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Die Tricks der Gutmenschen.

Vorwort.

Ich habe das Verhalten der "Gutmenschen" etwa seit 1972 bewu(3t betrachgttuZgiéubig,
erstaunt.

Heute bin ich der Ansicht: Die "Gutmenschen" kdnnen mit ihrem wahnhaften W eitioi dem
daraus folgenden Wahnverhalten heraus die ganze Welt zerstéren. Wir Normatiisgen sie
aufhalten und aus ihrem Wahnbild herausreifl3en.

Hier auf dieser Seite geht es zunachst einmal darum, mit welchen Trickdutirenschen" arbeiten,
damit weder sie selbst aus dem Traumbild aufwachen und sie auch kein andérmemadsaum
aufwecken kann.

Als zweites, und damit befasst sich diese Seite hier nicht, stellt sichdeistasotz die Frage, warum
die "Gutmenschen" Uber 40 Jahre hinweg, fast bis heute, die Meinungshoheit ky Politi
Schullehrplanen, Fernsehen und Presse gehabt haben.

Heute ist deren Meinungshoheit bei weitem nicht mehr so deutlich, das ist klar, denn nackrl0 Jah
befallen die von den "Gutmenschen" geschaffenen hollenartigen Auswirkungdie fganze
Gesellschaft, sodald der Normalburger zwangslaufig immer schaefieacht.

Die Tricks der Gutmenschen.

1. Teile davon auf Deutsch.

25 Regeln der Desinformation

Erstellt am 14. Juli 2012 von Stevenblack
de.paperblog.com/25-regeln-der-desinformation-394481/

Ausfuhrlich, gut. Ich habe auch den deutschen Teil hier weiter unten elligeste

2. Sehr viel mehr auf Englisch:

The Gentleman's Guide To Forum Spies (spooks, feds, etc.)

By: a guest on Jul 12th, 2012 hits: 27,452 | pastebin.com/irj4Fyd5

Ausfihrlich, gut, mit einer Klickstelle zum Ubernehmen auf den eigenen Rettiméiabe den Text
weiter unten eingestellt.

1. Deutscher Teil, A
25 Regeln der Desinformation

Erstellt am 14. Juli 2012 von Stevenblack

Der folgende Text stammt — mehr oder weniger — NICHT von mir, ausgenommen é¢datlige, Hei
welchen ich mich “gendtigt sah”, den Text durch eigene Worte zu ergénzen. Bt staseinem
englischen Dokument, dafl3 den Titel “The Gentlemans Guide to Forum Spies” tragiuass, eine
Art “Handbuch flr Forum-Spione und (Regierungs-)Desinformanten”!

Es ist zwar immer noch etwas “holprig”, aber einfach driiber hinwegsehenZhittdkerndes Smiley

Nein, das war kein Zuckerschlecken. Aber es war die Arbeit wert, wie iclemaVER dieses
Dokument verfasste, weil3 ich nicht, aber ich vermute, es stammt aus einekdarsein
englischen)Regierungsbehorde. Wie ich drauf komme? Zum einen, weil es quibfGey
gespeichert wurde, die bekanntlich eine “Whistleblow Website” von John Young, einensteéer
Wikileaks Mitglieder ist. Und der tbrigens immer noch seinem Altruismus frdaem er



unverdrossen dort ECHTE “Whistleblower Dokumente” speichert und hochladt/sichertikitehké
aus personlichen Griunden verlies, die seinem Altruismus zuwiderlief.

Wer es liest sollte sich fragen, WER sich solche, teils komplett schizophreriedubgen und
Gedanken macht — und einige, dieser “Regeln” sah ich selbst, von diversen Politikern,
Wirtschaftsleuten, aber sogar auch “B-Promis” angewendet. Diese fRatg@ihmen meines
Erachtens von einem absolut bosen, durchtriebenen Geist, den man “zwischen deradelilespliren
kann.

Ich denke, es handelt sich hierbei um dieselben Implikationen, wie sie auch bei dernitanas
Werk” der Protokolle der Waisen von Zion” aufscheinen — wer den Kontext versteht, veietbdie
Schlussfolgerungen ziehen. Vollig egal, wer es geschrieben hat, einige, werallaidigser
“Regeln”, werden in der Welt von heute angewendet ..

Und DAS war letztlich auch der ausschlaggebende Punkt, warum ich mir die ganitéahdpetan”
habe. Dal3 was du nicht kennst, kann dich verletzen, Wissen kann dich schitzen ..

25 Regeln der Desinformation

Anmerkung: Die erste Regel und die letzten funf (oder sechs, je nach Situatioch)rifians, gelten in
der Regel nicht direkt fur die Fahigkeit der “traditionellen DesinformationsleiihDiese Regeln
werden in der Regel direkt von der Fihrung, den Schltsselspielern, welche diell@imine
Verschworung planen, oder die Verschwdrung vertuschen wollen verwendet.

1. Hear no evil, see no evil, speak no evil. (Hor nichts schlechtes, sieh nichts schéachteshts
schlechtes).

Unabhé&ngig davon, was sie wissen, sprechen sie nicht dartiber — vor allem dann nichige weren S
offentliche Figur, Nachrichtensprecher, etc. sind. Wenn es nicht gemetdetsives nicht geschehen,
und Sie missen sich nie mit irgendwelchen Fragen und Problemen befassen.

2. Machen Sie auf unglaubig und tun sie empart.

Vermeiden sie Diskussion von Schliisselthemen und konzentrieren sie sich satbadss
Randprobleme, die das Thema kritischer als einige der sonst sakrosankten GruppBrezasi auch
als das ‘wie kannst du es wagen!” Gambit bekannt.

3. Fabriziere Geriichte Handler.

Vermeiden Sie jede Er6rterung und Diskussion von Problemen, indem sie alle Anklagenngigabha
von Ort oder Beweismittel, als blol3e Phantasiegeriichte und wilde Anschuldiguhgeptea.

Andere abwertende, auch gegenteilige Begriffe, welche die Wahrheihbesa, kdnnen auch
funktionieren. Diese Methode funktioniert besonders gut mit einer stillen Pvesites der einzige
Weg ist, damit die Offentlichkeit die Fakten durch solche "zweifelhafeniichte” lernen kann. Wenn
Sie das Material mit dem Internet verbinden kénnen, verwenden Sie diese Taisa€elseein "wildes
Gertcht" von einem "Haufen Kinder im Internet” zu verifizieren, die kein€tendlage auf der Basis
von Tatsache haben kénnen.

4. Verwenden Sie einen Strohmann.

Finden Sie oder schaffen Sie ein scheinbares Element des gegnerischen Argus\&mtdedznt
niederschlagen kénnen, um sich selbst gut und den Gegner schlecht auszusehen zu lassen. Entwe
ein Problem, oder Thema, das impliziert dal} Sie es sicher einbeziehen kdnnen und auf lhre
Interpretation des Gegners/ der Gegnerischen Argumente/der Situation beruwéiludarsie den
schwachsten Aspekt, der schwachsten Anklage.



Verstarken Sie ihre Bedeutung und zerstéren Sie sie auf eine Weise, Aiekddigen, die echten und
die fabrizierten zugleich, zu entlarven scheint, jedoch eine Diskussion Ubehidie Bcobleme
vermeidet.

5. Ablenkung des Gegners mit Beschimpfungen und Spott.

Dies ist auch bekannt als der primare “Angriff auf den Boten” Trick, abgibé auch andere
Methoden als Varianten von diesem Ansatz. Belege Gegner mit unpopuléren TiteMaouaT, wie
“der ‘Rechtsradikale’, ‘Liberaler’,Linker’, ‘Terrorist’, ‘Verschwidngstheoretiker’, ‘der Militante’, der
‘Rassist’, ‘religioser Fanatiker"," sexueller Perversling "- undveiter. Das macht etwaigen
Unterstitzern Angst, sie konnten mit demselben “Label” benannt und in Zusammepbkatxy
werden, und so schrumpft deren Unterstitzung und Sie vermeiden, sich mit etwaigen Feesgemn be

ZuU mussen.

6. Hit and Run.

In jedem 6ffentlich zuganglichen Forum, machen Sie einen kurzen Angriffilguf Gegner, oder die
Position des Gegners — und dann hupfen Sie davon, bevor eine Antwort méglich ist, oder sie
ignorieren einfach jede Antwort.

Das arbeitet dul3erst gut im Internet und Leserkommentar-Umgebungen, stetei Strom von neuen
Identitat aufscheint, ohne sich erklaren zu missen, ohne Kritik, — verninftig urteilemgie
einfach eine Anklage, oder anderen Angriff, gehen sie nie auf die Erérterung gen Era, und
beantworten sie nie eine nachtragliche Reaktion, denn das wirde den ghgneéismdpunkt
wardigen.

7. Fragemotive.

Verdrehen oder verstarken sie jede Tatsache, welche zur Annahme fiihrt, dasshdeefaeg
versteckte, personliche Agenda betreibt, oder aus andere Griinden voreingensimiies
vermeidet Probleme zu diskutieren und zwingt die Anklager/Gegner in die Defensive.

8. Auf Autoritat berufen.

Beanspruchen sie diese fur sich selbst oder verbinden Sie sich mit Autoritat mdigrés Sie lhre

Argumentation mit genug "Jargon" und "Fachsimpelei”, um zu veranschaulichest derf@nige der
Bescheid weil?’, und sagen sie einfach , daf3 es nicht so ohne weiteres und ohne died=vorierun
komplizierten Fragen, oder konkreter Demonstration, oder der Nennung von genauen @dglich
ist ....

9. Stellen sie sich Dumm.

Egal, welche Beweise oder was auch fir logische Argumentation angebodevermeiden sie die

Erbrterung von Fragen, mit Ausnahme von Dementis: denn diese kénnen jede Glaubwijjetighke
Sinn haben, oder einen Beweis liefern, einen Punkt enthalten, eine Logik, oder eussfBig@rung

unterstitzen. Gut mischen fir einen maximalen Effekt.

10. Gegenspieler mit alten Nachrichten anklagen.

Ein Derivat des Strohmann — in der Regel, in jeder groReren Angelegenheit von hoher Tmanspare
wird jemand eine friihere Beschuldigung machen, oder welche bereits l¢iahtdet wurde- was
wichtig sein kann — als eine Art Investition in die Zukunft, sollte die Angelegenbhitso leicht zu
fassen sein.) Wo es vorgesehen werden kann, erhebt sich fir ihre Seite die Behameung e
“Strohmann Problems”, und l&sst sich als ein Teil der anfanglichen Evengjdditég befassen.
Nachfolgende Anklagen, unabhangig von ihrer Gultigkeit, oder ob neue Wege aufgedeekt werd
kénnen in der Regel dann mit der ursprtinglichen Anklage in Verbindung gebracht werden, und
einfach abgewiesen als ein Aufguss ohne Notwendigkeit, die derzeitigenrRechldosen — um so
besser, wenn der Gegner mit der urspriinglichen Quelle beteiligt ist, oder wahr.

11. Richten Sie Ausweichlésungen ein und verlassen Sie sich auf sie.

Verwenden sie eine geringe Nebensache, oder einfache Bestandesil8&chverhalts, nehmen Sie
die “hohe Beichte” und “bekennen Sie” mit aller Aufrichtigkeit, dass ein unsclenlBghler gemacht
wurde, aber im Nachhinein haben Gegner die Gelegenheit ergriffen, um allasbiévesrten und eine



groRRere Kriminalitat zu implizieren, welche aber “wirklich nicht 26 kndere kbnnen das in Ihrem
Interesse verstarken, spater — und sogar 6ffentlich dazu Aufrufen, “endliEhde mit diesem
Unsinn” zu machen, weil Sie doch bereits “das richtige getan haben.’ Riekdig kann das
Zuneigung sichern und respektieren, um sauber ‘zu werden, sich’ zu lhren Faldekernnen, ohne
ernstere Probleme zu richten.

12. Ratsel haben keine Lésung.

Aufbauend auf den gesamten Schirm von Ereignissen, die das Verbrechen und die Mengderan Spi
und Ereignissen umgeben, malen Sie die komplette Angelegenheit als viel zu kotmphzigie zu

|6sen. Das veranlasst diejenigen, welche sonst im Anschluss an den Vorfall, bzw. achder S
beginnen wirden nach Lésungen zu suchen, schneller das Interesse zu verlieren vankleloléen
Probleme angehen zu missen.

13. Die Alice im Wunderland Logik.
Vermeiden Sie die Diskussion von Fragen, indem sie zuriickfiihrende Uberlegungamieerveeler
mit einer scheinbaren deduktiven Logik agieren, die aber ohne wesentliche Bakten i

14. Verlangen Sie komplette Losungen.
Vermeiden Sie Fragen, indem sie die Gegner herausfordern, das Verbrechertteifedeollstandig
zu lésen, ein Trick, der am besten mit Fragen der Qualifikation fur die Regel 10 fuedttioni

15. Montieren Sie die Fakten zu alternativen Schlussfolgerungen.
Passen Sie die Fakten alternativen Schlussfolgerungen an. Dies eKmedves Denken, es sei
denn, die Tat/das Verbrechen ist mit Schlussfolgerungen fir unvorhergesehene Midgicd@ant.

16. Verlangen sie Beweise und Zeugen.
Wenn keine existieren, dann in der Tat, missen Sie dieses Problem nicht anzugehen.

17. Das Thema wechseln.

Meist in Verbindung mit einer der anderen hier aufgefiihrten Tricks. Findemsie\&leg, um in eine
“Nebengleis Diskussion” mit umstrittenen AuRerungen einzulenken, in der Hoffneng, di
Aufmerksamkeit auf ein neues, Uberschaubares Thema zu lenken. Dies funkticoiedes gut mit
Begleitern, die mit Innen tber das neue Thema “streiten” und die ArenagiersBion polarisieren,
um weitere Diskussion um das Schliisselthema zu vermeiden.

18. Den Gegner Emotionalisieren, bloR3stellen.

Wenn alles andere nicht mdglich ist, schelten und/oder verhéhnen Sie Ihre Gegnemkandsie

diese in emotionale Reaktionen, die dazu neigen, daf} sie dumm und tbermafig motivien ausseh
was in der Regel ihr Material etwas weniger koharent wirken l&sst.

Nicht nur, dass Sie die Erorterung der Fragen in erster Linie vermeidesetist wenn ihre
emotionale Reaktion das Problem behebt, kbnnen Sie weitere Probleme vermeidein bisedsihin
konzentrieren, wie ‘empfindlich sie auf Kritik sind.’

19. Ignorieren Sie prasentierte Beweise, fordern Sie unmogliche &ewei

Das ist vielleicht eine Variante des ‘stumme Spieles’ Regel. Unalthdagon, welches Material von
einem Gegner in 6ffentlichen Foren prasentiert wird — behaupten sie das Maiarialevant und
fordern sie einen Beweis, der flr den Gegner unmadglich zu erbringen ist, (es kgahehnaber
steht nicht zur Verfigung, oder es kann etwas sein, wovon bekannt ist, dal} es sicitenzeds,
oder zumindest zurtickgehalten wird — wie etwa eine Mordwaffe). Um irgendwelablerRe zu
besprechen vollig zu vermeiden, kann es erforderlich sein, dass Sie kritisch gedéedibaroder
Bichern sind und kategorisch als gultige Quellen bestreiten, bestreit@nc8jedall Zeugen
annehmbar sind, oder bestreiten sie sogar, dass abgegebene Erklarungen von degRedger
anderen Behorden, irgendeine Bedeutung oder Relevanz haben.

20. Falsche Beweise.



Wann immer es mdglich ist, fuhren sie neue Tatsachen ein und/oder gestalteizga,lum einen
Konflikt mit den Prasentationen des Gegners herzustellen — als nitzliche \Wgerkam sensible
Themen zu neutralisieren, zu behindern oder aufzulésen.

Dies funktioniert am besten, wenn die Straftat eventuell mit einer Absicht kahzipigle, und man
die Tatsachen nicht ohne weiteres von den Ligen trennen kann.

21. Berufen Sie eine Grand Jury, speziell befugte Staatsanwaltschg&delandere
Untersuchungsstelle ein.

Unterlaufen sie es (Prozess) zu ihnrem Vorteil und neutralisieren sié\efibe sensiblen Fragen,
ohne eine offene Diskussion. Sobald einberufen, missen die Beweise und Zeugenaussagen ge
bleiben, wenn es richtig gehandhabt wird.

Zum Beispiel, wenn sie den Staatsanwalt in der Tasche haben, kann er siehefafekine Grand
Jury keine nutzliche Beweise hoért und Nachweise versiegelt und nicht verfligbpéatéire Ermittler
sind. Sobald einmal ein giinstiges Urteil erreicht ist, wird die Angelegesffiziell als geschlossen
angesehen. Normalerweise wird diese Technik angewendet, die Schuldigen fur digszhul
erklaren, aber es kann auch verwendet werden, um ein Opfer mit Anklagen zu umrahmen.

22. Herstellung einer neuen Wabhrheit.

Erstellen Sie lhren eigenen Experten, Gruppe (n), Autor (en), Projekttgiteihrer(in) die bereit
sind, neue Wege Uber wissenschatftliche, investigative, oder soziale Forschudgumies zu
schmieden, das zu einem gunstigen Ergebnis kommt. Auf diese Weise, wenn Sie widkliemBr
bericksichtigen missen, kdnnen Sie dies herrisch(autorisierend) tun.

23. Erstellen Sie umfangreichere Ablenkungen.

Wenn die oben aufgefihrten nicht zu arbeiten scheinen, um aus heiklen Themen abzulenken, oder
verhindern, um unerwiinschte Berichterstattung der Medien Uber Ereignisse herfzweasuchen sie
aufsehenerregendere Nachrichten (oder sie als solche behandeln) zu kreietas Motk (die

Massen) abzulenken.

24 Kritiker verstummen lassen

Wenn die oben genannten Methoden sich nicht durchsetzen, sollten sie erwagen den Gegner aus ¢
Verkehr zu ziehen, eine runde, endgultige Lésung, so dass die Notwendigkeit, die @roblem
anzugehen vollstandig entfernt wird. Das kann durch deren Tod, Verhaftung und/oder Hatft,
Erpressung geschehen, oder die Vernichtung ihres Charakters durch diesAtmgab
Erpressungsinformationen, oder sie zerstoren ihn nur finanziell, emotional, odesdiédigen

schwer seine Gesundheit.

25. Verschwinden.

Wenn Sie ein Schlusselhalter von Geheimnissen, oder sonstwie Giberméafiig unter Beplaahtun
und Sie denken, es wird zu heil3 — “rAumen sie die Kiiche”, um Probleme zu vermeiden ..
Quelle und Originaldokument: “The Gentlemans Guide to Forum Spies”, siehe oben.

1. Englischer Teil, A:
COINTELPRO Techniques for dilution, misdirection and control of a internet forum.

There are several techniques for the control and manipulation of a internet forurtteronhat, or
who is on it. We will go over each technique and demonstrate that only a minimal number of
operatives can be used to eventually and effectively gain a control of a 'unedrfoalim.’

Technique #1 - 'FORUM SLIDING'

If a very sensitive posting of a critical nature has been posted on a foruam-bi¢ quickly removed

from public view by 'forum sliding." In this technique a number of unrelated pestgigetly
prepositioned on the forum and allowed to 'age.' Each of these misdirectional fotumgsposn then

be called upon at will to trigger a 'forum slide.' The second requirement igteatlsfake accounts

exist, which can be called upon, to ensure that this technique is not exposed to the public.rTa trigge



'forum slide' and 'flush’ the critical post out of public view it is simplyadét@n of logging into each
account both real and fake and then ‘replying’ to prepositined postings with a simplerieor 2 li
comment. This brings the unrelated postings to the top of the forum list, and the positag 'slides’
down the front page, and quickly out of public view. Although it is difficult or impossible to cdresor t
posting it is now lost in a sea of unrelated and unuseful postings. By this means itdeffenteve to
keep the readers of the forum reading unrelated and non-issue items.

Technique #2 - 'CONSENSUS CRACKING'

A second highly effective technique (which you can see in operation all the time at
www.abovetopsecret.com) is ‘consensus cracking.' To develop a consensus crad@iineg fol
technique is used. Under the guise of a fake account a posting is made which lookatkegitid is
towards the truth is made - but the critical point is that it has a VERY WEAK R&EMithout
substantive proof to back the posting. Once this is done then under alternative fake aceennts
strong position in your favour is slowly introduced over the life of the postingINMIRERATIVE that
both sides are initially presented, so the uninformed reader cannot determineigéhistitee truth. As
postings and replies are made the stronger 'evidence' or disinformation fawauris slowly 'seeded
in.' Thus the uninformed reader will most like develop the same position as you, andabsikson is
against you their opposition to your posting will be most likely dropped. However in ss@ewhere
the forum members are highly educated and can counter your disinformatioeadifdacts and linked
postings, you can then 'abort' the consensus cracking by initiating a 'foderh sli

Technique #3 - TOPIC DILUTION'

Topic dilution is not only effective in forum sliding it is also very useful in keepindottuen readers
on unrelated and non-productive issues. This is a critical and useful technique to'B&tS©ERCE
BURN.' By implementing continual and non-related postings that distract angtdisolling ) the
forum readers they are more effectively stopped from anything of ahgraguctivity. If the intensity
of gradual dilution is intense enough, the readers will effectively stop ragegaend simply slip into
a 'gossip mode.' In this state they can be more easily misdirectedramafaéts towards uninformed
conjecture and opinion. The less informed they are the more effective and easynéb¢o control
the entire group in the direction that you would desire the group to go in. It mustdsedtthat a
proper assessment of the psychological capabilities and levels of edigétisirdetermined of the
group to determine at what level to 'drive in the wedge.' By being too far afftapguickly it may
trigger censorship by a forum moderator.

Technique #4 - 'INFORMATION COLLECTION'

Information collection is also a very effective method to determine the psgitall level of the
forum members, and to gather intelligence that can be used against them. Imtiigieem a light
and positive environment a 'show you mine so me yours' posting is initiated. From ther ofim
replies and the answers that are provided much statistical information cathdredaAn example is
to post your ‘favourite weapon' and then encourage other members of the forum to shdatcasey
have. In this matter it can be determined by reverse proration what peecehthg forum community
owns a firearm, and or a illegal weapon. This same method can be used by posing éseoioen
members and posting your favourite 'technique of operation.' From the replies vaetbosls that the
group utilizes can be studied and effective methods developed to stop them fromithigsact

Technique #5 - '"ANGER TROLLING'

Statistically, there is always a percentage of the forum posters whaegentlined to violence. In
order to determine who these individuals are, it is a requirement to present daartfegéorum to
deliberately incite a strong psychological reaction. From this the naehvin the group can be
effectively singled out for reverse IP location and possibly local esrfoeat tracking. To accomplish
this only requires posting a link to a video depicting a local police officer mbsalwasing his power
against a very innocent individual. Statistically of the million or so police officeAmerica there is
always one or two being caught abusing there powers and the taping of thg eati\ne then used
for intelligence gathering purposes - without the requirement to 'stage® aldase video. This method
is extremely effective, and the more so the more abusive the video can b® raatte $ometimes it
is useful to 'lead' the forum by replying to your own posting with your own stateoh violent intent,



and that you 'do not care what the authorities think!!" inflammation. By doingnthisreowing no fear
it may be more effective in getting the more silent and self-disciplinedntioitent members of the
forum to slip and post their real intentions. This can be used later in a court of lawgogagution.

Technique #6 - 'GAINING FULL CONTROL'

It is important to also be harvesting and continually maneuvering for a foaderator position. Once
this position is obtained, the forum can then be effectively and quietly controlled bpglele
unfavourable postings - and one can eventually steer the forum into complete fadllaekaof
interest by the general public. This is the 'ultimate victory' as the fisrmm longer participated with
by the general public and no longer useful in maintaining their freedoms. Dependindevekioé
control you can obtain, you can deliberately steer a forum into defeat by cenmusiimys, deleting
memberships, flooding, and or accidentally taking the forum offline. By this méteddrum can be
quickly killed. However it is not always in the interest to kill a forum as it can besctmavinto a
'honey pot' gathering center to collect and misdirect newcomers and from thibgoorhpletely used
for your control for your agenda purposes.

CONCLUSION

Remember these techniques are only effective if the forum participanl@ITKNOW ABOUT
THEM. Once they are aware of these techniques the operation can compiketahdfthe forum can
become uncontrolled. At this point other avenues must be considered such as initelsademal
precidence to simply have the forum shut down and taken offline. This is not desirdlifeea leaves
the enforcement agencies unable to track the percentage of those in the population ygheaista
attempts for control against them. Many other techniques can be utilized and develdped by t
individual and as you develop further techniques of infiltration and control it is inyeetatshare
then with HQ.

1. Englischer Teil, B
Twenty-Five Rules of Disinformation

Note: The first rule and last five (or six, depending on situation) rules areatigmet directly within
the ability of the traditional disinfo artist to apply. These rules are gdgnesad more directly by
those at the leadership, key players, or planning level of the criminal conspi@myspiracy to cover

up.

1. Hear no evil, see no evil, speak no evil. Regardless of what you know, don't discusetiallgsp
you are a public figure, news anchor, etc. If it's not reported, it didn't happemgandyer have to
deal with the issues.

2. Become incredulous and indignant. Avoid discussing key issues and instead focus on side issue
which can be used show the topic as being critical of some otherwise sacgoeapatr theme. This
is also known as the 'How dare you!' gambit.

3. Create rumor mongers. Avoid discussing issues by describing all chargefiessgaf venue or
evidence, as mere rumors and wild accusations. Other derogatory terms mutiladlive of truth
may work as well. This method which works especially well with a silens ppegause the only way
the public can learn of the facts are through such 'arguable rumors'. Hiy@associate the material
with the Internet, use this fact to certify it a ‘'wild rumor' from a 'bunchds &n the Internet' which
can have no basis in fact.

4. Use a straw man. Find or create a seeming element of your opponent's arduiofegbwcan

easily knock down to make yourself look good and the opponent to look bad. Either make up an iss
you may safely imply exists based on your interpretation of the opponent/opponent
arguments/situation, or select the weakest aspect of the weakessclhangéfy their significance



and destroy them in a way which appears to debunk all the charges, real ancethhtikat while
actually avoiding discussion of the real issues.

5. Sidetrack opponents with name calling and ridicule. This is also known as the paitaaky/the
messenger' ploy, though other methods qualify as variants of that approachatéssmoonents with
unpopular titles such as 'kooks', 'right-wing', ‘liberal’, 'left-wingrotests’, ‘conspiracy buffs’,

‘radicals’, 'militia’, 'racists’, 'religious fanatics', s&ixdeviates', and so forth. This makes others shrink
from support out of fear of gaining the same label, and you avoid dealing with issues.

6. Hit and Run. In any public forum, make a brief attack of your opponent or the opponent paslition
then scamper off before an answer can be fielded, or simply ignore argramnbis works extremely

well in Internet and letters-to-the-editor environments where a ste@adyrsbf new identities can be
called upon without having to explain criticism, reasoning -- simply make an #oousiaother

attack, never discussing issues, and never answering any subsequent responseciaidtdagnify

the opponent's viewpoint.

7. Question motives. Twist or amplify any fact which could be taken to imply thapgianent
operates out of a hidden personal agenda or other bias. This avoids discussing issuessaite for
accuser on the defensive.

8. Invoke authority. Claim for yourself or associate yourself with authantl present your argument
with enough ‘jargon’ and 'minutia’ to illustrate you are 'one who knows', apty siay it isn't so
without discussing issues or demonstrating concretely why or citing sources.

9. Play Dumb. No matter what evidence or logical argument is offered, avoid digcigssies except
with denials they have any credibility, make any sense, provide any prooincantaake a point,
have logic, or support a conclusion. Mix well for maximum effect.

10. Associate opponent charges with old news. A derivative of the straw man -- usualylarga-
scale matter of high visibility, someone will make charges earlyltoahwcan be or were already
easily dealt with - a kind of investment for the future should the matter not bsilyoceatained.)
Where it can be foreseen, have your own side raise a straw man issue and ladivithdsarly on as
part of the initial contingency plans. Subsequent charges, regardless of validity gnoneg
uncovered, can usually then be associated with the original charge and dismssgalyalseing a
rehash without need to address current issues -- so much the better where the opporast is or
involved with the original source.

11. Establish and rely upon fall-back positions. Using a minor matter or element aétd)adke the
'high road' and 'confess' with candor that some innocent mistake, in hindsightadas- but that
opponents have seized on the opportunity to blow it all out of proportion and imply greater
criminalities which, ‘just isn't so."' Others can reinforce this on your hddiakr, and even publicly 'call
for an end to the nonsense' because you have already ‘done the right thing.' Dohe thiepEan
garner sympathy and respect for ‘coming clean' and 'owning up' to yoakesistithout addressing
more serious issues.

12. Enigmas have no solution. Drawing upon the overall umbrella of events surroundinméherai
the multitude of players and events, paint the entire affair as too complex to solveatidas those
otherwise following the matter to begin to lose interest more quickly witheindito address the
actual issues.

13. Alice in Wonderland Logic. Avoid discussion of the issues by reasoning backwards anwi
apparent deductive logic which forbears any actual material fact.

14. Demand complete solutions. Avoid the issues by requiring opponents to solve the crimle at ha
completely, a ploy which works best with issues qualifying for rule 10.



15. Fit the facts to alternate conclusions. This requires creative thinking undessie was planned
with contingency conclusions in place.

16. Vanish evidence and witnesses. If it does not exist, it is not fact, and you wor beldeess the
issue.

17. Change the subject. Usually in connection with one of the other ploys listed here, fipdoa w
side-track the discussion with abrasive or controversial comments in hopes of aftamign to a
new, more manageable topic. This works especially well with companions whogtee vaith you
over the new topic and polarize the discussion arena in order to avoid discussing nssadsey

18. Emotionalize, Antagonize, and Goad Opponents. If you can't do anything else, chide and taunt
your opponents and draw them into emotional responses which will tend to make them look foolish
and overly motivated, and generally render their material somewhablessent. Not only will you

avoid discussing the issues in the first instance, but even if their emotional eeagdnssses the

issue, you can further avoid the issues by then focusing on how 'sensitive ttegrargism.'

19. Ignore proof presented, demand impossible proofs. This is perhaps a variant of thenyia

rule. Regardless of what material may be presented by an opponent in public taimshe

material irrelevant and demand proof that is impossible for the opponent to commay @Kkist, but
not be at his disposal, or it may be something which is known to be safely destroydtheldyguch
as a murder weapon.) In order to completely avoid discussing issues, it ne@yioed that you to
categorically deny and be critical of media or books as valid sources,lggnmyithesses are
acceptable, or even deny that statements made by government or otheriesitiaré any meaning or
relevance.

20. False evidence. Whenever possible, introduce new facts or clues designed and neshtdactur
conflict with opponent presentations -- as useful tools to neutralize sensitive ossoede
resolution. This works best when the crime was designed with contingencies forpgbgepand the
facts cannot be easily separated from the fabrications.

21. Call a Grand Jury, Special Prosecutor, or other empowered investigative bodyt thebver
(process) to your benefit and effectively neutralize all sensitive isgtlesut open discussion. Once
convened, the evidence and testimony are required to be secret when properly handistarfee, if
you own the prosecuting attorney, it can insure a Grand Jury hears no usefulesaittizat the
evidence is sealed and unavailable to subsequent investigators. Once a favotatls aehieved,
the matter can be considered officially closed. Usually, this techniquelischfipfind the guilty
innocent, but it can also be used to obtain charges when seeking to frame a victim.

22. Manufacture a new truth. Create your own expert(s), group(s), authodsj(sgar influence
existing ones willing to forge new ground via scientific, investigative, or smsalrch or testimony
which concludes favorably. In this way, if you must actually address isgsuesan do so
authoritatively.

23. Create bigger distractions. If the above does not seem to be working td fimtnegensitive
issues, or to prevent unwanted media coverage of unstoppable events such as tigatsggezanews
stories (or treat them as such) to distract the multitudes.

24. Silence critics. If the above methods do not prevail, consider removing opponentsdrbatian
by some definitive solution so that the need to address issues is removed. ditisatan be by their
death, arrest and detention, blackmail or destruction of their character 3¢ refddackmail
information, or merely by destroying them financially, emotionally, sessy damaging their health.

25. Vanish. If you are a key holder of secrets or otherwise overly illuminatedaritigk the heat is
getting too hot, to avoid the issues, vacate the kitchen.



1. Englischer Teil, C
Eight Traits of the Disinformationalist.

1) Avoidance. They never actually discuss issues head-on or provide constructive imgnatl)yge
avoiding citation of references or credentials. Rather, they merely thip|ythat, and the other.
Virtually everything about their presentation implies their authority apére knowledge in the
matter without any further justification for credibility.

2) Selectivity. They tend to pick and choose opponents carefully, either applyimi¢aimel-run
approach against mere commentators supportive of opponents, or focusing heskieoatkey
opponents who are known to directly address issues. Should a commentator become atrgement
with any success, the focus will shift to include the commentator as well.

3) Coincidental. They tend to surface suddenly and somewhat coincidentally withcamtesversial
topic with no clear prior record of participation in general discussions in theyter public arena
involved. They likewise tend to vanish once the topic is no longer of general concern.érbdikaly
directed or elected to be there for a reason, and vanish with the reason.

4) Teamwork. They tend to operate in self-congratulatory and complement&syqggaeams. Of
course, this can happen naturally in any public forum, but there will likely be amgnaptttern of
frequent exchanges of this sort where professionals are involved. Sometimes orayfeisewill
infiltrate the opponent camp to become a source for straw man or other tactioedésidilute
opponent presentation strength.

5) Anti-conspiratorial. They almost always have disdain for ‘conspiraoyisits’ and, usually, for
those who in any way believe JFK was not killed by LHO. Ask yourself why, yflib&l such disdain
for conspiracy theorists, do they focus on defending a single topic discussed in a N@®fonus
conspiracies? One might think they would either be trying to make fools ofoaecon every topic, or
simply ignore the group they hold in such disdain.Or, one might more rightly conclude vieegrha
ulterior motive for their actions in going out of their way to focus as they do.

6) Artificial Emotions. An odd kind of 'artificial' emotionalism and an unusually thiaok skan ability
to persevere and persist even in the face of overwhelming criticism and uaaceefihis likely
stems from intelligence community training that, no matter how condemningitiemee, deny
everything, and never become emotionally involved or reactive. The net resuttisorfa artist is
that emotions can seem atrtificial.

Most people, if responding in anger, for instance, will express their animositigtiout their rebuttal.
But disinfo types usually have trouble maintaining the 'image' and are hot and colespghtrto
pretended emotions and their usually more calm or unemotional communicationd'stylst & job,
and they often seem unable to 'act their role in character' as well in a naratians medium as they
might be able in a real face-to-face conversation/confrontation. You might hawgghorgge and
indignation one moment, ho-hum the next, and more anger later -- an emotional yo-yo.

With respect to being thick-skinned, no amount of criticism will deter them from doimgaieand
they will generally continue their old disinfo patterns without any adjustnemt#ticisms of how
obvious it is that they play that game -- where a more rational individual wigcctmds what others
think might seek to improve their communications style, substance, and so forth, orgiraplp.

7) Inconsistent. There is also a tendency to make mistakes which betrasuthself/motives. This
may stem from not really knowing their topic, or it may be somewhat 'frepd@to speak, in that
perhaps they really root for the side of truth deep within.



| have noted that often, they will simply cite contradictory information whichrakzes itself and the
author. For instance, one such player claimed to be a Navy pilot, but blamed his poor @atinguni
skills (spelling, grammar, incoherent style) on having only a grade-school iedutat not aware of
too many Navy pilots who don't have a college degree. Another claimed no knowledge icluéapart
topic/situation but later claimed first-hand knowledge of it.

8) Time Constant. Recently discovered, with respect to News Groups, is the rasperfaetor.
There are three ways this can be seen to work, especially when the goweynotber empowered
player is involved in a cover up operation:

a) ANY NG posting by a targeted proponent for truth can result in an IMMEDI&$gonse. The
government and other empowered players can afford to pay people to sit there and veaich for
opportunity to do some damage. SINCE DISINFO IN A NG ONLY WORKS IF THE BER SEES
IT - FAST RESPONSE IS CALLED FOR, or the visitor may be swayed risviauth.

b) When dealing in more direct ways with a disinformationalist, such as emaiRDES.CALLED
FOR - there will usually be a minimum of a 48-72 hour delay. This allows a sit-dawndiscussion
on response strategy for best effect, and even enough time to 'get permisagtniction from a
formal chain of command.

c) In the NG example 1) above, it will often ALSO be seen that bigger guns ane alnd fired after
the same 48-72 hours delay - the team approach in play. This is especially tnubevtaggeted truth
seeker or their comments are considered more important with respect to ptaeatiaal truth. Thus,
a serious truth sayer will be attacked twice for the same sin.

1. Englischer Teil, D
How to Spot a Spy (Cointelpro Agent)

One way to neutralize a potential activist is to get them to be in a group that dbesaaltbng things.
Why?

1) The message doesn't get out.

2) A lot of time is wasted

3) The activist is frustrated and discouraged
4) Nothing good is accomplished.

FBI and Police Informers and Infiltrators will infest any group and theg phoney activist
organizations established.

Their purpose is to prevent any real movement for justice or eco-peace frdopdeye this
country.

Agents come in small, medium or large. They can be of any ethnic background. Theycale lor
female.

The actual size of the group or movement being infiltrated is irrelevasthi¢ ipotential the
movement has for becoming large which brings on the spies and saboteurs.

This booklet lists tactics agents use to slow things down, foul things up, destroy theenbaamh
keep tabs on activists.

It is the agent's job to keep the activist from quitting such a group, thus keeping hindbecontrol.
In some situations, to get control, the agent will tell the activist:

"You're dividing the movement."

[Here, | have added the psychological reasons as to WHY this maneuver worksdbp=myle]

This invites guilty feelings. Many people can be controlled by guilt. The agayitsdeéationships
with activists behind a well-developed mask of "dedication to the cause." Bedahse often
declared dedication, (and actions designed to prove this), when they criticizé\ise, &e or she -



being truly dedicated to the movement - becomes convinced that somehow, any es3#tHsIBr
fault. This is because a truly dedicated person tends to believe that everyomessence and that
nobody would dissimulate and lie like that "on purpose." It's amazing how far agargs in
manipulating an activist because the activist will constantly make exdéasthe agent who regularly
declares their dedication to the cause. Even if they do, occasionally, suspechththagevill pull
the wool over their own eyes by rationalizing: "they did that unconsciously... tthey rially mean
it... I can help them by being forgiving and accepting " and so on and so forth.

The agent will tell the activist:

"You're a leader!"

This is designed to enhance the activist's self-esteem. His or herigccagbniration of his/her own
activist/altruistic intentions increase as he or she identifies wittcansciously admires the altruistic
declarations of the agent which are deliberately set up to mirror those ofit.ac

This is "malignant pseudoidentification.” It is the process by which tha agasciously imitates or
simulates a certain behavior to foster the activist's identificatibnlwm/her, thus increasing the
activist's vulnerability to exploitation. The agent will simulate the mobtis self-concepts of the
activist.

Activists and those who have altruistic self-concepts are most vulnerable goanali
pseudoidentification especially during work with the agent when the interactiolés matter
relating to their competency, autonomy, or knowledge.

The goal of the agent is to increase the activist's general empathg fgent through pseudo-
identification with the activist's self-concepts.

The most common example of this is the agent who will compliment the activist fanhgetency or
knowledge or value to the movement. On a more subtle level, the agent will simdets arfid
mannerisms of the activist which promotes identification via mirroring atiddeeof "twinship". It is
not unheard of for activists, enamored by the perceived helpfulness and competegoedtgent, to
find themselves considering ethical violations and perhaps, even illegal behavhersamtice of their
agent/handler.

The activist's "felt quality of perfection” [self-concept] is enhahnemd a strong empathic bond is
developed with the agent through his/her imitation and simulation of the victim's owrsisaicis
investments. [self-concepts] That is, if the activist knows, deep insideptireidedication to the
cause, they will project that onto the agent who is "mirroring” them.

The activist will be deluded into thinking that the agent shares this feeling dfigdditn and
bonding. In an activist/social movement setting, the adversarial roles tiatamaturally play vis a
vis the establishment/government, fosters ongoing processes of intrapspldting so that "twinship
alliances" between activist and agent may render whole sectors or testiitg unavailable to the
activist. They literally "lose touch with reality."

Activists who deny their own narcissistic investments [do not have a good idea aitheself-
concepts and that they ARE concepts] and consciously perceive themselvest€bcas it were) to
be "helpers" endowed with a special amount of altruism are exceedinglyahltnty the affective
(emotional) simulation of the accomplished agent.

Empathy is fostered in the activist through the expression of quite visiblésaifée presentation of
tearfulness, sadness, longing, fear, remorse, and guilt, may induce in the hetged@ugivist a
strong sense of compassion, while unconsciously enhancing the activisssis@cdnvestment in self
as the embodiment of goodness.

The agent's expresssion of such simulated affects may be quite comjpeifiagobserver and difficult
to distinguish from deep emotion.

It can usually be identified by two events, however:

First, the activist who has analyzed his/her own narcissistic roots andres@és/her own potential
for being "emotionally hooked," will be able to remain cool and unaffected by suatioeal
outpourings by the agent.

As a result of this unaffected, cool, attitude, the Second event will occur: The agestampensate
much too quickly following such an affective expression leaving the activistintimpression that



“"the play has ended, the curtain has fallen," and the imposture, for the momentshas fifhe agent
will then move quickly to another activist/victim.

The fact is, the movement doesn't need leaders, it needs MOVERS. "Followdd™® iea waste of
time.

A good agent will want to meet as often as possible. He or she will talk a lotyalittiesaOne can
expect an onslaught of long, unresolved discussions.

Some agentsake on a pushy, arrogant, or defensive manner:

1) To disrupt the agenda

2) To side-track the discussion

3) To interrupt repeatedly

4) To feign ignorance

5) To make an unfounded accusation against a person.

Calling someone a racist, for example. This tactic is used to discredganpe the eyes of all other
group members.

Saboteurs

Some saboteurs pretend to be activists. She or he will ....

1) Write encyclopedic flyers (in the present day, websites)

2) Print flyers in English only.

3) Have demonstrations in places where no one cares.

4) Solicit funding from rich people instead of grass roots support

5) Display banners with too many words that are confusing.

6) Confuse issues.

7) Make the wrong demands.

Cool Compromise the goal.

9) Have endless discussions that waste everyone's time. The agent may agt¢benpadless
discussions with drinking, pot smoking or other amusement to slow down the activist's work.

Provocateurs

1) Want to establish "leaders" to set them up for a fall in order to stop the movement.

2) Suggest doing foolish, illegal things to get the activists in trouble.

3) Encourage militancy.

4) Want to taunt the authorities.

5) Attempt to make the activist compromise their values.

6) Attempt to instigate violence. Activisim ought to always be non-violent.

7) Attempt to provoke revolt among people who are ill-prepared to deal with the reachen of t
authorities to such violence.

Informants

1) Want everyone to sign up and sing in and sign everything.

2) Ask a lot of questions (gathering data).

3) Want to know what events the activist is planning to attend.

4) Attempt to make the activist defend him or herself to identify his or herdyaigdls, and level of
committment.

Recruiting

Legitimate activists do not subject people to hours of persuasive dialog. Thansabeliefs, and
goals speak for themselves.

Groups that DO recruit are missionaries, military, and fake politicakpait movements set up by
agents.

Surveillance
ALWAYS assume that you are under surveillance.
At this point, if you are NOT under surveillance, you are not a very good #ctivis



Scare Tactics

They use them.

Such tactics include slander, defamation, threats, getting close to amsafbe minimally committed
fellow activists to persuade them (via psychological tactics described)dbduen against the
movement and give false testimony against their former compatriotswilhelant illegal substances
on the activist and set up an arrest; they will plant false information and sefpastes," they will
send incriminating letters [emails] in the name of the activist; and nigwill do whatever society
will allow.

This booklet in no way covers all the ways agents use to sabotage the livesrefamndedicated
activists.

If an agent is "exposed,” he or she will be transferred or replaced.

COINTELPRO is still in operation today under a different code name. It is norlplegeed on paper
where it can be discovered through the freedom of information act.

The FBI counterintelligence program's stated purpose: To expose, disrupt, ehisliieredit, and
otherwise neutralize individuals who the FBI categorize as opposed to the Natteredtls. "National
Security" means the FBI's security from the people ever finding out the vibiogs it does in
violation of people's civil liberties.

1. Englischer Teil, E
Seventeen Techniques for Truth Suppression.

Strong, credible allegations of high-level criminal activity can bring down argment. When the
government lacks an effective, fact-based defense, other techniques mustdyeenifie success of
these techniques depends heavily upon a cooperative, compliant press and a mere tokem opposit

party.
1. Dummy up. If it's not reported, if it's not news, it didn't happen.
2. Wax indignant. This is also known as the "How dare you?" gambit.

3. Characterize the charges as "rumors" or, better yet, "wild rumors'sljte of the news blackout,
the public is still able to learn about the suspicious facts, it can only be throughsru¢tidhey tend
to believe the "rumors” it must be because they are simply "paranoid” ¢ceribgs")

4. Knock down straw men. Deal only with the weakest aspects of the weakest chargesttexen be
create your own straw men. Make up wild rumors (or plant false stories) and giveetiteplay when
you appear to debunk all the charges, real and fanciful alike.

5. Call the skeptics names like "conspiracy theorist,” "nutcase,” "ratkengK," "crackpot,” and, of
course, "rumor monger." Be sure, too, to use heavily loaded verbs and adjectivebavheteazing
their charges and defending the "more reasonable” government and its defenders. Ybermust
carefully avoid fair and open debate with any of the people you have thus makignetsurance, set
up your own "skeptics" to shoot down.

6. Impugn motives. Attempt to marginalize the critics by suggesting syrtraglthey are not really
interested in the truth but are simply pursuing a partisan political agendaomt avsenake money
(compared to over-compensated adherents to the government line who, presumably, are not
7. Invoke authority. Here the controlled press and the sham opposition can be very useful.

8. Dismiss the charges as "old news."



9. Come half-clean. This is also known as "confession and avoidance" or "taking the hiamtput
route.” This way, you create the impression of candor and honesty while you admit i@ifyfively
harmless, less-than-criminal "mistakes." This stratagem often redo@embrace of a fall-back
position quite different from the one originally taken. With effective damageatptite fall-back
position need only be peddled by stooge skeptics to carefully limited markets.

10. Characterize the crimes as impossibly complex and the truth as ultimately ableow

11. Reason backward, using the deductive method with a vengeance. With thoroughly rigorous
deduction, troublesome evidence is irrelevant. E.g. We have a completely fredfpreisience exists
that the Vince Foster "suicide" note was forged, they would have reporté@yth@ven't reported it

so there is no such evidence. Another variation on this theme involves the likelihood of a cgnspira
leaker and a press who would report the leak.

12. Require the skeptics to solve the crime completely. E.g. If Foster was ndykdleoedid it and
why?

13. Change the subject. This technique includes creating and/or publicizing distractions.

14. Lightly report incriminating facts, and then make nothing of them. This is sneseteferred to as
"bump and run" reporting.

15. Baldly and brazenly lie. A favorite way of doing this is to attribute the "faatsished the public
to a plausible-sounding, but anonymous, source.

16. Expanding further on numbers 4 and 5, have your own stooges "expose” scandals and champi
popular causes. Their job is to pre-empt real opponents and to play 99-yard footballtignvista
pay rich people for the job who will pretend to spend their own money.

17. Flood the Internet with agents. This is the answer to the question, "What could possi@jena
person to spend hour upon hour on Internet news groups defending the government and/or the pre
and harassing genuine critics?" Don t the authorities have defenders enough inealidpapers,
magazines, radio, and television? One would think refusing to print criticatlattd screening out
serious callers or dumping them from radio talk shows would be control enough, but, obviosisly, it i
not.

SchluRwort.

Anstelle eines Schluf3wortes ein Lied von Reinhard Mey: Heimatlos.
http://www.youtube.com/watch?feature=player_embedded&v=4cAEAtkuTFO
Heimatlos Reinhard Mey --- mosidosi 17 Videos --- 36.918 Klicks am 19.2.2013
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