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HOLOCAUST NOW

OUR DRUG POLICY EFFECTIVELY PROMOTES THE USE OF THE MOST DEADLY AND ADDICTIVE
DRUGS, ALCOHOL AND TOBACCO, WHILE USING VIOLENCE TO DETER PEOPLE FROM USING FAR
SAFER AND LESS ADDICTIVE DRUGS, LIKE MARIJUANA AND ECSTASY. MILLIONS OF PEOPLE ARE

DEAD AS A RESULT OF THIS POLICY. THIS MAKES ME ANGRY.

2007-01-27

M.A.D. R.I.P. Part 2
(this is a continuation of M.A.D. R.l.P.)

| really want to be wrong about this. I'm looking for holes in the
argument, but | don't see any. It seems a safe bet that Israel was in
possession of 200 nukes before 1985. | think it is also a safe bet
that Israel would seek to acquire the means of retaliating against a
nuclear strike before 1985 too.

Those two contentions alone make it reasonable to believe that
Israel has forward deployed nuclear devices throughout the world.

(if Israel would like to dispute this reasoning, all they need do is
open up Dimona to the IAEA and produce records that convincingly
demonstrate that they've produced X number of bombs, and then
show us all that each and every one of these bombs are still
located in Israel.)

So, the reason | am writing a sequel to M.A.D. R.I.P. is because |
failed to consider an obvious consequence of Israel’s nuclear policy.

Nation A attacks nation B. Nation B retaliates. The way I've been
brought up to think about this is in terms of America vs. the
U.S.S.R. That is, the Soviet Union launches all of its missiles, and
so, America retaliates by launching all of ours. This is why we have
submarines deployed in unknown places and bomber squadrons
ready to go at a moment's notice, so that if they attacked
massively we could respond massively.

But what happens if nation A attacks nation B, but only just a
little? I'm not necessarily talking about the scenario in the movie
Fail-Safe, it could be an intentional attack as well. What matters
here is that we're only talking about the attack of a single city. The
response of course to such an attack is to retaliate, against a single
city.

So if hypothetically nation A launches a single nuke against nation
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B, nation B could respond with a single nuke. Each side loses a
city, and life goes on for everybody else. But this can only work if
each side is composed of many such cities, if each side is left with
enough of a population to carry on.

Israel isn't in this position. You can't launch a single nuke against
Israel and expect it to retaliate using a single nuke in return. That
single nuke you send against it pretty much wipes out their entire
state. So their thinking is that they're going to wipe out your entire
state in response. This is not their fault, again, this is their
deterrent; it is what passes for sanity in the context of nuclear war.

However, Israel is no longer using its nuclear arsenal solely as a
deterrent. It appears to be actively engaged in blackmailing the
entire world into doing its bidding. You do what Israel says, or you
risk losing a city.

Here's the thing... how does a country like America retaliate
against such an event? If Moscow were to launch a nuke against
New York, our response is clear cut: we launch (at least) one nuke
against Moscow. This shows Russia they can't get away with this
nonsense, and hopefully the show ends there. But with Israel,
given the manner in which they have almost certainly have

deployed their nuclear arsenal, we do not have this option. If Israel

were to take out New York, our retaliating against Tel Aviv or
Jerusalem is akin to retaliating against the entire state of Israel...
the codes are lost, and so we face losing each of the cities within
which Israel has positioned a nuclear weapon.

How many nukes does Israel have forward deployed in America?
They had 200 of them in total by 1985, but it's been more than
twenty years now. They've had time to build many, many more of
these devices, and they enjoy greater access to no other nation.
Their nuclear policy practically demands that they do this: their
deterrent obviously grows stronger as the number of bombs they
can set off goes higher, and there is no other nation that can give
Israel so much by way of blackmail.

It doesn't seem unreasonable to conclude therefore that Israel may
have up to a hundred nukes or more sitting on American soil,
perpetually counting down to an oblivion that can only be
forestalled by application of codes that only exist in Israel.

So the bottom line here is that Israel can deliberately set off a
nuke in any American city it chooses and be reasonably sure it
won't see any retaliation by us, simply because the consequences
would be too severe. The loss of a single American city of course is




catastrophic in the extreme, but simple math tells us it isn't
anywhere nearly as catastrophic as the loss of a hundred such
cities. As the American President you're in an impossible situation.
You have to think of lives you've sworn to protect.

And so you submit to the will of Israel.

It is a nightmare scenario that makes M.A.D. by comparison look
like a Norman Rockwell painting.

And it is the very definition of asymmetric warfare, the very kind
of nuclear terrorism we supposedly went to war in Iraq (and now
soon Iran) to confront and defeat. It now turns out that in reality,
we are waging these wars not to eliminate the prospect of nuclear
blackmail, but because we were already victim to it.

It explains why Israel gets everything it wants. Our money, our
weapons, positions of power within our government and our media,
and whatever land it happens to covet. Yesterday it was the Tigris,
today the Strait of Hormuz; power corrupts, absolute power
corrupts absolutely; and so | ask, what will those with absolute
power demand tomorrow?

My political persuasion right now can best be described as
libertarian leaning towards anarchist. That is, minimal government
is best, but I'm beginning to think that if the goal is to do whatever
it takes to keep the body count to the absolute minimum, perhaps
no government is best. Governments are by far responsible for the
bulk of the killing in this world. Democracy too has failed; the
greatest atrocity of our time, the war on drugs, was effectively
sanctioned all these years by Ms. Voter, and | don't see that
changing any time soon. | can confess to being a zealot when it
comes to drug policy, but not about politics. We're in such an
impossible situation. We all want to believe we're right, but we
can't know that we are. We can only hope that we are.

| so want to be right. So, | can't say | know for certain whether it's
minimal government, or no government, or a fully democratic
government, that is the answer. But | think | do know this: that

whatever it is we do, the underlying goal must be to prevent the

aggregation of power wherever and whenever possible. This is
after all the underlying principle of American government. And for
maybe a hundred years the system of checks and balances
designed to prevent the aggregation of power worked, well
enough. But at some point, it stopped working.

| spend a lot of time thinking about how we can fix government. My




thinking tends to run along the lines of replacing lawyers in
government with computer scientists. | can't exactly explain it, but
the design principles that go into writing sophisticated server
software smell exactly like the sort of treatment we should be
giving to the creation of a enduring system of government. We
actively work at making such a system deny the aggregation of
power in the same way we might work at ensuring server software
never allocates too many resources. We work to anticipate what
can go wrong before it does, and once that's achieved, we work at
making it so that the system itself anticipates what can go wrong
before it does.

Today, political science is just a term that describes one of many
avenues of propaganda. | would like to see us work towards the
day when political science means what it should mean: the science
of politics.

| admit, this is mostly my fantasizing, because after replacing the
supreme Court with Supreme Juries or multiplying the size of the
House of Representatives by a thousand or making it mandatory
that all departing Presidents surrender to the Hague to stand trial,
at the end of the day one institution is left standing that | dare not
consider touching: the United State Military. It isn't that | don't
want to somehow divide or parcel out the power its commanders
hold over all of us, it's just that all of the obvious ways of doing
this fail that most very important of all tests: what to do with our
strategic arsenal?

We have umpteen-thousand nukes out there, in holes in the

ground, in airplanes, on submarines and God knows where else.
The only good news with respect to our nuclear arsenal is that it is
commanded by only one person (for the moment please do try to
forget who that is right now.)

Which is to say, there is only one button. And that's a good thing.
The fewer buttons there are, the less likely one gets pushed, yes?

Well... now I'm not so sure. As | posted before, | am not opposed to
Iran acquiring the bomb, even though it means the world has yet
another button that can send it to its doom. | am willing to
tolerate that extra button because | see the imbalance of power
caused by not having that button as being a bigger threat to world
peace.

And now after considering what the reality is with respect to
Israel — which | now regard as easily the most dangerous adversary
this country has ever faced — I'm beginning to think that maybe




dividing up our military, including all of our strategic assets, might
actually be the safer option today.

| do not like the idea that Israel can nuke an American city and we
have no recourse. The reason we have no recourse is because the
person who controls our arsenal dare not respond in such a way
that sees yet another city he is responsible for be nuked in
retaliation.

Now consider if we divided up our assets amongst multiple
authorities. | do not know exactly along what lines these divisions
should occur, all | know is that what we want to see is a
restoration of M.A.D. That if you attack one of our cities, you can
expect a response. That we're not going to be handicapped by the
fact that we have more targets than you do.

The most precise response to Israeli nuclear terrorism as | can see
it is to fashion a nuclear device with as devastating a yield as we
can create, and which we somehow deploy within Israel. This
device, like the Israeli devices located in America, would
perpetually count down to oblivion. Periodically, we reset the
timer, so that the countdown starts anew, using encryption codes.
But the codes aren't located in Washington. The codes are
distributed across the nation. Every conceivable blast zone in fact
has its own series of codes, with the effect that if any one of these
codes went missing, the timer could not be reset.

So if we lose Tallahassee, baby, you better believe Tel Aviv is going
bye bye too.

This response would restore M.A.D. Either side is still capable of
destroying the other. The only difference is that one side (Israel)
can no longer employ asymmetric strategies against the other
(U.S), i.e., there is no profit in setting off only one bomb. The
hope is that this more effective deterrence dissuades the Israeli
government from using terrorism as its nuclear policy.

And maybe, in the process, America can get its country back.

Perhaps Israel's new nuclear policy is a blessing in disguise. | can
only imagine that convincing the Pentagon that it is time to
consider embracing a more biomorphic structure is (laugh) a
challenging endeavor. But | do believe they respond to arguments
that enhance national security, and that, given the changing
nature of the battlefield, and how quickly allies can become

enemies, such adaptations have to at least be gamed out.




The U.S. government appears to have been subverted by a foreign
power and extraordinary measures may be required if ever this
country is to be seen as sovereign again.

And in the bargain we may gain a military that is easier to trust?

Nah. We're doomed.

Paul Andrew said...

How many nukes does Israel have forward deployed in America?

Yes, we have been raising the "blackmail” card for several years
now, and we went into high gear when an informant notified me
that a nuclear weapon had been smuggled into the carrier USS
Midway -- now a popular aircraft museum moored in San Diego
Harbor, adjacent to Navy Pier in downtown San Diego.

More historical details are here:

http://www.supremelaw.org/authors/thomas/pluto.txt
http://www.supremelaw.org/authors/farr/farr.htm

Also, use Google to search for:

"Israeli spy ring” [finds 62,900 docs as of 1/28/2007]

e.g. MOving SyStems incorporAteD
and the DEA Report are quite informative too:

http://www.supremelaw.org/cc/gwbush/dea/deareport.htm
http://www.supremelaw.org/cc/gwbush/dea/deareport.2.htm

Sincerely yours,

/s/ Paul Andrew Mitchell, B.A., M.S.

Private Attorney General, Criminal Investigator and

Federal Witness: 18 U.S.C. 1510, 1512-13, 1964(a)
http://www.supremelaw.org/decs/agency/private.attorney.genera
[.htm

http://www.supremelaw.org/index.htm
http://www.supremelaw.org/support.policy.htm




http://www.supremelaw.org/guidelines.htm (Client Guidelines)

All Rights Reserved without Prejudice

Our condensed list of IRS outreach resources:
http://www.supremelaw.org/end.times.irs.forward.htm
http://www.supremelaw.org/letters/irs.perjury.jurats.htm
http://www.supremelaw.org/psta.analysis.htm
http://www.supremelaw.org/lien.or.levy.htm
http://www.supremelaw.org/notice.of .deficiency.htm
http://www.supremelaw.org/end.times.irs.cclists.htm
http://www.supremelaw.org/support.guidelines.htm
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Anonymous said...

Think about it, Israel is a nation FOUNDED on terrorism, how many
times does that need to be seen before anyone realises what the
country is doing?

But what about the Dimona micro-nukes? the suitcase nukes that
the existance of was leaked on purpose? Now imagine this
scenario, Israel, a nation that has never stood back from pointing a
gun at anyones head says to heads of state in US, Britain,
elsewhere... "Do what we say or we send Mossadi in and blow the
hell out of your capital..."

This was how the Israeli state was founded, why stop there? Sharon
was involved with the 1947 terrorists, as was Olmert, Lieberman
and many more that are in the current government, it is a
governance of terrorism and people like Bush and Blair are
terrified of the consegenuces of saying "no".

1/28/2007 05:26:00 PM

Anonymous said...

Unfortunately | think your opinion rings true about Israel forward
deploying nukes in the West - it provides a simple explanation for
their enormous political influence, despite their miniature
territory. btw: are the nukes forward deployed in synagogues? I've
always wondered why they receive so much 24/7 police protection.

1/28/2007 05:30:00 PM

Paul Andrew said...

More reasons to investigate diligently to discover blackmail nukes
forward deployed in America:




(1) were WTC emergency workers exposed to radioactive isotopes
in the air they were breathing, and what is their prognosis now?

(2) why were the WTC's basements so "hot" for so long after 9/11?

(3) who was the mystery man who sat next to me at an Internet
cafe, stressing that a nuclear weapon was NOT used at WTC?

(4) was Flight 93 shot down because it was nuclear-armed?

(5) was the film "The Peacemaker” starring Clooney & Kidman an
early warning from Hollywood?

http://www.imdb.com/title/tt0119874/

Frankly, | think about these things every day, after volunteering to
assist the U.S. Coast Guard in San Diego!

Sincerely yours,

/s/ Paul Andrew Mitchell, B.A., M.S.

Private Attorney General, Criminal Investigator and

Federal Witness: 18 U.S.C. 1510, 1512-13, 1964(a)
http://www.supremelaw.org/decs/agency/private.attorney.genera
l.htm

http://www.supremelaw.org/index.htm
http://www.supremelaw.org/support.policy.htm
http://www.supremelaw.org/guidelines.htm (Client Guidelines)

All Rights Reserved without Prejudice
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Paul Andrew said...

Here's a comment about "The Peacemaker” from Vienna:

"okay, so the only reason i watched this movie was George
Clooney. But after i watched it i was really disappointed. Why do
brilliant actors like Clooney and Nicole Kidman take place in a
movie like this? It's so cliche, the Russian of course are the bad

guys and the Americans are the great heroes. the story is more

than poor, at the end you feel real sorry for the dead terrorist.”

Just substitute Mossad for Russians, and you have yet
another "false flag" operation, Hollywood-style.




Sincerely yours,

/s/ Paul Andrew Mitchell, B.A., M.S.

Private Attorney General, Criminal Investigator and

Federal Witness: 18 U.S.C. 1510, 1512-13, 1964(a)
http://www.supremelaw.org/decs/agency/private.attorney.genera
l.htm

http://www.supremelaw.org/index.htm
http://www.supremelaw.org/support.policy.htm
http://www.supremelaw.org/guidelines.htm (Client Guidelines)

All Rights Reserved without Prejudice
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Anonymous said...

A bleak perspective indeed!

| see no proof that this scenario is real, but what | see is a US
which is bending over backwards to do Israel’s bidding. That is an
indication as good as any.

| also see a consistent pattern of Israeli atrocities, which reflect
the most abominable racist attitude to the rest of the human race,
which is openly referred to as "cattle".

During the cold war there was still human intelligence and spirit
involved. Not any longer. Moshe Dayan's suggestion that Israel
should act like a "made dog, which no one dares to bother” has
become mainstream Israeli foreign policy.

That country is not afraid of taking on the rest of the world, as it
does in the UN ("The patients have taken over the asylum”
according to the Israeli ambassador expressed at a General
Assembly meeting not too long ago) and it openly threatens the
survival of humanity should its own existence become endangered.

When | was young | wondered why the final battle would have

anything to do with Jerusalem, a city of little consequence in the

modern world. Now, unfortunately, it looks much more likely.

Could this situation have been avoided? | doubt it. When you deal
with other human beings you have certain expectations that they
think and act in a human manner, that we share a minimum of
interests in our common human survival. That has proven a
disastrous misjudgment. The mad dogs appear not to shy away
from anything, their own destruction included. That may explain
the widespread use of depleted uranium, which will kill everybody,




Israelis included.

Is this really God's chosen people?
| doubt it.

The bible suggests that God's chosen people will become victims
themselves. Deuteronomy 28:43-45 reads: "The alien who lives
among you will rise above you higher and higher, but you will sink
lower and lower. He will lend to you, but you will not lend to him.
He will be the head, but you will be the tail. All these curses will
come upon you. They will pursue you and overtake you until you
are destroyed, because you did not obey the Lord your God and
observe the commands and decrees he gave you ."

They are obviously the Kazar Jews, who have nothing to do with

the tribes of Israel, and who by far outnumber them. They are not
Semites themselves, but they are the most eager to label any critic
anti Semite. They have just decided to bar true Torah Jews
entrance to Israel.

Jesus have given his warning in John 16:1-3 "All this | have told you
so that you will not go astray. They will put you out of the
synagogue; in fact, a time is coming when anyone who kills you will
think he is offering a service to God. They will do such things
because they have not known the Father or me".

We have been warned. Let us head the warning.

1/28/2007 06:57:00 PM

Post a Comment

Create a Link

Home Older Post

Subscribe to: Post Comments (Atom)




