
25 MAR Or, Dear l]ayne: Many thanks for youi letter of I4AR 19li & the informative enclosuresl
I'Don Andrevs" just sent ne the Bonokoski column from 2 UAR 05 uhich appeared in The Toronto

Sun re The Zud's jewish ancestry. Accordin6 to jewish law! if his molher ls jevr'ish, he is
a16o. Perhaps his strange & tuisted life is the iesult of his confused origins & motives.

I am not confused about my ori8ins, nor about my motives. Thatrs v,hy Irve 1ed such a quiet'
uneventful tife, eh? I would assume that he will be murdered in Gernan ZOG custody, as i,,as

llelnlut Rauca, for The Zud is just inconvenient, iew or not.

In regard to Dynasophy, l donrt knov lJho would be able to rhyme j,t with rrnasty'r. ?here nust

be sone strange dialects out your wayl You might considerrrDynatheosophyir, if you uant to
avoial an "isnfr, but thatrs quite a mouth ful1 & it doesn't exactfy trip off the toEgue. It
minht be a good lray of screening out syphilitic &,/or drunken members, since they woufd have

difficulty p.onouncing it in the first place. Hal llle need, as you say, a spiritual component

in our racial-survival philosophy, but it should be founded on reason, rather than irrational
theism, such a6 the rrldiot-fdentity" bunch vho equate "Israeliles" with *uhltes,' & uho there-

by wish to adopt the OLd Testamentrs Yahweh as their deity'
sone writers have criticised'nfhite Nationatism by equating it erroneously with a1I brands of

alle8edly pro-fihite racisn. ],llthout a sense of purposer one ca[not be a ljhite Nationelist'
for the purpose of White Nationaligm is ORIoN! As I repfied to Covington in a letter I in-
cluded in my previous nailing of 25 Marc\ those uho do not slgn off rith OnIoN: (ouR RACE IS

OUR NATION:) are not lrlhite Nationalists, for they do not comprehend what fJhite Nationalisn is.
f welcome your addition of Cur Great Cosmic Destiny into the concept of llhite Nationalism' for
a nation must be more than a state of being. It must also be a state of mind' Covington to the

contrary. Uhite Unity is a prerequisite for NJhite Nationafism. This means unity of purpo$e' 1l

is difficult to achieve unity of purpose uhen there is no unity of religion, as is obvious'

iie neeil, above all' a reliSion fit for Aryans, which I dee,n Dynatheisn to be' or Cosmotheism,

if its proprietors pernit, uhich I doubt' knowing the blightr ing as I do.

r,hy do people insist on attempting lo preserve the status quo or even to turn back the clock?

I kno^r so e ol the people you nention, & they have properly & hostages. These rtrapsr, encum-

brances. chattel & immovahles preclude them fr'om viable concepts. They booked their cabins on

The Titanic & they vish to stay inside. Their wives & families 8enera1ly v.ant them to do so'

for they think that these items are supportive of their livesi rather than being a forn of

entrapment, much as the White Rhodesians deened their possessions' vhich 8ot nany of them

ki11ed. T could have rov/nedr land in Rhodesiai but I did not' because I could see \,Ihat uas

about to happent just as I do not own land in North Anerica' even if I coufd afford it! I
view North Anerica as a field for naneuvers, a no manrs land where 'securityr is of the mind

& tenporary at best. 1 do not recall that things vere ever different, hich makes life both

zesLy & za\y, in other words, entertaiding, rather tha4 boring. r'ts lve knou, life is fatal,but
is it I non-habit- forming' , as niy jovial Landmine & Boobytrap instructor used to say in re8ard

to explosives? Many people believe in reincarnation, so !,e shal1 see. lrhon do we sue if lhat
lurns out to be false? ferhaps the ioke is on us & naybe ue can learn to alpreciate it'
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The idea of iorming a church is viorthrrhlfe' si(ce a church can lead to the forming of a com-

munity of fe11o!r6hip & purpose. Do not expectr however' to receive ZoC approval & tax deduc-

tions: Unlike AI-1, churches, Dyn.rtheisri lrould appeal to quality, rather than quantity, so I
do not envisage a inultitude ol members, anyv/here or any time. It is wise to remember that
all r'etigions also started with a tiny nucleus, as do political novements. The principle is
to prevent quantity fron adulterating quality. This has been achieved by establishing hie.-
archies &,/or inner circles, as we see in churches' military organizations' polilical parties,
&c. Tire question is, horv do we motivate worthy whites to iotn a flovenent ai.ned at their own

racial survival & betterment? The l,av, of the Contrary becomes evident: l/hen I sought to es-

tablish a White Power Movement, e attracted lots of non-ldhitest who believed that they would

be deemed White if they became nenbers or supporters. I told Dietz, who sav the sale of mem-

bership cards as a source of iicon0e,that l vould ralk out if he ',rere to i66ue such carals. l'1y

objections remain: (t) Mernbership carals require membership 1ists, so beloved by the ZoG. (2)

prospective menbers mu6t be properly vetted in regard to their backgrounds & racial purity.
(l) I,leflbership cards can be counte]'feited. lra thereiore issued rrPM supporters' tr'orms, for it
is legitinate for anJone to support a group irith money, subscriptions, purchase of pubU.ca-

tions, &c., just as one can support anothorrs family dj,thout thereby becoming a family member.

Isolated as we were in the nestizo semi-ghost town of Reedy, lrest yirginia, ihere were no po-

tential members, & very few potential or actual supportersr so it u,as for ne sinilar to be-

ing narooned on a desert isl"andr or in Yakimar the Bufavayo of Central llashington.

In Toronto, the Samisdat effort promised lols of workr but no status, so 1,{e 8ot lots of ldhite

support. It can be argued that we had nuch uider contact with 0tany more people than ue had in
Reedy, but it can also be argued that our appeal was 1abelled differently. It is illegal to

use ril}Jhiterr in the nane of a political organization in Soviet eanuckistan alias rrchina-duhl 
'

& it is evident that yihites wi1f not join groups uhich procl-aim themselves overtfy pro-White.

Again, the Law of the Contrary is at uork. It is necessary to note that these activilies vere

pre-Internet, so now' ve have a whole new field & great opportutities to reach the rrorthy few

with a lro-lrhile message' than ever in history.
By the !,ay, if you are in contact with David Uock' please suggest to him that he change the

name of his I'ARSr', which is a most unfortunarte choice of initials, 1would su8Sest I'Aryan

Xenaissance l,iovement'r for starters. rrNovementrr has great potential' without being specific'
like 'rparty", I'society", "group", &c. A novement can be an organization &/or an ideology,rith
few or nany nembers, & nunerous means of rhanifesting itself, such as cultural activities,
political demonstrations, nailing & call-in campaigns, lobbyinS of elected officials, parti-
cipation in etections &, yes, religious activities. You can probably think of more \,rays in
which a movement can be relevant, r,rithout bein8 confined to a narrou appeal, such ;rs I envis-
age for The Anti-Zionist Al1iance. As I wrote in fty letter to Gary, political manifestos & re-
ligious theses are Like menus, but does the reading of a Denu make the reader hungry for vhat
he reads Lherein? This is rdhere motivation comes in, & in hou ve purvey the essage. As you
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have indicated, leadership is a scarce commodity. Ihe leader, or isingerrmust have personal
appealt includlng dynanism & chalisfla to attract people to hj.s song. A good song or program

i,,ith a bad singer will flop in terrns ot popular appeal, I have heard recordeal speeches by

Charles Lindbergh, Jr. in which he addressed inportant topics, but his manner of delivery
was so monotonous that his speeches vould be better advertised as rsure curesr for insomnia.
IIis contenporaiy, ruIl, practically radiated insincerity, vith his.rffected preacherr s sing-
song & accent, which {as siflilar to that of Woodrow \,Iilson & Dougfas MacArthur. I uould not

buy a used car fron such rnen, based on their manner of delivery aloner although I vrould buy

a used car from Lindbergh! if I could dtay auake long enough: A son€iwriter or pronoter of a

ooveoent nay not be a good singer or leaderr himselft but we can spread the message anyhow,

for the day on \,,hich a singer does apoear. Since ue are involved in a Cosmic Siruggle, I feel
certain that such a leader will appea., ait circumslances perriift. That is why the enenies of
Cur Race appear so desperate to destroy us by every means available, & as fa6t as pos6ib1e.

Their success requires our coflaborallon & compl-iancet just as ve have been 4oing so farrbut
I hope that NilI change. The Vrhite fiorn may fin.rl1y turn in a better direction, & it nay weU

occur in our lifetimes. Stay tunedl

fhe Australian \rhites seen bemused by their anti-German propaBanda & their Christian recidi-
vism, with rrhich they apparently seek to dethrone the present Christian god of ?olerance unto

Death. Their problem is for them to decide if they are Whites, first & forenost, or some un-

viable 6ubdivi6ion thereof, like the Hhite AfrikErers.
ile Thoughtc.ime in soviet Canuckistan: it is lndeed a conundrua that oners foreign thoughts

can cause donestic persecution under CANZoGIAN jewrisprudence. In pre-Internet days, I coufd

publish thoughts in the U.S.A. vhich weie illegal in soviet Canuckistan. As long as I did not

bring those published thoughts with me into CANZoOlard, & as long as I did not disseninate
thed, I would renain a lega1 visi.tor or resialent. But' letrs say that a jew uere to buyrrThe

llitler tJe l,oved & Why", which l wrote in the U.S'A.i & that he were to bring it into Canada.

Then, suppose the je.\, vere to coDplain to his Zionist congeners that I had written this book,

assuming it is illegal there, & that I uas vislting Toronto. It is conceivable that f vrould

be deported & banned from Canada, although I had not brouglt the book into the count?y. ?hi6
principle rvould apply to CommaBder Guy Carr, a Canadian {hose books are banned in Canada.They

were legal uhen he urote then, but not today. Uere he stil1 alive, could he be convicted of
thoughtcrime .et.oactively? ZOG l{nous: As far as I know from jevrs connected $rith the ZOG in
Canada, it is 'kosherr for one to say \,rhat he pfeases to his neighbor, over the backyard

fence, but he cannot voice his lhoughts at a (meeting'r! so how nany peopfe would constitute
a meeting? Possibly more than one speaker plus one listener, possibly J people, would consli-
tute such an illegal oeeting. Of course, if the neighbor snitches on the speaker, thoughtcrime
charBes could be filed against the speaker. tlerers an updated examplet f have no computer,, but
people put ny thoughts on the lnternet. 1do not log on, because I know my orrn thoughts, & I
have rhard-copiesr should l forget. Again, suppose r visited "china-duhl, alias canadai brins-
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irg no computer & no hard copies of my thoughts' but some jev were lo 1oB onto a r,vebsite

\rhich a1Ieged1y recorded my thoughts, vhich nay nol be mine at all. The uebsite is foreign'

but th€ je1, complained about them ln Canada, because HE brought then into Canada, as he did

'rThe Hitler Ue Loved & Whyr'. liould I ba jewdicialfv sanctioned for his deeds? l,etrs put the

shoe on the other side of the zoAline or border. Say that ve 6ti11 had Prohibition & that I
l,as a U.S. citizen who imbibed alcoholic beverages in a leAal tavern in Canada. Then f re-

turned sober to lhe U.S.A' lrith no alcoholic contraband in my possession' f!1 other words' I

have obeyed the 1al, in canada, .rs 1,Ie11 as in lhe u.s.A. lihy uould this obedience to the 1a!,,

in both countries subject me to prosecution for "ilfegal drinkingrt in the U.s.A.' where I
h;Ld done no such thing? I remain the same person' but my behavior confor&s to the laws of

lhe land, wher€ I happen to be. Uhat ls 1egal in one iand is iUegal in the other'' & it is

ullra vires for Canada to extendl its 1au enforcement into the U.S'A., just as it would be

for the U.S,l. to arrest people in lhe U.S.A. who had fegalfy imbibed alcohol in Canada' It
has been arSueal that thoughts differ irom material itens & that thou8hts recorded electron-

icaUy differ fron thoughts recorded on paper. Yes, thoughts do differ from things' lor if
1 give you a thing, then you have it & I don't, but if I give vou a thought, then ue both

have it. Africa is the exception! hol,everr because the'dhite6 atlegedly stole the ar:tifacts

of 'rAfrican genius"t as well as the Senius uhich had invented them. But, since we are l{hites'

I can assune that ny purchase of your wheelbarrol, does not deprive you of the idea of a {hee1_

barrorr, so you uoulal stil1 know lrhat to buy or hou to make one for yourself' Boyi I'd hate to

'steaf' your civilization' the !,,ay \re supposedly stole Black civilization in Africa!

tsut thoug,hts & thoughtcrimes differ from things & illegal items onlv in regard to the means by

whichtheyaretransportedl{hichthelebySeekstododSetheissueofcontent.Letusimagine
two forms of iue8al substance. cne is cocaine; the other Holohoax Denial. The forrner is a

thing; the other is thought. flere I to possess the iorner illegal substancer I "{ould 
also have

to obtain il i1legally' but not 60 in regard to Holohoax Denial. Cocaine is il]egal in Canada

& the U.s.A., but Holohoax Denial is sti11 1egal in the U.S.A., as are other things which are

i1legal in Canada. I !,rouId suppose that the advertiseftent of cocaide on paper & on ihe Inter-
net would be aleemed ilfe8al in both countries' but not so for Holohoax Denial. let us suppose

that soheone l^tere to drop an unsolicited parcel of cocaine on your doorstep, for {hich yourd

be considereal innocent (I hope!). Then fet us suppose that someone dropped an unsolicited

lloLohoax Denial flier on your doorstep. In thls case' Iid also hope that the ZoG would not

charge you for "po$session of hate (Eic) literaturelt. In both cases, your receipt of the itens

would not be a natter of volition, BI,T if you actively purchased cocaine &,/or subscribed to a
purveyor of (gaspr) Ilolohoax Denial literature, you coutd be held liable, if you got caught.

I would argue that one who purchases an i11ega] book from a counlry in uhich that book is 1egal

breaks Canucki-tau, if he is caught, but not its author nor publisher j.n the U.S.A', \,,here pos-

session is sti11 legal. The safie uoufd apply to electronic nessages enranating from the U'S.4.

Those who listen &/or log onto such messages lrhere they are il1egal are the perpetrators, & not

the autnors & website proprietors !,rhere the messages are fegal.
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The precedent for holdina the recipients re6ponsj-b1e for iuegally impolting forbidden items'

includingthoughts,Soesbacktothedaysof{irefessradiotransmission!:5'DuringTheSpanish
Civif Uar af ]]916 Lo ]919, ii was ille8al & de'rdlv for people lo listen to radio broadcasts

emanatinS from the other side. But to alo so required one lo tune in on the forbidden broad-

cast hinself, just as it requires the active participation of a kosher 'victim' of llolohoax

Denial to 1og on to such a website. In other words, the consuner is the rperpetrator' not

theauthor'norhisplintorelectronicpublisher!whosepro.luctsarelegafintheircountry
oforigin.sincereceiptoflnternettransnissionsiSbannedbylaUinAbsurdistanali.rs
China-duhiftheyaredeemedpoliticallyincorrect'thatis,unkosher,\'ecaniraginethefate
ofahanradioopelatorvhoinailvertantlyinterceptsamessagef.ono6amabinl.aden.l{ouldhe
be 'guilty' (1) for tuning in & (2) for fistening? Do eitber of these acts constitute agree-

nent uith csana? 1rould the han radio operator be held 1iab1e accordinS to the 1e8a1 precedents

set down for those \,,ho view certain types of pornoF,raphy on the Internet? In this reSaid! the

people ,rho 1og on to the forbidden thoughts & lmages are held responsible' but not so in the

case of people uho continue to 1og onto Holohoax Denial websites so they can conplain about

the authors & purveyors. )llhy is there an apparent difference betwoen those who 'monitorr tlolo-

hoax Denial & those uho 'monitor' porn-sites?

Thelate,greatRobertlrensh,Lalskirmishes!'IithvariousPolitically_Xosherlnternetservice
providersorwhatever'beforehefoundabrrnch{hichwerebothcheap&whobetievedinfree-
alom of expression. IIe spoke in gfouing terns of them' I asked if they vere Anericans l|tho USID

to believe in the First Amendment, provide'l it suited then' INo,r'Robert said' rtTheyrre

Chinese. & they aalvise their subscribers & loggers-on that if they rno likeer FAEMi s content'

then they are free not to rlookeer."You no fikee, you no lookee,' is their credo'rr l saidl

I'too bad Americans no l-onger think that !,ay.'r A dangerous trend in iourr media of information

iStheprosressiveinfantilizationofthecontentlin{hichsubjectmatter.Ieemed'unsuitableI
,or two year olds i5 deemeal roff-lirnitsr to adults as ue1l. Bverythlng 1/re supposedly fought

toprotectintUoworldvar6iSbeingsacrifice.ltoourzCGinpeacetime'\.,ithoutafi8ht.
Such a deal!

]tthusappearsthatourexerciseoffree.lom&Cler,ocracyinthese''free&.Iemocraticll6ocie-
ties boils ilown to lhe smuggler's credoi IDon't 8et caught'rlThe gulag begins in the fitind ' I

think 0ANzoo uas therefore unreasonably intexpretlng the 1aw in regard to The zudrs u,s. net-

slte, so that is now a dangerous precedent for a1f denizens & d!,Ieflers in Soviet Canuckistan.

alespile uhich, my argu.neflts still have merit. Canadians have simitar rright$' as U'S' prison

inmates in regaral to politically_kosher ceqsorship, hlhich areibugger a1}'ras the Brits say'

Hhen people a$k ne what I think of Canada, I reply, rrAh' Canada, the land of ZoG, where pot

is lega1 & thought is not, a place vhere one can toke, but not talk' {;o iust light up & ban-

ish af1 thoughts, OR CANZOG uiI1 banish vou lo ihe gulagl'r

Freedom of inquiry & expression hang by a thread in the U'S.4., for The Genocide Convettion

h3s legalfy aboLished the lirst Amenalment & 'rThe Patriot Act can aieen anJone a I'terrorist'r.

I 11 th" oest & C)IoN: V, " ;!--,,.h)


