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Jewish Supremacism: The Big White Rabbit in the Room (Revised)

By Patrick Grimm

In the delightful Mary Chase play, Harvey, Elwood P. Dowd is seen as the amiable town eccentric. Dowd’s biggest foible in the eyes of the townsfolk is that he has a friend, what most would call an “imaginary friend”, a six foot, one-and-a-half-inch-tall big white rabbit. Dowd spends most of his time frequenting the local bars and drinking with the rabbit, who is a pooka named Harvey. A “pooka” is a friendly spirit who appears in animal form. Dowd continually disrupts his sister Veta Louise Simmons’ social life by showing up at her soirees and introducing her upper crust friends to Harvey, which none of them can see. But she finally has enough of Elwood’s quaintness and takes him out to be committed to a sanitarium, a mental institution, with the misnomer Chumley’s Rest.

As the play progresses and hilarity ensues, we finally come to learn that Harvey is not a figment of Elwood’s drunken imagination, but a real entity that can be seen by several of the other characters as well. Elwood is not crazy or scatter-brained. He can gaze upon the reality that other eyes are unwilling or incapable of seeing.

I only mention this particular play because I am currently starring in it at a local theatre, not as Elwood P. Dowd, but as Doctor Sanderson. While rehearsing one of the scenes recently, I had a revelation. This play is a perfect allegory of what is going on in America. Like Dowd, there are a few of us who can see the truth of the Jewish supremacist influence that is being exercised against our heritage, religion and traditional values. We try to introduce other people to the truth of Jewish supremacism, an ideology that is harming our society and now leads us to disaster in Iraq.

But like Elwood, we are dismissed as crazy for trying to make blind eyes see what is right in the room with them. They won’t see the big white rabbit, the pooka of Zionism. The only difference between Harvey and Jewish extremist power is that Harvey was a mischievous and inoffensive spirit who used his magical powers to make people’s lives better. Yet Zionism has a malevolent nature that is only leading America to increasing war and hatred. 

The tangible results of the Zionist white rabbit are 50,000 Americans maimed or killed in Iraq and the bankrupting of America with its multi-trillion dollar price tag. Even more damaging is the fact that the Iraq war was conceived by Jewish extremist Neocons and their agents in government and media. It has only increased hatred against the United States, and aided the influence and power of our terrorist enemies.

Yet when we speak honestly and bravely of this Jewish extremist power, all of us, like Elwood P. Dowd, are threatened and slandered. It is not just David Duke who is condemned by the Jewish establishment. Men such as Walt and Mearsheimer, and even Jews such as Norman Finkelstein and Israel Shamir are called “anti-Semites”. We are told to shut our mouths, shut our eyes and to shut our minds and hearts to what we know to be palpable and concrete. And if this intimidation doesn’t work, as it hasn’t in Europe, we may be jailed, fined or even beaten in the streets. This is exactly what happened to the elderly Holocaust questioner Dr. Robert Faurisson, who was hospitalized after being savagely attacked by Zionist goons. Elwood P. Dowd was taken to a sanitarium. Historically, other opponents of the Jewish supremacist power structure have been jailed or committed for their views. The twentieth century poet Ezra Pound is one example. Pound was institutionalized for his outspokenness against tribalist Jewish political power and his opposition to the second World War. Currently anti-Zionist dissidents in the US face PC speech codes, workplace firing, physical threats and boycotts by well-heeled Jewish extremists.

Jewish supremacism/Zionism is the big white rabbit we can witness, even when no one else can. But like Dr. Chumley, who finally met Harvey (the white rabbit) and learned the amazing truth, our people are waking up. They are beginning to see that the white rabbit really exists. We aren’t schizophrenic or delusional to mention its existence any more than Elwood P. Dowd was when he turned and talked to an individual others believed to be imaginary. To get people to glimpse, even in part, what we see, the truth will have to be proclaimed in both a decent and honest manner. I don’t recommend being quite as cordial as Dowd when greeting folks with the truth of the pooka of powerful Zionism. But I do think responsible language is required if we expect others to acknowledge the rabbit that has been hanging out in the parlor of America’s house for far too long.
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Ignorance Is The Mother Of Philo-Semitism
By Patrick Grimm
Tom Waits lends his macabre vocal to a memorable little carnival-like dirge that has the master singer/songwriter growling menacingly “Misery’s the river of the world! Misery’s the river of the world! Everybody row, everybody row!” Of course Waits’ gravely singing, a quite generous term for what he does with his voice, has all the subtlety and grace of a man gargling with razor blades. Misery, according to the dark and ghoulish mind of this storyteller, is the very river humanity is afloat upon. Any struggling against this river then resembles rowing in some sort of faint flail for survival in whichever craft we so choose.

If pessimism and existential angst demands the adage “misery is the river of the world” from Mr. Waits, then I would formulate that the reality of side-by-side sleepiness and wakefulness smattered amongst all human minds on the problem of Jewish extremism requires another saying, perhaps not as doleful, but just as empirically observable. I declare here and now that “Ignorance is the mother of philo-Semitism.” Philo-Semitism here would be most simply defined as an ideology or way of thinking sympathetic to Jews, the interests and the well-being of the Jewish community, Jewish “self-determination” and the Zionist state of Israel.

Now let the above sink in for a second. Ignorance is the mother of philo-Semitism. Startling, isn’t it? For in our culture and shouting through the din of all its political culture wars we hear just the opposite. We are barraged with round-the-clock declarations telling us that suspicious minds, at least racially or ethnically or anti-Self-Chosenist-bent suspicious minds or minds not amenable to pluralism are fueled by ignorance, their thoughts colored and obscured by a lack of any experience with those people their minds so uncompassionately “hate” or “suspect” of base motives. “Bigotry is born of ignorance” these self-anointed progressives tell us and “Diversity and tolerance are born of integrating oneself with those different from oneself.” It sounds so wonderfully cotton candy-esque, doesn’t it?

But no, it’s a lie, a hoax. It resembles the crimes against those of us who have been trained to be so accepting towards Jewish extremism, who have been taught to hold our tongues and bend our knees in genuflection and out of fear. Yet Jewish tribalists do all that they can to keep the lie, the hoax, the ignorance alive in our youth. What is “teaching tolerance” other than a primer in lies? What are Holocaust studies but lessons hammered into the impressionable, lessons browbeating our children with the unspoken insinuation that resisting Jewish supremacist tyranny–financial, governmental, educational, what have you–is sin? Only through faulty precepts and benighted epistles laid out as enlightenment, can this naivety, this ignorance among our people be sustained.

Ignorance is the mother of philo-Semitism. Over the last two thousand years, fleeing Jewish people were welcomed with open arms and acceptance into almost every country in Europe, THE FIRST TIME THEY ARRIVED. The only way they managed to gain a reentry after their eventual violent expulsion or after a few bloody pogroms was through their money power and the bribery of corrupt leaders and with inelegant appeals to monarchs who loved to use this “nation within a nation” as middle-men and tax collectors. Only when they made their very first appearance did this wandering tribe, this Diaspora of Jews find sympathetic and empathetic philo-Semites greeting their arrival. Why? Because those non-Jews who initially absorbed this tribe were working from a lack of experience, from a place of ignorance about the Jewish question and the behavior of Jewish extremist leaders which has ALWAYS proved to be exploitative towards their once-friendly host.

Ignorance is the mother of philo-Semitism. Christian Zionists in unnamed Texas churches wave Israel flags alongside American ones and dance and stamp their feet to the beat of Jewish folk songs performed in a down-home bluegrass style. Yet other than what they have been told from the lectern by a Judaized minister, what they have read in pro-Zionist books and in scaremongering apocalyptic literature christening the coming nuclear annihilation of the world, what do they know of these folks they describe as “the apple of God’s eye” and the “Chosen People”? I would guess, precious little. In all likelihood they know nothing of the Talmudic venom heaped on Jesus Christ. They know nothing of the state of Israel’s anti-Christian policies. They know nothing of the Israeli government’s outlawing of proselytizing or the passing out of Bibles on the street. They surely haven’t heard the true stories of rabbis spitting in the faces of Christian clergy or burning copies of the New Testament by the hundreds. I have talked to many of these Christian Zionists. They are not stupid, malevolent, knowingly or consciously suicidal or insincere in their faith. They are ignorant.

Philo-Semitism vs. Fearo-Semitism
Yet I can hear a reader somewhere protest, “Your axiom doesn’t hold water. What about our politicians? They know the truth about the Jewish extremists, yet they support them. They aren’t ignorant.” For the most part, and with few exceptions, this is very true, but also very irrelevant to the present discussion. Yes, our leaders, including our President, our Senate and our Congress (sans Ron Paul) give the Jewish supremacists exactly what they want when they want it. They are not ignorant of the nature of Jewish supremacism and the kind of power they wield in our government, media and economy. But are they truly “sympathetic to Jews, the interests and the well-being of the Jewish community, Jewish ‘self-determination’ and the Zionist state of Israel,” as philo-Semitism has already been loosely defined? No, not at all. In fact, our leaders couldn’t be any of these things in any real or abiding sense, at least not apart from coercion.

Our politicians are not sympathetic toward Jewish partisans or Zionism any more than a woman held hostage by a criminal could be said to be sympathetic towards her captor. Our congress people and Senators do not feel sympathy and affection or an affinity that flows in the direction of organized Jewry. What they feel is fear. They feel fright and uneasiness, and if any one of them still possesses anything resembling a conscience, he/she must also feel a little bit of self-loathing and cowardice for succumbing to this fear and for placating the immense Zionist power that sits at the apex of our government.

Those folks we voted in to represent us are not philo-Semites and should not be labeled as such. They should never be confused with those ignorant and often well-meaning souls who support extremist Jewry because of lack of knowledge or a dearth of quality information. No, our representatives are Fearo-Semites who practice Fearo-Semitism in both their public and back room dealings with dogmatic Jewish activists and Zionist special interests. These representatives understand full well that Jewish media and its hideous strength can end their political careers in a heartbeat if it so desires with just a flurry of negative press here or a barrage of editorials tilted towards an opponent there. Jewish PACs and Zionist billionaire contributors, the mother’s milk of both parties, can be effortlessly siphoned from one replaceable plastic candidate to another. Our politicians understand this reality. This is why the “power that dare not be spoken of aloud” is sitting so pretty. It’s not philo-Semitism, but Fearo-Semitism that has built its lavish nest.

Fearo-Semitism is almost impossible to eradicate, because it can only survive where integrity and principle no longer rule the day. Yet ignorance is a little easier to wipe out. It requires education and the reversing of the life-long inculcation of falsehoods in the minds of a jejune citizenry. Yet as philo-Semitism squeezes out more bloody births of ignorant stock, we can rest assured that where the free flow of information and the liberation of knowledge occurs, this ignorance can be slowed, stymied and finally reversed.
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Jewish Supremacism and Gun Control
By Patrick Grimm
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One of the most harmful programs, the most devastatingly effective policies utilized to weaken the European-American majority has been the widespread promotion of gun control and gun confiscation legislation by Jewish supremacist tribalists in government, in media and in Hollywood propaganda mills where such fare is packaged and sold as “celluloid dreams” and “entertainment.” These programs and policies have been pursued even while European-American people have increasingly suffered violent physical attacks, including robbery, rape and murder at the hands of minorities [1] and have precious few ways to defend themselves from these seldom reported unprovoked acts of barbarism launched against them.

Curtis Maynard, a patriotic anti-Zionist and a pro-European-American activist who is one of the foremost powerhouse iconoclasts deconstructing radical social movements, has, on his website, provided his readers a succinct, but revealing study of Jewish political activity in the area of gun control. This study chronicles the attempts of Jewish politicos to stringently regulate the possession and ownership of firearms of all kinds in the United States. Here it is:

U.S. Gun Control Legislation, 1968-Present:
Emanuel Celler
1968: The Gun Control Act of 1968 comes from Rep. Emanuel Celler’s House bill H.R. 17735. It expands legislation already attempted by the non-Jewish Sen. Thomas Dodd. America’s biggest and most far-reaching gun law came from a Zionist.
Howie Metzenbaum
1988: Senate bill S. 1523 is sponsored by Senator Howard Metzenbaum. It proposes legislation turning every violation of the Gun Control Act of 1968 into a RICO predicate offense, allowing a gun owner to be charged with federal racketeering offenses.
1988: Senator Metzenbaum co-sponsors a bill — S. 2180 — to ban, or limit/restrict, so-called “plastic guns.”

Herb Kohl
1990: Senator Herbert Kohl introduces bill S.2070, the Gun-Free School Zones Act of 1990, which bans gun possession in a school zone. The law will later be struck down in court as unconstitutional. 
1993: Senate bill S.653 is sponsored by Sen. Howard Metzenbaum. It bans specific semiautomatic rifles, but also gives the Secretary of the Treasury the power to add any semiautomatic firearm to the list at a later date.
Chuck Schumer
February, 1994: The Brady Law, which requires waiting periods to buy handguns, becomes effective. Senator Metzenbaum wrote the Brady Bill. Metzenbaum sponsored the bill in the Senate. The sponsor of the bill in the House was Rep. Charles Schumer [2]. 
1994: Senator Metzenbaum introduces S.1878, the Gun Violence Prevention Act of 1994, aka “Brady II.” Rep. Schumer sponsored “Brady II” sister legislation [H.R. 1321] in the U.S. House of Representatives.
Dianne Feinstein
September, 1994: The Violent Crime Control and Law Enforcement Act of 1994 goes into effect, including a provision that bans the manufacture and possession of semiautomatic rifles described as “assault weapons.” [Note: true assault weapons are fully automatic, not semiautomatic]. That gun-ban provision was authored in the Senate by Senator Dianne Feinstein and authored in the House by Congressman Schumer.
Arlen Specter
1995: Senators Kohl, Specter, Feinstein, Lautenberg and others introduce the Gun-Free School Zones Act of 1995, an amended version of the 1990 school-zone law which was struck down in court as being unconstitutional.
Frank Lautenberg
September, 1996: The Lautenberg Domestic Confiscation provision becomes law. It is part of a larger omnibus appropriations bill. It was sponsored by Senator Frank Lautenberg. It bans people convicted of misdemeanor domestic violence from ever owning a gun. 
1997: Senate bill S. 54, the Federal Gang Violence Act of 1997, proposes much harsher sentences for people violating minor gun laws, including mandatory prison sentences and forfeiture of property. It was introduced by Dianne Feinstein and Senator [Hatch], among others. It returns the idea of turning every violation of the Gun Control Act of 1968 into a RICO predicate offense
Barbara Boxer
January, 1999: Senator Barbara Boxer introduces bill S.193, the American Handgun Standards Act of 1999. 
January, 1999: Senator Kohl introduces bill S.149, the Child Safety Lock Act of 1999. It would require a child safety lock in connection with transfer of a handgun. 
February, 1999: Senator Frank Lautenberg introduces bill S.407, the Stop Gun Trafficking Act of 1999. 
February, 1999: Senator Lautenberg introduces S.443, the Gun Show Accountability Act of 1999.
Senator Abe Levin
March, 1999: Senator Lautenberg introduces bill S.560, the Gun Industry Accountability Act of 1999. 
March, 1999: Senator Feinstein introduces bill S.594, the Large Capacity Ammunition Magazine Import Ban Act of 1999. 
May, 2000: Senate bill S. 2515, Firearm Licensing and Record of Sale Act of 2000, is submitted by Senators Feinstein, Senator Barbara Boxer, Sen. Lautenberg and Sen. Schumer. It is a plan for a national firearms licensing system.
January, 2001: Senate bill S.25, Firearm Licensing and Record of Sale Act of 2001, is sponsored by Feinstein, Schumer, and Boxer. It is a nation-wide gun registration plan [apparently there were two versions of that Firearm Licensing and Record of Sale Act bill].
May, 2003: Senators Feinstein, Schumer, Boxer and others introduce legislation that would reauthorize the 1994 federal assault weapons ban, and, close a loophole in the law that allows large-capacity ammunition magazines to be imported into the U.S. The ban is scheduled to expire in September, 2004.
October, 2003: Senators Feinstein, Lautenberg, Levin [also Jewish] and Schumer co-sponsor bill S.1774, designed to stop the sunset [ending] of the Undetectable Firearms Act of 1988.
March, 2005: Senator Lautenberg introduces bill S.645, “to reinstate the Public Safety and Recreational Firearms Use Protection Act,” in other words, to reinstate the 1994 assault-rifle ban [also known as the “Violent Crime Control and Law Enforcement Act of 1994”] which expired in late 2004.
March, 2005: Senator Feinstein introduces bill S.620, “to reinstate the Public Safety and Recreational Firearms Use Protection Act,” in other words, to reinstate the 1994 assault-rifle ban [also known as the “Violent Crime Control and Law Enforcement Act of 1994”] which expired in late 2004. [2]

The alarming and consistent pattern of Jewish senatorial (as well as congressional) crafting and support of gun control legislation is a palpable and undeniable reality and should be disquieting for any Americans who value the Second Amendment and the personal protections afforded to themselves and their families by having easy access to firearms. It becomes all the more chilling as those of European descent continue to be victimized in our large cities, many of the very cities where gun ownership has become illegal. What is particularly hypocritical and galling about the list above is that every Jewish politician included on it supports the world’s only Jewish state, Israel, which allows every citizen, every man, woman or child to carry a weapon of their choosing. In fact, many Israelis are armed to the teeth, brandishing Uzi submachine guns, AK-47s, pistols, etc.

Yet imagine the media stir if our government demanded as a prerequisite for the billions that Israel receives in tax dollars from their greatest benefactor, the United States, that every Jewish citizen had to give up his/her “right to bear arms.” “Why, that’s anti-Semitism!” the Israeli Jews would cry. “It leaves all Israeli citizens open to terror attacks with no way to defend themselves!” The Zionists in the media would then decry the disarmament demands of America toward Israelis as an “induced suicide” forced upon them by the US.

Yet, strangely enough, no one looks at a gun control lobby in America heavily laden with Jews as either ominous or disquieting in its implications, even as crimes against our people increase and become more audacious and violent by the day. Certainly few Americans have dared to ask why a majority of Jews are so stridently opposed to the Second Amendment and work so assiduously and disproportionately to strip this particular constitutional freedom from us, leaving us prone and unprotected in the face of brutalities that wax more blatant, hateful and frequent against those people possessing lighter hues.

In fact, lawyerly superstar and Harvard alumnus Alan Dershowitz flagrantly admitted to a friendly crowd gathered at a Jewish community center in 2001 that “I support abolishing self-defense. I’ve said so in the past. I think that what the passengers of flight 93 did is unconscionable. No one has the right to take the law into their own hands. Individuals should not take responsibility for their own defense. That’s what the police are for. Everyone who is arming themselves for self-defense are just as wrong as those misguided passengers. I’m in favor of broad controls on guns. But it is clear, in the wake of the September 11 box-cutter attacks, that if people don’t defend themselves, somebody else has to, because a victim who lets an attacker free may be condemning thousands to die. If I oppose individuals defending themselves, I have to support police defending them. I have to support a police state.” [3]

Specifically, what are Dershowitz and other Jewish partisans calling for? They are calling for a disarmed and defenseless America while in other speeches and writings these very same individuals are cheering on the excesses of an overly militarized and heavily armed Israeli nation. They are calling for a ‘police state’ (Dershowitz’s words) here at home and a virtual laissez-faire open firing range in Israel. The American Jewish Committee even brazenly brags about the number of gun control laws they have helped to ram through. According to their own website the “AJC has a long history of supporting gun control laws, including the federal Gun Control Act of 1968, the federal Assault Weapon Control Act of 1989, and the Brady Handgun Prevention Act of 1993.” [4]

Do you still think I exaggerate? Here is a list of just some of the major American Jewish organizations who are anti-gun and support restrictions for law-abiding US citizens who only wish to protect themselves and their families:

American Jewish Congress (AJCongress)
American Jewish Committee (AJC)
Anti-Defamation League of B’nai B’rith (ADL)
B’nai B’rith Women
Central Conference of American Rabbis [Reform]
Federation of Reconstructionist Congregations
Hebrew Immigrant Aid Society
Hadassah
Jewish Labor Committee
Na’amat USA
National Council of Jewish Women
National Federation of Temple Sisterhoods [Reform]
New Jewish Agenda
North American Temple Youth
Progressive Jewish Alliance
Rabbinical Assembly Union of American Hebrew Congregations [Reform]
Religious Action Center of Reform Judaism
Union of American Hebrew Congregations
United Synagogues of America [Conservative]
Women’s League for Conservative Judaism
And this list is incomplete. To list every one of the Jewish-led anti-Second Amendment, anti-freedom, pro-gun control activist groups in the United States would require reams and reams of pages. Yet for the sake of brevity, only a few have been included here.

The threat of the gun-grabbing, anti-Constitutional agenda of firearm regulation, with its ultimate long-ranged view towards confiscation in the future is a deadly serious one. It was created and still operates under the aegis of Jewish supremacist political power. This power has been so successful because it has been part of a three-pronged attack. It is the triune of government power, media power and the power of Hollywood entertainment to indoctrinate. This trinity of dominance works as one and catapults forward the supremacist blueprint of Zionism and the supremacy of tribalist Jewry, raising its ultimate aims above the long-term safety and well-being of the host majority.

Jewish supremacists understand one thing that many European-Americans seem to miss. A disarmed society is a weakened, compromised and victimized society. It breeds a culture and a populace more brittle and ripe for the breaking, and finally, for the picking. If these policies continue unabated, we may soon find ourselves not only disarmed, but dispossessed and displaced to boot.

[1] http://newsfromthewest.blogspot.com/2008/03/carson-remembered-as-one-of-kind.html
[2] http://curtmaynardsblog.blogspot.com/2007/12/jewish-gun-grabbers-1968-to-present.html
[3] http://www.hypocritae.com/?ART=74
[4] http://www.ajc.org/site/apps/nl/content2.asp?c=ijITI2PHKoG&b=849241&ct=4927437
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Patrick Grimm Interviews Andrew Winkler of Ziopedia


The following is a recent interview I did several days ago with Andrew Winkler, a well-known anti-Zionist and the creator and webmaster of Ziopedia, a popular website which seeks to expose and “demask” the Zionist agenda throughout the world and which is stridently opposed to the entity in the Middle East which Winkler calls “IsraHell.” Winkler hails from Australia and gave up his successful career to battle the forces of Jewish supremacism and considers himself a “dissident activist.”  He is also fluent in at least three languages.   ---  Patrick Grimm
Andrew, welcome. Briefly tell us a little bit about your background and what brought you into the anti-Zionist movement. Was there one overwhelming catalyst for your activism?
Andrew Winkler: I’m an Australian born baby boomer who has worked most of his life as an IT executive, in Australia and overseas. The catalyst for my activism was September 11, when I realized that this terrible event was actually performed by Mossad, with inside help from the U.S. government. I got very upset because nobody seemed to care or want to know. Most people are too busy not being left behind in their career, paying off mortgages and finding the money for their kids’ education, to spare much thought on how close we are to the realisation of George Orwell’s worst nightmares. Something needed to be done before we reach the point of no return. If everybody just cared about his and his immediate family’s material needs, our governments could get away with just about anything.

What is the Rebel Team or the Rebel Media Group specifically and what do they do?
Andrew Winkler: The Rebel Media Group is a loose network of activists from around the world sharing one common vision: Making this world a better place by using the Internet for their fight against injustice and oppression. At this stage I’m the only full time member. Everybody else contributes on a part-time basis, one or two hours here and there.

In addition to Ziopedia, you have created a twelve step program akin to Alcoholics Anonymous called Jews Anonymous. Its welcome message states “The primary purpose of Jews Anonymous is to help Jews to rid themselves of any sense of chosenness and superiority over their fellow human beings and embrace all of mankind, regardless of heritage, nationality, religion or race.” How has this been received? Have there been any takers in the Jewish community?
Andrew Winkler: J.A. was received with an incredible amount of hostility, not only from our enemies but also from fellow activists. I don’t want to mention any names, only that I was disappointed with the reactions of some people who until then seemed to be allies and friends. A common reaction was denial along the lines of ‘I’m Jewish and I DO embrace all of mankind, regardless of heritage, nationality, religion or race!’, which I find absurd given the supremacist attitudes towards non-Jews expressed throughout the Talmud and the shameless racism displayed towards Arabs on a daily basis in words and actions by both Israelis and Jews in the Diaspora. Even more absurd was the frequent accusation of racism towards the project. After all, it is our clearly expressed intention to help Jews embrace all of mankind, regardless of heritage, nationality, religion or race. What’s racist about helping someone to be less racist? These people react like an alcoholic who gets angry with anyone suggesting that he might have a drinking problem.

Due to lack of resources, there are still lots of details in the J.A. programme that need to be fleshed out before we can start properly. I’m still working on the manual for the moderators who will conduct the programme in the local groups. This takes up an enormous amount of time which I don’t have since I’m too busy running the day to day operations of ZioPedia.org. Once we have enough subscribers for ZioPedia.org to afford an administrative person, I will be able to spend more time on the J.A. project. I hope to start our pilot group some time this year. Most likely it will be based in Texas.

In several of your articles you have asserted that “Jewishness is in fact a state of mind.” For those just discovering your website and work, would you mind fleshing out the idea of “Jewishness” as a mental state, rather than a religion, “race” or nationality?
Andrew Winkler: Jews have argued for centuries what actually makes a Jew a Jew. Some say it’s race. Others say it’s religion. My point is that it can’t be either.

It can’t be race because modern Jewry is made up of 3 ethnically distinct groups: Ashkenazis, Sephardi and Oriental Jews. The biggest group, the European Jews or Ashkenazis, are the descendants of ethnic Turk Khazars from Mongolia, who came to Europe as part of Attila’s hordes, and their Germanic rape victims. Their only genetic link to Palestine is a few thousand rabbis the Khazars imported from Byzanth when they replaced their traditional phallus cult with Judaism. There were also some Jewish refugees who got kicked out of Byzanth for collaborating with the Arab enemy. Anyhow, modern days Jews are genetically too different from each other for race to be the determining factor for Jewishness.

It can’t be religion either because there are too many so-called ‘secular Jews’. It makes no sense to claim that Jewishness was determined by religion when more than half of Jews are not religious at all.

My answer to the question what it is that makes a Jew a Jew is that it is a state of mind. You become a Jew by embracing Jewishness and all the baggage that comes with it.

Andrew, is there such a thing as a “good Jew”? In other words, is a Jew who wants to hold on to his or her Jewishness or Jewish traditions and heritage bad by default?
Andrew Winkler: Jewish tradition and heritage are so infested with manic-depressive beliefs that for a Jew to become a valuable human being, he must recognise that he suffers a harmful condition. He must recant his Jewishness. The biggest hurdle for him is to cross the ‘river of denial’. He must stop blaming everybody else and start taking responsibility for his condition and doing something about it.

I wrote an article about a year ago concerning a mentally imbalanced Zionist hatchet man named Ronald Yogman who runs an ad business in Florida. He seemed to be specifically assigned to destroy Ziopedia, starting with the umbilical cord of donations. What is the status of the Yogman situation and is Ziopedia still under assault from Zionist Jews?
Andrew Winkler: Ron has some extremely challenging issues to deal with, concerning his and his family’s health. I don’t want to say more because they are very personal matters. He deals with them by delving into his Jewishness and being very active in his Jewish community. Ron got onto my case in February 2007 when I published an article of a fellow going by the name of Eric Hunt in which he described how he tried to drag Eli Wiesel into his hotel room and coerce him into confessing that the descriptions of his Auschwitz experiences were not autobiographic but fictional. When I first read the article I thought it was a parody written by some witty holocaust revisionist. As it turned out the writer was a mentally unstable kid. I wouldn’t be surprised if the whole incident was a set up similar to the regular school shootings. We know for a fact that our ruling elite maintains a pool of nutcases that they send onto missions such as the Port Arthur shooting, to create excuses for reducing our freedoms further and further. Anyhow, after hassling me throughout last year, Ron finally decided that I was a good guy, in spite of my offensive views on Judaism, and left me alone ever since.

Ziopedia posts articles, essays and op-eds from both left-wing anti-Zionists and right-wing anti-Zionists and everyone in between. How do you deal with the dichotomies of political agendas at work, while still accumulating the writings of leftist anti-racists, anti-Zionist Jews, white nationalists, Muslims, etc. who still basically concur on the rudiments of the Zionist and Jewish supremacist problem? 
Andrew Winkler: All those different positions are just viewpoints from which to observe and interpret reality in the hope of finding a working solution. Often someone with a particular viewpoint can see things that someone with a different position is oblivious to. Immigration is a good example for that phenomenon. While people on the left instinctively suspect racist motives when anyone criticizes the immigration policies of countries such as the U.S. or Australia, people on the right can clearly see the damage those policies do to the ability of ordinary Americans and Australians to earn a decent income and provide for their families. I also suspect that many of the fears and animosities between different political viewpoints are created and reinforced by our ruling elites as a means of dividing and ruling us. Only by stepping back, looking beyond those artificial divides and focusing on the values all humans share can we prevent a further descent into an Orwellian New World Order.

I have corresponded with others from Australia in the anti-Zionist movement who talk about being persecuted for their political viewpoints. Is Australia as wholly under the sway of Zionism as say, the United States, Canada or Britain? I’m aware of laws on the books against “hate speech” in Australia and other assorted Newspeak ballyhoo, but in general, can Zionism or Israel be criticized publicly without a lot of political, legal or media blowback?
Andrew Winkler: Australia is an integral part of what I call the Anglo-Judean Axis of Greed. Our society is under Jewish stranglehold, no different from the U.K., Canada and the U.S. Our elections are not decided at the ballot box but by crypto-Jew Rupert Murdoch who controls the local media scene. All he needs to do is to influence the voter decision in a few dozen electorates up or down by a couple of percentage points for one party or the other to swing the election a certain way. As far as freedom of speech is concerned, the same applies as anywhere else in the Western world: it is only respected as long as it doesn’t ‘offend’ Satan’s little helpers.

This is a question for my own readers who often ask me “What can I do?” Andrew, other than disclosure of the facts about Zionism, in your opinion, what can be done in other spheres to break their hold over our institutions, media and economy? One answer you have given in the past would be, don’t buy Starbucks coffee.
Andrew Winkler: What can we do? Harness the ‘Power of No’. Say ‘No’ to Jewish controlled media, ‘No’ to ‘war for Israel’, ‘No’ to the destruction of our social fabric by unrestrained immigration, ‘No’ to the democracy hoax, ‘No’ to the destruction of family values, ‘No’ to false flag terrorism, ‘No’ to globalization, ‘No’ to the export of jobs to slave labour countries, ‘No’ to mammonism, consumerism, sexism. Stop the factional fighting within the anti-Zionist movement and start fighting against our self-chosen ruling elite. Boycott Jewish controlled media so that they can’t sell their ads. Don’t click on google ads. Explain to your wives and girlfriends that all diamonds are blood diamonds. Buy them flowers and chocolates instead. Be creative about finding new ways to cut off the Jews’ purse strings.

How has the transition to a partial paid subscription site been working for Ziopedia?
Andrew Winkler: As expected, it was difficult. In the first two months we only reached 15% of our half year goal, so we are behind target. Only 0.5% of our regular readership so far have subscribed. That means we have to communicate better why we are forced to charge a subscription fee and what the money is used for. On the positive side, we have noticed that the number of daily visitors is back to pre-subscription levels. This might have to do with the fact that our editorial, revisionism, online book and encyclopedic sections are still available without subscription. It’s a difficult balancing act between fulfilling our mission of demasking and exposing Zionist crimes and Jewish supremacism on the one hand, and surviving financially.

I have discussed and debated with many people the efficacy or inefficacy of different types of rhetoric, buzzwords and even particular phraseologies in discussing the issue of Jewish extremist crimes and ideology. Many writers I know and respect range from those who would be considered simple “anti-Zionists” in their style to those who would be defined by modern PC nomenclature as “anti-Semitic” in tone. You and I are both writers. As a heuristic device, what do you believe to be the most effective approach in opening or piquing the mind of the newcomer or the neophyte just stumbling upon the Zionist or Jewish question?
Andrew Winkler: This is a very good question that has been bugging me ever since I started the Rebel Media Group. It all comes down to who your ‘target market’ is. If you are preaching to the already convinced and all you want to do is keep up their faith, inspire and provide ammunition for their fight against Zionist evil and Jewish supremacism, then there is obviously no need to mince your words, quite the contrary. It’s a different story if you want to convince people on the sideline, those who agree that maybe it’s not such a good thing to kill scores of innocent children, who agree that pro-Israel lobby groups have too much influence on US policies or that Israel shouldn’t be so harsh on the Palestinians in general - but haven’t developed full ‘blue pill resistance’ yet. Then it is counter-productive to use any language that could trigger those Skinner-box style ‘anti-Semitism’ reflexes that we all have been brainwashed to.

There are many people, including occasionally myself who like to intone “It’s the Jews, Jews, Jews fault!” Of course, there is some truth there. Dr. Fredrick Toben has managed to coin a more empowering maxim  “Don’t blame the Jews. Blame those who bend to their pressure.”  What, in your opinion, are the biggest factors causing this “bend” or this acquiescence to Jewish “pressure”?
Andrew Winkler: I agree with Fredrick Toben that we should focus more on the collaborators. If you think of it, the Jews only make up a tiny percentage of Western societies. The only way they can rule their host societies is by employing large numbers of collaborators. European colonial powers used to do the same. They groomed their collaborators in missionary schools and gave them privileges over their peers. Even today, it is still a status symbol in many former British colonies such as Singapore, Malaysia or Hong Kong to be a Christian or Catholic. We can see the same thing happening with our Jewish colonial masters. They groom politicians, journalists, judges, executives who help them rule our societies. The only difference is that instead of converting them to Judaism, which is out of question due to its tribal nature, they convert them to Christian Zionism, Masonry, Satanism or simply bribe them with obscene executive packages. Those traitors are our biggest problem.

What advice would you give to those who are new activists or who are thinking of becoming full-time activists in the anti-Zionist cause? What lessons have you learned?
Andrew Winkler: If you want to minimise your risk, you can try living a double-life and not talk to anyone in the offline world about your views and what you are doing. Otherwise, be ready to lose everything: your career, your friends, your family, your freedom, your health, your life. The more successful you are with your fight, the harder they will try to hit you. This is a lonely fight. You can’t trust anyone, not even your fellow activists, because our ranks are infiltrated with Zionist moles, gate-keepers and agents provocateurs. But it’s worth it. The day you stand in front of your creator and get asked what you did with the life that was given to you, you can say more than just I added so many zeroes to my net value. You can say, “I have fought against evil.”

What unexpected hurdles have you had to jump while waging this fight against evil, as you have described the struggle? What, other than the financial problems aforementioned, has been the most difficult part of doing this?
Andrew Winkler: With regards to others, my biggest challenge I found is fear, both in the offline and the online world. Fear of being called an anti-Semite and all the horrible consequences that come with that label. People who normally would not hesitate to speak out and take action against all sorts of injustices and unfairness become virtually paralysed by fear when it comes to anything to do with Jews and Apartheid IsraHell. It’s absolutely shocking to see how much of a taboo it is.

With regards to myself, my biggest problem is increasing difficulties to function in the ‘real world’ like an ordinary person. I find it harder and harder to small-talk with people over sport, celebrities and the pretend news we are fed by the mainstream media, or not to revolt against the lies our kids are told at school about history in general and the holocaust in particular, global warming, 9/11, war on terror, multi-culturalism and the list goes on. I often feel like shaking people and yelling at them, “Wake up and see the ugly truth!”  The growing realization of what kind of Orwellian nightmare we are already living in is extremely painful.

Andrew, many people in this movement talk about a current worldwide awakening to the Jewish supremacist problem or the nascent nationalism that is stirring in Russia and other nations which may destroy or at least weaken the globalism foisted on us by Jewish extremists. How optimistic are you in the face of these tepidly sunny forecasts? Are they jumping the gun, or could a real awakening be occurring on such a massive scale?
Andrew Winkler: I’m not even sure whether this ‘awakening’ isn’t engineered by our ruling elite as an excuse to crack down on freedom of expression. They would be quite capable of doing that. Just think of the Port Arthur shooting that resulted in the disarming of the Australian population. The fruit loop who did that massacre had an IQ comparable to that of a koala, and he managed to kill more people than an expert sniper could have under comparable conditions. Some people even say that more people got shot than the number of bullets he had fired. Or think of the new Pearl Harbor, September 11, performed by Mossad with the inside help of the Bush/Cheney administration to create an excuse for the implementation of a New World Order. That’s why I wouldn’t be surprised if a lot of that ‘anti-Semitism’ that’s currently going on in the alternative media was also engineered by our self-chosen ruling elite.
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The Importance of Stereotypes
By Patrick Grimm
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Stereotypes do not equal bigotry, narrow-mindedness or hatred. Stereotypes are the wisdom of our forefathers inarticulately phrased and applied generally to different groups within a population.

For instance, segregation was not supported by our ancestors because they hated people of African descent, but because they knew something that we still know, but that our media has told us to forget again. The amnesia of our folk has been imbued into our consciousness in so many ways.

Jews were not kept out of certain clubs, hotels and businesses because there was a mindless hatred or “anti-Semitism” involved, but because our ancestors knew what most other people historically also knew about the character and the team efforts of Jewish tribalists within a host country, culture or society. Again, what many sense or already know intrinsically and subconsciously has to be relearned again thanks to media efforts conducted for the purposes of collective amnesia.

Plato was right, at least in part. He believed that a person knew everything at birth, yet somehow forgot this storehouse of knowledge. The philosopher’s job was to recall. We don’t know everything at birth and in some ways are tabula rasas, yet many of the lessons learned early on are worth keeping, and worth relearning if such a process proves necessary, and the old wisdom was somehow forgotten or lost along the way.

The dashing, dulling and dismembering of stereotypes can cause the death of many things, including historical memory. The efforts by our Jewish supremacist media to blot out stereotypes (unless they apply to those of European descent) are hoodwinking attempts at subterfuge by these same supremacists, an erasure of the historical record and the purloining of one of the means for our people to protect and guard themselves against those whose main objective is to destroy.

Stereotypes always contain a grain of truth, otherwise they would not still exist. To rob us of stereotypes is to dispense with our forefathers, labeling them only as benighted and backward. One will often hear someone of the “self-anointed” Left say of a respected historical figure “In his attitudes on minorities, he was a victim of the prejudices of his day.” What the snide leftist never stops to consider is that he too is also a victim of the prejudices of his day. Progress, at least the kind consonant with “progressive” sensibilities and what makes up the oeuvre of modern liberalism is a colossal myth and a monumental hoax.

Stereotypes are too closely aligned with what kitsch self-congratulators in Jewish-tinged (at least ideologically) academia would call (egads!) common sense. Yet without these smidgens of common sense, we cannot anticipate dangers, play the odds or gauge probabilities.

The amnesia or collective blindness now clouding the thoughts of our people, spawned by the oligarchs of Jewish extremism and Marxist social theory has been brought on by an embrasure in our intellectual defenses through which shaky and syrupy pseudo-syllogisms and egalitarian dogma have been allowed to filter, causing us to forget to remember. We must instead remember to remember what we have known to be true all along and have only recently forgotten. We must also not forget to forget that which is not worthy of remembrance.
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Zionist Media Indifferently Yawns Over Israeli Calls For Palestinian Holocaust

By Patrick Grimm
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Matan Vilnai, a deputy defense minister in Israel, called for a “Shoah” or Holocaust against the Palestinian people several days ago, purportedly in response to Palestinian rockets being fired from Gaza. But in all truth his remarks vary little from the threats of violence issued forth from countless Israeli prime ministers and military officials in the past. This story has received some very limited and tepid coverage from several major newspapers in Europe, such as the UK Telegraph [1], but little mention in American papers and periodicals as of yet. In fact, the New York Times has not touched the story at all, nor are they likely to.

There are those in America who attempt to deny the strength and influence of Zionists in shaping the news, and if they will ever concede that Zionist Jews possess any inordinate power at all, they will then tell anyone who seems in the least concerned about it that “Well, they report the news as patriotic Americans who just happen to be Jews. It doesn’t mean that there is any sort of built-in bias.”

Yet imagine if you will the reactions which would pour forth from the op-ed pages of the New York Times, the Washington Post, the Wall Street Journal, or the histrionic round-the-clock reporting by CNN, Fox News, CBS, NBC, ABC, MSNBC and hell, even Rush Limbaugh, Sean Hannity or any other pundit, left, right or center, if ANY prominent Palestinian leader sounded off about a “Holocaust against the Jews” or a “Holocaust against the Israelis.” President Bush would immediately condemn such remarks as a call for genocide. Every single Jewish group starting with the Anti-Defamation League and the American-Israeli Public Affairs Committee would see the portents of a “second Holocaust” and demand immediate action. Some would even call for the destroying of every Palestinian citizen. At the very least, any money or food supplies that might be leaking through to Palestine would be halted and withheld wholesale. There would be shrill cries about how such words amounted essentially to a bulls-eye on the head of every man, woman and child in Israel, and possibly to every Jew upon the earth. In the eyes of the media, such a declaration from a Palestinian leader would be tantamount to murder itself.

But in the United States, there are no righteously indignant reactions to a clear call for mass murder coming from an Israeli official, and in all likelihood there will not be any such reactions forthcoming. There will be no heated and sanctimonious coverage or pointed polemics in major newspapers, magazines or periodicals labeling the Israeli defense minister’s words an evil and inexcusable incitement to genocide. There are only yawns of indifference or the collusive silence of media organs which long ago gave up on objectivity or even-handedness.

If there is no “built-in bias” in the press’ coverage, including their coverage of the Middle East conflagration, then let me ask you this question: Where is the outrage against this clarion call that DOES amount to a bulls-eye placed on the head of every man, woman and child in Palestine, every non-Jew now forced to live in substandard conditions and who now barely dangle on the edge of survival? There is none. There is only silence. There is silence because Zionist Jews do control our media and mold and shape its coverage. They choose what to keep and what to excise in their stories. They are responsible for what every American will read in their daily newspaper or weekly news magazine. They decide which current events are amplified and which are ignored on the nightly news programs that millions count on for “objectivity”.

The fact that Israel can get away with such bellicosity with no blowback in the media, serves to show the vice grip of censorship and subterfuge now exercised over our information by the partisans of Zionism. That extremists working in the service of the Zionist state now control most spigots of information in America should now be abundantly clear. That this statistical fact is also never discussed openly on the public airwaves or in print should only further drive home the reality of a media controlled by those with allegiances and agendas alien to many Americans.

[1] http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/main.jhtml?xml=/news/2008/02/29/wholo129.xml
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