
This issue of the New Citi-
zen appears on the eve of 

the UN Climate Change Con-
ference opening 30 November 
in Paris, known as COP211, and  
the associated hysteria on that 
subject in Australia. COP21 is in-
tended to achieve what the 2009 
Copenhagen climate conference 
could not: a global treaty requir-
ing nations to make drastic cuts 
in electricity generation and in-
dustrial production, which pro-
duce so-called greenhouse gas-
es, but are also what keep people 
clothed, housed, and fed. Prince 
Charles of the British Royal fam-
ily will be a first-day speaker at 
COP21.

From 2007 to 2009, the CEC 
led the fight in Australia to ex-
pose “global warming” as a 
genocidal hoax and defeat Kev-
in Rudd’s and Malcolm Turn-
bull’s push for a carbon trading 
scheme, a defeat that contribut-
ed to the failure at Copenhagen. 
At the outset, polls showed 68 
per cent of Australians feared 
man-made climate change. For-
mer U.S. Vice President Al Gore 

1. COP21—21st Conference of Parties.

spearheaded a global scare cam-
paign on the subject with his 
2007 Oscar-winning film An In-
convenient Truth, while here in 
Australia climate change/over-
population hysteric Tim Flan-
nery was named as 2007 Austra-
lian of the Year. Politicians who 
today are identified as “sceptics” 
were then lying low or even en-
dorsing the hoax, while in its fi-
nal months the Howard govern-
ment—which included Tony 
Abbott—had announced its 
own plans for a carbon trading 
scheme. Then Kevin Rudd swept 
into power in November 2007, 
declaring climate change to be 
the “greatest moral, economic 
and social challenge of our time”. 

The CEC distributed millions 
of copies of the New Citizen with 
the headlines “Global Warming 
Is a Fraud” and “Carbon Trad-
ing Is Hitler-style Genocide”. 
Our articles proved that “climate 
change” was an anti-scientific 
hoax, used as a bludgeon to im-
pose global policies of mass pop-
ulation reduction. In other words, 
this was just plain fascism, co-
loured green. In the wake of the 
CEC’s mobilisation, ABC on 12 

July 2007 aired the British Chan-
nel 4 documentary “The Great 
Global Warming Swindle”. CEC 
activists dominated the panel dis-
cussion that followed. As our 
mobilisation gained ground, the 
public’s view shifted, until late-
2009 polls showed a drop in the 
number of Australians worried 
about climate change, to just 48 
per cent. Climate-change radi-
cals such as Clive Hamilton and 
John Quiggin savaged the CEC 
for driving that shift.

Desperate to enact an Austra-
lian carbon trading scheme be-
fore Copenhagen, Kevin Rudd 
did a deal with “Mr Goldman 
Sachs”, Malcolm Turnbull, then 
leader of the opposition. Turn-
bull’s old investment bank had 
become the dominant player in 
carbon trading worldwide, and 
was the money behind Al Gore. 
As environment minister, Turn-
bull had crammed down Austra-
lia’s throat the most egregious 
piece of green fascist legislation 
in the country to date, the Water 
Act 2007. It was premised upon 
Australia’s having signed the in-
ternational Ramsar Convention 
on Wetlands, written by Prince 
Philip’s WWF as a tool to elimi-
nate national sovereignty—a bar-
rier to such deadly schemes as 
the Water Act specified for the 
Murray-Darling Basin. 

Rudd’s deal with Turnbull cost 
both men their jobs. Under pub-
lic pressure, the Liberal Party re-
volted, triggering the leadership 
row in which Tony Abbott top-
pled Turnbull. Some MPs pub-
licly blamed the CEC for the un-
precedented pounding they had 
received from the population—

over one million phone calls, let-
ters and emails—against carbon 
trading. Turnbull himself was 
so stung by the CEC mobilisa-
tion, that in a July 2011 speech 
to the Virginia Chadwick Me-
morial Foundation he denounced 
American economist Lyndon La-
Rouche and the CEC, by name, 
for having discredited the carbon 
tax. Turnbull also, at that time, 
openly endorsed the Queen’s 
flunky Hans Joachim Schelln-
huber, CBE (page 3). 

Rudd went to Copenhagen 
empty-handed. His frantic efforts 
to salvage a treaty were stymied 
by China and India, which re-
fused to bow to demands for CO2 
reductions that would condemn 
their populations to poverty and 
mass death. Six months later, 
Rudd’s ALP moved to dump the 
carbon trading policy, and then 
he too was gone. Once again, 
press accounts cited the “glob-
al warming” issue as the reason. 

This time it is Turnbull who 
will traipse to the UN Climate 
Change summit. As in 2009 but 
with even more fury, the Brit-
ish Crown and its minions are 
pulling out all the stops to force 

through a binding treaty on CO2 
emissions. Turnbull has already 
endorsed the 2030 goal of a di-
sastrous 26 per cent reduction 
of CO2 from 2005 levels. As 
in 2009, Queen Elizabeth will 
personally address a Common-
wealth Heads of Government 
(CHOGM) conference just be-
fore the world climate summit. 
Turnbull will lunch with the 
Queen at the CHOGM meeting, 
which takes place 27-29 Novem-
ber in Malta and features Prince 
Charles at a Special Executive 
Session on Climate Action. In 
the previous case, the Queen 
keynoted the November 2009 
CHOGM conference in Trini-
dad and Tobago with a demand 
that the entire Commonwealth 
endorse climate change at Co-
penhagen. 

Do your part to defeat this 
green fascism! Study the feature 
on pages 2 and 3 of this news-
paper. Order copies and spread 
them everywhere. We either de-
feat this Crown-led plot, or we 
will soon see draconian conse-
quences, dwarfing even the de-
struction of the Murray Dar-
ling Basin. 

Pressed by financial disaster and BRICS initiatives,

British Crown Seeks War, Dictatorship
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1 November 2015—The inten-
sifying global financial crisis is 
driving the Anglo-American elite 
to move for a showdown with 
China and Russia, and a glob-
al dictatorship under the fraudu-
lent pretext of “climate change”.

Rarely has a powerful group 
of oligarchs been so at odds with 
the reality of their own bankrupt-
cy and the availability of an alter-
native to their dominance, as the 
leaders of the United States, the 
UK and Australia are today. They 
can cope with neither the break-
down of the trans-Atlantic finan-
cial system of the City of London 
and Wall Street, nor the striking 
progress of the BRICS alliance 
(Brazil, Russia, India, China and 
South Africa), which has taken 
the first steps towards replacing 
the present, bankrupt global sys-
tem. The Anglo-American fan-
ning of the danger of World War 
III has been countered by Rus-
sian actions around Syria, but the 
threat of a thermonuclear global 
showdown remains high.

The Next Crack
International finance is worse 

off now than even in 2007-08. 
Global debt (without even count-
ing speculative derivatives obli-
gations) has expanded since then 
by more than 40 per cent, from 
$142 trillion to $199 trillion, or 
286 per cent of world GDP! The 
rise was fuelled by six years of 
central bank electronic money 
issues, the so-called “quantita-
tive easing”, exclusively to prop 
up the London-Wall Street me-
ga-banks. Economic produc-

tivity, meanwhile, has crashed 
worldwide, with the exception 
of China and a handful of oth-
er countries, because of austeri-
ty policies that slash living stan-
dards and choke off investment 
in productive industries and in-
frastructure.  

The spark for a final implo-
sion may come from any of 
the interconnected specula-
tive bubbles in resources, real 
estate, and derivatives instru-
ments, the latter estimated at 
more than US$2 quadrillion 
($2,000,000,000,000,000). Re-
source-trading giant Glencore 
and derivatives mega-specula-
tor Deutsche Bank have recently 
been pegged as the possible “next 
Lehman Brothers”—triggers for 
a global meltdown. With com-
modities prices already plung-
ing, Glencore’s debt is estimat-
ed at more than $100 billion, plus 
a nominal $2 trillion derivatives 
exposure. Deutsche Bank in Oc-
tober declared a $7 billion single-
quarter loss, stoking fears over its 
$75 trillion derivatives exposure. 

As documented in previous is-
sues of this newspaper, the An-
glo-American Empire, the “in-
formal financial empire” centred 
in the City of London and its ju-
nior partner Wall Street, is in its 
death throes. The British Crown, 
in which the real power of this 
system is institutionalised above 
any democratic control, will 
strive to preserve Anglo-Amer-
ican economic, military and po-
litical global dominance, at any 
cost. Foremost is their continued 
drive against Russia and China. 

At the same time, the initia-
tives of BRICS and its allies are a 
rallying point for war-avoidance 
and economic recovery, for any 
nation that chooses to cooperate 
with them. The months since the 
July 2015 BRICS summit in Ufa, 
Russia have seen intensified talks 
on the coordination of China’s 
Silk Road Economic Belt pro-
gram with the Russian-led Eur-
asian Economic Union, as well 
as such dramatic project news 
as Egypt’s opening of the Sec-
ond Suez Canal, in August. Most 
recently, Chinese President Xi 
Jinping brought his “win-win” 
economic cooperation policy to 
London in a 20-23 Oct. visit, in-
cluding talks on boosting trade, 
jet engine deals, and steps to-
wards China’s building the first 
nuclear power station in the UK 
in three decades. 

War-avoidance vs. 
Confrontation

In the military-strategic realm, 
Russia—concerned about up-
heavals in Europe, still its ma-
jor trade partner despite the past 
year’s anti-Russian sanctions, 
and about threats from Islam-
ic jihadist radicals to Russia it-
self—has shocked the West with 
its military and diplomatic moves 
to defuse the Syrian civil war and 
migration crisis (page 4).

The Anglo-American war 
party around President Barack 
Obama is under the gun at home, 
too. Mid-October whistleblow-
er leaks to The Intercept web-
site, revealing details of the U.S. 
military assassination program 

and Obama’s personal role in 
it, are now being called “The 
Drone Papers”, an allusion to 
the 1971 Pentagon Papers scan-
dal that helped end the Vietnam 
War and bring down President 
Richard Nixon.

The party of war has noth-
ing to offer, except bad eco-
nomic policies such as agitation 
for the free-trade Trans-Pacific 
Partnership (TPP) and Trans-
atlantic Trade and Investment 
Partnership (TTIP), which en-
shrine corporate power above 
national governments in an 
economic power-bloc ruled by 
the bankrupt London City and 
Wall Street; and even worse 
strategic ones. Military prov-

ocations continue ceaselessly: 
20 Oct. saw the first live test of 
the new U.S.-NATO European 
Ballistic Missile Defence sys-
tem, with an anti-missile mis-
sile fired from the guided-mis-
sile destroyer USS Ross, based 
in Spain. The Euro BMD is a 
threat to Russia’s strategic nu-
clear deterrent, as President 
Putin emphasised to a Valdai 
Discussion Club meeting in 
Sochi 22 Oct. Right Sector, a 
U.S.-backed Nazi formation 
in Ukraine, continues provoca-
tions around Crimea and neigh-
bouring Moldova. In the Pacific, 
U.S. warships on 27 Oct. infu-
riated China by sailing through 
Chinese-claimed waters around 

islands in the South China Sea, 
barely a month after Xi’s state 
visit to Washington.

Between now and the end 
of 2015, foremost among the 
Crown’s power-plays will be the 
British Royal family’s push to re-
alise its long-term goal of slash-
ing the world’s population, under 
a global green fascist dictatorship 
whereby nations are forced to 
halt their economic development 
by submitting to global carbon-
emissions rules. Such measures 
will have no impact on tempera-
tures, but will end national sover-
eignty and eviscerate the world’s 
poor. This issue of the New Cit-
izen exposes them (Editorial, 
this page; feature, pages 2-3).

Haven’t We Had Enough of Green Fascism?EDITORIAL

Craig Isherwood
CEC National Secretary

On 20 Oct. the USS Ross, a Spain-based guided-missile destroyer of the same class as the USS 
Hopper, shown here, fired the first live test of the U.S.-NATO European Ballistic Missile Defence 
system. President Vladimir Putin rightly identifies the Euro BMD as a threat to its strategic deterrent 
force and thus part of preparations for a first-strike nuclear missile attack against Russia.

Photo: U.S. Navy
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Defend Mankind from the 
Satanic Climate-Change Swindle

 by Helga Zepp-LaRouche 
Founder of the Schiller Institute, chairman of the German Civil Rights Movement “Solidarity” (BüSo)

This article was first published 
as the introduction to the Septem-
ber 2015 EIR Special Report, 
‘Global Warming’ Scare is Pop-
ulation Reduction, Not Science.

Exactly 70 years after the 
end of the Nazi dictator-

ship, preparations are under 
way—largely unnoticed or 
misinterpreted by unsuspect-
ing contemporaries—for the 
establishment of a fascist world 
government which would ex-
ceed Hitler’s most audacious 
dreams. In place of the dis-
credited doctrine of eugenics, 
which provided the pretence 
then for the elimination of so-
called “inferior races”, today 
it is the swindle of alleged an-
thropogenic climate change 
which supplies the argumenta-
tion to establish a global eco-
dictatorship whose results, and 
whose declared intention is to 
eliminate six billion human be-
ings—if it is not stopped.

On 30 November–11 Decem-
ber of this year, the COP21/
CMP11 Climate Summit will 

take place in Paris, also called 
“Paris 2015.” There a binding 
international convention is sup-
posed to be concluded, obligat-
ing every nation in the world to 
agree to so-called climate goals 
in order to hold global warm-
ing to less than two degrees 
Celsius. This largest diplomat-
ic conference ever to have tak-
en place in Paris, a mammoth 
spectacle with about 40,000 
participants, is supposed to 
represent the crowning conclu-
sion to an unprecedented series 
of dozens of international con-
ferences all during this year on 
the subject of anthropogenic 
climate change, aiming to get 
the agreement of political lead-
ers, industry representatives, 
union leaders, religious repre-
sentatives, and social groups of 
all kinds to this oncoming so-
cial contract.

Although this theory, spread 
with an unprecedented expendi-
ture of propaganda, has by now 
been swallowed by many cred-
ulous people, it is in no way 
“established science”, but rath-

er very “old wine in new wine-
skins”; namely, the attempt to 
establish a world government 
through which to eliminate na-
tional sovereignty and there-
by the possibility of individu-
als to participate in government 
through a representative system. 
In its place is intended to be a 
kind of modern feudal oligarchy, 
in which the club of billionaires 
and millionaires live in gross lux-
ury while the mass of the popu-
lation is to be left in backward-
ness with sharply reduced living 
standards, lower life expectan-
cies, and reduced cognitive ca-
pabilities.

The means to this end is the 
scare campaign around man-
made climate change, which is 
supposed to induce people vol-
untarily to do without virtually 
all the achievements of materi-
al and social progress through 
industrialisation. The goal of 
such an eco-dictatorship is the 
“great transformation of the 
world economy” to the exclu-
sive use of so-called renewable 
energy sources, and thus the de-

carbonisation of the economy, in 
which both nuclear energy and 
fossil fuels disappear as rapidly 
as possible.

The proof offered for anthro-
pogenic climate change consists 
of pre-fixed computer models, in 
which the desired result is deter-
mined in advance, and segments 
of historical climate data are se-
lected in such a manner that they 
appear to demonstrate the effect 
of so-called greenhouse gases 
caused by mankind’s industrial 
production and agriculture. But 
numerous scientists have demon-
strated that this game of select-
ing climate data is entirely wilful 
and staged for this purpose, and 
that computer-based scenarios 
are being consciously given out 
as “scientific” prognoses. There 
are many studies which show this 
fakery, and make clear that the 
connection between CO2 emis-
sions and climate change is un-
proven, and thus that the entire 
argument is based on a spectac-
ular swindle.

Driving Energy  
Density Down

If one looks at the Earth’s cli-
mate over the period of millions 
of years, the changes from warm-
ing periods, ice ages, interglacial 
periods, little ice ages, rewarm-
ing periods after these ice ages, 
etc. result from cosmic radiation 
in connection with our Sun’s cy-
cles of activity, for which the 
number of sunspots forms a mea-
sure of the Sun’s energy produc-
tion; changes in the characteris-
tics of the Earth’s orbit; and the 
changing position of the Solar 
System in our galaxy, to name 
only some of the changing pa-
rameters.

What is very well proven, by 
contrast to anthropogenic cli-
mate change, is the connection 
between the energy-flux densi-
ty applied in the production pro-
cess and the number of human 
beings which can be supported 
by that production process level. 
By the intended decarbonisation 
of the world economy combined 
with simultaneous demonisa-
tion of nuclear energy, thus re-
ducing society to renewable en-
ergy sources, the potential pop-
ulation which can be maintained 
at these lower energy-flux den-
sities is also reduced, and goes 
roughly to that of the pre-indus-
trial era—a maximum of one bil-
lion people.

And just such population re-
duction is the expressed intention 
of, for example, Prince Philip, 
whose unspeakable statement of 
his wish to be reborn as a deadly 
virus in order best to support this 
intention, is notorious. This is 
also the cynical meaning of Hans 
Joachim Schellnhuber, head of 
the Potsdam Institute for Cli-
mate Research (PIK) and lately 
climate advisor to Pope Francis, 
who—in the course of the for-
tunately failed Copenhagen Cli-
mate Conference of 2009—cel-
ebrated as a “triumph of science” 
and proof of climate change, that 
planetary equilibrium required 
a human population of less than 
one billion.

Behind this lurks the old oli-
garchical view that the ruling 
elite is allowed periodically to 
reduce the population of slaves, 
helots, or the lower classes which 
have become too numerous, the 
way a herd of cattle can be culled 
as necessary. The idea of man-

kind connected with this perverse 
view was exactly described, for 
example, by Joseph de Maistre 
in his “Letter to a Russian No-
bleman on the Spanish Inquisi-
tion.” It is the arrogant proposi-
tion that only one’s own upper 
class is possessed of essential-
ly God-given privileges, while 
the mass of people can be terro-
rised into anxiety and fear, and 
thus kept under control. The en-
tire history of imperial and colo-
nial periods is a single history of 
this bestial practice, in which an 
upper class is viewed as a mas-
ter race, whose alleged superi-
ority must be defended in every 
possible way.

A more recent variant of this 
oligarchical tradition appeared 
in the form of eugenics, the the-
ory so named by British anthro-
pologist Francis Galton in 1883, 
according to which it is desir-
able to strive for the intended 
purity of this master race by the 
same kinds of criteria used in the 
breeding of horses or dogs. At 
the start of the 20th-century eu-
genics societies were organised 
in various European nations and 
in the United States, which fos-
tered the greatest admiration for 
the race theory of Adolf Hitler 
and the National Socialists, and 
an entire array of whose prom-
inent members and adherents, 
such as Prescott Bush or Averell 
Harriman, gave active financial 
support to the seizure of pow-
er by Hitler.

Eugenics Renamed ‘Ecology’
After the “successful” appli-

cation of eugenics in the holo-
caust operations of Tiergarten 
41 and the concentration camps, 
this bestial method, naturally, 
was denounced. Julian Huxley, 
an open sympathiser of eugen-
ics, wrote in 1946 in the offi-
cial UN Document “UNESCO, 
Its Purpose and Its Philosophy”: 
“Thus even though it is quite true 
that any radical eugenic policy 
will be for many years politically 
and psychologically impossible, 
it will be important for UNES-
CO to see that the eugenic prob-
lem is examined with the great-
est care, and that the public mind 
is informed of the issues at stake, 
so that much that now is unthink-
able may at least become think-
able.” Huxley launched a cam-
paign to replace the discredit-
ed term eugenics with the terms 
“environmental protection”, and/
or “ecology”.

Huxley, president of the Brit-
ish Eugenics Society from 1959-
62, worked from 1961 onward, 
together with Prince Philip, on 
the development of the World 
Wildlife Fund (WWF), an organ-
isation responsible for prevent-
ing innumerable infrastructure 
and development projects around 
the world, and for a very large 
share of the misery suffered in 
countries of the so-called Third 
World. Prince Philip succeeded, 
through such fanatical propagan-
dists, in getting the idea of pop-
ulation reduction raised to inter-
national political priority; and 
he pursued, above all, the goal 
of making “environmental pro-
tection” acceptable to the great 
monotheistic religions, in whose 
optimistic view of mankind he 
saw the greatest barrier to his per-
fidious policies. The Biblical rep-

1. The Nazi medical killing program 
for the severely ill and disabled.

resentation of man as the crown 
of Creation, as Christianity ex-
plicitly defined this, had to be re-
placed by any means, by the con-
ception of human beings as mere 
caretakers of Nature, not occupy-
ing a pre-eminent position but, 
on the contrary, representing a 
cancer threatening Nature.

As one of many propagators 
of this brown-green idea, Hans 
Joachim Schellnhuber distin-
guished himself, becoming titled 
as none other than a CBE, Com-
mander of the Order of the Brit-
ish Empire, and founder and di-
rector of the Potsdam Institute for 
Climate Research. Moreover he 
is, among other things, current-
ly co-chairman of the German 
government’s Advisory Coun-
cil on Global Change (WBGU, 
Wissenschaftlicher Beirat der 
Bundesregierung Globale Um-
weltveränderungen), and most 
recently a member of the Pon-
tifical Academy of Sciences. 
Obscure despite his many titles, 
Schellnhuber suddenly gained a 
lamentable fame in the course of 
the failed Copenhagen Climate 
Summit in 2009, with his thesis 
that the carrying capacity of the 
Earth only allowed a human pop-
ulation of less than one billion.

The Queen Deploys 
Schellnhuber

Already in 2004 he had been 
designated by Queen Elizabeth 
II, together with Sir David King, 
climate advisor to the British 
Government and Monarchy, 
to be sent on a mission to the 
United States to convince 
President George W. Bush of 
anthropogenic climate change. 
This operation must have far 
exceeded the bounds which Bush 
considered acceptable, because 
he later complained to Tony Blair 
about it.

Also in 2004, Queen Elizabeth 
travelled to Berlin to open 
the German-British Climate 
Conference, and there granted 
Schellnhuber the CBE as thanks 
for his services. The European 
Climate  Foundat ion,  an 
institution sponsored by hedge 
funds, whose Board of Advisors 
Chairman was Schellnhuber, 
thereupon increased its financing 
of climate activists in Germany 
from 2007 onwards, while he 
simultaneously advised the EU 
Commission on the development 
of guidelines for CO2 emissions. 
As an energy advisor to German 
Chancellor Angela Merkel, he 
was presumably responsible for 
the German exit from nuclear 
power after the earthquake-
tsunami catastrophe of 11 March 
2011 in Fukushima.

Interestingly, scarcely one 
month after the earthquake, on 
7 April, Schellnhuber’s WBGU 
published a study with the 
title: “World in Transition—A 
Social Contract for a Great 
Transformation”. This was 
the blunt proposal for global 
eco-fascism, a Green world 
dictatorship in the tradition of 
Thomas Hobbes, H.G. Wells, and 
Carl Schmitt, which projected 
the complete “decarbonisation” 
of the world’s energy industry. 
This means the final elimination 
of nuclear fission, which is 
advised against; nuclear fusion, 
which is claimed to be eventually 
attainable but too complicated; 
and the complete abandonment 
of fossil fuels such as coal, oil, 
and natural gas by the year 2050.

1. Sunspot Cycles. Variation in sunspot numbers indicates changing solar activity, which 
correlates with observed climate change. The Little Ice Age began in the 17th century 
during the Maunder Minimum. Worldwide temperatures were again cooler during the Dalton 
Minimum, when the River Thames last froze solid (in 1814). A more active sun in the 20th 
century made Earth’s temperature rise.
2. Orbital Cycles. Three long-term cyclical variations in Earth’s distance from and orientation 
towards the Sun, affecting the level of solar energy reaching the planet, are named Milankovitch 
cycles after the Serbian scientist who discovered them. They are the shape of Earth’s orbit 
(eccentricity); the tilt (obliquity) of Earth’s axis relative to the plane of the solar system; and 
axial precession (perceived as a change in the portion of the night sky seen from the same 
place on Earth), as the Earth’s axis not only changes its tilt, but wobbles like a spinning top, 
as if an extension of the axis were rotating around a circle envisioned above the pole. These 
orbital cycles combine to effect climate shifts. Around 12,000 years ago Earth emerged from 
a 100,000-year-long freezing, glacial period into a warmer interglacial one. At the Last Glacial 
Maximum, some 20,000 years ago, sea levels were around 125 metres lower than today. 
3. Galactic Cycles. Our solar system moves through the spiral arms of the Milky Way galaxy 
(l.) in a 145-million-year cycle, and bobs up and down across the galactic plane (r.) in a 
62-million-year cycle. This galactic journey causes a varying flux of cosmic rays and energy 
to reach Earth, also making a dramatic impact on its climate. 
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The study had been six years 
in preparation and interestingly 
was designated as a “Master Plan 
for Social Transformation” by 
WBGU Chairman Schellnhuber, 
although it really should be 
called a master plan for a forced 
imperial consolidation or even 
“master plan for the collective 
suicide of the human race”.

For Germany, then, this 
began its exit as a country in the 
world community which could 
contribute something significant, 
from a scientific standpoint, 

for the existential problems of 
humanity. This began the wilful 
elimination of the potential for 
scientific discovery of necessary 
knowledge, because it began 
to direct human and industrial 
resources, as well as financial 
means, into completely delusory 
fields of technology with lowered 
energy-flux densities. Above 
all, the intellectual potential of 
students and researchers was 
thus absorbed into areas which 
ultimately represent a dead end 
in the development of mankind.

The study’s methodological 
approach fully reflected the 
statistical linear thinking of 
complex computer models, as 
they are customarily used by 
systems analysts, and as we rec-
ognised already, for example, in 
the Club of Rome: The computer 
is programmed so that the 
planned result is produced.

One can only recommend 
that all citizens read this study 
for themselves (it can be found 
at the WBGU’s Internet site, 
www.wbgu.de), and not make 
the same mistake that was made 
in Germany about a certain other 
piece published in 1925, Hitler’s 
infamous book Mein Kampf—
namely, that it was not read 
thoroughly or taken seriously.

Pope Francis Capitulates
The fact that CBE Schellnhu-

ber has gotten his program ac-
cepted in the Pontifical Acade-
my of Sciences, raises the most 
serious questions as to how this 
was possible. For the most recent 
encyclical of Pope Francis, Lau-
dato si’, in which anthropogen-
ic climate change is presented as 
scientifically certain fact, repre-
sents a complete break with the 
view of mankind in the Augus-
tinian tradition of the Catholic 
Church, and with the encyclicals 
since Pope Leo XIII. Schellnhu-
ber was one of the three spokes-
men who presented the new en-
cyclical on 18 June in Rome.

At a climate conference organ-
ised by the Vatican in 2007, the 
president of the World Federa-
tion of Scientists, Antonino Zich-
ichi, rejected the use of computer 
models as completely unsuitable 
for long-term climate forecasts 
on the grounds of the complex-
ity of the problem, and pointed 
in addition to the multiple influ-
ences of the solar system and the 
galaxy on the Earth’s climate, in 
opposition to which he character-

ised the manmade contribution 
to climate change as absolute-
ly negligible. Several speakers 
contradicted then-Environment 
Minister Ed Miliband of Britain, 
when he claimed that the objec-
tives of the British Government 
were the same as those of Popes 
John Paul II and Benedict XVI—
rather those Popes were exact-
ly opposed to birth and popula-
tion control as proposed by the 
Brundtland Commission Report 
and the WWF. And even during 
the Copenhagen Climate Sum-
mit of 2009, the Vatican very 
clearly attacked the Malthusian 
tendency of the affair.

With the incorporation of 
Schellnhuber’s ideas into the en-
cyclical and thus the rejection of 
a serious approach, the Catholic 
Church has effectively involved 
itself in a new Galileo case. In 
that case the Church needed 346 
years before Pope John Paul II in 
1979, on the occasion of the hun-
dredth anniversary of Albert Ein-
stein’s birth, initiated the review 
of the case, in order then finally 
to admit the Church’s error, after 
a 13-year trial, in 1992.

In his address to the partici-
pants of the full congregation of 
the Pontifical Academy of Sci-
ences, Pope John Paul II said, 
among other things:

From the Galileo affair we 
can learn a lesson which 
remains valid in relation 
to similar situations which 
occur today and which may 
occur in the future.

In Galileo’s time, to depict 
the world as lacking an ab-
solute physical reference 
point was, so to speak, in-
conceivable. And since the 
Cosmos, as it was then 
known, was contained with-
in the Solar System alone, 
this reference point could 
only be situated in the earth 
or in the sun. Today, af-
ter Einstein and within the 
perspective of contempo-
rary cosmology neither of 
these two reference points 
has the importance they 
once had. This observation, 
it goes without saying, is not 
directed against the valid-
ity of Galileo’s position in 
the debate; it is only meant 
to show that often, beyond 
two partial and contrasting 
perceptions, there exists a 
wider perception which in-
cludes them and goes be-
yond both of them.

We can only hope that Pope 
Francis, who otherwise has said 
very important things about the 
character of today’s system of fi-
nancial capital—namely that it is 
a system which violates the Fifth 
Commandment, “Thou shalt 
not kill”—will include in his in-
terpretation our current knowl-
edge of the Universe, which en-
compasses not only our galaxy, 
whose influence on the climate 
of this planet is decisive, but bil-
lions of galaxies. One could then 
be confident that he would not 
support a pseudo-climate poli-
cy which thrusts the population 
potential of the Earth back to 
one billion.

British Royal Nazis
The attempt of the participants 

in the “Paris 2015 Conference” 
to establish binding climate goals 
entirely premised upon a gigan-
tic fraud, which could only be 
carried out by a global dicta-
torship—and this in a world in 
acute danger of destruction in a 
third, thermonuclear world war, 
a world whose trans-Atlantic fi-
nancial system faces an implo-
sion, and in which tens of mil-
lions are already refugees from 
hunger, war and epidemics—

must be decisively defeat-
ed in any case. It must go down in 
history as the last, miserable at-
tempt of the failing British Em-
pire to propagate its inhuman 
plans, as Prince Philip has pro-
claimed them ad nauseam, be-
fore this empire is finally ended.

The most recent revelations on 
the intensive connections of the 
House of Windsor to the Nazi 
regime are not really a surprise 
for historians. The disclosure 
of a 17-second family movie in 
which the 7- or 8-year old Eliz-
abeth—later Queen Elizabeth 
II—can be seen as she presents 
the Hitler salute, is only the tip of 
the iceberg in this regard. In re-
cent weeks hundreds of articles 
have been circulated, primarily 
in the British and American press 
and on the Internet, which throw 
light on the open admiration of 
various members of the monar-
chy and the British nobility for 
Hitler and the Nazis. The sym-
pathies of Elizabeth’s uncle, the 
later King Edward VIII, who af-
ter his abdication became Duke 
of Windsor, are known. More ex-
plosive is the role of Prince Phil-
ip, who maintained close con-
nections to high-ranking Nazis 
through his three sisters, who 
were all married to leading mem-
bers of the National Socialist Par-
ty and the SS.

The Times of Israel published 
a detailed interview with the 
German-British historian Kar-
ina Urbach of the University of 
London regarding the results 
of her research on this subject, 
which she has just published in 
a book entitled, Go-Betweens 
for Hitler (Verbindungsleute 
zu Hitler). This involves the in-
tensive alliance between broad 
sections of the British estab-
lishment and the Nazis, which 
played a central role in British 
geopolitics between the World 
Wars.

Prince Philip’s advisor for re-
ligious and climate questions, 
Martin Palmer, who, in his func-
tion as general secretary of the 
“Alliance of Religions and Con-
servation,” organised a so-called 
“consciousness summit” in Paris 
on 21 July in preparation for the 
December conference, attacked 
the “anthropocentric salvation 
doctrine” on that occasion. He 
meant by this that religions such 
as Christianity, Judaism and Is-
lam had difficulty understand-
ing that mankind is simply not 
so important. There must be de-
bate between representatives of 
these religions, he said, in order 
to expunge the idea that the hu-
man species represents some-
thing unique.

‘Decarbonisation’ Is  
Green Genocide

Here the inhuman ideolo-
gy comes out, which is just as 
characteristic of the Conserva-
tive Revolution directed against 
the “ideas of 1789”, as it is of the 
Nazis and the Green movement: 
The human being is only a higher 
animal, and therefore human life 
is not the slightest degree more 
inviolable than that of animals; 
one can also reduce the number 
of human beings if necessary—

whether they were the helots in 
ancient Sparta, or the “useless 
eaters” of the Nazis, or now the 
six billion people who must be 
sacrificed to climate goals. Ar-
min Mohler, the former head of 
the Siemens Foundation, already 
described in his 1950 book The 
Conservative Revolution in Ger-
many, 1918-1932, that the Con-
servative Revolution therefore 
wants to turn back to the pre-
Christian mythology of Gaia, be-
cause only the Christian view of 
mankind brought with it the cul-
tural optimism which made the 
modern development of the hu-
man species possible.

Christianity had this liberating 
effect for Europe, in any case, 
and as Nicholas of Cusa formu-
lated it, it was exactly the vis cre-
ativa2 of the human being, aris-
ing from the human characteris-
tic as imago viva Dei, the living 
image of God, which was the ba-
sis of unlimited human perfect-
ibility and of the human identi-
ty as the crown of Creation, and 
not as merely a higher animal. 
The same culturally optimistic 
view is also found in Confucian-
ism in China and was signified 
in the Vedic writings in India. 
In the pro-science traditions of 
these cultures can also be found 
the reason that both nations, at 
the Copenhagen Climate Con-
ference in 2009, stood clearly op-
posed to the climate mafia of an-
thropogenic climate change, and 
thus offered backing to the G77 
in finally refusing to sign “a sui-
cide pact”, as their then-chair-
man Lumumba Di-Aping of Su-
dan put it at a press conference.

The recently industrialised 
and developing countries cer-
tainly have all the environmen-
tal problems which arise either 
from forced cheap-labour pro-
duction or a total lack of devel-
opment; but this does not mean 
that they therefore were not in 
a position to recognise the con-
sequences of the “master plan” 
for decarbonisation of the world 
economy. It is essentially their 
populations who belong to the 
six billion for whom the carry-
ing capacity of the Earth alleg-
edly does not suffice.

In the improbable case that 
the Paris 2015 Climate Summit 
should succeed in adopting bind-
ing CO2 emissions reductions, 
we can look forward to a world 
which looks roughly as it would 
have, had Hitler won the war.

Therefore we must do every-
thing possible to attain a new par-
adigm in the history of mankind, 
in which science no longer sells 
its integrity for money.

2. Creative force.

Young Princess Eliza-
beth practiced the Nazi 
salute in a 1930s “palace 
home movie”, discovery of 
which reopened the issue 
of the Crown’s and British 
nobility’s support for Hit-
ler and Mussolini. Prince 
Philip, who has more 
Nazi “connections” than 
any other royal, founded 
the World Wild-life Fund 
in 1961 to revive the Nazi 
“science” of eugenics, 
but, as co-founder Julian 
Huxley specified, under a 
more palatable name—
“environmentalism”.
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Hans Joachim (John) Schellnhuber is the intellectual author of 
Pope Francis’s 24 May 2015 environmental Encyclical, Laudato 
si’, the included intent of which is to force nations to accept a 
dictatorial world authority to drastically cut CO2 emissions, for 
the supposed purpose of limiting “global warming”. The Pope 
must have been unaware of Schellnhuber’s real agenda—global 
depopulation, even though this oh-so-eminent scientist had 
declared during the 2009 Copenhagen climate conference, “In 
a very cynical way, it’s a triumph for science because at last we 
have stabilised something—namely the estimates for the carrying 
capacity of the planet, namely, below one billion people”. That 
means mass genocide.

Awarded the CBE by the Queen in 2004, Schellnhuber 
was the long-time head of research at the Tyndall Centre for 
Climate Change Research at Britain’s East Anglia University, 
the world’s leading “climate change” institute. He abruptly 
quit in 2009 amidst “Climategate”, when the Tyndall’s 
global warming figures were exposed as witting frauds. One 
enthusiastic endorser of Schellnhuber’s work is Australian PM 
Malcolm Turnbull.

Pope Misled by Radical Depopulator

Photo: AFP

The theory that increased atmospheric CO2 concentration causes global warming has spectacularly 
failed the test not only for the last 18 years, but for the last hundreds of millions of years.

CO2 has never been the primary climate driver. The Ice Age 450 million years ago occurred when 
CO2 concentration exceeded 4,000 ppm, ten times today’s level.
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Since it commenced on 30 
September, Russia’s military 

intervention against the Islam-
ic State in Iraq and Syria (ISIS)1 
has inflicted more damage to 
those brutal, terrorist, drug-run-
ning forces than almost a year of 
bombing by the U.S.-led coali-
tion that includes Australia. Rus-
sia’s military action at the invita-
tion of Syrian President Bashar 
al-Assad, combined with an en-
ergetic diplomatic offensive, 
has also outflanked and enraged 
Barack Obama and David Cam-
eron, whose strategy of using Is-
lamist jihadists to achieve regime 
change in Syria is responsible for 
the deadly civil war there and the 
rise of ISIS. Russia has shifted the 
situation not only within Syria, but 
worldwide.

The Syrian civil war began in 
2011 when the United States, 
UK, Turkey and Saudi Ara-
bia backed an uprising against 
Assad. It has killed an estimated 
250,000 people and wounded a 
million more. The UN Office for 
the Coordination of Humanitari-
an Affairs reports that by Septem-
ber 2015, 4.1 million Syrians had 
fled as refugees, with another 7.6 
million internally displaced: half 
the population, in all. In the Eu-
ropean summer months of 2015, 
the crisis spilled over into Europe, 
in the biggest refugee migration 
since World War II.

On 28 September, just before 
Russia’s military move, Presi-
dent Vladimir Putin addressed 
the UN General Assembly in 
New York. He identified the Syr-
ia war as the latest disastrous con-
sequence of the British-Obama 
regime change agenda. “Instead 
of the triumph of democracy and 
progress, came violence, poverty 
and social disaster,” said Putin. 
“I cannot help asking those who 
have caused the situation, do you 
realise now, what you’ve done?”

(Obama did know what he was 

1. Also called the Islamic State of 
Iraq and the Levant (ISIL, or in Ar-
abic “Daesh”), or simply IS.

doing. Declassified U.S. Defence 
Intelligence Agency [DIA] re-
ports from August 2012 reveal 
that the DIA explicitly warned 
him that an unravelling situa-
tion in Syria could lead to ISIS 
taking over the country’s eastern 
part. Then-head of the DIA Lt. 
Gen. Michael Flynn has bluntly 
charged that the rise of ISIS re-
sulted from a “wilful decision”.)

Putin called for a broad inter-
national coalition against terror-
ism and specifically ISIS, based 
on international law and includ-
ing the Syrian government. Mos-
cow then set about organizing 
that coalition, while more and 
more European leaders—over-
whelmed by the influx of hun-
dreds of thousands of refugees—
acknowledged the need to dia-
logue with Assad. Even Austra-
lian Foreign Minister Julie Bish-
op admitted the need for a poli-
cy change, stating 25 September, 
“There is an emerging view … 
that the only conceivable option 
would be a national unity govern-
ment involving President Assad.”

Fighting to Win
With Russian pilots flying 50 

to 80 sorties daily throughout 
October (compared to an aver-
age of seven bombing missions 
a day by the U.S. coalition), 
against ammunition dumps, op-
erations centres, and other con-
centrations of ISIS and the Nus-
ra Front (al Qaeda in Syria), the 
way was opened for advances 
by Syrian government forces on 
the ground. Helped by the Irani-
an Revolutionary Guard Corps, 
the Iranian-backed Hezbollah 
group, and volunteers from Iraq 
and elsewhere, the Syrian Army 
retook towns long held by ISIS. 

While U.S. pundits insist Rus-
sia will be dragged into a quag-
mire in Syria, Russia in alliance 
with Assad and the above-named 
backup forces is in a better posi-
tion to achieve military results 
than is the U.S.-led coalition of 
Persian Gulf kingdoms and Tur-
key, which has sponsored the ji-

hadists in their drive to topple 
Assad. Moreover, Russia has 
taken the U.S. military by sur-
prise with such military capabil-
ities as the launch of two dozen 
cruise missiles from small Rus-
sian Navy ships of the Caspian 
Sea Flotilla, striking ISIS targets 
1,200km away in Syria. 

In late October, Russian diplo-
matic efforts went into high gear. 
Assad was brought in secret to 
Moscow 20 Oct. for talks with 
Putin and Russian security offi-
cials on options for not only the 
military conflict in Syria, but a 
negotiated settlement. Putin then 
personally briefed the King of 
Saudi Arabia, the King of Jordan, 
and Presidents al-Sisi of Egypt 
and Erdogan of Turkey by phone 
on those discussions. On 22 Oct., 
Putin spoke for several hours with 
participants in the Valdai Discus-
sion Club, meeting in Sochi, Rus-
sia. He called for new diplomatic 
efforts to end the Syrian civil war, 
this time involving all major par-
ties in the region, along with the 
United States and Russia. On the 
dais with him were Ali Larijani, 
chairman of Iran’s Parliament, 
Iran being a major regional play-
er that was excluded from such 
talks in recent years, and former 
U.S. Ambassador to the Soviet 
Union Jack Matlock, one of the 
senior U.S. figures working to de-
fuse Russian-American tensions.

Russian Foreign Minister Ser-
gei Lavrov, meanwhile, conduct-
ed almost daily phone talks with 
U.S. Secretary of State John Ker-
ry, the institutional face of those 
in Washington pushing for a less 
fanatically confrontational line 
against Russia and China. The 
two met in person in Vienna on 23 
Oct., before broader talks includ-
ing the Saudi and Turkish foreign 
ministers. At an even more inclu-
sive conference on 30 Oct., bring-
ing in Iran and several EU coun-
tries, 17 nations committed to con-
tinue efforts for a diplomatic set-
tlement.

Anglo-American media would 
have you believe that the big is-

sue in Syria is Russia’s allegedly 
using the anti-ISIS operation as a 
pretext to bomb so-called “mod-
erate” groups opposed to Assad. 
Putin gave the lie to this in Sochi 
22 Oct., revealing that in his talks 
with Assad two days before, the 
Syrian President had responded 
“positively” to Putin’s question 
about how he would react to Rus-
sia’s cooperating with “armed op-
position forces” who wanted to 
fight ISIS. Russia has repeatedly 
sought data-sharing with the U.S. 
military for target identification, 
but this has been rejected. In any 
event, the search for “moderate” 
oppositionists in Syria is a du-
bious proposition. Veteran Brit-
ish Middle East reporter Robert 
Fisk, for example, wrote in the 4 
Oct. Independent that “the mod-
erates” don’t even exist.

There is growing support even 
in the USA for Russia’s inter-
vention against ISIS. Congress-

woman Tulsi Gabbard (Dem.-
Hawaii), an Iraq and Afghan-
istan War veteran, tweeted 30 
Sept.: “Bad enough U.S. has not 
been bombing al-Qaeda/al-Nusra 
in Syria. But it’s mind-boggling 
that we protest Russia’s bombing 
of these terrorists.” Former Sec-
retary of State Henry Kissinger 
warned 16 Oct., “The destruc-
tion of ISIS is more urgent than 
the overthrow of Bashar Assad”.

Despite Obama and despite 
such scare-stories as the 11 Oct. 
Sunday Times leak of alleged 
Royal Air Force orders to “shoot 
down” Russian planes during 
tense encounters, the Russian and 
U.S. militaries have taken “de-
confliction” measures to avoid 
incidents in or over Syria. Rus-
sian and Israeli planes have done 
joint flight training, also for con-
flict-avoidance.

Syria: Russian Military Action, Diplomacy Outflank British and Obama

On 24 October 2012 MP Tom 
Watson, now Deputy Lead-

er of the Labour Party under Jer-
emy Corbyn, set off a keg of dy-
namite during the live, televised 
Prime Minister’s Questions in 
Parliament, by demanding that 
the Metropolitan Police investi-
gate “clear intelligence suggest-
ing a powerful paedophile net-
work linked to Parliament and 
No. 10”, referring to the Prime 
Minister’s office itself. The years 
that followed have seen a torrent 
of evidence backing his claim. 
The Telegraph of 20 May 2015 
summarised, “Some 261 celeb-
rities and politicians, including 
sports, TV and music stars, are 
being investigated for alleged 
child sex abuse, British police 
have revealed. They are among 
more than 1,400 men suspect-
ed by police of being sex pred-
ators, as the Home Secretary 
warned it is only the ‘tip of the 
iceberg’.” The uproar forced a 
reluctant Home Secretary The-
resa May to establish an inves-
tigative commission on the sub-
ject, in July 2014 . 

By Sept.-Oct. 2015, howev-
er, the very paedophile-infest-
ed Establishment circles who ei-
ther were under investigation, or 
should have been, had launched 
a withering media barrage to 
claim that most of the charg-
es were either exaggerations by 
the police; part of a “witch-hunt” 
generated by Watson and by oth-
er MPs (146 of whom signed a 
call demanding vigorous action 
on the matter); or the fantasies 
of a handful of anti-paedophile 
activists. The charges and coun-
ter-charges are the subject of an 
8-page feature in the Australian 
Alert Service (AAS) of 28 Oc-
tober, which we merely sum-
marise here. 

The Real Witch-hunt
Although virtually all the 

major media now squeal 
“persecution”, the most notable 
is that Establishment icon the 
BBC. A 5 October special edition 

of its Panorama program opened 
with the question, “Are these the 
most serious accusations ever 
levelled against members of the 
British Establishment? The claim 
[is] that politicians, military 
leaders, and secret service chiefs 
got together to torture, rape, and 
murder children.” 

But the BBC had put the word 
out earlier, that Panorama was 
going to “try to ‘debunk’ claims 
of a ‘Westminster paedophile 
network’”, as the Daily Mail 
reported 7 July. Indeed, the 
show took aim at the central 
figures who had helped unleash 
the inquiry into Establishment 
paedophilia, notably MP Tom 
Watson and Chris Fay, a long-
time social worker and victims’ 
advocate who had provided 
evidence of precisely the high-
level ring to which Watson had 
pointed. An exclusive interview 
with Fay, on his original charges 
and the BBC’s cover-up, is part 
of the AAS feature. 

The reality, writes the AAS, 
is that the BBC “had for 
decades harboured, promoted, 
and covered for the crimes of 
probably the most notorious 
paedophile in British history”, 
the late Jimmy Savile. Why? 
Because Savile had deep ties to 
the House of Windsor, and it is 
none other than the Queen herself 
who chooses the Chairman of the 
BBC’s governing body, the BBC 
Trust. 

Savile’s Royal Sponsors
From the early 1960s almost 

until his death in 2011, the flam-
boyant, cigar-chomping, bling-
laden self-promoter Savile host-
ed some of the BBC’s most pop-
ular programs, including “Top 
of the Pops” and the children’s 
show “Jim’ll Fix It”. Through-
out that period, however, accord-
ing to the findings of the 2012-
13 Metropolitan Police investi-
gation Operation Yewtree, Sa-
vile had molested or raped as 
many as 1,000 children all over 
the UK, including in the BBC’s 

own studios, helpless children 
in hospitals, and even bodies in 
hospital mortuaries. Everyone 
at the BBC knew about Savile, 
several former top BBC figures 
have stated, but he was deemed 
“untouchable”, a status, charged 
one, conferred upon him by his 
friends the Windsors. Their close 
relationship is a matter of pub-
lic record. 

Savile’s long-time friend Ali-
son Bellamy reported in her 2012 
authorised biography, How’s 
About That, Then?, that Jimmy 
warned her, “I don’t talk about 
royalty; it is a no-go area.” May-
be Jimmy didn’t talk, but, she 
wrote, “It is other people—good 
friends and those who knew him 
best—who confirm his relation-
ships with Prince Charles, Prin-
cess Diana, the Queen, the Duke 
of Edinburgh and Sarah Fergu-
son. The superstar DJ was no 
stranger to Buckingham Palace 
and from 1984 to 1989 was a reg-
ular visitor”. The Queen knight-
ed him in 1990. 

Dan Davies reported in his 
2014 biography, In Plain Sight: 
The Life and Lies of Jimmy Sav-
ile, that all this Royal patronage 
had begun with “his relationship 
with Lord Louis Mountbatten, 
the Duke of Edinburgh’s favou-
rite uncle and a man many be-
lieved to be the power behind the 
House of Windsor. … According 
to Savile, Mountbatten had been 
the man who sanctioned his entry 
into ‘the Firm’, the term he reg-
ularly used to describe the roy-
al family.” Said Savile, “Com-
ing from Lord Louis, and he was 
the favourite uncle of the Prince 
of Wales, it meant I hooked up 
with the Prince of Wales. It was 
the respect that Lord Louis had 
for me. It meant what was good 
enough for Lord Louis was good 
enough for him. That’s how I got 
to know all these people. Lord 
Louis was the governor.”

“Lord Louis was also a pae-
dophile”, noted the AAS feature, 
promising more on the topic in 
coming issues. 

British Royals at Centre of UK Paedophile Scandal

In 2003, then-46-year-
old Queensland foren-

sic accountant John Mor-
gan was diagnosed with 
Multiple System Atrophy, 
a rare neurological disease 
in which the brain and oth-
er bodily systems progres-
sively shut down. “You’re 
in the shit”, said one doc-
tor to John. The progno-
sis was that he had six to 
10 years to live, under in-
creasingly difficult condi-
tions. Many people would 
have been brought to a halt 
by such news. But Morgan 
retired from his job and soon began a new 
one: a full-time investigation of the deaths 
of Princess Diana, her companion Dodi Al-
Fayed, and driver Henri Paul in a car crash 
in a Paris tunnel on 31 August 1997. John 
had always wanted to write, and was pro-
voked by the release of a 1995 note kept by 
Diana’s butler, in which she had forecast that 
her former husband would have her killed in 
a car “accident”. 

Since then, John Morgan has become be-
yond doubt the world’s leading expert on 
Diana’s assassination. In 2014 he released 
his final work, the 800-page How They 
Murdered Princess Diana—The Shocking 
Truth. In this volume summarising his pre-
vious 10 books, he named Queen Elizabeth 
as the dark hand behind the murders: “Only 
she could authorise the assassination of the 
most famous and photographed person in 
the world, the mother of the future King of 
England, the increasingly powerful Prin-
cess Diana”.

CEC Executive Member Gabrielle Peut, 
who has worked closely with John over 

the past year, said as this 
New Citizen went to print, 
“When we received news 
from John in August that he 
had at most a few months 
to live, we decided that 
we had to issue a tribute 
to this remarkable human 
being, also including state-
ments from others around 
the world who have either 
worked directly with him 
or been inspired by him. 
John is a true hero to us, as 
is his wife Lana, who has 
been his key collaborator 
on every phase of John’s 

decade-long investigation. We in the CEC 
are privileged beyond words to have had the 
chance to know and work with them. To quote 
one of the tributes in our memorial volume, 
‘John ennobles 
all who know 
him, or even 
know of him’.” 

John’s books 
may be  or-
dered from his 
website http://
p r i n c e s s d i 
anadeaththe 
evidence.we 
ebly.com/.

The CEC’s 
tribute is post-
ed at www.
cecaust.com.
au/johnmor 
gan; to obtain 
a hard-cover 
copy, call 1800 
636 432.

The CEC Salutes a True Hero

In 2003, Princess Diana’s 
1995 handwritten forecast 
that Prince Charles would 
arrange her death in a car 
“accident” propelled John 
Morgan on his decade-long 
quest—now completed—
to find out the truth behind 
her death in Paris in 1997.

President Putin (r.) with Iran’s Parliament Chairman Ali Larijani, 22 Oct.
Photo: Kremlin.ru


