for Epidemic Preparedness Innovations (CEPI), GlaxoSmithKline (GSK), the UK 
Vaccine Network,  Porton Biopharma Ltd (PBL),  Babylon Health. 

It looks like a system of revolving doors. Porton Biopharma Ltd (PBL), she writes, is wholly 
owned by Her Majesty’s Secretary of State for Health (currently Matt Hancock). 

She explains: “In response to the threat of swine flu, Big Pharma giant GlaxoSmithKline 
(GSK) developed the Pandemrix vaccine, with disastrous consequences. An alleged sixty 
patients who suffered brain damage as a result of the vaccine were allocated £60 million in 
compensation by the UK Government. … The vaccine was developed by GSK and patented 
in September 2006. Pandemrix contained a flu strain recommended by the WHO. After 
reports of brain damage began to emerge, the WHO revised their advice to urge “restricted 
use” for people under the age of 20. Pandemrix is no longer licensed for use, but at the time, 
the Gordon Brown-led Labour government had granted GSK indemnity. Details of that 
agreement have never been made public. From 2012 to March 2018, Sir Patrick Vallance 
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was president of research and development at GSK. He went directly from GSK to his post 
as the UK Government chief scientific adviser”. 

She also reveals: “Just as Sir Patrick Vallance was linked to GSK, so Chris Whitty, the UK 
Government’s Chief Medical Advisor, was on the interim board of CEPI until the permanent 
board was announced in 2018. Should we be surprised that the UK Government has 
invested £50 million in CEPI while being advised by Whitty? … Not only was Chris Whitty 
previously sponsored by Bill Gates and on the interim board of CEPI; he now chairs the UK 
Vaccine Network (UK VN)”. 

3. THE BRITISH EMPIRE REEMERGES 

I have to say that it’s looking more and more as if the epicentre of this scam is indeed in the 
City of London, which controls the British Government. That is the model I was putting 
forward in my four articles in The Truthseeker. This network isn’t just controlling the British 
government; it’s at the centre of a vast international coup. The very idea of a ‘New World 
Order’ would imply some powerbase that thinks it could pull off such a feat, and the most 
likely candidate for that is the powerbase that once controlled a quarter of the earth’s 
population. 

Since my previous newsletter of 23 April 2020 I have had two further articles published in 
The Truthseeker. The first, ‘Fake Psychology’: Health dangers of COVID-19 ‘Conspiracy 
Theories’ claim’ (http://www.thetruthseeker.co.uk/?p=206817), is an analysis of a supposedly 
academic paper by two professors of Psychology, in which their university has been putting 
out false claims to the press about them having discovered negative health effects in 
believing in ‘conspiracy theories’. The paper is, if my analysis is correct, one big package of 
linguistic deception. Taking readers through that linguistic deception will, I hope, contribute to 
a better understanding of how language is abused in political propaganda. The real threat to 
public health is in being locked down with limited health resources when people fall ill. 

Two days later I followed this up with an article ‘VE Day, Lockdown, and the Power of 
Language’. The summary states: “A world-wide coup without a shot being fired: Ian Fantom 
explains why English is being imposed as the language of the New World Order”. 

The issue of language seems to be the poor relation in the truth movement. It’s not as 
spectacular as false-flag terrorism or wars, yet it’s always there as the enabling factor. Some 
people emphasise reform of the crazy money creation system by secretive central banks, 
because if governments had control of the money supply the establishment of such criminal 
gangs behind governments would be much more difficult. Yet if the money system were to 
be reformed, without the public educating itself on the abuse of language, the process of 
creating a world-wide network of central banks would start all over again. 

Also, without a lot of people paying a lot of attention to how the public is constantly deceived 
by linguistic charlatanry it would be difficult to reform the money system in the first place. 
Some people say it would be simple. But nothing is simple when you’re infiltrated by 
sabateurs who know all the tricks of the trade. My late brother used to call the Management 
Committee of Esperanto Association of Britain ‘The Committee for Making Things 
Complicated’. We’ve seen the same sort of thing in Parliament over Brexit. 
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In practical terms, I think those who are able to should do their best to point out linguistic 
charlatanry in their own fields of interest. The British constitution almost completely consists 
of ambiguity, resulting in a ‘flexible’ constituition, meaning that it can mean anything the 
political elite wants it to mean. Some say that we don’t have a written constitution, yet we 
have a ‘constitutional monarch’. Financial institutions are just as bad. Just as I was starting 
to write that last sentence, and thinking of Max Keiser, a notice sprung up on my screen 
saying “Max Keiser live at 6pm: How COVID is changing the financial world”. He’s our 
greatest hope for deciphering the obfuscated language of the banks. But the main weapon 
of control that the rogue banks have is debt, and their power depends on the number of 
people who owe them a debt. If they refuse to pay that debt the only recourse the creditors 
have is the legal system. Only the law courts can enforce debt repayment, or payment of 
interest on debts. So if they were to refuse to enforce such repayment where there has been 
coercion resulting in the debtors being forced to borrow the money in the first place, then the 
whole system of corrupt usury would collapse. I think there are probably more honest judges 
than there are honest members of parliament, and so this may be the place to start. 

4. THE TOXIC BREW OF TRUTH AND LIES 

We still don’t know how much of this scam is truth, and how much is lies. The best lies are 
90% truth. Does COVID-19 exist at all? David Icke claims it doesn’t, but he also makes 
claims about reptilian creatures from outer space ruling the world. (https://
www.davidicke.com/) My guess is that  the Chinese are not involved in the network of 
deception surrounding COVID-19, and that they had genuine cause for concern when the 
outbreak began in Wuhan. Donald Trump is probably right in saying it was released from a 
laboratory in China, but he wouldn’t be allowed to say the laboratory was owned by Pirbright, 
so he has to say it was the Chinese government’s laboratory in Wuhan and blame the 
Chinese. If I were in charge of such a coup, I’d hold some virus back, and issue an implied 
threat to any recalcitrant governments, saying that if they didn’t cooperate the virus might 
just come to them in a second wave. I read in ‘The Art of War’ by Sun Tzu that a good 
general should be able to read the mind of his opposite number. 

That reconstruction is only guesswork, but it’s also the only reconstruction that is making 
sense. There’s more work to do. 

Keep Talking, 
……………………………………………….. 
September 2020 

Keep Talking Current Affairs Report: Special issue for 9/11 
 
NB:This report may be published on 11 September in The Truthseeker 
(http://www.thetruthseeker.co.uk/). Please note the references below to 
a very important video to be made public on 11th September by kla.tv , 
for which I wrote the text. It’s less than ten minutes long, and 
needs to be publicised. 
 
Introduction 
1. The Mad Media 
2. Journalists beware 
3. Government by decree 
4. How the Masquerade has prepared people for 9/11 truth 
5. So what did happen to the WTC Towers? – Unmasking the decoys 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6. Hidden in plain sight 
7. Global nuclear blackmail 
8. LATEST 
 
Masquerade around Madness: Now is the time to deal with 9/11 and the 
Globalist Agenda 
 
Even the most ardent believers in the anti-COVID masks believe that 
things aren’t making sense. That varies from country to country, but 
it seems quite general throughout the anglosphere and NATO countries. 
In my part of England everyone is saying it, though people in the South 
East of England might think that’s ‘not nice’. Believing two 
directly contradictory things at the same time is what George Orwell 
called ‘doublethink’. 
 
1. The Mad Media 
 
Belief in the Mad Media must be at an all-time low in the UK. In 
Germany they call the Mad Media the Lügenpresse – the Lying Press. 
This term has historical roots, but it’s being massively revived 
today.    I found a nineteenth century compilation of European proverbs 
and sayings which contained the expression ‘Lying like a 
newspaper’. I suppose we could now say ‘Lying like a churnalist’, 
or ‘Lying like a Prestitute’.  I sent out a number of review copies 
of the book ‘Presstitutes: Embedded in the Pay of the CIA’ by Udo 
Ulfkotte, which is the English translation of the German book 
‘Gekaufte Journalisten’. A great review appeared on 28 July in The 
Morning Star 
(https://morningstaronline.co.uk/article/c/shills-sale-pix-come) under 
the heading ‘Shills for sale’. 
 
Now another great book has been published, and it is literally a 
ground-breaking book, because it presents a convincing case that the 
three towers of the World Trade Centre were brought down by nuclear 
devices. I’ve been working with a web television team in producing a 
video, introducing the ideas, and explaining how virtually all of us 
had failed to see the obvious, when distracted by a series of partial 
theories. They are planning to launch that on the 19th anniversary of 
9/11 this month in three languages: English (https://www.kla.tv/en), 
German (https://www.kla.tv/de) and Esperanto (https://www.kla.tv/eo). 
 
The English title is: ‘9/11: A Nuclear Meltdown?’ and the Esperanto 
title is ‘9-11: Nuklea Disfandiĝo’. Kla TV is a fantastic 
voluntary organisation based in German-speaking areas, which produces 
current affairs videos that challenge the Establishent in 71 languages. 
Their founder is Ivo Sasek, whose motivation comes from a religious 
spirituality, but he doesn’t impose that on others, and he keeps that 
separate from the web TV work. Their last physical conference, in 
Switzerland, was attended by 3 000 people. I have to say that this is 
quite a find. I was introduced to it by their Esperanto editor in 
France. These video links need to be tweeted and retweeted round the 
world on 11th September, because things that were once considered way 
out are now very credible, given what most people now know about the 
‘Lügenpresse’ / ‘Mis-komunikiloj’ / ‘Mad Media’. 
 
2. Journalists beware 
 
There are now very few journalists left in the Mad Media that the Brits 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were once so proud of, when they believed the UK to have a uniquely 
free press. George Orwell warned that the press was in too few hands. 
The uniformity of the national press puzzled me in the 1970s when I was 
leading the Press and Public Relations in The British Esperanto 
Association. I didn’t think then that it was coordinated, but the 
extreme uniformity nowadays is blatantly obvious to all. The National 
Union of Journalists held a conference at their London headquarters 
just over ten years ago on the truthfulness of the press. I went along. 
On the bookstall at the back were two new books. The newer one was ‘A 
Century of Spin: How Public Relations Became the Cutting Edge of 
Corporate Power’ by David Miller and William Dinan 
(https://researchportal.bath.ac.uk/en/publications/a-century-of-spin-how-public-relations-
became-the-cutting-edge-of). 
The other was by Guardian writer Nick Davies, and was called ‘Flat 
Earth News: An award-winning reporter exposes falsehood, distortion and 
propaganda in the global media’ (https://www.flatearthnews.net/). I 
purchased both, but read only the Nick Davies book, because it was 
about more immediate things. The book was in a way an eye-opener, but 
it criticised everyone other than The Guardian. There were also no 
references. Many now regard The Guardian as the main source of fake 
news in the UK’s printed media. This was I think the beginning of the 
phone-hacking scandal, in which Rupert Murdoch’s News of the World 
was closed down. The other book is more academic, and is mainly about 
corporate media takeover of the press. That now seems much more 
relevant to today’s situation. 
 
Everyone in that NUJ room – and it was full to capacity – was well 
aware of the distortions that were appearing in the press. They were 
saying that they didn’t have enough time to check the facts. The term 
‘churnalism’ was introduced. One lady from the BBC even told us 
that they had been given specific instructions not to check the facts 
if they came from official sources. If that is the case, then it 
explains everything: The BBC is a propaganda wing of the Establishment. 
One of the speakers was BBC journalist Alan Johnson, who had been 
constantly in the headlines, reportedly kidnapped in March 2007 and 
held for 114 days 
(https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Kidnapping_of_Alan_Johnston). I asked  
him how he knew his kidnappers were Palestinian terrorists. He replied 
“I, too, have heard conspiracy theories”. I replied, “I 
haven’t”. I said I was just asking the obvious question. Make of 
that what you will, but I would have expected my question to be 
followed up by professional journalists, who should have been asking 
that question, too. 
 
I see that the NUJ has been talking about the Julian Assange case 
(https://www.nuj.org.uk/site-search/?keywords=assange), but it seems a  
bit half-hearted to me. An article of 20 February 2020 is headed 
‘Assange’s treatment should be fair and humane’, and it states: 
“That Assange’s plight is not eliciting more concern among the 
UK’s journalists is troubling. If his deportation to the United 
States is successful, the implications for media freedom are profound. 
The US Espionage Act, offences against which Assange is charged, is 
little tested. Indeed, no journalist or publisher in the US has ever 
been successfully prosecuted for the act of publication. Much of the 
legal process in this case also falls below minimum expectations of 
justice” 
(https://www.nuj.org.uk/news/assanges-treatment-should-be-fair-and-humane/). 
Well yes – so why aren’t the journalists writing about this in the 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national press? Why is The Guardian not more supportive, when at one 
stage they were the newspaper publishing information from Wikileaks?  A 
colleague of mine went to the court hearings, but could not get in. He 
told me that only the first four in the queue were allowed in. Of 
course, there’s no way of knowing whether those four were genuine or 
whether the were placed there, but my colleage said it was a 
‘kangaroo court’. Outside the court on the first day veteran 
journalist and campaigner for a free press John Pilger addressed the 
crowd. He calls it “the political 'trial of the century'”, and he 
published his text on his website under the title ‘THE STALINIST 
TRIAL OF JULIAN ASSANGE. WHOSE SIDE ARE YOU ON?’  
(http://johnpilger.com/articles/the-stalinist-trial-of-julian-assange-whose-side-are-you-on-). 
I traced the US documents to references 159, 161 and 161 of the 
Wikipedia entry for WikiLeaks, but all three links were broken 
(https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/WikiLeaks). 
 
The Guardian reported on the second day, saying that an interjection by 
Julian Assange could not be heard properly by journalists because they 
were in a separate room watching by video link. They reported that the 
judge told Assange that if there were any more interjections he would 
be removed from the court. According the The Guardian Julian Assange 
probably commented, “this is nonsense” 
(https://www.theguardian.com/media/2020/sep/08/julian-assange-rapped-by-judge-after-
outburst-during-extradition-trial). 
Of course, I have no way of knowing whether this is a fair report, or 
whether they have made the whole thing up. 
 
As I write a conference is in progress in London under the heading 
‘Imperialism on Trial – Free Julian Assange’ 
(https://www.eventbrite.co.uk/e/imperialism-on-trial-free-julian-assange-
tickets-118724996661#)  
 
 
3. Government by decree 
 
The announcement for the Julian Assange conference states that tickets 
are limited due to Covid restrictions. Even so, they may find 
themselves in breach of the law, because the law seems to keep changing 
arbitrarily. The capacity for that venue is 600, but only meetings up 
to 300 are allowed. As I write the government is announcing a new 
change, to be brought in on Monday 14th September, which places a limit 
of six people for any meeting other than meetings for work or school. 
Secretary of State for Health and Social Care, Matthew Hancock, 
explained on BBC Radio 4’s Today programme on Tuesday, 8th September, 
that he was saying this to make it very clear, and to remove the 
confusion. However, the wording hadn’t so far been published, and so 
it remains far from clear. What is clear is that any political 
groupings, or protests groups will be verboten. What does it mean to 
ban meetings of over six people in a pub? Does it mean only six people 
in the pub, or no more than six people who know each other. We’ll 
perhaps find out when we read the decree. 
 
I was encouraged the following day to hear that the Speaker (Chairman) 
of the House of Commons had repremanded Matt Hancock for first making 
that announcement through the media rather than to the House of 
Commons, where MPs would be able to question his statement 
(https://www.independent.co.uk/news/uk/politics/coronavirus-new-gathering-rules-leaked-
twitter-speaker-b420984.html). 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I’ve never known a Speaker of the House of Commons to get so angry. 
He asked for an apology from Matt Hancock, but I don’t know whether 
he got one. That may be the beginning of a return to some sort of 
parliamentary democracy. 
 
The government was also in trouble when Northern Ireland Secretary 
Brandon Lewis stated that unilateral changes to the Brexit agreement 
with the EU, previously approved by parliament, broke international law 
(https://www.independent.co.uk/politics/brexit-deal-northern-ireland-brandon-lewis-boris-
johnson-internation-law-b417624.html). 
The Independent reported: “Theresa May warned her successor that 
other countries might think twice before trusting the UK in future, 
while other MPs from Mr Lewis’s own party accused the government of 
putting Britain’s honour up ‘for sale’. I was told at primary 
school in the 1950s, “An Englishman’s word is his bond”. They 
didn’t tell us that that was just for ordinary people, and that the 
high-ups had a reputation in diplomatic circles of ‘perfidious 
Albion’. I first heard that expression years later in Dutch. In 
reaction to Brandon Lewis’s statement, Irish MEP Martina Anderson 
told the European Parliament: “Britannia will always, always waive 
the rules. So my final warning to fellow MEPs is: Beware of Perfidious 
Albion – a country that you cannot trust and never keeps its word. 
Britannia will always, always waive the rules” 
(https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=umCTziBgimE). So what MPs are saying 
about Britain’s reputation abroad looks as if it’s for our 
consumption, and the government is trying it on  because they think 
they can get away with it under the present state of government by 
decree. 
 
On 29th August two big demonstrations took place, one in Berlin and one 
in London. In Berlin Robert Kennedy spoke to three to five thousand 
demonstrators. The press had been putting out that he would be speaking 
to several thousand Nazis, but he said now he was talking to the 
opposite of Nazis (https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=VBTAPqiDkB4). He  
stated: “Seventy-five years ago Hermann Goering testified at the 
Nuremberg trial, and he was asked, ‘How did you make the German 
people go along with all this?’, and he said, ‘It’s an easy 
thing. It’s not anything to do with Naziism. It has to do with human 
nature. You can do this in a Nazi regime, you can do it in a Socialist 
regime, you can do it in a Communist regime, you can do it in a 
Monarchy and in a democracy. The only thing a government needs to make 
people into slaves is fear, and if you can figure out something to make 
them scared you can get them to do anything they want. Fifty years ago, 
my uncle, John Kennedy, came to this city. He came here to Berlin, 
because Berlin was the front line against global totalitarianism. And 
today again Berlin is the front line against global totalitarianism. 
When my uncle came here, he proudly said to the people of Germany, 
“Ich bin ein Berliner”. Today, all those who are here today can 
proudly say once again ‘Ich bin ein Berliner’, because you are the 
front line against totalitarianism” 
(https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=VBTAPqiDkB4). 
 
In London the number of people gathered in Trafalgar Square was 
reported that evening as between a few hundred and a few thousand. The 
videos show Trafalgar Square to be full, which some say would put the 
numbers at 35 000. Piers Corbyn’s account was that as organiser they 
had negotiated with the police, and everything was cleared to go ahead. 
Then at the end another lot of police officers came in an arrested him 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and give him an on-the-spot fine of £10 000. I was amazed at that; I 
hadn’t heard of any law that would have enabled that. He explained 
this in an ITV interview with Piers Morgan 
(https://www.itv.com/goodmorningbritain/articles/piers-corbyn-covid-anti-lockdown-protest-dr-
hilary). 
However, he was constantly talked over, and although he retained his 
composure, it sounded like a shouting match. At the end of the 
interview they put their medical specialist on, a Dr Hilary. I wrote to 
him, challenging him on one point, and he replied with utter incoherent 
nonsense (https://windowsontheworld.net/tv-dr-hilary-fails-public/). 
 
Peter Hitchens, one of the few journalists left in the Mad Media, wrote 
a piece in The Mail on Sunday titled ‘Protest against our new State 
of Fear is banned... by order of a Dead Parrot Parliament’. It began: 
“We have ceased to be a parliamentary democracy. There was no 
military putsch. Nobody passed an Enabling Act allowing rule by decree. 
But the House of Lords and the House of Commons are now the Dead Parrot 
Parliament. They are dead because they do nothing to hold the 
Government to account. The most shocking instance of this so far was 
the £10,000 fine imposed on the eccentric weather forecaster Piers 
Corbyn (brother of Jeremy) for his part in organising a protest in 
London. They are parrots because, when asked, they obediently confirm 
decrees Downing Street put into effect, sometimes weeks before. We used 
to jeer that the so-called parliaments of Communist and Fascist states 
were mere rubber stamps. Well, we cannot jeer now. The most shocking 
instance of this so far was the £10,000 fine imposed on the eccentric 
weather forecaster Piers Corbyn (brother of Jeremy) for his part in 
organising a protest in London. That protest has, in my view, been 
wrongly portrayed as a mass of weirdos and conspiracy theorists. No 
doubt such people, and worse, were there. But many went to it out of a 
feeling their liberties are fast disappearing under a strange new 
regime based on fear and panic”. 
(https://www.dailymail.co.uk/debate/article-8701699/PETER-HITCHENS-Protest-against-
new-State-Fear-banned.html). 
 
He then quoted from a lawyer, Matthew Scott: “But what Mr Scott says 
is deeply worrying. The regulation used to fine Mr Corbyn – 5b of the 
Coronavirus Act – ‘was hastily made law the day before the 
demonstration was held. It was introduced under an emergency procedure 
and was neither debated nor given even the most cursory scrutiny by any 
parliamentary process. ‘It permits the most junior Community Support 
Officer in the country to issue a Fixed Penalty Notice to the suspected 
organiser of a political event, demanding £10,000 to avoid prosecution 
and consequent financial ruin”. I found Matthew Scott’s article in 
The Spectator 
(https://www.spectator.co.uk/article/the-chilling-treatment-of-piers-corbyn/amp). 
 
4. How the Masquerade has prepared people for 9/11 truth 
 
People are coming to realise that there is something wrong with our 
supposed democracy. They don’t identify with the ‘truth movement’ 
as such, but they have their own specific issues. Whenever I talk to 
local people I find they are now susceptible to the idea that they were 
lied to over 9/11, just as they are now being lied to over just about 
everything else. The lockdown has focussed their minds, and once that 
happens they start to see things they would otherwise have dismissed as 
unlikely. They can, however, fail to see the obvious when their minds 
are focussed just on details. Sometimes things are just too big to see, 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or to talk about, as people look at detail. There’s an expression in 
English ‘the elephant in the room’, which Wikipedia describes as 
“a metaphorical idiom in English for an important or enormous topic, 
question, or controversial issue that is obvious or that everyone knows 
about but no one mentions or wants to discuss because it makes at least 
some of them uncomfortable or is personally, socially, or politically 
embarrassing, controversial, inflammatory, or dangerous” 
(https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Elephant_in_the_room). 9/11 is such an  
elephant as far as both chambers of the British parliament are 
concerned. 
 
The organisation Transport for London issued a press release in 2008 
announcing their latest safefy campaign 
(https://tfl.gov.uk/info-for/media/press-releases/2008/october/tfl-launches-latest-cycling-
safety-campaign). 
“Adverts carrying the stark message 'It's easy to miss what you're 
not looking for. Look out for cyclists', will play before some of the 
autumn's most hotly anticipated films ...”, the press release stated. 
As part of that campaign they issued a video ‘Test Your Awareness: Do 
The Test’ (https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Ahg6qcgoay4), with the  
explanation “How many passes does the team in white make? Test your 
awareness and Do the Test! TFL cycling safetly advert! Count the number 
of passes the White team makes. Do you see the Moonwalking bear?”. 
Yes, there was someone dressed up as a bear, doing a ‘moonwalk’ 
dance. I’ve seen various versions of that idea. That is how 
distraction works in propaganda. 
 
A variant on that idea, which I have noticed, is that the person does 
initially notice the  moonwalking bear – or whatever it is in real 
life – but quickly forgets about it when something shocking happens 
immediately afterwards. That’s how it was with me, and probably 
millions of other people, when I  saw the Twin Towers collapse, 
followed by the realisation that a massive human tragedy was unfolding. 
My immediate reaction to the first collapse was: “Is that possible? 
If it’s not I’ll soon hear about it”. That ‘soon’ was five 
years. I did, however, hear murmers on the BBC of some people in New 
York suggesting that the US government had known about it in advance 
and let it happen. I dismissed that as unlikely, because of my 
ingrained expectation that they wouldn’t do that – would they? In 
February 2006 I took a covert sound recording of my last committee 
meeting in Esperanto Association of Britain, in which they rounded on 
me and started shouting at me. They passed a nonsensical resolution 
calling for my immediate suspension. It was nonsensical because they 
didn’t say on whom they were calling, and in any case there was 
no-one there that could have immediately suspended me. I remembered all 
that. But the following day I played back the recording of the first 
half of the meeting, and found that I’d forgotten about most of the 
detail. That contained the incriminating details that quickly led me on 
to figure out the plot, going back to the early 1970s. That is what led 
me to contact dissident former MI5 officer David Shayler, to ask him 
whether MI5 had penetrated the Esperanto movement, and that is what led 
me to 9/11 truth. 
 
Now something similar is happening to whole populations. The 
expectation of ‘They wouldn’t do that, would they?’ is now not so 
strong. The expectation that governments don’t lie on such a grand 
scale is also greatly weakened. Lots of ordinary people understand that 
there’s a mighty power struggle going on, with the purpose of gaining 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more and more control over the people. If their attention is now turned 
to 9/11 they will now have a good chance of seeing the ‘moonwalking 
bear’ or ‘the elephant in the room’. 
 
Another psychological technique is what I call ‘reversal’, in which 
the propagandists accuse others of what they are doing themselves. I 
was already aware of that before I started my research in 2005, but 
what amazed me was how consistently they were doing it in the Esperanto 
committee. They were effectively telling me in enigmatic code 
everything I wanted to know. It wasn’t difficult to break the 
enigmatic code, because I was better at that game than they were. I 
just wasn’t so arrogant. In the case of 9/11 Bush and Blair were 
putting the blame on 19 Muslim Arabs, who had supposedly flown 
airliners into the Twin Towers and the Pentagon, all directed by 
another Muslim Arab from a cave in Afghanistan. Anyone who doubted this 
story was likely to be called ‘antisemitic’, as David Cameron was 
later to make clear in his speeches to the UN when he referred to 
“The peddling of lies: that 9/11 was a Jewish plot or that the 7/7 
London attacks were staged. The idea that Muslims are persecuted all 
over the world as a deliberate act of Western policy” (Transcript: 
https://www.gov.uk/government/speeches/pm-speech-at-the-un-general-assembly-2014 
Video: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=DHRixJ-zVbI). In fact, Arabs are  
Semitic and the idea that Jews are persecuted all over the world is 
being promoted by the Zionists, such as Conservative Friends of Israel, 
of which David Cameron was a member. 
 
5. So what did happen to the WTC Towers? – Unmasking the decoys 
 
The group Architects and Engineers for 9/11 Truth has been doing a good 
job in making people aware of the third tower to fall in 9/11, which 
was not hit by an aircraft. They also managed to establish a research 
project at the University of Fairbanks Alaska, which showed that the 
third tower could not have been brought down by fire alone, as had been 
claimed. They were also instrumental in the setting up of a Grand Jury 
in the US, working with  Lawyers Committee for 9/11 Truth 
(https://www.lawyerscommitteefor9-11inquiry.org/grand-jury-petition-executive-summary/), 
and there are legal proceedings against the FBI, taken by  9/11 family 
members and advocates 
(https://www.lawyerscommitteefor9-11inquiry.org/22-march-2019-fbi-9-11-review-
commission-lawsuit/). 
 
The question of what didn’t happen on 9/11 is easily resolved. The 
third tower, Building 7, didn’t collapse through fire alone, and the 
Twin Towers didn’t collapse because of two aircraft hitting them. 
Most people that I meet can now easily accept that. That leaves the 
question of what actually did happen. 
 
The first scientific paper on the destruction of the Twin Towers was 
Professor Steven Jones’s ‘Why Indeed Did the WTC Buildings 
Collapse?’, which he published after giving a talk at his university, 
Brigham Young University 
(https://web.archive.org/web/20051124011753/http://www.physics.byu.edu/research/energy/
htm7.html). 
The university put him on paid leave 
(https://www.deseret.com/2006/9/8/19972896/byu-places-9-11-truth-professor-on-paid-
leave)  
and then fired him. I read an offprint of the paper in December 2006. 
It also appeared without the pictures in the book ‘9/11 and American 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Empire: Intellectuals Speak Out’; I have the 2007 Arris Press 
edition, edited by David Ray Griffin and Peter Dale Stott – the 
original edition was in 2003, before Steven Jones wrote his paper. The 
Preface sumarises his paper, saying: “He points to many features of 
these collapses that cannot be explained by the official theory, 
according to which the collapses were caused by fire (and in the case 
of the Twin Towers, by airplane damage). He then shows that it is more 
probable that the buildings were destroyed in controlled demolitions, 
triggered by pre-set esplosives”. I found the physics of that 
convincing, in showing that the towers could only have been brought 
down by explosives. I thought that the weakest point was the sourcing 
of the dust samples, which were analysed for traces of thermite. I knew 
about thermite from school chemistry; it is an incendiary, rather than 
an explosive. Our teacher demonstrated that in the school playground. 
 
I quoted the paper in an article for the current affairs magazine 
MONATO, which appeared in April 2007 under the heading ‘Kial vere 
kolapsis la tri turoj de MKC?’ [Why really did the three towers of 
the WTC collapse?] (https://www.monato.be/2007/009196.php). Only when I 
saw the photo on the front cover, with the top section at a 15 degree 
angle to the rest 
(https://issuu.com/franciscojavierguerrassabio/docs/monato04) did I 
realise that that paper had left out vital information. The angular 
momentum of the top section would have made the rotation unstoppable, 
and so if the tower really did fall onto its own footprint, then the 
top section would have had to have exploded into dust. Simple 
controlled demolition could not fully explain the collapse. 
 
In 2009 a paper appeared in a peer reviewed journal, The Open Chemical 
Physics Journal under the title ‘Active Thermitic Material Discovered 
in Dust from the 9/11 World Trade Center Catastrophe’ 
(https://wikispooks.com/wiki/File:Nano-Thermite.pdf). This provided a 
chemical analysis of various dust samples taken from Ground Zero. There 
were nine authors to the paper, but the key author was the chemist who 
undertook the analysis, Professor Niels Harrit 
(https://wikispooks.com/wiki/Niels_Harrit). He found very tiny 
particles of thermite, known as  ‘nano-thermite’ in all of the 
samples. This is not just an incendiary, like thermite, but is also 
highly explosive. In a 2009 interview he suggested that perhaps 10-100 
tonnes of the material were in the three WTC buildings 
(https://wikispooks.com/wiki/Niels_Harrit). He cautions that 
nanothermite may not have been the sole cause of the collapses, but he 
wants to know how it got there. 
 
As far as I can tell, the chemical analysis looks good, though I 
studied only first year university level Chemistry as a subsidiary 
subject in Physics. I think, though, that the paper had too many 
authors. This has been common practice in recent decades, perhaps 
because that gives scientific papers more authority, or perhaps because 
of previous complaints by PhD students when their professors took all 
the credit. In a police detective department one would expect the 
forensic examination to be carried out by scientists, and the checking 
of the sources of the samples to be carried out by detectives, who 
would consider whether there could have been contamination before or 
after collection of the samples. At the end of the paper there was a 
suggestion that nanothermite gel could have been painted on the walls, 
but there was no analysis of this. I’ve seen no analysis of that 
possibility elsewhere. It seems that a mere suggestion by the chemist 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involved escalated in subsequent discussion into a theory for the 
collapse of the towers. A separate study would be needed for this. My 
first reaction to this was to wonder whether nanothermite would have to 
be painted on just one side of a wall, or on both sides of the wall, in 
order to pulverise it. 
 
The idea that the towers were brought down by nanothermite still 
ignored vital evidence. Other buildings were damaged, and there was 
evidence of radiation damage from ‘toasted cars’ 
(https://www.drjudywood.com/articles/DEW/StarWarsBeam5.html)  
(https://www.drjudywood.com/articles/DEW/moretoastedcars.html) and  
people trapped in the towers stripping their clothes off, a known 
result of Active Denial System (directed energy weapons as used in riot 
control in the US). These use microwaves of around 100 GHz 
(https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Active_Denial_System). This was amongst 
the evidence presented by Professor Judy Wood, who also was presenting 
photographic evidence of wider damage in the World Trade Centre. In 
2009 she published a book, ‘Where Did the Towers Go? Evidence of 
Directed Free-energy Technology on 9/11’ 
(https://www.checktheevidence.com/wordpress/product/where-did-the-towers-go-by-dr-judy-
wood/)  
The first several chapters presented photos and other data that 
appeared to go against the idea of controlled demolition by explosives. 
But then she proposed a theory of some unknown ‘directed energy’ 
from the sky, which had ‘dustified’ the towers, claiming that there 
were no high temperatures involved, and invoking a ‘Hutchison 
Effect’, which is unknown to Physics. Judy Wood’s book dismissed 
nano-thermite as consisting of elements that would have been present 
anyway, and she dismissed a nuclear reaction in one page, saying that 
there was no evidence of radioactive fallout. However, there was no 
analysis, and no consideration of types of nuclear device: whether 
fission or fusion, above-ground or below-ground, tactical nuclear 
weapon or nuclear meltdown. 
 
I studied the first chapters of Judy Wood’s book, and checked the 
calculations. There were a few minor points, but in general they seemed 
correct. Her claim that the Twin Towers collapsed too quickly for 
controlled demolition ignored the fact that the top parts of the towers 
exploded, and so she should have taken the top point as the highest 
point that wasn’t seen to explode, rather than the tops of the towers 
before explosion. However, her mysterious ‘directed energy’ which 
didn’t bring about any heating of the towers, made no sense to me. I 
have to say that her supporters seemed very dogmatic in claiming that 
book to be the authoritative account of the event, and suggesting that 
anyone who contested it was a gatekeeper. 
 
In the meantime, a former Soviet citizen, who had been part of a secret 
military unit responsible for detecting nuclear explosions, Dmitri 
Khalezov, was developing the idea that the towers of the World Trade 
Centre could have been brought down by underground nuclear explosions. 
Moreover, he testifies that he knew about an in-built ‘emergency 
nuclear demolitions scheme’ of the Twin Towers as long ago as back in 
the ‘80s – as a serviceman in the Soviet Special Control Service. 
In 2010 he published a book, as a pdf in draft form, now in its fourth 
edition, in Russian and various other languages, proposing his theory 
of underground nuclear explosions (http://www.911thology.com/). At the  
time his theory seemed way out, and was dismissed by more well-known 
investigators. His book was little known in the West, and somehow he 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ended up in prison in Thailand. 
 
A few years ago I was interviewed by Professor Jim Fetzer, when he 
suggested I look at the possibility of nuclear energy bringing down the 
towers. I put that on my to-do list, and there it stayed until 
eventually I came across trained nuclear physicist Heinz Pommer in 
Germany, and invited him to give a presentation to Keep Talking. He 
studied underground nuclear tests, and came to the conclusion that such 
a nuclear device could indeed explain most of the unexplained 
phenomenae in 9/11, though there were one or two problems. He later 
modified the theory, proposing not a nuclear explosion as such, but 
nuclear meltdown. This, it appears, would account even better for the 
lack of radiation signature in the air following 9/11. 
 
Nuclear meltdown had been explored in the 1960s for purposes of 
‘nuclear landscaping’ 
(https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=G7539BL4f4E). The Soviet Union had 
been creating massive reservoirs using ‘nuclear landscaping’ ( 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=YZ4OJ3Ncomc ). Further development in 
the West would enable the cutting of deep channels through mountains 
for motorways or railway links 
(http://atomic-skies.blogspot.com/2014/02/project-carryall.html). One  
aspect that researchers were working on was the reduction of 
radioactive fallout following such a blast, and that could account for 
the low-level traces of subsequent radioactive materials following 
9/11. Another concern of the developers was public perception, and so 
such research was kept relatively quiet. It would, of course, have been 
known in the nuclear industry and academia. 
 
Heinz Pommer presented his technical data on his website 
(http://www.911media.de/), and he has given public talks during this 
development (https://www.kla.tv/15470). Now he has published a 
ground-breaking book in English, with contributions from several other 
physicists, under the title: ‘The Ground Zero Model’ 
(https://www.barnesandnoble.com/w/the-ground-zero-model-heinz-pommer/1137150656?
ean=9781663537676). 
The very term ‘Ground Zero’, he points out, is a technical term 
from nuclear engineering. In fact, Dmitri Khalezov’s book contains a 
very detailed explanation of the term ‘Ground Zero’. 
 
6. Hidden in plain sight 
 
“On the right scale everything becomes simple”. This is Heinz 
Pommer’s central idea, which he promotes in his book. “On the right 
scale we can see the major connections which go as far as nuclear 
blackmail against a civil society”, he writes. The book introduces 
the development of nuclear landscaping, and shows how that would match 
the traces of radioactivity left at Ground Zero. He also shows how 
nuclear radiation would account for interference in some of the videos 
taken at the time, and why paper survived, but iron didn’t.  He goes 
into some detail on the model itself, with slow-burn underground 
nuclear reactions, leading to high-temperature winds gushing up the 
lift-shafts, and pulverising much of the building materials. He writes, 
too, of the “spineless universities” which have turned a blind eye 
to the evidence. I fully concur on the ‘spineless universities’. 
I’ve written about them in my previous newsletters. Why aren’t 
academics doing proper research into areas of vital public concern? 
I’ve been writing about medical ‘research’ in relation to 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COVID-19, and about psychology ‘research’ in connection with 
so-called ‘conspiracy theorists’. For long I was unable to accept 
that the physics community in universities could get it so wrong on 
climate change, until I invited Piers Corbyn to talk to Keep Talking 
about his work. Yet the answer all along was hidden in plain sight. Whilst I was 
wondering where the term ‘Ground Zero’ had come from, and presuming 
it must have been some US term, or a term used locally for the World 
Trade Centre area, every active nuclear physicist would have known that 
it was specifically a term from nuclear engineering. 
 
But even more spectacularly, Heinz Pommer includes in his book a 
picture of a monument, known as The Sphere, placed directly above the 
very point where he considers the nuclear device have been planted at 
the time the World Trade Centre was constructed 
(https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/The_Sphere?uselang=de#/media/File:WTC_Sphere_-_1979_-
_1.jpg). 
Some of us have come to expect in any big terrorist event some 
enigmatic clue suggesting that the event had been preplanned, as for 
instance in the case of the 7/7 London bombings of 2005, in which the 
bus that was blown up carried an advertisement worded: “OUTRIGHT 
TERROR… BOLD AND BRILLIANT” 
(http://www.searchforthetruth.co.uk/77-london-bombings#&gid=1&pid=1). 
So what did The Sphere symbolise? The sculptor, German artist Fritz 
Koenig, called it ‘Die Kugelkaryatide’ – the Spherical Caryatid 
– designed to promote a vision of the World Trade Center as an engine 
for promoting global peace 
(https://www.911memorial.org/connect/blog/remembering-fritz-koenig-sculptor-who-created-
world-trade-centers-iconic-sphere). 
But what would the planners have had in mind? Fritz Koenig wouldn’t 
have been in on that, but to me it looks as if those who commissioned 
it would have had in mind ‘Globalisation’ in all its senses: a 
global takeover by a power capable of holding the world to ransome with 
global nuclear devices. 
 
7. Global nuclear blackmail 
 
That thought is horrendous. It means that if Dmitri Khalezov and Heinz 
Pommer are correct, then the whole world could be being blackmailed 
into submission by some nuclear force stronger than the US government. 
It could explain the submissiveness of nearly all governments on earth 
to the demands of the corporation-controlled World Health Organisation. 
It could explain the bizarre behaviour of governments in claiming 
‘Science’ to be behind their demands for their citizens to wear 
masks that don’t work, and are increasingly seen not to work, to 
protect them from a virus which has never been shown to cause the 
mysterious illness, which somehow is causing many thousands of deaths 
without pushing up the excess death rates. 
 
Any government which steps out of line may be subjected to such a 
nuclear device. The UN’s Agenda 2030 makes it clear that no 
government will be allowed to step out of line. Now we know what means 
they have to control governments. Whatever the solution to this problem 
is, it has to start off with a better public understanding of the 
linguistics of propaganda and brainwashing that we have all been 
subjected to all our lives. The enigmatic code has now been broken, and 
‘The Sphere’ may now become the icon of the Globalists agenda. 
 
8. LATEST 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I’ve just seen a preview of the video I’ve been working on with Kla 
TV. I provided the text, and a team of dedicated truth campaigners 
worked on the production. I found their efforts very impressive, and I 
have to agree with Robert Kennedy, that now Berlin (being symbolic of 
the German-speaking people) is now the front line against 
totalitarianism. See the video in English (https://www.kla.tv/en), 
German (https://www.kla.tv/de) and Esperanto (https://www.kla.tv/eo). 
The intend to go public on 11 September. I have just come across a 
video in which Professor Jim Fetzer interviews the publisher of Heinz 
Pommer’s book, Jeff Prager, on 9 September 2020 
(https://www.bitchute.com/video/0k9GTBIY7YDw/). This gives interesting 
details and insights into the development of the nuclear theory of 
9/11. Like Dmitri Khalezov, they suggest or imply that Architects and 
Engineers for 9/11 Truth are gatekeepers, because of their support for 
the nanothermite theory. I don’t quite go along with that. I think 
every group will consist of genuine people and of gatekeepers. The 
usual issue is how to proceed without causing a schism, which would 
disable the whole project. Richard Gage has done marvelous work in 
bringing about a wider understanding of the contradictions in the 
collapse of Building 7, and together with others in bringing about 
legal proceedings. Niels Harrit was undertaking specific forensic work. 
There is now a danger that a schism would jeapordise those efforts. I 
think, though, that they now need to acknowledge the seriousness of the 
nuclear theory, and to talk about that, too. After all, it’s the 
purpose of the legal processes to collect and assess such evidence on 
what happened, once those legal processes get underway. 
………………………………………. 
September-II 2020 
9/11: A Nuclear Meltdown? 

 
11.09.2020 | www.kla.tv/17191 
1] Ever since 9/11, there has been discussion, research and speculation on what actually 
happened on that fateful day. Bush and Blair placed the blame on 19 Muslims who flew 
airliners into the Twin Towers and the Pentagon, all directed by another Muslim from a cave 
in Afghanistan.  
2] Few people today, if they’ve put any thought to it, still believe the official version of events.  
3] The first scientific paper on the destruction of the Twin Towers was Professor Steven 
Jones’s ‘Why Indeed Did the WTC Buildings Completely Collapse?’. His university put him 
on paid leave and then fired him. He points to many features of these collapses that cannot 
be explained by the official theory, and shows that it is more probable that the buildings were 
destroyed in controlled demolitions. He gave evidence of the existence of the incendiary 
thermite, which could be used to cut through steel.  
4] However, the paper omitted vital evidence of the top section of the South Tower tilting at a 
15-degree angle. The angular momentum of that would have meant that it would have 
hurled to the ground to the side of the tower, unless it was blown to smithereens by some 
unexplained mechanism. Simple controlled demolition could not explain the collapse.  
] In 2009, a paper appeared in a chemistry journal presenting evidence that the dust of the 
buildings contained the explosive nano-thermite. The suggestion was that it would have 
been painted onto the walls of the towers, but there is no analysis of the effect of painting 
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nano-thermite gel onto walls. Would both sides of the walls have to be painted then lit 
simultaneously in order to pulverize the walls? How would that be done?  
6] However, the paper looked only at those towers, and omitted vital evidence on the rest of 
the Ground Zero site. Other buildings were damaged, and there was evidence of radiation 
damage from ‘toasted cars’ and people trapped in the towers stripping their clothes off, a 
known result of Active Denial System (directed energy weapons as used in riot control in the 
US. These use microwaves of around 100 GHz.  
7] Meanwhile, Professor Judy Wood was bringing together photographic evidence of the 
damage over the whole site, and in 2009 published a book, ‘Where Did the Towers Go? 
Evidence of Directed Free-energy Technology on 9/11’. The first several chapters presented 
photos and other data that went against the idea of controlled demolition by explosives. She 
then proposed the theory of an unknown ‘directed energy’ from the sky, which had 
‘dustified’ (*Judy Wood's term for a special kind of pulverization) the towers. Based on her 
research she concluded that there were no high temperatures involved, and proposed that 
the ‘Hutchison Effect’, which is not known in current physics, was used on 9/11.  
8] Her book dismissed nano-thermite, attributing the traces found to a different origin, and 
she dismissed a nuclear reaction, saying that there was no evidence of radioactive fallout. 
However, there was no analysis, and no consideration of types of nuclear devices: whether 
fission or fusion, above-ground or below-ground, tactical nuclear weapon or nuclear 
meltdown.  
9] In the meantime, a former Soviet citizen, who had been part of a secret military unit 
responsible for detecting nuclear explosions, Dmitri Khalezov, was pursuing the idea that the 
towers of the World Trade Center could have been brought down by underground nuclear 
explosions. Moreover, he testifies that, as a serviceman in the Soviet Special Control 
Service, he knew about a built-in ‘emergency nuclear demolitions scheme’ of the Twin 
Towers as long ago as back in the ‘80s. In 2010 he published a book, now in its fourth 
edition, in Russian and various other languages, proposing his theory of underground 
nuclear explosions. At the time his theory seemed improbable, and was dismissed by more 
well-known investigators.  
10] This line of inquiry was followed up by the German physicist Heinz Pommer. His 
university major had been in nuclear physics. He studied underground nuclear tests, and 
came to the conclusion that such a nuclear device could indeed explain most of the 
unexplained phenomena of 9/11, though there were one or two problems. He later modified 
the theory, proposing not a nuclear explosion as such, but nuclear meltdown. This, it 
appears, would account even better for the lack of radiation signature in the air following 
9/11.  
11] Nuclear meltdown had been explored in the 1960s for purposes of ‘nuclear landscaping’. 
The Soviet Union had been creating massive reservoirs using ‘nuclear landscaping’. Further 
developments in the West would enable the cutting of deep channels through mountains for 
motorways or railway links. One aspect that researchers were working on was the reduction 
of radioactive fallout following such a blast, and that could account for the low-level traces of 
subsequent radioactive materials following 9/11. Since politicians were concerned about the 
public acceptance, the research was kept relatively quiet. It would, of course, have been 
known of in the nuclear industry and academia.  
12] Heinz Pommer presented his technical data on his website, and he has given public 
talks during this development. Now he has published a ground-breaking book in English, 
with contributions from several other physicists, under the title: ‘The Ground Zero Model’.  
13] “On the right scale everything becomes simple”. This is Heinz Pommer’s central idea, 
which he promotes in his book. “On the right scale we can see the major connections which 
go as far as nuclear blackmail against a civil society”, he writes. The book introduces the 
development of nuclear landscaping, and shows how that would match the traces of 
radioactivity left at Ground Zero. He also shows how nuclear radiation would account for 
interference in some of the videos taken at the time, and why paper survived, but iron didn’t. 
He goes into some detail on the model itself, with slow-burn underground nuclear reactions, 



leading to high-temperature winds gushing up the lift-shafts, and pulverizing much of the 
building materials. He writes, too, of the “spineless universities” which have turned a blind 
eye towards the evidence. If Dmitri Khalezov and Heinz Pommer are correct in their 
conclusions that the towers of 9/11 were brought down by nuclear devices, then the 
implications are grim: the start of a new era of nuclear terrorism to seize global power. Heinz 
Pommer’s book “The Ground-Zero-Model” should be seen as a warning to the world. The 
significance of this model goes far beyond a single terrorist attack.  
from ian/sl 
Sources/Links: ‘Why Indeed Did the World Trade Center Buildings Completely Collapse?’, 
Steven Jones, Journal of 9/11 Studies, September 2006 (http://
www.journalof911studies.com/why-indeed-did-the-world-trade-center-buildings-completely-
collapse/) 
‘Active Thermitic Material Discovered in Dust from the 9/11 World Trade Center 
Catastrophe’, Niels H. Harrit, Jeffrey Farrer, Steven E. Jones, Kevin R. Ryan, Frank M. 
Legge, Daniel Farnsworth, Gregg Roberts, James R. Gourley, Bradley R. Larsen, The Open 
Chemical Physics Journal, 2009, 2, 7-31 (https://wikispooks.com/w/images/c/cc/Nano-
Thermite.pdf) 
‘Where Did the Towers Go? Evidence of Directed Free-energy Technology on 9/11’, Judy 
Wood, The New Investigation, 1 Dec. 2010 (https://www.checktheevidence.com/wordpress/
product/where-did-the-towers-go-by-dr-judy-wood/) 
‘The Third Truth about 9/11’, Dmitri Khalezov, self-published as PDF, Full edition (version 4), 
4 July 2013 (http://www.911thology.com/) 
‘The Ground Zero Model’, Heinz Pommer, François Roby, David Madlener (https://
www.barnesandnoble.com/w/the-ground-zero-model-heinz-pommer/1137150656?
ean=9781663537676) 
‘The Ground Zero Model – A physical model for 9/11’, Heinz Pommer, presentation at the 
17th Anti-Censure Conference (AZK), 23 November 2019, in German (www.kla.tv/15477) 
with voiceovers in English (https://www.kla.tv/15470), 
Russian (https://www.kla.tv/15639) 
…………………………………… 
Infodemiology: Resistance grows but the public remains dumbed down 
Ian Fantom – Oct 22, 2020 
The number of medically qualified people who are speaking out against the current COVID 
restrictions in various countries of Western Europe is now to be counted in thousands. 
Whilst the UK government is again talking about an ‘exponential’ rise in the number of 
‘people tested positive for COVID-19’ there seems in reality to be something like an 
‘exponential rise’ in the number of people speaking out against the growing authoritarianism 
of the state. The day after I started this newsletter and wrote those words (1 October) we 
were told by the BBC that the numbers were now trailing off. This sounds to me like a 
typical logistic curve. Both the exponential curve and the logistic curve start off with nothing 
much happening for a long time. Then there’s a rapid growth, but the logistic curve reaches 
saturation, whilst the exponential curve rises at an accelerating rate, to an alarming infinity. 
The logistic curve is perfectly normal for virus infections. Talk of an ‘exponential rise’ has just 
been government rhetoric, designed to scare people, whilst they grab more and more 
draconian powers, at an ‘exponential’ rate. 
1. Rebellion 
There is a growing rebellion in the Conservative Party against the authoritarianism of Prime 
Minister Boris Johnson. By and large they are saying that the current restrictions are an 
overreaction to the virus, but they don’t seem to be getting their heads around the question 
of whether COVID-19 is actually caused by a virus. We have a whole generation of school 
leavers in England who have been extremely frustrated at the use of algorithms to 
deterimine their exam results, based on statistics. Many of them are now at university and 
can be subjected to university lock-down restrictions at a moment’s notice. 
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At the end of September the BBC reported that about forty universities in the UK had so far 
reported cases of Coronavirus, and that thousands of students had had to self-isolate, 
leaving them unable to attend lectures or socialise. What are they supposed to be doing with 
themselves when cooped up in their rooms? Surely some of them will be researching why 
their liberties are being taken away from them. It can’t be long before medical students begin 
to realise that they are being lied to over key medical issues. What confidence will that bring 
in their own university lecturers? This will inevitably lead to disputes over university fees, and 
probably to mass protests. The BBC is already asking whether students can get a refund 
from their universities, but reporting that the government has stated that they shouldn’t 
expect a refund if they are receiving “adequate online learning”. Some MPs, they say, have 
called for students to receive discounts, and the National Union of Students wants refunds if 
”quality of learning is severely impacted”. I think that all students studying in a university 
department which has been found to be taking part in academic deception should have the 
right to claim a complete refund. How can they know how much of what they have been 
taught is actually true? 
The levels of frustration and anger are already reaching dangerous proportions. These are 
dangerous both for individuals and for public order. I had to wear a mask, to get out of one 
section of Chester Zoo recently – not to get in, but to get out! I wouldn’t have done so if I 
hadn’t been with young grandchildren, but what message would I have been sending to a 
four-year-old about to start school, if I were to openly defy the authorities and tell them they 
were talking nonsense? I was annoyed with myself that I hadn’t brought along my own 
mask, marked with the word ‘GAGGED’. I can and do insist on telling the adults that I think 
the whole thing is stuff and nonsense, without having to put myself into social isolation. We 
all have to either comply with corrupt systems that we detest; otherwise we disable our own 
activisms by becoming hermits. When I wore that mask I realised how laboured my own 
breathing was. I felt I was gasping for air. I walked straight out, took off my mask and 
awaited the family there. I think everyone is getting stressed over the COVID clampdown, 
whether they know it or not, especially those who still adhere to the old-fashioned art of 
logical thinking. 
The whole country, and probably not just this country, seems to be run by algorithms rather 
than by logic or common sense. My brother in his last years would say “Logic has gone out 
of fashion” every time I visited him. Nothing seemed to work by logic or common sense any 
longer. He reached such a state of anxiety that he was no longer believing anything he was 
told by any of the medics, not even his own diagnosis. I spent many hours with him trying to 
figure that one out, and I’ve spent many more trying to diffuse the frustrations amongst 
others. Nowadays the whole country seems to be suffering from such ‘political gaslighting’. I 
think that our group Keep Talking plays an important role in enabling people to stay sane in 
an insane world. 
2. A military clampdown 
This isn’t a medical lockdown; it’s a military clampdown. In 2007 I was in a small 9/11 
demonstration in Trafalgar Square, and as we walked towards Parliament Square former 
MI5 officer  Annie Machon said to me words to the effect, “You do realise this isn’t just about 
9/11?”. I said I did indeed. The fact that the mainstream media were silent on the obvious 
incongruities in the official story made it clear that we had a major problem with our 
democracies. If such a big issue could be covered up in the mass media, and be ignored in 
Parliament, then much bigger things could, and would, be on their way. We were clearly 
heading for a tyrannical takeover by the Powers That Be, because they would then have 
known that they could get away with it. “Don’t leave it five years”, said MI5 dissident David 
Shayler, in December 2006, when I was attending my first 9/11 truth meeting. He told us that 
in five years time we may not have the opportunity. He also told us that if we were to form a 
membership association it would – not could – be taken over by Very Persuasive People. 
A committee was formed, with representatives from the various 9/11 truth groups in the 
country. Some time later it underwent a mysterious crisis, resulting in a takeover in 2008 by 
a group of Very Persuasive People. Some of their supporters describe them as “the official 
UK Reinvestigate 9/11 Campaign which grew out of the UK 9/11 Truth campaign”. I find that 
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strange, since they are supposed to be contesting the ‘official’ story on 9/11. They also state 
on their mailings that they will  support any new investigation of the 9/11 attacks so long as it 
is “run by uncompromised people with a range of opinion including those inclined to 
disbelieve the official 9/11 story”. They limited themselves to 9/11 and quickly resolved that a 
leading investigator into 9/11, who had just had a book published on 7/7, should not be 
allowed into their meetings, saying that he was compromised because of his veiws on the 
Holocaust. I maintained that their arguments were inconsistent, and that they were not giving 
the real reason. That was all about centralisation, whereas I was working for decentralised 
activity as far as that could be brought about. 
3.  ‘World-beating’ rhetoric 
In 2016 I was speculating on just how a tyrannical take-over of the whole country would 
happen. I thought it would most likely be brought about by some charismatic politician being 
elected as Prime Minister, who would then abolish Parliament. There were only three 
charismatic politicians in UK politics, and two of them weren’t in Parliament, preferring to 
speak truth to power rather than be stooges of the deep state. One of them, George 
Galloway, was thrown out of the Labour Party for speaking out against the invasion of Iraq. 
He now runs a chat show, Sputnik, on RT, though he is nowadays often muted on what he 
says, particularly on the WHO, presumably because he doesn’t want RT to be closed down 
by Ofcom. Another, Nigel Farage, was worried about a drift towards tyrrany in the EU, and 
so  led the campaign for Brexit. He thought he’d won, but is now threatening to launch an 
anti-lockdown party to counter the authoritarian measures under Boris Johnson. The third 
charismatic politician is Boris Johnson, who became Prime Minister, and has all but 
abolished Parliament, and is running the country by decree. 
All this is happening because the public has been cajoled over the decades into accepting 
that we have the best democracy in the world, and that our public institutions are generally 
the best in the world. We are constantly told that our National Health Service is the best in 
the world, that our military is the best in the world, that our parliamentary democracy is the 
best in the world. Our national broadcasting service, the BBC, is supposed to be the best in 
the world for objective journalism. Their motto is ‘Nation shall speak peace unto nation’. It is 
thought that that motto may be a rewrite of the biblical ‘Nation shall not lift up sword against 
nation, neither shall they learn war any more’. If so, they would have needed to change the 
wording, because they speak peace whilst waging war. 
I’ve just dipped into the Internet to see if anyone else has written about this ‘best in the 
world’ rhetoric, and indeed I quickly found a commentary on the ‘UK in a Changing Europe’ 
website headed ‘ “World beating”: the phrase of 2020?’. “We would be protected 
from Covid-19 because we had a world beating NHS, the Prime Minister assured the country 
when he began to get interested in the pandemic in early March. By the end of the month 
that had morphed into a message that we had to stay home to protect the NHS, rather than 
the NHS playing its more traditional role of protecting us”, wrote author Jill Rutter. The 
government also promised to deliver “a world beating test and trace system”, which was 
supposed to be live from 1 June. “It’s live”, wrote Jill Rutter on 16 June, “but clearly in a 
development stage”. 
That ‘test and trace’ system is now being launched on the public. I received a spam email 
from the government urging me to download it. I’m annoyed with my service provider for 
colluding with the government propaganda machine in that. I could receive a knock on the 
door, literally or figuratively, from the police, ordering me to self-isolate for a fortnight, or face 
a massive £10 000 fine. The law could even change overnight, by decree. I am hearing 
reports of people receiving results of COVID tests when they haven’t even taken a COVID 
test. It’s forseeable that people who don’t even have a smartphone will receive police 
instructions to self-isolate. What happens when the police want to charge you for some other 
serious crime, such as criticising the government, but can’t make the charge stick? Do you 
trust the police. I used to. I don’t now. 
4. Just words 
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“The big question is whether a government led by someone who made his living out of 
words not deeds can close the gap between its rhetoric and actions”, Jill Rutter concluded. 
Now that is an interesting observation. Boris Johnson, it is said, modelled himself on 
Winston Churchill. Despite appearances at the time, all Churchill had to offer in his wartime 
contributions was words. He made no great contributions to war strategy or, as far as I can 
see, to anything else. He was an inspirational leader through rhetoric. When Tony Blair was 
Prime Minister I wondered how he could find time to run the country when he seemed to be 
spending all his efforts on ‘spin’ – a word for ‘propaganda’ that was coming into vogue at the 
time. When Her Majesty’s Chief Inspector of Further and Higher Education in Scotland took 
early retirement in 2000 and became the Director of Development at Esperanto Association 
of Britain everyone in the association seemed to be reinspired, including myself. In 2005, as 
I trawled through years of minutes of committee meetings and AGMs I found myself 
wondering what this guy had actually contributed to the association other than words. I found 
nothing. Those words were mainly directed at the members themselves. When eventually 
the guy went missing, the President was quickly putting it about that he must be presumed 
dead, without giving any reasons or sources of information. Their legal advisor thought it odd 
that I hadn’t been contacted by the police, especially since by that time Kelso and I were in 
open dispute. Eventually he was formally declared dead. 
I found myself seeing some of the others in the same light. The President once reeled out a 
list of all his interests, making the point that his interests weren’t just about Esperanto. All of 
those interests, other than his running club, were, however, to do with languages. His entire 
contribution over a lifetime was to do with words. I had to conclude that these people weren’t 
activists, but were merely front guys. Who was running the Esperanto Association? Who is 
now running the British government? All Boris has to offer seems to be just words. 
5. Who are Boris’s masters? 
Perhaps one clue is Boris Johnson’s inaction as Foreign Secretary, when Israeli 
Ambassador Mark Regev was found to have been involved in a plot to bring down a Cabinet 
minister. Any other ambassador would have been immediately expelled from the country. 
Following the 2019 General Election I wrote an article ‘UK General Election: The winner is 
the Herzlian party – Zionist terror networks and Israel flag wavers’ – though the bit about 
‘Zionist terror’ was added by the editor. Of course, the whole issue of Zionism has been 
misrepresented; Zionism was not a Jewish philosophy, but a military campaign to take over 
Palestine by exploiting the fears of Jews world-wide. It has been widely supported by the 
Christian churches. Theodor Herzl was a Catholic, born and bred, who launched the 
philosophy publicly, probably as a front guy for the Rothschild banking dynasty. Why are 
people so slow to recognise this, when it’s made very clear in Herzl’s diaries? 
Even those in the truth movement fail to see the significance of this finding. If this were 
generally known, then the vicious campaign of falsely accusing people of ‘antisemitism’ in 
order to shut them up in legitimate discussion on Zionism and apparently related issues, 
would shrivel up like a slug under a spoonful of salt. But it’s not happening. The banking elite 
won the last UK General Election, and we are now seeing the consequences. 
The public has been dumbed down by rhetoric and political gaslighting. There are too many 
elephants in the room – big issues that everyone knows about, but everyone avoids talking 
about. Theodor Herzl claimed he was Jewish because he was born into an assimilated 
Jewish family. In other words, one of his female ancestors was Jewish. For that to be valid, 
then he’d have to trace his ancestry right back to Judea. That would be difficult, because 
there’s a thousand year gap in Jewish history in Europe. He claimed he felt Jewish because 
of his crooked nose, when surviving photos show him with a straight nose. How many of the 
leaders of the big international banks are really Jewish, as they claim? I think they’re 
probably in a similar category to Theodor Herzl. It shouldn’t even matter, but it does, 
because their promotion of Zionism amongst Jews depends on that claim. 
6. Logic has gone out of fashion 
The idea that logic has gone out of fashion strikes me in everyday life. I am finding that very 
simple concepts of science, which I’d taken for granted that everyone would understand, 
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have to be explained in excruciating detail, very, very carefully, and even then most people 
who don’t want to understand it won’t understand it. If a scientist is asked for his views on a 
scientific theory, the first thing he will do is ask for the seminal paper in which the theory is 
laid out. That seminal paper may not actually be a peer reviewed journal article; it may be a 
book or other publication, or just a manuscript for publication. The point is that the scientist 
will not evaluate the theory on the basis of hearsay, or what respectable people are saying 
about it, or on the basis of what ‘everyone knows’. He will put all that aside and read what 
that seminal paper actually says, and review it according the scientific principles, irrespective 
of whether the conclusions are politically correct. If in my schooldays I’d thought that it would 
be necessary to explain that in 2020 I’d have been flabbergasted. Yet it is necessary. 
Take, for instance, climate change. I’ve been shouted at, sworn at, denigrated, told I’m ‘in 
denial’, even by intelligent people who have made their careers around words, but who 
seem not to have a clue about what science is. They think in terms of words rather than 
concepts. They seem unable to separate the study of the science from what ‘everybody 
knows’. They seem unable to isolate the key concepts being studied. The key question is not 
whether the ice in the Antartic is melting, or even whether the average temperature at the 
surface of the Earth is rising or falling. The key question is what effect, if any, does the 
absorption by man-made carbon dioxide of infra-red radiation eminating from the surface 
have on the average atmospheric surface temperature. That’s a question of physics. 
Yet some people even refuse to recognise that that’s a matter of physics. They talk as if they 
think that anyone who questions that is being a bad citizen, or a bad Socialist, or a bad 
Conservative. It’s all about showing ‘solidarity’, or being a loyal Conservative etc. It really is 
like challenging what the teachers were telling us about God in the 1950s. We were all just 
expected to believe it, when my problem was that I mistakenly thought that people had first 
to understand things before they could believe them. They’ve turned man-made climate 
change into a religion. If you don’t believe what you are required to believe to be a good 
citizen (or subject in the UK) then there’s a name for you. It might be ‘atheist’, or it might be 
‘climate denier’. Whatever it is, it will have a stigma attached. 
So is there a seminal paper showing how global temperatures are being raised by this 
effect? According to Piers Corbyn there is no such paper. He has challenged the scientific 
community to refer him to such a paper, and no-one has. I’ve seen one based on the flat-
earth model, and I’ve seen a physics paper showing why that paper cannot apply to a global 
earth. That paper was rejected on the grounds that it didn’t present an alternative model. 
That is not science. As far as I am aware, there is still no seminal paper, despite the constant 
talking around climate change and the greenhouse effect in the mass media. It is now 
generally recognised that greenhouses, after all, work primarily by restricting convection of 
the air, as I had originally thought, and not by the ‘greenhouse effect’. 
I’ve tried to explain this to a Communist and a former Conservative MEP. They both reacted 
in similar ways. This is politics, not physics. Neither could accept that you look for a seminal 
paper and analyse the physics. Perhaps the Earth is heating up, perhaps we are all going to 
die, but that isn’t an argument that atmospheric absorption of infrared radiation by man-
made carbon dioxide is raising the surface temperature of the Earth. 
People just do not seem to understand that if there is no seminal paper, then there is no 
scientific theory; it’s just speculation. I was once lambasted for asking about the seminal 
report following World War II on the statistics for Jews killed in Nazi gas chambers. I was 
lambasted for not knowing there was no such report. Well if there is no report of a study then 
there is no case, whatever the figures quoted are. End of story. 
The same logic applies to 9/11. There are seminal publications on the collapse of the towers 
of the World Trade Centre, though some of them have been contested. There is a seminal 
paper on the existence of nano-thermite in samples of dust from Ground Zero. However, 
there appears to be no seminal publication on how the towers could have been brought 
down and largely turned into a dust cloud by nano-thermite alone. That means there is no 
scientific theory for that; it’s just speculation. Judy Wood invokes the Hutchison Effect in her 
book ‘Where did the Towers Go?’. However, there is no seminal paper on the Hutchison 



Effect, and so there is no such theory. There is, however, a seminal publication on the 
nuclear meltdown theory, and that has been put out for scrutiny. That is science. 
7. Science or vested interests? 
The Prime Minister keeps invoking ‘Science’ in his statements on COVID-19. But where is 
that science? It’s all confidential advice from his advisors. If it’s confidential it’s not science, 
because science has to be made available for scrutiny. That’s the case even if no vested 
interests are involved. However, it emerged in the mainstream media that the government’s 
chief scientist, Sir Patrick Vallance, who had been appearing regularly at press conferences 
in Downing Street “holds a deferred bonus of 43,111 shares in GlaxoSmithKline, worth 
£600,000 from his time as president of the multinational drug company”, according to the 
Mail Online. 
“The firm is one of many trying to develop a vaccine to treat deadly coronavirus as a further 
6,874 people tested positive today”, the article explained. The Government said there was 
no conflict of interest and he had done nothing wrong, The Mail Online reported. Given that 
they are promoting the idea of producing a vaccine to inject into the whole population, and 
even issuing ‘Covid passports’  to make it difficult to take part in normal society without being 
injected with some newly developed vaccine by one of the pharmaceutical giants, this 
sounds very much like a vested interest to me. Vanessa Beeley in April 2020 wrote a 
detailed review of the network of commercial interests in a two part report published on UK 
Column under the heading ‘Who controls the British Government response to Covid–19?’. In 
Part 2, titled ‘COVID–19: The Big Pharma players behind UK Government lockdown’, she 
deals with the vaccination programmes. Under the subheading ‘Ferguson H1N1 case study 
— Patrick Vallance — GlaxoSmithKline’ she wrote of the swine flu scare of 2009. “In 
response to the threat of swine flu, Big Pharma giant GlaxoSmithKline (GSK) developed the 
Pandemrix vaccine, with disastrous consequences. An alleged sixty patients who suffered 
brain damage as a result of the vaccine were allocated £60 million in compensation by the 
UK Government”, she wrote. She reported that the UK government had invested £50M to 
support “the rapid vaccine and immunoprophylactic development against ‘unknown 
pathogens’ (also referred to as Disease X)”. 
CEPI is a group set up by the Davos World Economic Forum in 2017. I followed up the link 
to CEPI, where they state that they invest in ‘platform technologies that can be used for 
rapid vaccine and immunoprophylactic development against unknown pathogens (ie, 
Disease X)”. ‘Vaccine platform technologies’, are explained in an article in the Cambridge 
Network as follows: “Vaccines expose the body to a small amount of antigen from a 
particular pathogen, so that the body can produce antibodies which will fight the pathogen 
should future exposure occur. … Once designed and licensed for one vaccine, the 
development of future vaccines using the same platform should simply require substitution of 
the desired antigenic component, enabling faster and cheaper development, regulatory 
approval and mass production”. An ‘antigen’ is explained in Medline Plus: “An antigen is any 
substance that causes your immune system to produce antibodies against it. This means 
your immune system does not recognize the substance, and is trying to fight it off. An 
antigen may be a substance from the environment, such as chemicals, bacteria, viruses, or 
pollen. An antigen may also form inside the body”. So the antigen attracts the antibodies, to 
kill off the virus that it is attached to, and the same ‘virus platform technology’ can be used 
for a variety of viruses just by substituting the antigenic component in the vaccine. 
8. Removing vaccine safeguards 
In a section on ‘Regulatory approval’ the article explains that approval can be accelerated if 
regulators have previously authorised similar products before. However, the UK government 
recently launched a ‘consultation exercise’ on a proposed Statutory Instrument, ‘The Human 
Medicines (Coronavirus) (Amendment) Regulations 2020’, made available as a ‘Consultation 
draft: August 2020’. Statutory Instruments are meant for minor practical changes in 
legislation at the government’s discretion, without the need to be presented to the houses of 
parliament. This Statutory Instrument is about the ‘Temporary authorisation of the supply of 
unlicensed products’. We all know what ‘temporary’ means in politics, and this is about 
vaccines. This is major legislation designed to be passed by diktat, to be justified by a 
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‘consultation exercise’. Christian Voice wrote this consultation exercise up on their website, 
advising to speak out against the changes. 
I don’t remember how many milliseconds that ‘consultation exercise’ ran for, but it wasn’t 
many. I didn’t answer their questions on their questionnaire, but fired off an email: “I am 
appalled that you should try to waive the fundamental medical safeguards for the public in a 
‘consultation’ exercise being pushed through at short notice, and not generally publicised. I 
protest at the bypassing of Parliament on related issues, whether or not this particular issue 
gets the rubber stamp from a dead parrot parliament. We all know what government 
consultation exercises are for: to bypass the normal democratic procedures and make them 
look democratic. Those who do respond are likely to do so on the basis of the lies and 
disinformation that YOU the government have been putting out through the controlled media. 
We all know what ‘temporary’ means in politics. Supply of unlicensed products smacks of 
deregulation. It will of course be selective, giving preference to the powerful corporations 
rather than to remedies that work. Covid is not a High Consequence Infectious Disease 
(HCID) according to YOU, the government. (https://www.gov.uk/guidance/high-
consequence-infectious-diseases-hcid#status-of-covid-19). You are speaking with two 
voices, one of which is lying. This is exactly how the British government starts wars: Lies, 
panic, enabling act rushed through, military intervention. This is a military psychological 
exercise, run through a corrupted World Health Organisation. Masks don’t work, and in all 
probability neither will the vaccines. Your Science is fake science and you know it. I do 
recognise the difficulty that ministers are under, in that nothing is more important than their 
parliamentary careers, and so they have to succumb constantly to the Powers That Be, who 
have taken over supposedly democratic organisations, such as the World Health 
Organisation and the United Nations. You have called wolf too many times, and are 
increasingly disbelieved”. 
One thing that still puzzles me is that if the tests are for antibodies, as described by a 
government web page, then they are testing for immunity against the virus. So as herd 
immunity grows, so will the percentage of positive COVID tests. I don’t know whether this is 
supposed to make sense, or whether it’s just another political thing that’s not supposed to 
make sense. If they are avoiding even consulting with the houses of parliament, then I think 
the public should treat that with extreme caution. Testing for antigens might be more 
sensible, since they are said to disappear when the virus has been killed off. But then the 
antigens might just have been introduced by a vaccine. The onus is on the government to 
explain these things. 
But the big question should be: What virus are you talking about?. The idea that the disease 
was caused by a virus was put out right at the beginning of the outbreak in China by calling it 
‘Coronavirus’. That was later made more specific by calling it ‘COVID-19’, short for 
‘Coronavirus Disease, 2019’. Only later did they assert that the virus was SARS-CoV-2. The 
confusion must surely have been intentional. So has SARS-CoV-2 been scientifically 
identified as the cause of COVID-19 (the disease)? According to the medical statements that 
I’ve been digging out in my reports, it has not. So the tests and the vaccines are all about 
antibodies and antigens that may or may not be linked to a virus that causes the disease. No 
wonder they had to close the houses of parliament down to get that through. 
9. Medics challenge the authorities 
Where are the seminal papers that support what the Prime Minister has been telling us? If 
they don’t exist, then there is no case. I have been reporting on scientific studies, and they 
have failed to show any link between COVID-19 and any virus. Therefore talk of COVID-19 
being a viral infection is not a scientific theory, but mere speculation. 
A typical response from people is words to the effect, “I’m not a medic, so I can’t comment”, 
but then typically they will repeat the government’s propaganda. When I told a French 
colleague about that he told me of a quip from Professor Didier Raoult of the Institut 
d’Infectiologie de Marseille: When asked, “When in your opinion will the compusory wearing 
of masks no longer be necessary?”, he replied, “I don’t know: I don’t know anything about 
politics”. 
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Yet medics and other health professionals are increasingly speaking out against the current 
measures. In Belgium an ‘open letter from medical doctors and health professionals to all 
Belgian authorities and all Belgian media’ has been signed by 1864 medically trained health 
professionals, including 567 medical doctors and supported by 13650 citizens. Since the 
letter was launched signatures were invited internationally, though a quick look through the 
list suggests that they are still overwhelmingly Belgian. The letter is presented in English, 
Dutch and French. 
The letter begins: “We, doctors and health professionals, wish to express our serious 
concern about the evolution of the situation in the recent months surrounding the outbreak of 
the SARS-CoV-2 virus. We call on politicians to be independently and critically informed in 
the decision-making process and in the compulsory implementation of corona-measures. 
We ask for an open debate, where all experts are represented without any form of 
censorship. After the initial panic surrounding covid-19, the objective facts now show a 
completely different picture – there is no medical justification for any emergency policy 
anymore. The current crisis management has become totally disproportionate and causes 
more damage than it does any good. We call for an end to all measures and ask for an 
immediate restoration of our normal democratic governance and legal structures and of all 
our civil liberties”. 
The entire text is over 4 000 words long, with 51 references. They draw attention to the 
Belgian government of various medical facts that many qualified people have been writing 
about, and I have been bringing together in my reports. They write of a so called “global 
alarm situation, never seen in the history of mankind”. “Gradually, the alarm bell was 
sounded from many sources: the objective facts showed a completely different reality … 
There is nothing different from what we normally see”, they write. The PCR test does not 
measure the virus load, and a positive result “does not mean that that person is actually 
clinically infected, is ill or is going to become ill”. On lockdown they point out that the 
lockdowns were set after the peak of the virus replication rate was already over and 
decreasing, and so the drop was therefore not the result of the measures taken. On the 
immune system they point out that a strong immune system relies on normal daily exposure 
to these microbial influences, and that most people therefore already have a congenital or 
cross-immunity because they had already been in contact with variants of the same virus. 
They say that social isolation and economic damage had led to an increase in depression, 
anxiety, suicides, intra-family violence and child abuse. “Fear, persistent stress and 
loneliness induced by social distancing have a proven negative influence on psychological 
and general health”, they say. 
They point out that there is a difference between ‘death by corona’ and ‘death with corona’. 
“Taking into account the fact that most people who developed serious symptoms suffered 
from additional pathology, one cannot simply conclude that the corona-infection was the 
cause of death. This was mostly not taken into account in the statistics”. That is undoubtedly 
true in the UK, too. Many of us had noticed how on the broadcast media such as the BBC 
the phrase ‘death with corona’ had gradually morphed into ‘death by corona’. 
They also say that there is an affordable, safe and efficient therapy available for those who 
do show severe symptoms of disease in the form of HCQ (hydroxychloroquine), zinc and 
azithromycin. “Hardly anyone has to die now”, they say. I had been cautious on that one 
before hearing it from authoritative sources, but this letter states it quite clearly, and goes 
into some detail. 
They also state that spreading occurs by drip infection by patients who cough and sneeze, 
and by aerosols in closed unventilated rooms, and that this is not possible in the open air, 
that healthy people are virtually unable to transmit the virus, and that transfer via objects has 
not been scientifically proved. “All this seriously calls into question the whole policy of social 
distancing and compulsory mouth masks for healthy people – there is no scientific basis for 
this”, they say. 
They also say that oral masks in healthy individuals are ineffective against the spread of viral 
infections, and that there are side effects. “Every day we now see patients complaining of 
headaches, sinus problems, respiratory problems and hyperventilation due to wearing 
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masks. In addition, the accumulated CO2 leads to a toxic acidification of the organism which 
affects our immunity. Some experts even warn of an increased transmission of the virus in 
case of inappropriate use of the mask”, they state. This is different from medical masks. 
“Hospitals have a sterile environment in their operating rooms where staff wear masks and 
there is precise regulation of humidity / temperature with appropriately monitored oxygen 
flow to compensate for this, thus meeting strict safety standards”. I’ve just come across 
a statement by Consultant Neurologist and Neurophysiologist, Dr. Margarite Griesz-Brisson, 
who explains the danger of permanent brain damage in wearing a mask. 
They also state that there was no ‘second wave’ of Coronavirus, as was being claimed, but 
only a so-called ‘case chemistry’ due to an increased number of tests. 
On vaccines they state: 
Survey studies on influenza vaccinations show that in 10 years we have only succeeded 
three times in developing a vaccine with an efficiency rate of more than 50%. Vaccinating 
our elderly appears to be inefficient. Over 75 years of age, the efficacy is almost non-
existent. 
Due to the continuous natural mutation of viruses, as we also see every year in the case of 
the influenza virus, a vaccine is at most a temporary solution, which requires new vaccines 
each time afterwards. An untested vaccine, which is implemented by emergency procedure 
and for which the manufacturers have already obtained legal immunity from possible harm, 
raises serious questions. We do not wish to use our patients as guinea pigs. 
On a global scale, 700 000 cases of damage or death are expected as a result of the 
vaccine. 
If 95% of people experience Covid-19 virtually symptom-free, the risk of exposure to an 
untested vaccine is irresponsible. 
They speak out strongly against the role of the media, which, they suggest, is not supported 
by the journalistic codes of ethics. “Alternative opinions were ignored or ridiculed. We have 
not seen open debates in the media, where different views could be expressed. We were 
also surprised by the many videos and articles by many scientific experts and authorities, 
which were and are still being removed from social media. We feel that this does not fit in 
with a free, democratic constitutional state, all the more so as it leads to tunnel vision”, they 
state. They also remind readers of the  Hippocratic Oath that all doctors had taken. 
They conclude by referring to the “immense damage caused by the current policies”, and 
demand an end to all measures, and they question the legitimacy of the “current advisory 
experts, who meet behind closed doors”. 
10. Boris is in it together with the EU 
Referring to the media campaign, the Belgian letter stated, “We deplore the role of the WHO 
in this, which has called for the infodemic (i.e. all divergent opinions from the official 
discourse, including by experts with different views) to be silenced by an unprecedented 
media censorship”. They referred to an article in The Lancet of 29 February 2020 under the 
title ‘How to fight an infodemic’, which reported that WHO’s risk communication team 
“launched a new information platform called WHO Information Network for Epidemics (EPI-
WIN), with the aim of using a series of amplifiers to share tailored information with specific 
target groups”. They report that about twenty staff and some consultants are involved in 
WHO’s communications teams globally, at any given time. They are in contact with social 
media companies which search for ‘coronavirus’ or ‘COVID-19’ or [a] related term, and “have 
a box that…directs them to a reliable source: either to [the] WHO website to their ministry of 
health or public health institute or centre for disease control”. 
This propaganda campaign is supported by the European Union. The Belgian doctors’ letter 
stated that they “reject the intention of censorship of dissidents in the European Union!”, and 
refer to a ‘JOINT COMMUNICATION TO THE EUROPEAN  PARLIAMENT, THE 
EUROPEAN COUNCIL, THE COUNCIL, THE EUROPEAN ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL 
COMMITTEE AND THE COMMITTEE OF THE REGIONS’ by the European Commission 
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dated 10 June 2020, and headed ‘Tackling COVID-19 disinformation – Getting the facts 
right’. That sounds like a good idea to me, but the report begins, “The  COVID-19  
(‘Coronavirus’)  pandemic  has  been  accompanied  by  an  unprecedented ‘infodemic’”. 
They give a link to a WHO ‘Coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) Situation Report –45’ of 5 
March, which contains a section ‘Subject in Focus: Infodemics’. “Information exchange takes 
place through regular engagement calls with these ‘trust chains’”, they say, and they 
describe briefly those ‘trust chains’. They link to the WHO’s Risk Communications 
website where I see a ‘Call for applicants for 1st WHO training in infodemic management’, 
and a ‘Joint call for papers – Special issues on Infodemiology’ for a range of journals, mainly 
in English. 
…………………………………………………. 
I see also, that they held their ‘1st WHO infodemiology conference’ on ‘How infodemics 
affect the world & how they can be managed’. The whole operation seems to be geared to 
demonising information researchers who are questioning the scientific basis of the pandemic 
claims. Their own Scientific Conference was announced as a ‘closed session’, but I should 
have thought that the way to deal with misinformation would be to publish everything, 
especially in science. That’s how science works. Web pages giving source material and 
other scientific references would, I should have thought, have been much more effective if 
indeed there was science behind the claims. The more effort they put into vacuous 
propaganda the more sceptical people will become. The new ‘science’ of ‘Infodemiology’ 
should have been named ‘Infodemonology’. 
The EU document appears to be following up the WHO programme of infodemonology, with 
sets of action plans for the member states to follow. Amongst their actions to date they say 
that in March 2019 a Rapid Alert  System  was  established  to  connect  ‘disinformation  
experts’  from  EU  Institutions  and Member  States  and  to  facilitate  the  sharing  of  
analysis  and  best  practice,  such  as  on proactive  communication  and  effective  
response,  between  governments. I like the expression ‘disinformation experts’. I wonder 
why they were setting up this network before the Coronavirus pandemic had begun. 
It seems then that Boris Johnson’s efforts are in line with those of the European 
Commission. Nigel Farage’s drive for the UK to leave the EU was motivated primarily by the 
corruption that he was seeing at the heart of the EU. In one of his most famous speeches in 
the European Parliament he spoke on 14 November 2017 of ‘the biggest international 
political collusion in history’. He stated that George Soros’s Open Society had recently given 
the EU 81 billion dollars. He continued: 
And his influence here and in Brussels is truly extraordinary. Open Society boast that they 
had 42 meetings last year with the European Commission, they have even published a book 
of reliable friends in the European Parliament and there are 226 names on that list including 
yours sir, I thought you’d find this interesting. We even had last week Mr Verhofstadt 
lobbying on behalf of Mr Soros at the Conference of Presidents in a battle that is going on 
with Viktor Orban the Prime Minister of Hungary. If we are going to have a debate and we 
are going to talk about full political and financial transparency well let’s do it, so I shall be 
writing today to all 226 of you asking some pretty fair questions. Have you ever received 
funds, directly or indirectly, from Open Society? How many of their events have they 
attended? Could you please give us a list of the meetings of all their representatives 
including George Soros yourself? 
Now I read on the Open Society’s website  that the Open Society will give more than $130 
million to combat “the ravages of COVID-19 around the globe”. This includes nearly $42 
million for their “global partners to support low-income workers”, including the provision of 
“access to new vaccines and treatments”.  Another $3 million is allocated for Europe, 
including both London and Berlin, for “local groups countering disinformation and serving the 
cities’ most vulnerable people, such as senior citizens”. They say that Budapest and Milan 
have each received over $1 million already. I have to wonder whether those groups in 
London will use similar tactics to those used by another group in London which received 
money from George Soros: ‘Hope not Hate’, which has boasted that it had closed down 
some of the Keep Talking meetings. 
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It seems then that Bill Gates isn’t the only ‘philanthropist’ who is funding this COVID 
propaganda plan, in which the meanings of ‘information’ and ‘disinformation’ are reversed. If 
Boris’s lot are going along with this, then it seems that the UK has leaped from the frying pan 
into the fire. So was Boris Johnson genuine in campaigning for Brexit? I thought at the time 
that whatever his motivation was, he had nailed his flag to the mast, and would need to be 
seen to be successful as Prime Minister in taking the UK out of the EU. But now that we 
have a virtual dictatorship he may not have to continue the pretence. Former diplomat Craig 
Murray on 14 September wrote a blog headed ‘Johnson Intended to Break the Withdrawal 
Agreement Even Before He Signed It’. Perhaps we were all conned. 
Nigel Farage seems to thinks so, too. On the home page for his Brexit Party he has a short 
video talk under the slogan ‘Say no to another lockdown’. He describes the current system 
of government in the UK as an ‘elective dictatorship’. I have some doubts about the word 
‘elective’. By the time the British wake up to this, it may be too late. 
11. London militia closes down Free Speech 
The Belgian letter ends with: “Following on from [conference] ACU 2020 … we call for an in-
depth examination of the role of the WHO and the possible influence of conflicts of interest in 
this organisation. It was also at the heart of the fight against the ‘infodemic’, i.e. the 
systematic censorship of all dissenting opinions in the media. This is unacceptable for a 
democratic state governed by the rule of law”. ACU is a German group called 
‘Außerparlamentarischer Corona Untersuchungsausschuss’ [Extra-parliamentary corona 
investigation committee] set up by ‘ÄRZTE FÜR AUFKLÄRUNG’ [Doctors for 
Enlightenment]. Videos from the ACU 2020 conference are made available on the ACU 
website in ten languages, though not all the videos are in all languages. The Belgian report 
linked to the Dutch version. The full set of videos is in German and English. The technical 
sessions give more detail of the medical issues reported in the Belgian letter, but the website 
also presents related material about the campaign. 
On 28 August their founder Heiko Schöning gave a speech to a mass rally in Berlin, half in 
English and half in German. The video of that talk is presented on that web page, together 
with a transcript of the whole speech (Also on YouTube). On 26 September he attempted to 
give a similar speech to a mass rally in Trafalgar Square, London. The London police, 
however, sabotaged his speech by pulling the plug on the public address system. Following 
that rally some of the participants went to Speakers’ Corner in Hyde Park, a place symbolic 
in British culture of free speech. When Heiko Schöning attempted to speak to the crowd 
there, the police swept in, arrested him, and took him off to the police station, and then to 
Wandsworth Prison, where he was held for twenty two hours, mainly in solitory confinement. 
The ACU web page carries two interviews, in which he relates the sequence of events; one 
is in German (YouTube)  and one is in English (YouTube). The two interviews are similar. 
He told the interviewer that he had just given some medical facts regarding numbers of 
cases in Germany, and then started talking about a song of 2017 by the English group 
Depeche Mode called ‘Where’s the Revolution’. He cited the words: ‘Where’s the revolution? 
Come on people, You’re letting me down. You’ve been pissed on for too long. Your rights 
abused, your views refused. You manipulate and threaten, With terror as a weapon. So, 
come on people, you’re letting me down. Where’s the revolution?’. “These were the last 
words before the police came, and you see, in a sprint, to me”, he said. 
“You can check this out on YouTube with Depeche Mode, yeah?”, he said. He explained that 
he was the founder of the  Extraparliamentary Enquiry Committee on COVID-19, and that 
they are criticising the measures taken by the government as “totally inappropriate”. “I stood 
on the bench and talked to the people”, he recollected, “That’s everything. And this is not a 
crime. This is not an offence that you are able to arrest somebody, even under British laws. 
Yeah? You know, if you are there telling me that this is not right under their COVID-19 new 
laws to speak to more than 30 people you will get a fine, like you get a parking ticket, for 
wrong parking, but no reason to arrest somebody, and certainly not to be arrested in 
handcuffs”. 
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He said that the police had no legal right to keep him under arrest. “They put me, and just 
me, into this car, and then they went with lights on through London, half an hour, then they 
drove on the wrong side with speeds – they speed up for half an hour through  the whole 
London like this was an emergency. So but what happened was just a medical doctor and he 
spoke to people so this was totally unappropriate”, he explained. He was put into solitary 
confinement, unable even to speak to his wife. His possessions were confiscated, including 
his phone, a laptop and a book written by two medical professors, Karina Reiss and Sucharit 
Bhakdi, ‘COVID-19: False Alarm’. The English-language publishers wrote: “In June 2020, 
Corona, ‘False Alarm?’ exploded into the German market, selling 200,000 copies and 75,000 
e-books in six weeks”. The website contains an article about the book with a video of Heiko 
Schöning talking about his experiences the following day in a London street. He asked what 
this country is coming to. “Now is the time to be brave”, he said, “Think of mankind … Just 
inform. 
12. The authoritarian state is here 
Heiko Schöning mentioned Piers Corbyn, the organiser of the Trafalgar Square rally, and his 
lawyer. This is a statement put out by Piers Corbyn from his office on 6 October: “Hello. I’m 
Piers Corbyn from StopNewNormal.net I’m on here today to give you and important update 
on developments in our movement against the Covid con. Our movement now is stronger 
than ever, so there will be more attempts to divide us, and I would say,  we have to unite or 
we loose, and if you hear anything divisive please just think: 1. Is it true? And [2.] ask 
yourself, why am I hearing this? OK. Now the news. After careful consideration and detailed 
preparation, I and my lawyers are now suing the police for what happened through my arrest 
in Trafalgar Square,  on the 29th of August and Sheffield on the 5th of September. We’re 
suing them for damages, for wrongful arrest, unlawful imprisonment and assault. And what 
happens with these cases will have implications for a lot of other people who’ve also been 
roughed up by the police in the process of arresting, or just roughed up anyway. So, this is 
an important issue. Watch this space. We’ll keep everyone informed. And now, there will be 
similar cases following, on these lines, concerning other people, attacked in Sheffield, and 
also what happened at our great rally on the 26th of September. So again, watch this space. 
My earlier arrests on the 16th and 30th of May at Speakers’ Corner on Hyde Park, are now 
coming to trial on October the 23rd at Westminster Magistrates’ Court. Rally outside and so 
forth, but we’ll give you further information soon. I would say right now, now is the time to up 
the anti. You’re not alone. We’re not alone. And we all have to now stand up together and 
fight back like we’ve never done before. Thank you”. A statement had been put out the 
previous day by Doughty Street Chambers headed ‘Coronavirus: Piers Corbyn sues police 
for unlawful arrest and assault’. 
At least, Piers Corbyn is now being widely reported by the mainstream media, even if they 
are calling him a ‘conspiracy theorist’. But how can they persist in calling these people 
‘conspiracy theorists’, when the authorities have openly admitted to disrupting 
communications amongst those who challenge the authorities on their claims? A conspiracy 
has to be done in secrecy, otherwise it’s not a conspiracy. Now that it is openly admitted by 
the WHO, the European Council, and even by my local MP, that they have teams of 
‘disinformation  experts’ who are disrupting communications amongst those who challenge 
the authorities on their claims, there can be no case for calling people who report on such 
things ‘conspiracy theorists’. 
Yes, I wrote to my MP complaining about the government’s ‘consultation exercise’ enabling 
the deregulation of vaccines, and she wrote back, thanking me for contacting me about the 
development of a vaccine for coronavirus, and saying that she was concerned that there had 
been “a great deal of disinformation about vaccines on the Internet recently”. She continued: 
“I believe that social media companies have a responsibility to ensure that this content has 
no place on their platforms. Furthermore, the Government must do more to promote the 
benefits of vaccination and counter these concerning and potentially harmful myths which 
surround them, before a COVID-19 vaccine becomes available”. I replied that I hadn’t 
contacted her about the development of a vaccine, and that her text sounded like a standard 
text from Conservative Party Headquarters designed to answer a different question from the 
one I asked. She is Labour. 
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One Labour MP who has spoken out is Dawn Butler, who made a five-minute speech on 
YouTube which she couldn’t give in Parliament. She says that this government is drunk on 
power, and that ministers had taken unprecedented emergency powers. It would have been 
a fine speech. 
In fact the whole country seems disturbed at what is going on, but most people seem unable 
to break away from the respect for authority that they have been brought up with. If you’re 
going to tell a lie, then you make it big. Hitler knew that, and blamed it on ‘the Jews’. 
Goebbels knew that, and blamed it on MI6. I think the whole of the British Establishment 
knows that, and they also have special skills in exuding an aura of authority. The problem 
with making a lie big is that the next lie has to be bigger, until there’s a war, which exhausts 
everyone, then they ‘draw a line under it’ and start again. In relying on an aura of authority 
they have to escalate the appearance of authoritŭ, until they have no more authority to 
impose, and then they start to lose that authority. Recently the Queen wrote of the “important 
public service the established news media provides”, stressing that it is vital to to have 
“trusted, reliable sources of information, particularly at a time when there are so many 
sources competing for our attention” – an obvious swipe at the alternative media, much of 
which has been contesting mainstream stories over Coronavirus. The Queen by convention 
remains out of politics. By issuing such a ringing endorsement of traditional media, as 
Reuters put it, she will have alienated many of her people. I wrote this up in The 
Truthseeker, under the heading ‘The Queen wades into “fake news” row’ . My article raises 
the question of who now is in charge of the Monarchy, and whether the Monarchy, too, has 
been marginalised by the present government, just as the houses of Parliament have. I think 
we may be in for turbulent times. 
13. The avalanche begins 
As I was writing this report the number of medical dissidents who had made themselves 
known was growing from two thousand to around forty thousand. The 4th of October three 
eminent professors of medicin and epidemiology in the US town of Great Barrington initiated 
a declaration against the puresent policy of lockdown. The posted the text in thirty-two 
languages, with a list of 42 additional medical signatories. A journalist who was working with 
them explained in one of the videos on their website, that the public perception was that they 
were in a minority, but in reality they were not in a minority. 
On 16 October Michael O’Bernicia (Michael O’Diera), who runs The Bernician website, 
reported that his legal team is “moving forward into the preparation of the court papers, 
including an affidavit containing all of the allegations of fraud, treason and genocide against 
every MP who voted to enact and retain the unlawful Coronavirus Act 2020”. I don’t know 
what chance he has, but it seems serious stuff, and he says he has been up against the 
system before, and won. 
And in Greater Manchester the Mayor, Andy Burnham, is threatening legal action against the 
government if they impose the ‘Tier Three’ level of lockdown that they have announced for 
the area. I am at last hearing a lot of questioning of the evidence for such draconian actions. 
Now that people are looking for the evidence, it won’t be long before most people realise it’s 
not there. I think a lot of people already understand that there’s a lot of politics in it, but they 
don’t yet understand that it’s all politics. They think it’s not for the likes of them to sort such 
things out. “I’m just a plumber, a teacher, an ordinary guy …”, they say. I’m tempted to reply 
that that’s what the Germans thought in the 1930s. But we’re British, and it can’t be 
happening here. Perhaps a better response would be: “Yes, I agree; just leave it to the 
Mafia. They’ll sort us all out”. And unless we keep talking about it, they will. 
…………………………………………………………….. 
Beethoven in the Age of Endarkenment 

Ian Fantom – Dec 15, 2020 

Ludwig van Beethoven was baptised on 17 December, 1770, and so was probably born on 
the 16th. I remember the fuss made by the mainstream media on the occasion of his 
200th anniversary just 50 years ago, but where are the mainstream media now? I’ve heard 
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nothing from them so far in the UK about the 250th anniversary. Could that just be because 
of the current obsession with COVID-19 and the lockdown, or could there be some other 
reason for this silence? After all, Beethoven is still just as popular as he was 50 years ago, 
even if playing live music in concert halls is being made impossibly difficult by The Powers 
That Be.Could it possibly be that reviving the memory of a dissident could be dangerous for 
the current world order? After all, all sorts of dissidents today are being censured by the big 
corporations of Silicon Valley. 

Medical experts in various fields are being suppressed, merely because they challenge the 
wisdom of the World Health Organisation, an organisation heavily infiltrated by the elites of 
Silicon Valley. Such wisdom is being brainlessly passed on by the political classes, and by 
churnalists who get paid per thousand words rather than per thousand facts. 

Dissident 

According to one analyst, “Beethoven was so political that, by the end of his life, some of his 
friends refused to dine with him: either they were bored of his constant politicizing or they 
feared police spies would overhear him”. That is a sentiment that many of us have 
encountered, particularly during the present century. I know the feeling well. I was an 
unlikely dissident. I’ve never been a member of a political party. I had always voted for 
‘moderate’ parties, in the belief that they represented sensible, moderate policies. From the 
age of 13 onwards I always tried to listen to the BBC news every day, because I knew that 
democracy depended on people knowing what was going on. 

In 2003 things began to happen both at the national level and on a personal basis in a small 
society for language teaching reform, which led to my observation that the ‘moderates’, 
whilst talking peace were making war, and parliamentary ‘extremists’ were saying, “Hang on 
… Where’s the evidence?”, and now I see that some ‘extremists’ who are talking war are 
making peace. 

There’s now a palpable sense of frustration and even anger throughout the population at the 
shenanigans of the UK’s government spokespeople. But who is the government? It doesn’t 
seem to be the Cabinet, or even the Prime Minister, whose only skill seems to be as a 
wordsmith, acting as a frontman for The Powers That Be. Things aren’t making sense to 
people, and many are developing a deep sense of anxiety as they try to make sense of the 
nonsensical. Some are castigated as being mentally, ill. I read recently that the German 
state of Saxony has allocated a couple of dozen places in psychiatric hospitals for those who 
cannot be persuaded to conform to government regulations on COVID. This is despite the 
fact that tens of thousands of real medics are now speaking out against such draconian 
laws. People need to talk, and to be listened to. I have spent many hours talking with such 
people. Much of this was within our London-based current affairs group, Keep Talking. The 
origin of that name was the idea of keeping evidence of likely state crimes current, rather 
than letting it be dumbed down and forgotten about by the mass media. Talking about such 
things in the light of current events seemed to be the only antidote. Gradually, we realised 
that our group had, too, a therapeutic value. Some people need to be listened to. Certainly 
that applied to Beethoven two hundred years ago. 

The quote I gave is from an article by historian Chris Wright, professor of history at the 
University of Illinois at Chicago, and it appeared in an article in Dissent Magazine headed 
‘The Revolutionary Beethoven’. “In the year of the great composer’s 250th birthday, we can 
retune our ears to pick up the subversive and passionately democratic nature of his music”, 
he stated. 

The Enlightenment 

“Beethoven was a child of the Enlightenment and remained so his whole life”, Chris Wright 
explains. He was born in Bonn, a town “steeped in the most progressive thought of the age 
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… but it was Schiller whom Beethoven worshipped”. Chris Wright describes Schiller as “the 
poet of freedom, impassioned enemy of tyrants everywhere”. Schiller’s Ode to Joy, which 
Beethoven set to music in his Ninth Symphony, was about freedom, as the final verse makes 
clear: 

Rettung von Tyrannenketten, 
Grossmut auch dem Bösewicht, 
Hoffnung auf den Sterbebetten, 
Gnade auf dem Hochgericht! 
Auch die Toten sollen leben! 
Brüder, trinkt und stimmet ein, 
Allen Sündern soll vergeben, 
Und die Hölle nicht mehr sein. 

Rescue from the tyrant’s fetters, 
Mercy to the villain e’en, 
Hope within the dying hours, 
Pardon at the guillotine! 
E’en the dead shall live in heaven! 
Brothers, drink and all agree, 
Every sin shall be forgiven, 
Hell forever cease to be. 

To many, the words, as presented in Beethoven’s Choral Symphony, represent the 
brotherhood of man, according to the line “Alle Menschen werden Brüder” (All of mankind 
become brothers) in the first verse. The choral part has been used by a wide variety of 
groups for that purpose. The EU’s website comments that this is a vision that Beethoven 
shared, and Beethoven’s musical theme became the EU’s anthem in 1985, but ironically, 
they add, “There are no words to the anthem; it consists of music only. In the universal 
language of music, this anthem expresses the European ideals of freedom, peace and 
solidarity” – though they don’t say one of joy. 

There has been speculation that the original title of the poem was ‘Ode to Freedom’ [An die 
Freiheit]. Professor of German at the University of California, Gail K Hart, wrote an essay on 
‘Schiller’s “An die Freude’ and the Question of Freedom’, in which she states: “Schiller has a 
certain visibility as the ‘poet of freedom’ and … has developed a strong brand identification 
with ‘freedom’. An effective illustration from the current political sphere is his central place in 
the iconography of the Lyndon LaRouche Movement, which calls its cultural arm the ‘Schiller 
Institute’. LaRouche lays claim to Schiller because of his freedom-loving ‘republican 
opposition to oligarchic tyranny”, and the Schiller Institute exists to apply his ideas to ‘the 
contemporary world crisis’. 

The purpose of the change would have been to bypass the censors, they say. The final 
verse was withdrawn, and I have to wonder whether that was to avoid the attention of the 
censors. Gail Hart sees the sense in the idea that ‘Freude’ could be a replacement word for 
‘Freiheit’, but doubts this interpretation, saying that ‘Freiheit’ doesn’t always fit in. My own 
thought on this was that ‘Freude’ could also have been used in the verses, but that in the title 
it could have been a substitute word not for ‘Freiheit’ but for ‘Friede’, which means ‘peace’. 
Given the similarity of ‘Friede’ to the English word ‘free’, I looked up their etimologies, and 
quickly found a comment on an etymology web page by an aptly named Morgan Freedman, 
who put under ‘Freedom’, “This comes from German (literal, modern-day translation, 
‘Freiheit’), but is actually closer in derivation to the German word ‘Friede’, which means 
‘peace’ and is a word of pre-Christian, Germanic origin (originally ‘Frith’)”. The words 
‘Freude’ and ‘Friede’ are often used together in German, and I suspect that any savvy 
German contemporary would have understood the allusion. Ironically, the motivation for the 
long-term campaigners for Brexit lay in the increasing concentration of power within the EU, 
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and the drift away from Freedom. The dispensing of the words would have been motivated 
by a hypocritical policy of all official languages being equal – though of course some 
languages were more equal than others.	There	was	recently	a	move	to	officially	give	the	hymn	
words	in	the	neutral	language	Esperanto,	but	I	suspect	that	if	they	had	done	so,	those	words	could	
now	be	an	embarrassment	to	the	Powers	That	Be	as	people	become	aware	of	the	concentra>on	of	
power	in	the	EU	Commission.	

Gail	Hart	explained:	“…	Schiller	worked	for	freedom.	As	a	young	man	he	wrested	freedom	from	the	
jaws	of	Absolu>st	dominion	when	he	fled	the	Duchy	of	WürPemberg	and	its	Duke,	who	had,	on	
threat	of	imprisonment,	forbidden	him	to	write	…”.	So	the	concept	of	‘freedom’	which	Gail	Hart	
describes	was	not	just	the	esoteric	philosophy	behind	Schiller’s	use	of	the	word,	but	also	the	brutal	
reality	of	geTng	around	state	censorship.	Such	an	interpreta>on	would	apply	today	in	‘the	
contemporary	world	crisis’,	though	perhaps	that	would	not	have	been	so	obvious	to	the	author	when	
the	essay	appeared	in	the	German	Studies	Review	in	October	2009.	Censorship	in	England	has	
tradi>onally	been	more	subtle.	George	Orwell	wrote	in	an	essay,	The	Freedom	of	the	Press,	intended	
as	an	Introduc>on	to	his	novel	Animal	Farm,	but	cut	out	by	the	publishers,	in	which	he	stated:	

The	sinister	fact	about	literary	censorship	in	England	is	that	it	is	largely	voluntary.	

Unpopular	ideas	can	be	silenced,	and	inconvenient	facts	kept	dark,	without	the	need	for	any	official	
ban.	Anyone	who	has	lived	long	in	a	foreign	country	will	know	of	instances	of	sensa>onal	items	of	
news	–	things	which	on	their	own	merits	would	get	the	big	headlines	–	being	kept	right	out	of	the	
Bri>sh	press,	not	because	the	Government	intervened	but	because	of	a	general	tacit	agreement	that	
‘it	wouldn’t	do’	to	men>on	that	par>cular	fact.	So	far	as	the	daily	newspapers	go,	this	is	easy	to	
understand.	The	Bri>sh	press	is	extremely	centralised,	and	most	of	it	is	owned	by	wealthy	men	who	
have	every	mo>ve	to	be	dishonest	on	certain	important	topics.	But	the	same	kind	of	veiled	
censorship	also	operates	in	books	and	periodicals,	as	well	as	in	plays,	films	and	radio.	At	any	given	
moment	there	is	an	orthodoxy,	a	body	of	ideas	which	it	is	assumed	that	all	right-thinking	people	will	
accept	without	ques>on.	It	is	not	exactly	forbidden	to	say	this,	that	or	the	other,	but	it	is	‘not	done’	
to	say	it,	just	as	in	mid-Victorian	>mes	it	was	‘not	done’	to	men>on	trousers	in	the	presence	of	a	
lady.	Anyone	who	challenges	the	prevailing	orthodoxy	finds	himself	silenced	with	surprising	
effec>veness.	A	genuinely	unfashionable	opinion	is	almost	never	given	a	fair	hearing,	either	in	the	
popular	press	or	in	the	highbrow	periodicals.	

However,	since	the	end	of	the	Cold	War	there	has	been	a	growing	aTtude	of	Poli>cal	Correctness,	
and	in	the	Cameron-Thatcher	era	that	Poli>cal	Correctness	was	increasingly	being	enforced	by	
marauding	mobs,	par>cularly	in	the	streets	of	London,	closing	down	all	sorts	of	mee>ng,	with	
menacing	facial	expressions,	and	cries	of	‘Fascists!’	and	other	expressions	of	abuse.	Indeed,	their	
tac>cs	were	overwhelmingly	a	maPer	of	name-calling,	rather	than	engaging	with	the	arguments.	
Increasingly,	schoolchildren	had	to	be	guarded	in	what	they	would	say	at	school,	because	otherwise	
they	could	be	subject	to	a	police	officer	knocking	at	their	door	in	the	evening	under	the	
government’s	‘extremism’	legisla>on.	In	various	countries	of	Europe	one	cannot	ques>on	details	of	
the	official	version	of	the	massive	pogrom	which	took	place	under	the	Na>onal	Socialists	following	
Kristallnacht,	without	risking	a	jail	sentence.	In	the	UK	one	can	be	hauled	up	in	front	of	magistrates	
for	the	same	ques>oning,	if	someone	claims	that	they	are	offended.	A	former	mayor	of	London	was	
suspended	from	the	Labour	Party	for	men>oning	‘The	Transfer	Agreement’	between	the	Na>onal	
Socialists	and	the	Jewish	Agency	for	Israel,	a	branch	of	the	World	Zionist	Congress,	in	1933,	even	
though	one	of	the	main	books	on	the	subject	was	authored	by	a	Zionist	Jew.	Under	lockdown,	people	
could	be	arrested	and	subjected	to	heiy	fines	for	going	about	their	normal	business,	and	expert	
medical	opinion	on	the	‘pandemic’	cannot	be	expressed	on	social	media	without	the	risk	of	being	
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banned.	In	the	UK	we	are	moving	closer	and	closer	to	government	by	decree,	and	to	the	Stalinist	
censorship	that	that	entails.	

Returning	to	Beethoven	

In	May	of	2020	another	ar>cle	appeared	in	a	lei-wing	website,	Counterfire.	It	was	headed:	‘Marking	
the	250th	anniversary	year	of	Beethoven’s	birthday,	Thomas	Gibbs	paints	a	picture	of	someone	who	
loved	his	art	and	hated	royalty	in	equal	measure’.	“Ever	a	master	of	himself,	the	composer	didn’t	care	
for	royalty”,	the	ar>cle	declared,	quo>ng	a	note	to	his	former	friend	and	patron,	prince	Karl	
Lichnowsky,	“Prince,	what	you	are,	you	are	by	accident	of	birth;	what	I	am,	I	am	of	myself”.	“Franz	II	
allegedly	refused	to	have	anything	to	do	with	Beethoven,	on	the	basis	that	there	was	‘something	
revolu>onary	in	the	music’.	And	what	friendship	the	composer	had	with	Goethe	was	ended	abruptly	
in	1812	when,	walking	together	in	the	park,	he	disdainfully	shunned	the	passing	Empress”,	Thomas	
Gibbs	wrote.	Beethoven	dedicated	his	third	symphony	to	Napoleon,	only	to	tear	up	the	>tle	page	on	
hearing	that	Napoleon	had	declared	himself	Emperor.	I	just	have	to	wonder	what	Beethoven	would	
have	thought	of	the	leaders	of	the	Russian	Revolu>on	90	years	aier	his	death,	or	of	the	current	
Labour	Party	in	the	UK,	whose	leader	is	a	member	of	the	neoconserva>ve	Trilateral	Commission.	

“This	revolu>onary	spirit	inhabits	much	of	his	work.	…	The	Beethovenian	idée	fixe	is	that	of	freedom	
…For	many	listeners,	this	sense	of	struggle	comes	through	the	music	and	is	ul>mately	what	makes	it	
so	compelling”,	he	wrote.	Certainly	it	is	for	me.	This	is	what	brought	me	back	to	Beethoven,	in	the	
‘Age	of	Perversion’,	as	a	friend	of	mine	calls	it.	I	remember	making	the	point	in	the	1970s	that	the	
class	system	in	England	was	withering	away,	but	others	disagreed.	I	now	think	it	is	as	strong	as	ever,	
but	disguised.	Tony	Blair	would	clip	his	t’s	in	order	to	sound	more	ordinary	(to	Londoners),	but	he	s>ll	
had	an	aristocra>c	air	about	him.	He	could	manipulate	people	with	words,	and	gain	their	confidence,	
virtually	abolishing	government	by	Cabinet,	and	launching	a	war	of	agression	against	Iraq	with	the	
support	of	the	Labour	Party.	Aristocrats	used	to	react	by	saying	“Imper>nance!”;	now	they	call	you	
paranoid,	or	other	names.	Nowadays,	many	of	us	disbelieve	much	of	what	we	hear	from	the	
mainstream	media,	and	some	get	quite	angry.	Others	say	they’ve	stopped	watching	the	BBC	news.	I	
switched	to	Channel	4	News	in	about	2007,	but	now	they	seem	just	as	bad	as	the	BBC	was	in	2007.	I	
need	to	follow	the	news	in	the	mainstream	to	know	the	latest	propaganda,	but	I	now	call	it	
‘Story>me’.	I	get	my	relief	from	turning	to	the	piano.	It	was	with	that	in	mind	that	a	few	weeks	ago	I	
picked	up	an	old	book	of	Beethoven	sonatas	that	I	had	struggled	with	in	my	youth.	In	par>cular,	I	
looked	again	at	the	slow	movement	of	his	Grand	Sonata	(number	4,	opus	7).	I	had	first	heard	this	
around	1960,	played	on	a	gramophone	record	by	Walter	Gieseking.	It	sounded	to	me	like	modern	
music,	with	ideas	I’d	not	encountered	before	in	classical	music.	Even	though	I	learned	to	play	the	
notes,	I	had	some	difficulty	in	fully	understanding	it.	But	now,	in	the	‘Age	of	Perversion’	it	made	much	
more	sense.	I	put	some	notes	together	and	recorded	it	for	some	piano	friends,	and	explained	in	a	
couple	of	sentences	what	I’ve	just	explained	in	this	essay.	Beethoven	was	advancing	ideas	of	The	
Enlightenment;	now	that	we	are	coming	to	the	end	of	the	Age	of	Enlightenment	his	music	again	has	
a	resonance	if	we	understand	what	much	of	his	music	was	really	about.	

I	was	delighted	that	they	understood	the	sen>ments,	and	one	person	commented	that	many	people	
come	back	to	Beethoven	and	understand	his	music	bePer.	Only	when	I	turned	to	the	Internet	to	
research	the	background	to	that	music	did	I	come	to	the	realisa>on	that	the	following	month	would	
be	Beethoven’s	250th	anniversary.	

Music	and	Language	

Thomas	Gibbs	takes	as	his	prime	example	the	iconic	beginning	of	Beethoven’s	Fiih	Symphony.	He	
writes:	“The	5th	symphony,	considered	by	many	to	be	a	watershed	moment	in	this	stylis>c	transi>on,	
is	brimming	with	sly	references	to	music	of	the	revolu>on.	In	fact,	a	liPle	detec>ve	work	leads	
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straight	to	words	wriPen	about	murdered	revolu>onary	leader	Jean-Paul	Marat:	‘We	swear,	sword	in	
hand,	to	die	for	the	republic	and	for	human	rights’”.	Marat	was	rather	extreme,	in	wan>ng	to	kill	off	
the	aristocrats	who	opposed	the	revolu>on.	I	hadn’t	been	campaigning	for	poli>cal	reform:	only	for	
checking	facts	and	separa>ng	truth	and	lies,	but	I	get	the	message.	

I	once	gave	a	talk	at	a	Bri>sh	Esperanto	Congress,	shortly	before	they	turned	on	me	for	supposedly	
being	“cri>cal	of	the	commiPee”,	in	which	I	took	those	iconic	four	notes	as	an	example	of	the	
rela>onship	between	language	and	music.	The	iconic	rhythm,	with	the	triplets,	as	in	‘DI	di	di	DA’,	
would	arrest	the	listener’s	aPen>on,	like	an	urgent	knocking	with	a	trungeon	on	the	door.	But	it’s	not	
what	Beethoven	wrote.	This	was	an	adapta>on	by	Mendelssohn,	and	I	can	understand	this	in	the	age	
of	Roman>cism,	as	interpreted	by	a	comfortably	brought	up,	but	giied,	composer.	I	can	imagine	
such	a	beginning	being	followed	up	with	a	drama>c	but	flowing	melody.	However,	Beethoven	puts	
no	special	accentua>on	on	the	first	of	those	four	notes.	By	default,	the	theme	is	‘di	DI	di	DEE’,	and	
this	is	the	theme	he	follows	up	on.	Mendelssohn’s	interpreta>on	is	about	waking	up	the	listener,	
whereas	Beethoven’s	theme,	for	me,	is	about	his	own	inner	feelings.	It	sounds	urgent,	emo>onal,	
and	a	liPle	breathless.	I	think	we	must	all	have	woken	up	at	some	>me	feeling	like	that,	wan>ng	to	
get	something	of	our	chest,	perhaps	thinking	about	something	from	the	previous	day.	I	don’t	think	
this	is	programme	music;	it	just	goes	through	the	gammut	of	emo>ons	that	must	have	been	running	
through	Beethoven.	Many	people	must	be	experiencing	something	similar	during	Lockdown,	on	the	
realisa>on	that	we	are	now	entering	the	Age	of	Endarkenment.	Perhaps	the	rhythm	‘di	DI	di	DEE’	
should	now	become	the	calling	signal	for	the	Lockdown	Resistance.	I	had	just	wriPen	these	words	
when	I	broke	off	for	lunch,	switched	the	radio	news	on,	and	within	seconds	heard	someone	say,	“I	
can’t	calm	down”.	That’s	exactly	it,	and	it’s	come	to	the	surface,	even	amongst	the	English,	as	people	
fail	to	recognise	that	in	poli>cs,	if	things	don’t	make	sense,	then	they’re	probably	not	meant	to.	

I	came	across	an	essay	from	2014	in	The	Historical	Journal	>tled	‘BEETHOVEN	AND	THE	SOUND	OF	
REVOLUTION	IN	VIENNA,	1792–1814’	by	an	academic	from	Cambridge	University.	On	Beethoven’s	
Fiih	Symphony	he	wrote:	

The	first	four	notes	of	the	Fiih	achieved	their	overwhelming	effect	through	‘a	piling	up	of	sonority’	
that	permeates	the	en>re	symphony,	embuing	it	with	an	obsessive,	convulsive,	repe>>ve	rhetorical	
trajectory.	Recent	scholarship	has	detected	a	similar	propensity	towards	repe>>on,	rhythm,	even	
incanta>on	in	the	oratorical	techniques	of	the	revolu>onary	demagogues.	Speeches	delivered	to	the	
Na>onal	Assembly	were	replete	with	‘sudden	exclama>ons	and	incongruous	juxtaposi>ons;	repeated	
paPerns	and	formulas;	the	deployment	of	sequences	of	short	phrases;	and	dynamic	call	and	
response	paPerns’.	Robespierre’s	oratory,	according	to	Patrice	Gueniffey,	both	‘terrorized	and	…	
annihilated’	by	deploying	doses	of	‘suspense	and	equivoca>on’	when	fingering	traitors,	and	by	
establishing	a	caden>al	monotony	when	‘confron>ng	the	hos>lity	of	the	Assembly’.	What	followed	
was	a	deliberate	inunda>on	of	the	senses	that	resulted	in	the	ac>va>on	of	terror.	Hoo>ng,	finger-
poin>ng,	outright	panic:	the	reac>ons	to	this	rhetoric	in	Paris	were	effusive	and	public.	‘It	was	no	
longer	applause’,	remarked	Jean-Bap>ste	Louvet,	‘but	convulsive	stamping’.	The	effects	of	the	Fiih	
Symphony	–	its	subversion	of	all	melodic	narra>ve,	its	obsessive	redeployment	of	the	opening	
rhythmic	fragment	–	are,	in	many	respects,	musically	congruent	with	the	oratorical	techniques	of	the	
Revolu>onaries.	

I	think	that	catches	the	spirit,	but	I	cannot	imagine	such	music	being	a	parody	of	anything	in	the	
French	language;	it	is	so	very	Germanic.	Beethoven’s	music	did	not	appeal	to	the	French	public	un>l	
aier	his	death,	and	I’m	not	sure	when	Beethoven	would	have	had	an	opportunity	to	hear	such	
French	rhetoric.	More	likely,	I	think,	he	would	have	heard	German	rhetoric	in	the	same	style.	But	in	
any	case,	the	above	academic	rhetoric	could	only	apply	to	parts	of	the	Fiih	Symphony;	the	second	
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movement	consists	of	a	lovely	flowing	melody,	and	Beethoven’s	music,	in	a	different	mood,	did	lead	
on	to	the	Roman>c	era.	

Yet	a	contemporary	admirer	of	Beethoven,	the	concert	pianist	Ignaz	Moscheles,	described	the	same	
effects,	but	in	a	posi>ve	way:	“…	while	I	felt	my	mind	fascinated	by	the	prominent	idea,	and	my	
enthusiasm	kindled	by	the	flashes	of	his	genius,	his	unlooked-for	episodes,	shrill	dissonances,	and	
bold	modula>ons,	gave	me	an	unpleasant	sensa>on.	But	how	soon	did	I	become	reconciled	to	them!	
All	that	had	appeared	hard,	I	soon	found	indispensable.	The	gnome-like	pleasantries,	which	at	first	
appeared	too	disto	ion,	to	“define	the	nature	of	musical	declama>on”.	“On	this	last	topic”,	Schindler	
wrote,	“Beethoven	went	beyond	the	generally	received	idea.	He	maintained	that	poe>cal	and	
musical	declama>on	were	subject	to	the	same	rules”.	I	had	no	knowledge	of	this	when	I	gave	my	talk	
at	the	Esperanto	Congress;	I	was	just	trying	to	demonstrate	the	same	seman>c	structures	in	
language	and	music.	

The	Apostolic	Succession	

It	seems	that	the	idea	of	Schiller	and	Beethoven	on	the	brotherhood	of	mankind	permeated	through	
the	genera>ons.	Ignaz	Moscheles’s	son,	the	painter	Felix	Moscheles,	was	one	of	the	founders	of	the	
Esperanto	movement	in	Great	Britain,	becoming	the	first	Honorary	President	of	The	London	
Esperanto	Club.	The	great	ideal	of	Esperanto	had	itself	been	a	product	of	the	Enlightenment.	Felix	
Moscheles	was	the	Godson	of	Felix	Mendelssohn,	who	advanced	the	idea	of	‘poli>cs	of	
reconcilia>on’	in	the	Prussian	state	in	accordance	with	his	grandfather’s	ideas	on	Haskala,	the	Jewish	
Enlightenment.	A	later	Honorary	President	of	The	London	Esperanto	Club	was	concert	pianist	Frank	
Merrick,	whom	I	had	the	pleasure	of	interviewing	in	1976	on	the	occasion	of	this	90th	birthday.	He	
had	been	imprisoned	as	a	Conscien>ous	Objector	and	put	into	solitary	confinement	for	a	while	
during	the	First	World	War.	“It	was	torture”,	he	told	me.	He	jokingly	claimed	to	be	in	the	‘apostolic	
succession’,	having	been	the	last	pupil	of	Lesche>zky,	whose	teacher	Czerny	was	a	pupil	of	
Beethoven.	It	seems	there’s	another	apostolic	succession,	too:	one	of	peace,	freedom	and	the	
‘brotherhood	of	man’	(no	offence	to	women).	

So	if	Beethoven	had	enemies	during	his	life>me,	could	it	be	that	some	want	Beethoven	to	be	
eradicated	from	history	now?	The	Chicago	Tribune	on	30	December,	2019,	published	a	
commentary:	‘Beethoven	was	born	250	years	ago.	To	celebrate,	how	about	we	ban	his	music	for	a	
year?’.	‘Canceling	Beethoven	is	the	latest	woke	madness	for	the	classical-music	world’,	ran	a	headline	
in	the	New	York	Post.	Many	advocates	of	truth,	freedom,	and	the	‘brotherhood	of	mankind’	(no	
offence	to	women)	have	been	marginalised.	A	denigra>on	campaign	began	following	the	death	of	
Bri>sh	journalist	Robert	Fisk,	who	revealed	truths	about	the	current	wars	that	others	wouldn’t	talk	
about.	The	outstanding	journalist	who	brought	the	Enlightenment	to	ordinary	folk	in	England	with	
the	advent	of	mass	literacy	was	W	T	Stead,	who	introduced	the	‘New	Journalism’.	He	upset	the	
Establishment	by	inves>ga>ng	scandals	in	high	places,	and	worked	incessantly	for	peace.	He	told	his	
(false)	friend	Cecil	Rhodes	that	he	should	have	been	put	in	prison	for	trying	to	start	the	Second	Boer	
War,	and	when	that	war	did	start,	led	the	Stop	The	War	CommiPee.	He	an>cipated	the	Great	War,	
and	told	the	Czar	of	the	danger,	then	wrote	an	account,	‘Peace	and	War’,	on	a	visit	to	Tolstoy	at	the	
same	desk	at	which	Tolstoy	had	wriPen	‘War	and	Peace’.	Like	Stead,	Tolstoy	was	an	ardent	
campaigner	for	peace,	and	an	Esperan>st.	Indeed,	it	was	an	ar>cle	of	Tolstoy’s	that	got	the	Esperanto	
magazine	banned	in	Russia	for	a	while.	Like	Beethoven,	Tolstoy	was	an	ardent	opponent	of	
aristocratic privelege. He was a keen pianist, and drew inspiration from Beethoven, even if 
he thought Beethoven’s later compositions too esoteric. As for Stead, the Establishment took 
their revenge. Stead died in the Titanic tragedy, and his name has been airbrushed out of 
history. It was my attempt to revive his name for the centenary rted—the	stormy	masses	of	
sound,	which	I	found	too	chao>c—I	have,	in	aier->mes,	learned	to	love”.	This	appeared	in	the	
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Editor’s	Preface	to	a	book	‘The	Life	of	Beethoven’,	by	Anton	Schindler	in	1841.	Schindler	explained	
Beethoven’s	thinking	in	bringing	together	his	piano	sonatas,	giving	as	one	considerat 

 of the Esperanto association in the UK, for which W T Stead had been the most influential of 
the founders, that evoked denunciations from within the association. I was so flabbergasted 
that I decided in 2004 to investigate, and that got me banned in various Esperanto circles. 
Good people who are a little too successful in advocating peace, freedom and the 
‘brotherhood of man’ (no offence to women) are, it turned out, constantly being 
margenalised. I became another victim, and so I delved further, and found more. 

Hijacking European Culture 

Fifty years ago Beethoven survived the ravages of Congress for Cultural Freedom, an 
operation run by the CIA following the Second World War. Its purpose was “to promote an 
idea: that the world needed a pax Americana, a new age of enlightenment, and it would be 
called the American Century”, explained British historian Frances Stonor Saunders in her 
book ‘Who Paid the Piper: The CIA and the Cultural Cold War” (title in US edition: ‘The 
Cultural Cold War: The CIA and the World of Arts and Letters’. “Whether they liked it or not, 
whether they knew it or not, there were few writers, poets, artists, historians , scientists or 
critics in post-war Europe whose names were not in some way linked to this covert 
enterprise. Unchallenged, undetected for over twenty years, America’s spying establishment 
operated a sophisticated, substantially endowed cultural front in the West for the West, in the 
name of freedom of expression”, she wrote. On the musical side they organised an 
International Conference of Twentieth Century Music in Rome in 1954, under the 
directorship of Nicolas Nabokov, a “White Russian emigre who had lived in Berlin before 
emigrating to the US in 1933”. Nabokov explained, “… we are going to have a composers’ 
contest that is unlike any other competition ever held. Twelve young and promising but 
internationally unknown composers are to be invited to Rome, all expenses paid. Each will 
bring a score and these will be performed …”. 

The festival had a heavy concentration of atonal, dodecaphonic composition, featuring new 
composers. “For Nabokov, there was a clear political message to be imparted by promoting 
music which announced itself as doing away with natural hierarchies, as a liberation from 
previous laws about music’s inner logic. Later, critics would wonder whether serialism had 
broken its emancipatory promise, driving music into a modernist cul-de-sac, where it sat, 
restricted and difficult, tyrranized by despotic formulae, and demanding an increasingly 
specialist audience. Towards its ‘squawks and thumps’, wrote Susan Sontag, ‘we were 
deferential – we knew we were supposed to appreciate ugly music; …”. 

Frances Stonor Saunders reported on an exchange with conductor Pierre Boulez, himself a 
leading figure in avant-garde music, who “wrote a furious letter, larded with insults”. 
“Nabokov, he [Pierre Boulez] said, was encouraging a ‘folklore of mediocracy’, nurtured by 
pretty bureaucrats who were obsessed with the number twelve – ‘A Council of Twelve, a 
Committee of Twelve, a Jury of Twelve – but who understood nothing of the creative 
process”, Frances Stonor Saunders wrote. This brought to mind an incident in about 1960, 
when I submitted some piano pieces to my school music appreciation teacher, who put a red 
ring round the title, ‘Three pieces in A minor’. “Why has it got to be in any key?”, he asked. I 
explained to him that otherwise we would be starting off from the Stone Age. I couldn’t 
understand his enthusiam for twelve-tone music. Of course, you can make some interesting 
impressionistic sound with twelve tones, as you can with pots and pans, but where was the 
drive for this movement coming from? Beethoven was driven by having something to say, 
and in finding new ways of expressing himself; the twelve-tone music was driven, I felt by a 
destructive force. Now that I understand that it was being propelled by the CIA I can 
understand much better what was going on around me in a musical sense in that period of 
my life. If it doesn’t make sense, it’s not supposed to, whereas Beethoven’s music was 
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supposed to make sense, and to many people did, and became more popular in posterity, 
whereas the twelve-tone-music stayed where it was: in academia. 

The attempt to hijack European culture continues to this day, and this is now most evident in 
the field of journalism, as Udo Ulfkotte elaborated in his book ‘Gekaufte Journalisten: Wie 
Politiker, Geheimdienst und Hochfinanz Deutchlands Massmedien lenken’, which eventually 
appeared in English as ‘Presstitutes: Embedded in the Pay of the CIA’. Put simply, 
Beethoven was not American. Musical tastes vary, but the message that Beethoven was 
trying to get across should be remembered, because there are now powerful people who 
would like it to be forgotten. The mad times that Beethoven lived in are returning, and 
Beethoven’s message is just as relevant today as it was in his time. 

Cancelling Culture 

I just have to wonder how Beethoven would now be reacting to this Age of Darkness, 
initiated by the Clamp Down, long awaited in some circles, and about to be set in perpetuity 
by The Great Reset. Anyone with Enlightenment ideas may well find himself being targeted. 
If Beethoven were to talk of his political experiences at our London-based Keep Talking 
group I would not be in the least surprised to find ourselves surrounded by a menacing mob 
of slogan-shouters, calling him a ‘Fascist’, ‘Antisemitic’, ‘Mysogenist’ etc. much as they have 
done to previous meetings, and as they have done to concerts by Jewish anti-Zionist jazz 
musician Gilad Atzmon, and many others. I would just love to know how Beethoven would 
turn such disruptions into his Tenth Symphony. Perhaps he would have based his slow 
movement on John Lennon’s Imagine. John Lennon was a musician who was promoting 
peace and the ‘brotherhood of man’ (no offence to women), and was eliminated just forty 
years ago. In 1970 we even considered inviting John Lennon to be the Patron of the 1971 
Universal Congress of Esperanto in London, having been advised that the Queen would be 
unlikely to accept. I don’t know how Beethoven would have written his Tenth Symphony, 
except that he would have done it brilliantly. 

The Schiller Institute is circulating a resolution internationally for the Year of Beethoven. The 
preamble probably describes the situation more as it is in the US than in the UK or Europe, 
but, as we have seen, what happens in the US will eventually cross the Atlantic. “A degraded 
picture emerges”, the preamble states, “Our education system hardly conveys any 
knowledge of classical culture, our so-called youth culture is dominated by a cult of ugliness, 
and classical culture itself is under massive attack. For decades now, post-war theater 
companies have invented new abysses of hideousness, productions of Shakespeare or 
Schiller have become unrecognizable, opera stages have also become battlefields for some 
time, on which the perverse fantasies of various directors are played out, and now self-styled 
modern composers are even molesting the compositions of Beethoven, evidently because 
they are unable to create anything themselves”. 

“This must be stopped! The time has come to launch a counter-offensive!”, they proclaim, 
“The Year of Beethoven, in which many Beethoven compositions will be performed all over 
the world, offers a wonderful occasion for us to recall the best of our cultural tradition in 
western culture and to oppose it to the moral downward trend of the past decades”. I signed 
the petition, and I just hope that the coming performances of Beethoven’s Fifth Symphony 
will begin with the true beat of ‘di DI di DEE’, to drive forward the march for ‘Friede’, ‘Freude’ 
and ‘Freiheit’, and against cancel culture in the Age of Darkness which is descending upon 
us. 
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