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	“It’s the rush that the cockroaches get at the end of the world.”

	 

	-Every Time I Die, “Ebolarama”
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	“Men who get their periods are men. Men who get pregnant and give birth are men.”

	 

	The official American Civil Liberties Union (ACLU) Twitter account 

	November 19th, 2019

	 

	At this point, it is safe to say that we are through the looking glass. The volume at which all things “trans” and LGBTQ-et cetera in general is now trumpeted, complete with the breathless hysteria with which the media shrieks about the rights of non-binary people of color to have sex changes on demand paid for by someone else in a country that isn’t theirs, the “concentration camps” that don’t exist to “torture” these trans people, the deeply disturbing assertions that young children be forcibly sterilized to align with their “gender identity” on the one hand, while protesting the “forceful sterilization” of trans people in order for them to change the sex on their birth certificates on the other… Well, it all seems rather bewildering.

	Did anyone expect, when we were hurtling toward Y2K and the late-Senator Ted Stevens’s pneumatic tube-powered Information Super Highway that we would soon be discussing “trans women’s periods” about hairy men in wigs in mainstream society with a straight face? That people of indeterminate gender who pose spread-legged with splotches of blood on their pants-crotches and hashtag their “activism” on social media would be heralded as the epitome of “stunning and brave?” That it would be considered a human right for sex predators to declare themselves another gender in order to use the little girls’ room? It’s at once farcical and tragic, as the Soviet general in The Camp of the Saints lamented between sips of vodka: “We’re caught in the clutches of the great hermaphrodite, Zackaroff. We’re all its serfs. And we can’t even cut off its balls!” Possibly, truer words have never been spoken. 

	In the wasteland of deepening darkness overcoming our civilization, the plagues of opioids and anti-depressants, a steady diet of appointments with the local psychoanalyst, hormone blockers for prepubescent children, demon-drag-queen story time and more untold horrors confront us as the forces of disintegration eat the remnants of our civilization from the inside out. The smug and decadent extensions of the ruling class in the media persistently focus not on the blanket censorship and the personal and professional destruction of any dissidents who aren’t totally “with the program,” of which they (the media) are willing and eager participants, but rather claim that said censorship is instead reflective of a pervasive climate of fear surrounding the wholesale literal massacre of the LGBTQ “community” by malevolent hate-mongers lurking around every corner. But is it, in fact, a “massacre?” 

	The homicide mortality rate for transgender persons in the United States is actually significantly lower than the average person: 

	 

	Kentucky State University associate professor Wilfred Reilly found that the 2017 homicide death rate for transgender people was about 1.48 per 100,000, less than a third of the overall murder rate of about 5 per 100,000 and a fraction of the rate for men in general (6.68) or black people (18.8)…His conclusions fly in the face of claims by the Human Rights Campaign, which called transgender deaths “a national epidemic” in its 2019 report, as well as the American Medical Association’s June warning of an “epidemic of violence” and approved policies to combat “fatal attacks against transgender people.” A Sept. 27 headline in The New York Times similarly read: “18 Transgender Killings This Year Raise Fears of an ‘Epidemic.’”…For those who might accuse him of cooking the books, Mr. Reilly pointed out that he based his conclusions on FBI figures; a 2016 study by the UCLA Williams Institute, which found that 0.6% of the population identifies as transgender; and the Human Rights Campaign’s database of transgender homicides…Far from rising, the transgender homicide rate has been notable for its stability. There were 21 such deaths in 2015, 23 in 2016, 29 in 2017, 26 in 2018 and 22 in 2019 so far [December 8th, 2019], “and that’s with this very active LGBT lobbying group trying to find as many as possible,” Mr. Reilly said.1

	 

	Yet it is treated as an “epidemic,” largely on the back of—surprise, surprise—media lies and manipulation and systemic brain-washing. We see here how vital control of information and its dissemination is to the ruling class. This is a full-on indoctrination campaign operating at all levels, which extends to the very formation of the language we use to communicate our ideas. 

	To evoke George Orwell’s 1984 has become a bit of cliché, but for good reason. Not only did he presage control over the construction of language to suit ideological purposes—a “real world” example is the now-widespread acceptance and use of the term “partner” rather than husband, wife, boyfriend, or girlfriend, which not only removes the sex of the so-called “partner” from the equation but also has a connotation of a contractual rather than romantic relationship, such as a business partner—but he also understood that limiting language in such a way as to prevent the expression and even formulation of thoughts that might dispute the anti-reality mantras of the ruling class was essential for controlling and conditioning the population. 

	The formation of words and the alteration of grammatical and stylistic conventions to suit the prevailing orthodoxy is now rampant: consider the grammatically-incorrect “people of color” versus the grammatically-correct “colored people,” or the Associated Press’s decision to capitalize the word “Black” when used in the context of race and culture but not to do the same for “white,” signaling the latter’s de-legitimization as a unique racial group with legitimate interests. “It seems like such a minor change, black versus Black,” The New York Times’s national editor, Marc Lacey, said. “But for many people the capitalization of that one letter is the difference between a color and a culture.” 

	“Not having a capital letter has felt disrespectful,” said David Lanham, director of communications for the Brookings Institution’s Metropolitan Policy Program. “There is a shared cultural identity with Black Americans and that goes through our shared experiences. That also goes to the lack of geographic history as a result of slavery.” So not having a shared geographic space (aka a homeland, like Europe) is what constitutes a legitimate race, then? I can see where Lanham probably got his talking points.

	Now here’s where it gets downright genocidal: “White doesn’t represent a shared culture and history in the way Black does, and also has long been capitalized by hate groups,” The New York Times said in explaining its decision to go with the AP’s change. “We agree that white people’s skin color plays into systemic inequalities and injustices, and we want our journalism to robustly explore these problems,” John Daniszewski, the AP’s Vice President and Editor-at-Large for Standards, said in a memo to staff. “Capitalizing the term white, as is done by white supremacists, risks subtly conveying legitimacy to such beliefs.” CBS News said it would capitalize “white,” although not when referring to white supremacists, white nationalists, or white privilege.

	One change really does speak volumes. This cannot be viewed as anything but the next step in de-humanizing whites in what will produce the most appalling levels of violence if the rhetoric continues down this path. Similarly, the use of “community” as a legitimate expression is applied liberally in all cases except in those that pertain to positive white or Christian identity, or to heterosexuality. Thus the “diverse” but also somehow monolithic LGBTQ-et cetera “community.” 

	But is this a community? For starters, lesbians and gays generally do not get along: “trans” is supposedly a gender incongruence and/or variance, not a sexuality (or is it?—we’ll come back to this); and intersex, as opposed to transgender, is a condition whereby the individual in question has atypical sex traits and/or reproductive anatomy. Nevertheless, whether they like it or not, intersex people have been engulfed in the oppressive rainbow embrace, their identities weaponized for ideological means by the pillar of the neo-liberal Establishment that is the transgender-industrial complex.

	There are several “intersex advocacy organizations” supposedly representing these people’s interests. One such organization is Organisation Intersex International (OII) Europe, which is funded by the Astraea Lesbian Foundation for Justice, Dreilinden, the Sigrid Rausing Trust, and the European Union, and has partnered with Heinrich Böll Stiftung. The intersex organizations are usually used as support for the broader LGBTQ agenda. 

	In the summer of 2019, the United Nations Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights (OHCHR) hosted a meeting with NGO and business representatives at Deutsche Bank’s PalaisPopulaire2 for discussion on the working OHCHR publication “Engaging the Private Sector in LGBTI issues: a guide for Human Rights Defenders.” OII Europe staff attended the meeting, “representing intersex perspectives.” Also in 2019, an international intersex activist meeting was held at the Seta office in Helsinki, Finland.3 

	Transgender Europe (TGEU) is Co-Chaired by Tanja von Knorring (who, according to their website, is also “Chairperson of Transgender political committee of Seta – LGBTI Finland, board member in Trasek4 and [an] array of other LGBTI associations”) and Tina Kolos Orbán (Hungary, “active in the LGBT movement since 2005 before the founding of Transvanilla Transgender Association in 2011…Also served on the International Trans Fund’s Grant Making Panel for 2 years”). Other persons involved with Transgender Europe include: 

	 

	
	
• Erika Castellanos, an HIV positive transgender activist from Belize residing in the Netherlands


	
• Jorge María Londoño, who Has been active in queer and LGBTQ-activism since 2013. Their value-based activism has been shaped by anti-racist, post-colonial, and queer feminist approach to trans/queer activism. They were born in Colombia but are now based in southern Sweden. Jorge María work[s] with youth and child rights and has a background as a Board Member of IGLYO (2017-2019). They are currently chairing Youth Against Racism Sweden.


	
• Mimi Aum Neko: Active member of Acceptess-T and Strass (Sexworkers’ trade union), Mimi began her LGBTQI activism 12 years ago against the military coup d’Etat in Thailand. Threatened by the military regime, she sought asylum in France and started to fight against transphobia, racism, HIV and stigmas, poverty and dictatorship for the rights of trans migrants and sex workers.


	
• Anwar Ogrm: An activist from France, combining different struggles, such as queer and trans rights, gender equality and anti-racism. Back in Paris, Anwar was engaged in several grassroots organisations addressing racism as well as queerphobia from an intersectional perspective. Advocacy work and empowerment for queer and trans Muslim people is one of his priorities.


	
• Miles Rutendo: Founder of Queerstion Media, Miles is a journalist and brings 10 years of experience within media & communication, LGBTQ and migration activism. Miles has worked previously for RFSL as coordinator for a Global LGBT Leadership training Rainbow Leaders as well as Editor for Soginews global LGBT news site. Miles wants to amplify the voices of trans asylum seekers and refugees in Europe and intersectional perspectives.




	 

	If this seems a bit like everything but the kitchen sink, in many ways it is, but this is not just a bunch of “kooky liberals”—it is systemic and it is by design, as we will see.

	For example, the official position of the 150-plus-member-organization Transgender Europe, according to their website, is that “the struggles for racial justice and trans liberation are interconnected” and that “Black trans refugees and asylum seekers also face structural violence in heavily policed and militarised areas such as border controls and migration offices.” Transgender Europe, in turn, is supported financially by George Soros’s Open Society Foundations, the European Commission, the Council of Europe, and the Government of the Netherlands, and has in the past received support from the German Federal Foreign Office, the US State Department, the Austrian Agency for International Cooperation in Education and Research (Österreichischer Austauschdienst, or OeAD), the Arcus Foundation, and Heinrich Böll Stiftung. 

	We see the misleading linkage of intersex with “trans” as well as sexuality (although the link between trans and sexuality is a firm one) and the perpetual linkage of “youth” (which we will also see recur, particularly as it pertains to “diversity,” “refugees,” and the like) with the International Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Transgender, Queer, and Intersex Youth and Student Organization (IGLYO), which admits that it is little more than a training camp for “activists”: “IGLYO is a youth development and leadership organisation building LGBTQI youth activists, ensuring LGBTQI young people are present and heard and making schools safe, inclusive and supportive of LGBTQI learners.” Further, directly from their website:

	 

	With 90+ member organisations, situated in 40+ countries, the IGLYO network unites a great variety of individual and group experiences. LGBTQI youth in the Council of Europe region hail from diverse ethnic, racial and religious backgrounds. IGLYO is cognisant of the intertwined realities of racism, LGBTQI-phobia, sexism, classism, ableism and ageism that are part of the lived experiences of LGBTQI-youth of colour. At the 2019 Annual Member’s Conference, IGLYO members unanimously voted to constitute an Anti-Racism Task Force.5 The amended 2020 Work Plan states that the Anti-Racism Task Force will: “… lead and direct IGLYO’s intersectional methodology, and anti-racist and decolonial perspective.” In the spirit of the AMC’s decision, the 2019 IGLYO Board is honoured to facilitate the constitution of IGLYO’s first Anti-Racism Task Force…The 2020 IGLYO Board extends a warm invitation to applicants to join the IGLYO Anti-Racism Task Force Member. Applicants must meet the following criteria: Identify as LGBTQI+; Not be older than 30 years; Live in the Council of Europe region; Identify as Black, as a Person of Colour, as Indigenous, as Roma, as a member of racialised groups/indigenous communities/minority faiths/ethnic minorities… The IGLYO Anti-Racism Task Force represents an opportunity to shape the future of LGBTQI Youth activism in Europe and beyond.

	 

	Notice that European peoples will never be referred to as indigenous. These anti-reality and often gaslighting constructs serve a clear ideological purpose and are central to the project. 

	Outside of Europe, in linking “de-colonialization” and “queerness,” many of these “activists” work to conflate European colonialism with an artificial imposition of the notions of gender and sexuality. Elizabeth Kerekere is one such figure in New Zealand who states that pre-colonial Māori were sexually experimental people who openly accepted gender and sexual fluidity. Maybe they were or maybe it’s a Margaret Mead-tier ideological position, but then again maybe not: New Zealand’s first transgender mayor and Member of Parliament Georgina Beyer—part of the Wellington gay nightclub scene, initially as a singer and drag queen performer, and later as a prostitute—has Māori ancestry. 

	In any case, for what is germane to the present argument is that “de-colonization” is employed not just in nations constructed through European settler colonization, but in Europeans’ ancestral homelands. To justify Third World displacement of indigenous Europeans, white Europeans have seen their claims to their own homelands rendered illegitimate. The BBC claims in what is a frankly genocidal assertion that “the Sami are the only indigenous people in the EU,” which frames Europeans as colonists in their own homelands. Thus, “de-colonization” can only mean white eradication and replacement since whites cannot in this ideological construction be indigenous to anywhere and are themselves a constructed race. These are the stakes.

	IGLYO, by the way, is funded by the Government of the Netherlands (the Dutch Ministry of Education, Culture, and Science), the Council of Europe European Youth Foundation, and the European Union, and has also received funding from UNESCO, which should communicate to the reader precisely the aims of the ruling class. 

	A precursor to the IGLYO report “LGBTQI Inclusive Education” was presented at the European Parliament in January 2018, with IGLYO receiving official feedback from the following governments: Andorra, Austria, Belgium, Denmark, Estonia, Germany, Kosovo, Luxembourg, Malta, Montenegro, the Netherlands, Norway, Portugal, Slovenia, Sweden, and the United Kingdom. The Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of Europe called on Member States to “ensure access by LGBTI children to quality education by promoting respect and inclusion of LGBTI persons and the dissemination of objective information concerning sexual orientation and gender identity, and by introducing measures to address homophobic and transphobic bullying.” Yeah, I’m sure the information will be objective!

	These efforts are, quite literally, state sponsored, although, as we’ve already seen, support is by no means limited to the state and various supra-governmental apparatuses with the NGOs, corporations, and more. They are all essentially uniform in their support for this particular pre-packaged agenda, sometimes referred to as “globalism,” anyway. Due to said uniform nature and shared interests and aims externally—meaning there are internal disagreements about the allocation of power and there is at least one major fault line factionalizing the push for domination—from a practical perspective, i.e. how these disagreements affect the 99% of the planet’s population being treated as pawns, these disagreements have little bearing on the overall thrust of the Establishment. Though it sounds ironic for self-styled revolutionaries to be the Establishment, they are in fact part of the same power structure. I challenge you to identify one single institution that they do not control. Furthermore, this “revolution” is being carried out against nature, order, and the very fabric of reality, is degrading by every measure, and is fundamentally anti-truth and anti-reality.

	Beyond the usage of intersex people as pawns by the Establishment, intersex is used as a cudgel against people who object to the un-coupling of biological sex and “gender” and thus represents a manifestation of this “spectrum.” Intersex and transgender are not the same, however, as one is a biological abnormality and the other a psychological one. This is obviously not to imply that there is something inherently “wrong” with intersex people, but rather to simply state that a few biological abnormalities do not undo the entire basis for what we know to be biological sex, nor does this negate the sexual dimorphism of men and women. 

	Transgender people need psychological interventions, not medical ones: percentages of transgender suicidality vary dramatically, from 18-45%, but even on the low end, that is astronomical. Most estimates are north of 30%. A litany of studies agree on one thing, however: “Such high prevalence rates of suicide ideation and attempts among transgender individuals seem closely tied to their gendered experience.”6 Furthermore, “This gender disorder does not seem to be associated with any molecular mutations of some of the main genes involved in sexual differentiation.”7 In other words, there is no biological evidence that the “body is wrong” for transgenders, but rather, that it is a psychological condition which surgery does not only not fix, but the evidence indicates that it exacerbates the tendencies to self-harm. The people pushing this idea that transgenders are “born in the wrong body” are lying for self-serving and deeply harmful reasons. 

	In many places, what I’ve already stated, despite its obvious factuality, is considered “hate speech” and is punishable by law because we all know the more self-evidently true something is, the more it needs to be accompanied by draconian punishments for anyone who questions it. When the law isn’t called upon to suppress contradictory evidence, an army of professional “activists,” grievance-mongering NGOs, corporations, academics, and media functionaries lie in wait for any excuse to swarm Wrongthinkers. 

	eNeuro published a paper in December 2019 by University of Michigan neuroscientist Stephen Gliske challenging the prevailing orthodoxy of transgenderism. Among his conclusions were that:

	 

	The experience of incongruence between one’s body and desired gender could be due to changes in an individual’s sense of gender, rather than an individual having the brain sex of the desired gender…this paradigm shift—from fixed anatomical sizes to dynamic activity in brain networks—means that there may be many more options to decrease the distress experienced with gender dysphoria than we have ever realized.

	 

	But that would grind the sex change assembly line to halt, and that cannot happen.

	In response to the publication of Gliske’s paper, Troy Roepke of Rutgers University immediately started a petition on Change.org to have the paper retracted, alleging (as these types of whipped-up screeds always do) that there were “numerous scientific and theoretical short-comings” without identifying what, exactly, those were, and that “this is not merely an example of difference in scientific opinion, but a direct attack on a vulnerable community.” How? It seems Gliske is the one being attacked. What it is is an attack on the lucrative industries profiting from transgenderism and a gaslighting operation driving the population mad with its contradictions and ever-accelerating nature.

	Of particular issue, echoing Queen Gertrude from Hamlet (“The lady doth protest too much, methinks”), is Roepke’s contention that (and pay close attention to the order the “awarenesses” are listed):

	 

	None of the three reviewers were sufficiently socially-, politically-, or scientifically-aware of the true intent and meaning of the clinical implications paragraph that was not only disregarding decades of research on the effectiveness of transitioning but actively promoting “chemical conversion therapy.” 

	What is the whole process of “transitioning” but chemical conversion therapy? 

	Naturally eNeuro caved and retracted the paper on the back of these accusations and over 900 signatures of Roepke’s petition. Rather ironic when you consider that in 2018, the European Parliament adopted a resolution where it condemned vis-à-vis Hungary “the attacks on free teaching and research, in particular on gender studies.” It is as James Mason wrote: 

	 

	It’s who you are and what you stand for, not what you do or how you do it. Mass graves are perfectly all-right as long as they are filled with dead Europeans killed while defending their homeland. Horrible killing is okay as long as it is state sanctioned. Vile and perverse videotapes are readily available and completely legal. But put ’em all together–private enterprise style–and watch out! 

	 

	Indeed, for Savitri Devi, “It is not violence, but honesty about violence, which rapidly decreases at the end of the Dark Age.” 

	There are real concerns here, and “hate” has nothing to do with it, unless of course we’re talking about the “hate speech” legislation being used to wipe out dissent or hating what’s being done to psychologically vulnerable people and children. It should go without saying that children are off-limits, but this perverse and disgusting agenda is zeroing-in on them as guinea pigs for hormonal and surgical experimentation, and for ideological reasons. While the media insists that detaining any random person who shows up in the West demanding entry (if the government even bothers to stop them anymore) is “torture,” children who have just learned to talk are apparently able to determine their “gender identity” and to consent to the introduction of puberty blockers which stunt growth and cause infertility, bone and other health complications, and even death. As Corey Lynn reports:

	 

	There are over 25,000 adverse reports including 1,500 deaths on Lupron products for puberty blockers, endometriosis, and prostate cancer. Manufactured by AbbVie, Lupron Depot-Ped is the number one prescribed puberty blocker, which is being used on children for early stages of gender transitioning, despite never having been approved by the FDA for that purpose.8

	 

	If a female child “identifies” as a boy, she may be given so-called “puberty-blockers” to prevent her from going through the natural human process of development. In some cases, she would then be given testosterone in an attempt to make her “become” a male. Endocrinologist Michael Laidlaw states that:

	 

	An endocrinologist may be giving high levels of testosterone to a female to “transition” her. In this case, it’s being induced by the medication…When you look at the dosing that they’re doing for females, for example, they give them a dose such that their testosterone levels would be in the normal range for a male, but for a female it’s 10 to 40 times higher than normal. The rates for estrogen given to males are similarly high and unhealthy. When people are given far more of the opposite sex hormone than their bodies can handle, they are at increased risk for cardiovascular disease, cardiovascular death, deep vein thrombosis. They’ve looked at adults taking these hormones and have seen already these cardiovascular risks. When these drugs are administered to children, one would presume it’s the same or even worse, in the long run.9 

	 

	Laidlaw warns of similar effects from “so-called puberty-blocking medication like Lupron…[which] may be used for prostate cancer or have a use in females for endometriosis. They stop the pituitary gland from functioning correctly.” The pituitary gland is sometimes called the “master gland” due to its central importance in the secretion of a host of essential hormones. Why do you think endocrinologists are so interested in studying “trans people,” especially children? They’re being used a guinea pigs! 

	By interfering with the natural processes of the pituitary gland in developing children, Lupron “blocks development of their organs, and their growth is stunted. If it’s started in early puberty, these kids will not develop mature sperm or eggs, they will be infertile. If they have gonads removed, they will be sterilized.”10 Laidlaw also states that:

	 

	Under the Dutch protocol, as of Dutch law, these kids couldn’t take cross-sex hormones until they were 16. In the U.S., the age was lowered to 12. I filed a Freedom of Information Act request and found that in [one] NIH study they actually recommended kids as young as 8 years old getting on to these opposite-sex hormones. They’re going to end up with lower bone density, perhaps stunted brain development. A lot of the brain impact is unknown. There seems to be some brain development that is sex hormone-dependent.11

	 

	There is actually quite a bit of evidence that is the case. First off, new research published in Biological Psychiatry indicates that these hormonal treatments also alter brain chemistry, which is anecdotally supported by anyone who’s ever taken exogenous hormones—or, indeed, can attest to endogenous fluctuations. Researchers at the Medical University of Vienna, led by senior authors Dr. Siegfried Kasper and Dr. Rupert Lanzenberger, show that administration of the male hormone testosterone in female-to-male transgenders raises brain levels of SERT, the serotonin transporter. On the flip side, male-to-female transsexuals who received a testosterone blocker and the female hormone estrogen showed decreased levels of this protein. SERT plays an important role in regulating mood, and in the treatment of mood and anxiety disorders, many common antidepressants called selective serotonin reuptake inhibitors (SSRIs) bind directly to the serotonin transporter protein and inhibit recycling of the neurotransmitter. “This study is the first to show changes in brain chemistry associated with the hormonal treatments administered in the sex change process,” says Dr. John Krystal, editor of Biological Psychiatry:

	 

	It provides new insight into the ways that the hormonal differences between men and women influence mood and the risk for mood disorders. What we see is a real quantitative difference in brain structure after prolonged exposure to testosterone…In more general terms, these findings may suggest that the genuine difference between the brains of women and men is substantially attributable to the effects of circulating sex hormones. Moreover, the hormonal influence on human brain structure goes beyond early developmental phases and is still present in adulthood.12 

	 

	We would imagine, then, that altering hormonal levels in developing children and adolescents could have profound and decidedly negative ramifications—or, instead of imagining, we can look at concrete proof. 

	Published in the journal Frontiers in Human Neuroscience, a 2017 study looked at an 11-year-old boy both before and after he was administered hormone suppressors to “transition,” the purpose being “to review the effects of puberty suppression on the brain white matter during adolescence.” Upon being given anti-puberty pharmaceuticals, the young boy’s intellectual performance began to decrease. The scientists who evaluated the child reported that they observed “immaturity in [his] cognitive development” as a result of taking the drugs. After 28 months, the child’s white matter was observed to be “unchanged,” which the research team concluded “may be related to reduced serum testosterone levels.” Additionally, the boy’s global IQ, or GIQ, was found to be: 

	 

	…further slightly reduced during the follow-up with [hormone disruptor] treatment. In fact, the low average GIQ together with impairment in the perceptual organization of intelligence and processing speed index presented even before treatment suggest that any neurodevelopmental immaturity may have been potentiated by pubertal suppression… Some questions emerge from these findings, especially regarding the influence of sex steroids on cognition during puberty. It is likely that the structural and microstructural changes in the brain during adolescence…may interfere on the achievement of complete cognitive potential.13 

	 

	As Peter Hayes comments:

	 

	Gonadotropin releasing hormone agonists (GnRHas) have been found to impair memory in adults, so the study by Wojniusz et al. (2016) on the possible cognitive effects of these drugs on children treated for idiopathic central precocious puberty (CPP) represents an important contribution to research in this area. Recent findings that GnRHas increase depression symptoms (Macoveanu et al., 2016) and slow reaction time (Stenbæk et al., 2016) in healthy women, and reduce long-term spatial memory in sheep (Hough et al., 2017) underline the importance of the research that Wojniusz et al. (2016) have undertaken. However, their reassuring statement in the abstract that girls undergoing GnRHa treatment for CPP and controls “showed very similar scores with regard to cognitive performance” and their conclusion that “GnRHa treated girls do not differ in their cognitive functioning…from the same age peers” (Wojniusz et al., 2016) may be overly optimistic…Girls treated for CPP with triptorelin acetate were tested with the short form Wechsler Intelligence Scale for Children III. It was found that the girls had a mean IQ of 94, as against a mean IQ of 102 for the matched control group (Wojniusz et al., 2016). These IQ estimations are presented as standardized IQ scores, which places a girl scoring 102 at the 55th percentile, and a girl scoring of 94 at the 34th percentile. It is questionable whether scores that indicate a percentile gap of this size can be described as “very similar.”…The contention that a decline only becomes clinically interesting if it is of at least 1 standard deviation is unconvincing. Any findings which indicate that GnRHas cause a decline, even a modest decline, in IQ are likely to be of considerable interest to patients and their parents. It is a factor that they may well want to consider in deciding whether or not to take the drug. They may, for example, wish to consider the possible effect of GnRHas on a child’s school and exam performance. In this respect it can be noted that 2 of the treated girls had been held back a year at school.14

	 

	A 2001 study in which 25 children treated for early puberty with triptorelin acetate were tested with the short form Wechsler Intelligence Scale for Children (Mul et al., 2001). In this study, children took the IQ test before treatment and again after two years of treatment. It was found that their IQ dropped 7 points from 100 to 93. With 25 treated participants, this 7-point drop was significant.15 

	Staphorsius et al. (2015) conducted a study in a gender dysphoric (GD) adolescent group under hormonal suppression to investigate the impact of pubertal suppression on executive function (EF); they compared GD adolescents under GnRHa treatment to GD adolescents undergoing physiological puberty and compared them to male and female control groups using the Tower of London test. What they found was a negative impact of pubertal suppression on EF.16 

	Additionally, a global IQ decrease was reported in a longitudinal follow-up of girls with central precocious puberty treated with GnRHa in Schuerger and Witt (1989).17 In an animal study with pre-pubertal castrated sheep (Hough et al., 2016, 2017), researchers reported an impairment in long-term spatial memory that was not reversed by subsequent hormone replacement treatment.18,19 Finally, another study correlated verbal skill impairment to pubertal suppression in a GD group (Costa et al., 2015).20 

	To call this child abuse is the understatement of the century. There is nothing stunning and brave about this; it’s sick, and people are profiting from it. Michael Laidlaw states that the puberty blocker Lupron costs $775 a month alone; consider that “that’s a $27,000 ‘pause button’ at 5 years [of age]…Multiply this together with the huge rise in cases documented or observed in Western nations and a major windfall is to be had.” Now we’re starting to get to the heart of one of the major motivations: profit. And, by the way, as we’ve just seen, Lupron is not a “pause” on puberty, but a significant harm-inducer on otherwise healthy children.

	Back in 2004, The Guardian (of all places) reported that a review of more than one hundred international medical studies of post-operative transsexuals by the University of Birmingham’s aggressive research intelligence facility (ARIF) found no evidence that gender reassignment surgery is clinically effective, but that has been memory-holed:

	 

	[The Aggressive Research Intelligence Facility], which conducts reviews of health care treatments for the [National Health Service], concludes that none of the studies provides conclusive evidence that gender reassignment is beneficial for patients. It found that most research was poorly designed, which skewed the results in favor of physically changing sex.21

	 

	Not only that, but The Guardian also noted, “the results of many gender reassignment studies are unsound because researchers lost track of more than half of the participants.”22

	The exact rate of desistance (children “growing out” of their transgender feelings) varies by study, but on average about 80% of so-called “trans kids” eventually identified as their “sex at birth.” As opposed to being “born in the wrong body,” cross-sex stereotypical behavior is often predictive of later same-sex attraction. In other words, most transgenders are simply homosexual. 

	Additionally, for many people classed as transgender, there is the uncomfortable fact that this is, in fact, a kink for some adults, albeit an extreme one. These are called “autogynephiliacs,” men who are sexually aroused at the thought of transforming into a more feminine form. This can range from transvestitism to full-on “gender reassignment.” In addition to the multiple “genders” posited by Magnus Hirschfeld, he also believed that there were five kinds of sexuality: homosexual, bisexual, heterosexual, asexual, and automonosexual. For Hirschfeld, automonosexuals were men who derived excitement at the thought or image of themselves as women; they “feel attracted not by the women outside them, but by the woman inside them.” Indeed, there is an entire subset of modern pornography under the umbrella “femdom” (female domination) that caters to these kinds of transformation or feminization fantasies. Kink.com was one of the partners for the Transgender Law Center’s 10th anniversary celebration in 2012. One of the major projects of modern psychology has been to “de-pathologize” pedophilia alongside gender identity disorder/gender dysphoria. The consistent and inescapable overlap of sexuality and “trans” has seriously disturbing ramifications. Once again, I must state that this is no territory for children. Unfortunately, the ruling class does not see it that way. 

	Instead, the mainstream view is that of Elizabeth Warren, who made the insane pledge in her 2020 presidential bid that if elected she would allow a “transgender child” to pick her Secretary of Education (“I’m going to have a Secretary of Education that this young trans person interviews on my behalf”) or that of transgender “activist” and tenured College of Charleston professor Veronica Ivy/Rachel McKinnon,23 who stated in a YouTube video released on Mother’s Day 2017 that if children’s parents won’t support their “gender identity”—calling it “abuse”—that “it’s okay to walk away … and I want to give you hope that you can find what we call your glitter family. Your queer family.”

	The mainstream view is that of National Geographic magazine, which ran the single-issue “Gender Revolution” in January 2017 in conjunction with a documentary film of the same name and produced a discussion guide for teachers and parents, which uses the World Health Organization’s definition of and support for transgenderism. The discussion guide refers to Jewish feminist Gloria Steinem and Jewish COO of Facebook Sheryl Sandberg and asks: “How have Gloria Steinem and Sheryl Sandberg contributed to our understanding of gender by the lives they have lived and the positions they have taken?” I will be answering this question regarding Steinem later, but for addressing Sandberg, her donations to the Anti-Defamation League, and her position as founder of LeanIn.org, which is dedicated “to offering women the ongoing inspiration and support to help them achieve their goals,” and its partnering with Salesforce, well…read on for that as well. 

	From the magazine’s Jewish editor-in-chief Susan Goldberg, this “gender revolution” is very positive. In her piece “We are in the Midst of a Gender Revolution,” she writes: 

	 

	The popular dating app Tinder announced it was expanding its options for gender identification to nearly 40 choices, following in the footsteps of Facebook, which now has more than 50 gender options to choose among. Pew Research reports five federal agencies are collecting data about gender identity…Now that we know XX and XY, and blue and pink, don’t tell the full story, it is time to write a new chapter to ensure that we all can thrive in this world no matter what our gender—or decision to not identify a gender…This is why we’re devoting the January issue of National Geographic magazine entirely to an exploration of gender issues—in science, social systems, and civilizations—and why we decided to feature a transgender person for the first time on the cover of our magazine: nine-year-old Avery Jackson.

	 

	The discussion guide, with no evidence, confidently states that, “Gender is a social construct, and Western culture starts to impose its values before we are born, even in the way we decorate nurseries for babies.”

	The mainstream view is that of the Netflix show AJ and the Queen where a ten-year-old accompanies RuPaul to various “performances” across the country (the child is apparently “trans” as a response to, in a rare moment of truth-telling, significant childhood trauma). Netflix also heavily-promoted the French film Cuties, which “explores the challenges faced by a group of young and diverse girls in their quest for authenticity and belonging when their inherited cultures, faith, and traditions clash with secular liberal French society.” The trailer opens with a clearly pre-pubescent black girl in a headscarf watching another pre-pubescent brown girl grinding her pleather-clad rear end in the air while doing laundry and ironing her hair, which inspires her to want to join the posse of the cool girls and their dancing troupe. 

	Forbes writer Scott Mendelson (“Even as a secular Jew, I always enjoyed that cartoon [Veggie Tales] as it really stressed the ‘Don’t be a jerk’ component of spirituality and Christianity”) states that your outrage is “totally ridiculous” and the result of a “false flag controversy”: “Maybe, just maybe, Doucouré’s (a Black woman, by the way, making her presumably immune from criticusm) feature is intended for young girls who themselves are coming to terms with their sexuality and/or their potentially discomforted parents. Once again, it’s up to girls to protect boys and men from their own uncontrollable libidos.” Is that right, Scott? 

	The film is supposed to be a critique of both the hyper-sexualization of young girls in decadent Western societies, terraformed by the “elite” and spread, cultivated, and incentivized by social media and that of the more repressive elements of Islamic culture. I’m a bit ambivalent about the film given some of the explicit situations but my read is that it was designed to make the viewer uncomfortable and to elicit disgust. The marketing of the film as essentially soft-core pedophilic porn is really the issue past the fact that a “multi-cultural” France is an obvious non-starter that must be categorically rejected, “happy medium” of the film’s ending or no. Given that one of the co-founders of Netflix is a descendent of Sigmund Freud and Edward Bernays, though, marketing the film in this fashion—and Mendelson’s defense of it—and running shows like AJ and the Queen and many of Netflix’s other “woke” programs is to be expected. 

	The mainstream view is that of Cathy Maser of the Lawrence S. Bloomberg Faculty of Nursing at the University of Toronto and the Transgender Youth Clinic at SickKids who believes “the earlier transgender and non-binary youth access resources to help discover who they are, the better.” Planned Parenthood Toronto has awarded Maser for her work. As a lecturer at the University of Toronto: 

	 

	Maser challenges students to develop an understanding of the relationship between a youth’s health and his or her socioeconomic context. She helps them explore how social class, gender, migration, race/ethnicity, ability/disability and sexual orientation come together to affect the ability of an adolescent to access adequate health care.

	 

	The mainstream view is that of the ACLU, ACLU-Idaho, Cooley LLP, and Legal Voice, co-filers of a federal lawsuit challenging Idaho Governor Brad Little signing into law prohibitions on transgender “girls” and “women” from competing in sports as female. Legal Voice describes itself as a:

	 

	…progressive feminist organization using the power of the law to make change in the Northwest. We use that power structure to dismantle sexism and oppression, specifically advocating for our region’s most marginalized communities: women of color, lesbians, transgender and gender-nonconforming people, immigrants, people with disabilities, low-income women, and others affected by gender oppression and injustice.

	 

	According to the lawsuit, “H.B. 500 requires women and girls, upon a ‘dispute regarding’ their sex, to submit to invasive physical examinations and genetic testing in order to ‘verify’ a vague and indeterminate notion of ‘biological sex.’” What is vague and indeterminate about determining whether someone’s chromosomes are XX or XY, or even more simply using the rubric from Kindergarten Cop?

	The mainstream view is that of Huffington Post “trans advocate” Brynn Tannehill, who writes, “The desistance myth was promoted by reparative therapists, concern trolls, and charlatans. It’s time for the 80 percent desistance figure to be relegated to the same junk science bin as the utterly discredited link between vaccines and autism.” Any hard evidence to support that claim, Brynn? Of course not. Buyer’s remorse is common for men, women, boys, and girls who are often railroaded or pressured into what’s proven to be a financial windfall for the pharmaceutical, biotech, plastic surgery, and, yes, retail industries. Gender is, after all, a consumer choice the market is more than happy to cater to, and even more so, it is an ideological construct designed to further meld humanity into one indeterminate mass of easily-controlled serfs and consumers. What will be indeterminate is any unique or differentiating characteristics among these Eloi.

	Like race, gender is framed by the ruling class as essentially only skin-deep (although this framing is fraught with contradiction at basically every turn), when the reality is that sex and race reflect something much deeper and more profound. For an indoctrinated and dumbed-down population raised on sloganeering and devoid of critical thinking faculties, this does not matter. It’s plug-and-play.

	Transgenderism is a vehicle for social engineering by the Establishment, and its methods of recruitment and mental re-configuring map very closely with those of notorious cults like Synanon—and with very good reason, as we shall see later. It preys on the mentally ill and vulnerable, breaking them down and re-forming their identities in the desired image of the cult leader or leaders. Extensive research shows that between 52% and 82% of self-identified transgender persons have at least one or more DSM-listed psychiatric conditions or personality disorders beyond their gender dysphoria. Happy, well-adjusted people do not join cults, and, as Margaret Singer noted, “If the social structure has not broken down, very few people will follow.” 

	So the intent is clear: to serve as a potent means of propaganda and mind control; to demoralize, weaken, and dumb down the population to make them more compliant; to create a new “victim class” for political exploitation and to further splinter the family and atomize the native population; and to produce new “markets” for increased profit. Some of the worst excesses are very obviously done for sport or out of malice, showing that beyond the horizontal view, it is a rejection of natural law, representative of the advanced decay of a civilization being eaten alive from the inside-out, spreading its diseased anti-morality across the globe. It is, in no uncertain terms, pure evil, and the people and organizations so far introduced are just the tip of the iceberg.

	 

	
 

	1. All My Friends Are Going Trans

	 

	 

	“[Jesse] Singal is attempting to provide hope to parents that their child who says they’re trans might not be. He leaves enough doubt for you to consider gatekeeping your child’s identity. This is irresponsible. Singal goes on to express how investigating that identity could cause harm, if adolescents begin physical transitions: ‘Some of these interventions are irreversible. People respond differently to cross-sex hormones, but changes in vocal pitch, body hair, and other physical characteristics, such as the development of breast tissue, can become permanent.’ Here, it sounds like Singal is essentially trying to scare readers into not letting young trans people be themselves.

	 

	- Robyn Kanner 24

	“I Detransitioned. But Not Because I Wasn’t Trans.” The Atlantic, June 22, 2018

	 

	For Richard Dawkins, the meme (“a unit of cultural transmission”) is a viral phenomenon that exhibits evolutionary behavior and responds to selective pressures at the inter-generational level of a group or society (think ideas, traditions, symbols, et cetera—anything that can be imitated and mentally internalized). The meme is also capable of spreading even while simultaneously harming the host (for Aaron Lynch, the meme can double as a “thought contagion”). Thus, what is appealing and has enough resonance with enough people can spread even if the content of the meme is harmful or, in some cases, lethal. The digitization of the world allows for the speed with which a meme can spread like a virus (hence the phrase “going viral”). Oftentimes these destructive memes are packaged in Trojan Horse fashion, thus ushering dangerous concepts such as multi-culturalism right past the usual defenses as they are attached to and cloaked by seemingly-benign or generally “agreeable” sentiments. We will later explore the effectiveness the meme “love is love” had in the institutionalization of gay marriage. The disingenuous argument of letting so-called trans kids “be themselves” is along these same lines.

	One of the primary causes of the explosion of “trans youth” in recent years can be explained by the social contagion effect. A study published in 2018 by Dr. Lisa Littman compellingly argues that social contagion may well be a significant factor in the increase of trans-identifying young people, who are obviously much more impressionable than adults—which is why the ruling class pushes “trans” and the other colors of the rainbow so heavily in schools, libraries, and in children’s programming. 

	In 2009, the American Psychological Association (APA) in its “Report of the APA Task Force on Gender Identity and Gender Variance” estimated the number of transgender individuals in the United States at 115,000 to 450,000, or 38 to 147 per 100,000 by using US Census data for that year’s total population size—meaning at the low end we’re looking at .04% and at the high end .15% of the population. Seven years later, a 2016 study from the Williams Institute at UCLA estimated that transgenders represented about 0.6% of the adult population. The Williams Institute had five years earlier placed the percentage of adult transgenders in the US at 0.3%, which may mean that given the Census figures versus the Williams Institute’s, the Institute may well have inflated their numbers or have used a much more flexible definition of trans, although it is also possible people previously felt less comfortable self-identifying as trans whereas increasingly they’re actually receiving benefits from doing so. 

	The APA and the Census aside, if we consider the 2011 versus 2016 Williams Institute percentages, a doubling of self-identifying trans people seems to suggest that the spike can be largely attributed to massive social-reprogramming efforts and incentives for becoming or identifying as transgendered. That number has continued to explode, with the number of transgender-identifying high school students now estimated to be at around 2%. A self-serving report published by GLAAD in 2017, tellingly called the Accelerating Acceptance report, surveyed over 2,000 American adults ages 18 and over in November 2016 in partnership with Harris Poll. The report revealed a whopping 20% of the youngest respondents (18-34) identified as LGBTQ, compared with 12% of Generation X (ages 35-53) and 7% of Baby Boomers (52-71). It is entirely possible—probable, even—that the numbers are exploding due to social contagion and incentivizing efforts as well as being dramatically inflated, which in turn accelerates self-identification.

	In case you were wondering if GLAAD is some fringe organization, presenting partners of the GLAAD Media Awards are Gilead Sciences, Wells Fargo, Ketel One Vodka, and Delta Airlines; additional corporate and foundation partners include Google, Target, Facebook, Hilton, Netflix, ViacomCBS, Comcast/NBCUniversal, the National Basketball Association, AT&T, Morgan Stanley, Coca-Cola, Walt Disney Television, the Tides Foundation, the TAWANI Foundation, Tinder, and Grindr, the last two being “hook-up” apps—Grindr, founded by the Jewish Joel Simkhai, specifically for homosexuals.

	The spread among the youth has happened in various other ways as well. Some parents are incentivized to claim their children are transgender for reasons related to social attention and/or approval and to foster a sense of belonging. Of these, a percentage are likely suffering from Munchausen by proxy syndrome, where typically the mother harms their child or children for sympathy and affection. Dr. Michelle Cretella states that, “Munchausen by proxy is a disorder in which an adult feigns either physical or psychological condition in a child for their own subconscious reasons. Most often the perpetrator is the biological mother and she often has a background in health or medicine.” 

	A prime example is the saga of a Dallas, Texas family court case begun in late 2019 involving a non-biological mother’s attempts at forcing a sex change on her now-eight-year-old son. The non-biological mother in question is pediatrician Anne Georgulas, who gave birth via IVF using an egg donor, and claims the boy James should be called “Luna” and transitioned into a girl because he once asked for a girl’s toy at McDonald’s and imitated female characters from Frozen after viewing the movie. He allegedly asked to wear dresses, which the father initially acquiesced to until he found the girls’ clothing in his trash one morning (thrown out by James himself).

	The jury believed that her ex-husband, the biological father, should not have a say in the matter, but Judge Kim Cooks ultimately overruled the jury’s decision and awarded joint custody provided the father attend counseling with James, his twin brother, and Georgulas. Cooks stated that Georgulas must receive permission from the boy’s biological father before allowing the boy to undergo any “transitioning” measures; if the parents could not agree, a court-appointed parenting coordinator would be the tie-breaker. Cooks found that Georgulas was “overly affirming in instances when James supposedly showed a desire to be a girl,” including taking him to Pride parades, buying him dresses and fake hair, and enrolling him in kindergarten as a girl under the name Luna. 

	Georgulas’s attorneys filed a motion to have Cooks replaced in November 2019, and in January 2020 Judge Mary Brown was appointed to the case. After initially upholding joint custody, Brown reversed course in August 2020 after an appeal by the Georgulas camp, and granted her request to force the father to pay for and attend counseling without a proper hearing; Georgulas was also given sole custody and decision-making power over the future of the child, which will presumably begin with the administration of puberty blockers and the full “transition” of James into Luna. This is legal but no less criminal. 

	As Cretella explains:

	 

	In the case of imposing gender dysphoria on a son, there are cases in the scientific literature of severe maternal depression triggered in a mother longing for a daughter. The mother’s depression lifts when the boy dresses and acts as a girl. This has been termed “gender mourning.”25

	 

	When with his father, James is happy behaving like a normal boy. Whenever James is with his mother, however, she only addresses him by the name Luna and will only allow him to dress in girl’s clothing; the mother also specifically chose a therapist who specializes in gender transitioning.

	For her part, Cretella, Executive Director of the American College of Pediatricians, has been targeted as a kind of heretic, in her description, which is not all that far from the truth given the religious fervor with which pro-trans groups push this insanity on children. She and the American College of Pediatricians have come under fire from the American Academy of Pediatricians and were actually labeled a “hate group” by the Southern Poverty Law Center (SPLC). Why is the SPLC weighing in on a struggle between two pediatric associations? Because it’s an ideological orthodoxy enforcer and wants to push the delusions of transgenderism on the population and silence anyone who gets in their way. If anything, Cretella is motivated by concern for vulnerable children at the mercy of their parents, weaponized bureaucratic, educational, and judicial systems, and a society that is rapidly disintegrating around them, not “hate.” This is infantile, but for a sentimentalized and dumbed-down population, evidently it is a sufficient explanation.

	The social contagion’s spread is hastened by the internet and social media use in particular, as Littman’s study found:

	 

	Adolescent and young adult (AYA) children, who have had no histories of childhood gender identity issues, experienced a perceived sudden or rapid onset of gender dysphoria. Parents have described clusters of gender dysphoria in pre-existing friend groups with multiple or even all members of a friend group becoming gender dysphoric and transgender-identified in a pattern that seems statistically unlikely based on previous research. Parents describe a process of immersion in social media, such as “binge-watching” YouTube transition videos and excessive use of Tumblr, immediately preceding their child becoming gender dysphoric.26

	 

	As we put the pieces of the puzzle together—viral memes and thought contagions, the ubiquity of support and increasingly incentivizing of “trans” by every significant and many insignificant institutions, the role of technology and social media in isolation and recruitment/grooming, various social pressures, the break-down of the family and other institutions that provide stability and meaning, the “halo effect” of abnormal sexualities, and more—we see once again a deeply-enmeshed set of conditions that work synergistically in spreading and amplifying harmful beliefs. 

	The grooming factor is very real. A Queens University (Canada) professor found that the percentage of pedophiles who were homosexuals was four times that of the general population. 59% of male child sex offenders had been a “victim of contact sexual abuse as a child.” As Lynda S. Doll reported in her study, “Self-Reported Childhood and Adolescent Sexual Abuse among Adult Homosexual and Bisexual Men” (1992), “This study of 1,001 adult homosexual and bisexual men found that 37% reported they had been encouraged or forced to have sexual contact with an older or more powerful partner before age 19. Median age at first contact was 10.”27 So the young are being groomed by powerful predators, and it is becoming legalized. 

	In the United States, lesbian Assemblywoman Susan Talamantes Eggman and Jewish homosexual State Senator Scott Wiener’s proposed legislation (Bill SB 145) “to end blatant discrimination against LGBT young people regarding California’s sex offender registry” echo an extremely disturbing mindset within this “community,” as do these comments from Jewish homosexual Milo Yiannopoulos said during a live-stream: 

	 

	We get hung up on this child abuse stuff… This is one of the reasons why I hate the left, the one size fits all policing of culture, this arbitrary and oppressive idea of consent… Pedophilia is not a sexual attraction to somebody who is 13 years old and sexually mature…In the gay world, some of the most important, enriching, and incredibly life-affirming, important, shaping relationships are between younger boys and older men. They can be hugely positive experiences very often for those young boys.

	 

	Jewish California State Assemblywoman Laura Friedman calls the SB 145 bill “purely an equity issue,” as Sen. Wiener explains:

	 

	Currently, for consensual yet illegal sexual relations between a teenager age 15 and over and a partner within 10 years of age, ‘sexual intercourse’ (i.e., vaginal intercourse) does not require the offender to go onto the sex offender registry; rather, the judge decides based on the facts of the case whether sex offender registration is warranted or unwarranted. By contrast, for other forms of intercourse—specifically, oral and anal intercourse—sex offender registration is mandated under all situations, with no judicial discretion.

	 

	Something else to consider: a survey from a general population of Internet pornography users found that users of pornography depicting sexual abuse of children also consume both hardcore pornography (featuring ostensibly adult performers), as well as animal pornography. There were no consumers of child sexual abuse images who only collected child sexual abuse images.28 

	A separate study examining 231 Swiss men charged in a 2002 case for possession of child pornography found that 60% percent also had pornography that depicted sexual acts with animals, excrement, or brutality; 33% consumed at least three or more types of deviant pornography. Researchers also found that those convicted for possessing child sexual abuse images were more likely to subscribe to commercial websites containing legal pornographic material.29 

	The increasing need for more hardcore pornography leads individuals to pursue very perverse prurient interests which include, but are not limited to, transgender pornography: using functional MRI, a 2015 study from Cambridge found that compulsive sexual behavior is characterized by novelty-seeking, conditioning, and habituation to sexual stimuli in males—meaning users need more extreme content over time in order achieve the same level of arousal.30 By its own admission, porn outlet xHamster concluded that the more porn you watch, the more likely you are to identify as bisexual.31 

	If porn also makes people more sexually unsure, and we add all of the de-stabilizing and alienating factors of (post-)modernity previously discussed into the equation, not least of which is the social contagion effect outlined by Lisa Littman and the active recruitment/grooming of the mentally ill and/or vulnerable by homosexuals and/or transgenders, then the explosion of self-identifying transgender persons, particularly among the youth, makes sense. How many of these groomers/recruiters are in positions of power? As we will see, a great many.

	Critics blame the lack of research on the increasingly-common phenomenon of “de-transitioning,” which is basically an attempt to revert back to the original sex with varying degrees of success given some of the changes, as evidence that surgery and hormonal therapy work and that “correcting” the mistake of “being born in the wrong body” then sends the person in question out into the rainbow yonder of cupcakes and Gender Unicorns. More likely it’s something closer to what James Caspian encountered when his proposal to study gender reassignment reversal was turned down by Bath Spa University in the UK, because it was “potentially politically incorrect” and that “the posting of unpleasant material on blogs or social media may be detrimental to the reputation of the university.”

	Beyond the cowardice, it certainly can’t have anything to do with the fact that a male-to-female genital surgery ranges up to $12,000 for a “penile inversion” and up to $28,000 for a “rectosigmoid transfer” procedure, where surgeons use rectal tissue to “construct a vagina.” Yes, rectal tissue. For female-to-male surgeries, the range can be anywhere from $6,000 for a mastectomy to $80,000 for the “construction of a penis capable of achieving erection and permitting a person to urinate while standing,”32 and these are just the baseline surgeries, not the hormones, the other procedures like plastic surgery, the new outfits, the puberty blockers depending on the age, et cetera. You can actually compare prices online to find the cheapest vaginoplasties! 

	In any case, the Jewish transgender “activist” Riki Wilchins (“I had been raised in the tightly-knit Jewish community in Cincinnati, Ohio. My grandfather had studied to be a rabbi at Hebrew Union College”) counters that Caspian’s research would be a waste of time anyway since only a “very small fraction of people de-transition.” And besides, Wilchins says, the bigoted “strong political undercurrent in previous studies” had been used to “restrict transgender people’s access to surgery.” 

	The transgender phenomenon is fully backed by the state and supported with “evidence” by “experts” like Sheree Bekker and Cara Tannenbaum, who claims gender is fluid and when asked to weigh in on hormonal advantages in women’s athletics, claims that there is “a lack of evidence about testosterone’s effects.” Congresswoman Ilhan Omar also saw fit to send a letter to USA Powerlifting demanding that they allow biological males who identify as women to compete in women’s events, because biological differences between the sexes are a “myth” unsupported by “medical science.” In 2015, the Court of Arbitration for Sport found that the way the International Association of Athletics Federations (IAAF) regulated intersex athletes (through testosterone levels) was scientifically unsound. None of this could be further from the truth, but this is central to the anti-reality agenda of the ruling class. As Mark Regnerus writes:

	 

	This is the queering of science. Its academic roots have been around for decades, but it is now swelling in practice. A pair of colleagues at the University of Texas outline it in considerable detail in “Queering Methodologies to Understand Queer Families,” a federally funded review that appeared recently in Family Relations. Long-standard (or dominant) research methods, they hold, stand in need of adaptation: “Queering questions that which is normative.” They openly counsel tying science to politics, imploring scholars to put their research to work “in ways that best represent and strengthen (queer) families.”33

	 

	This is one hundred percent an extension of the “culture of critique” that’s been metastasizing in academia for generations.

	There’s serious money behind this endeavor, and it has full institutional support. Parents can even be overruled by the courts. As CNN reported in February 2018:

	 

	A Hamilton County, Ohio, judge…gave custody of a transgender teen to his grandparents rather than his parents, allowing them to make medical decisions regarding his transition. The parents didn’t want the teen, a 17-year-old who identifies as male, to undergo hormone treatment and refused to call him by his chosen name, triggering suicidal feelings, according to court testimony. The parents wanted custody in order to make medical decisions for the teen and prohibit the treatment that his medical team had recommended…A team at Cincinnati Children’s Hospital Medical Center, where the teen has been treated since 2016, advised the court that he should start treatment as soon as possible to decrease his suicide risk.34

	 

	[image: Lee Ann Conard]The hospital’s Transgender Health Program “offers medical care for transgender and gender-nonconforming youth from age 4 to their 25th birthday.” Lee Ann Conrad, pictured right, is its Director and founder.

	In April 2019, the Arizona Supreme Court made the decision that judges can overrule parents on so-called “treatment” for transgender children, requiring them to seek “expert help” for children who “may be transgender.” 

	“In a lot of these cases, children are stating, ‘I don’t want to live,’ or they’re getting admitted to Phoenix Children’s because they’re slamming their heads against floors,” says Cammy Bellis, founder of Mothers in Transition. The non-profit group “connects moms of gender non-conforming children with legal resources.” Bellis continues, “Parents feel that it’s their right to be able to make legal and medical decisions about their child, but when your child’s making death statements and having suicidal ideations, when do the courts plan to step in?”35

	Early and often, I can imagine; the American Psychiatric Association (APA) claims that “cross-gender behaviors” can manifest themselves from age two. Frankly, though the APA is treated as an “authority,” they lost their credibility long ago. They’ve been weaponized as an activist institution since at least the 1970s.

	The Jewish “activist” Frank Kameny (co-founder of the Washington, DC branch of the Mattachine Society) was at the forefront of pressuring the APA to reconsider its position on same-sex attraction, along with Barbara Gittings (in 1971, Gittings became the second head of the American Library Association’s Task Force on Gay Liberation), though how much pressure the APA really needed is debatable. In 1973, the APA declared that “by itself, homosexuality does not meet the criteria for being a psychiatric disorder” and removed it from the second edition of its Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders (DSM-II). Eventual DSM-III committee Chair the Jewish Robert L. Spitzer (Columbia University) was generally credited with spearheading the decision. Removing homosexuality from the DSM is not, in and of itself, necessarily a problem, per se, but it is indicative of a larger pattern of behavior as regards the politicizing of institutions such as the APA, the weaponization of psychoanalysis and mental health more broadly (and insidiously), the re-definition of terms and behaviors to suit their agenda and fit their narrative, and the jointly subversive and collusive means of forcing policy changes on an unwilling or unaware public. It also removes the clear link between homosexuality and pathology.

	Another insidious example of re-defining is the constant linking of everything and anything deemed unfavorable by the in-group to the Holocaust and anti-Semitism, with Kameny writing in June 1965: “There is but a short step from prison sentences for homosexuals to gas ovens for Jews, and amazingly little difference between [Sir Cyril] Osborne and Hitler.” Kameny wrote to CBS in November 1966: “I am sure that you see the similarity between the charges of a ‘homosexual mafia’ and the charges of a ‘Jewish conspiracy,’ which one hears endlessly from anti-Semitic sources. Both charges are a discredit only to those making them and to those believing them.” For added significance, Jewish publication The Forward refers to Kameny as “the Moses of the LGBT movement.”

	The debatable removal of homosexuality from the DSM is reflective of this pattern of “activism” and behind-the-scenes machinations that would take place elsewhere with the homosexual agenda as a precursor to “trans” and the like, and with the APA itself as a harbinger of the transformation of society more widely. Gender identity disorder was dropped from the DSM-V, which was published in 2013, to “remove the stigma associated with the term disorder,” and the new term “gender dysphoria” was added as per the APA, “The presence of gender variance is not the pathology but dysphoria is from the distress caused by the body and mind not aligning and/or societal marginalization of gender-variant people.” There are still plenty of other disorders in the DSM, though. Gender dysphoria will probably be removed from the next volume altogether. 

	The APA has no problem calling the very nature of masculinity itself toxic, however, as to quote Erielle Davidson:

	 

	For the first time in its history, the American Psychological Association released a report to assist psychologists working with men and boys. One of the biggest “takeaways” of the report alludes to a crisis of masculinity: “traditional masculinity—marked by stoicism, competitiveness, dominance and aggression—is, on the whole, harmful.”…The APA report evinces a growing and unfortunate trend within our “woke” society of using traditional masculinity as a convenient scapegoat for a host of societal ills. Instead of considering the complexity of the human condition, we seem compelled to reduce issues of male mental health to question of men merely being too “manly.” The subtext of the report is that, in order to address male mental health, we must restructure society to reject masculine norms and simultaneously reprogram men to reject their biological inclinations.36

	No agenda, right? In the article “The New Voices of Masculinity” by the Jewish Nora Caplan-Bricker, part of GQ’s New Masculinity issue, “an exploration of the ways that traditional notions of masculinity are being challenged, overturned, and evolved,” we are treated to soy-addled and Cult-Marx-informed and -distorted takes on how men should no longer be men from a variety of Caplan-Bricker’s interviewees, most of whom are not male, nor, as we might expect, White. Let’s investigate what the New Masculinity looks like filtered through this particular lens. 

	Caplan-Bricker leads with a mixed-race Daily Show writer who laments the fact that homosexuality is not considered masculine and follows that up with a transgender boxer who “confronts his (said in context) privilege in a weaponized, white male body.” Next is Asia Kate Dillon, known for playing Hollywood’s first gender-nonbinary characters. Off-screen, Dillon, “who uses the singular ‘they’ pronoun,” has become “a powerful advocate for greater inclusivity in popular culture.” Some of Dillon’s insights include:

	 

	
	
• For one person, masculinity might mean a dress and a face of makeup, because that’s how they see themselves.


	
• I think that the “actress” category should be removed from awards shows.


	
• As someone who was assigned female at birth, I was already a marginalized person, and then on top of that I’m queer and nonbinary and trans. So I have several marginalized identities. And I also carry white-bodied privilege. That doesn’t negate my talent, my innate gift. It just means that even though I carry these marginalized identities, I still hold power in rooms where there are queer people of color, for example.37




	 

	Jewish dog-sled racer Blair Braverman “puts a feminist spin on adventure-writing” and talks about the need for women in male spaces, generally-imagined sexism, and a de-constructing of the white male American mythos. Braverman says:

	 

	From the time settlers came to what would become the United States, the American narrative has been one of (white) men risking everything to tame the wilderness and shape it for their own purposes, whether they’re pioneers or cowboys or prospectors. For a woman to participate in adventure sports or expeditions, on her own terms, complicates the narrative: What if it’s not man versus nature anymore? What if we’re not—gasp—conquering the wilderness at all? What if a woman’s skills can surpass a man’s in a realm that’s been safely cordoned off as male—which is to say, a realm that’s been safe from the possibility of a woman coming in, succeeding, and thereby threatening the supremacy of masculinity itself? If any part of that man-versus-nature narrative is fallible, it calls into question some very deep-seated stories and values that our country is based on.38

	 

	We are also treated to such gems as Liz Plank (a self-proclaimed feminist), Tarana Burke (the founder of the #MeToo movement), Aymann Ismail (complains about Islamic stereotypes), Hannah Gadsby (a misandrous quote-un-quote comic), and Al Freeman (a quote-un-quote artist who specializes in under-stuffed pillows of things like genitalia and beer cans, which she describes as “soft sculpture”). Freeman states:

	 

	I’ve never tried to make funny work. But I guess it’s castrating humor, to some degree. It robs the masculinity of its power and its potency. There’s also the idea of all of these kinds of macho objects being cuddly pillows. The idea of a frat boy seeking comfort in a pillow version of his Jägermeister bottle, as if the pillows are teddy bears that would comfort some terrible man.39

	        

	Also present among the grab-bag is Katrina Karkazis, author of the book Testosterone: An Un-Authorized Biography, where she makes the demonstrably false argument that, “High T is thought to be the substance in the body that produces masculinity—physically, through muscles and hair, but also behaviorally. But it doesn’t actually map on very well to what we understand as masculinity.” Phil Daoust agrees, stating in a Guardian piece from 2017 that testosterone is “trouble” and leads to “impaired decision-making.” He then follows that up with the erroneous and harmful claim that “testosterone makes you stupid.” Clearly not, since Daoust has a room-temperature IQ at best. Far from making you stupid, University of Alberta researcher Marty Mrazik published a paper in Roeper Review linking giftedness (having an IQ score of 130 or higher) to prenatal exposure to higher levels of testosterone.

	One thing is clear, however: testosterone in men is, for the ruling class, a problem. Trying to create a self-fulfilling prophecy, The New York Times has declared our current era, “The Age of the Twink” (emphasis added): 

	 

	Female body types have always cycled in and out of style; yet with men, alternatives to the ideal of imposing physicality have usually been ignored or lampooned. But as women continue to use their voices to undo that legacy of toxic masculinity, a different kind of change is taking place from within the culture: These twinks, after all, aren’t just enviably lean boys or the latest unrealistic gay fantasy, but a new answer to the problem of what makes a man.40

	 

	So men are a “problem” that need to be solved. 

	The Jewish Leah Berkenwald’s41 “Androgyny: Progressive or Exclusionary?” also from The New York Times first favorably quotes the Jewish developmental and clinical psychologist Diane Ehrensaft (who we will return to later) before delighting in the fact that androgynous fashion has the potential to “explode gender norms,” using Jewish women Barbara Streisand and Molly Picon as models “who can look convincing as an adolescent boy.” So much of the gender non-conforming/transgender agenda involves children or the invocation of children, and it is becoming increasingly obvious that the “slippery slope” is not always a logical fallacy, and certainly not in this case. Disturbingly, there is a very clear reason why “gay rights” has quickly birthed the non-binary/queer/trans hysteria: they are all of a piece, telegraphed by their ever-expanding acronym, LGBTQ+(ad infinitum). Feminism, like it or not, has done the same.

	As regards the persistent link to sexual perversity, let us consider the “saga” of ILGA: ILGA started out as the International Gay Association at a conference in Coventry, England, in August 1978 when members of small organizations from Australia, the UK, the Netherlands, Ireland, the United States, Denmark, France, and Italy pledged to create an international organization to pool their resources, in order to “combat homophobia” and campaign for “gay rights” on the global stage. It became the International Lesbian and Gay Association in 1986, and though it still uses the ILGA acronym, the official name of ILGA is now the International Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Trans, and Intersex Association. Today, ILGA has six continental/regional affiliates, such as ILGA-Europe and ILGA Latin America and Caribbean, and over 1,600 member organizations. ILGA World’s primary donors in 2018 were Tides, the Open Society Foundations, the Arcus Foundation, the Swedish International Development Cooperation Agency (SIDA), the Ministry for Foreign Affairs of Finland, the Astraea Lesbian Foundation for Justice, the Australian Government Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade, Burberry, Wattpad, Humble Bundle, ProtectDefenders.eu (which is funded by the European Union), and the Yogscast. Past funding has also come from the Ford Foundation, the City of Geneva, RIWI (a global trend-tracking and prediction technology firm), the UNDP, BT, UN Women, Google, Hivos, the Norwegian Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Thomson Reuters, and the Foundation Against Cancer. Why is a cancer foundation funding an LGBTQ organization? 

	Pamela Valenti is a prime example of the inter-connectedness of the people involved in promoting this agenda; she is a senior advocacy specialist at the Open Society European Policy Institute in Brussels, where she works on EU digital policies and foreign affairs. She joined the Open Society European Policy Institute in 2015, having previously worked as an EU advocacy consultant for the Open Society Eurasia Program on “human rights and democracy” in the Eastern Partnership countries and Central Asia, as a grant-making assistant for the European Endowment for Democracy, as a researcher for the European Parliament, and as a trainee for ILGA-Europe.

	Heather Grabbe, Director of the Open Society European Policy Institute, is another. The Open Society European Policy Institute “works to ensure that open society values are at the heart of EU policies and actions, both inside and outside its borders.” Grabbe is an “advocate for democratic pluralism and open societies.” She was ranked highly among “the women who shape Brussels” by Politico, gave a TED talk on the “importance of critical thinking and mindful engagement with post-truth politics,” and has written recently on “how climate change and technology are affecting the quality of democracy and economic and social justice.” From 2004 to 2009 she was senior advisor to then-European Commissioner for Enlargement Olli Rehn, responsible for EU policy on the Balkans and Turkey. Previously, she was deputy director of the Center for European Reform, where she wrote extensively on EU external policies and enlargement. She also conducted academic research at the European University Institute (Fiesole, outside Florence), Chatham House (London), Oxford and Birmingham Universities, and taught at the London School of Economics.

	With all of that in mind, the institutional support for the following is all the more abhorrent. The North American Man/Boy Love Association (NAMBLA) was a member of ILGA, and only after substantial external pressure and after the United Nations Economic and Social Council (ECOSOC) suspended ILGA’s consultative status did they vote to expel NAMBLA in 1994. ILGA’s application to be reinstated was rejected in 2002 “based on concerns raised about its member organizations or subsidiaries that promoted or condoned paedophilia.” Subsequent applications in 2003 and 2006 were also rejected; ILGA blamed the Organization of Islamic Cooperation (you know, the same countries that organizations like ILGA want to import wholesale into the West). Late in 2006 ILGA-Europe was granted ECOSOC consultative status, and in 2011 the central ILGA organization was finally successful. Their pedophilic affiliations have not stopped their return to “legitimacy” nor their growth into one of the largest and most well-funded LGBTQ networks in the world.

	For NAMBLA member Bill Andriette, “It’s kind of a mythical concept—consent…People who don’t like pornography or people who don’t like sadomasochism might say, ‘Well those things are so degrading that people who engage in them cannot really be consenting, no matter what they tell you.’” Jewish journalist Donna Minkowitz, self-described as a “dyke leather and S/M activist,” respects NAMBLA’s right to exist and states that “discrimination arising from age-of-consent laws can be ‘problematic,’” that favorite word, along with “complicated,” used by the ruling class for anything they don’t disagree with but don’t want to appear to support. 

	Minkowitz, it should be noted, went undercover to “out” American Renaissance conference attendees on behalf of Political Research Associates, founded by Northwestern alum and “lesbian feminist activist” Jean Hardisty. They are committed to “researching” such concerns as “anti-Semitism” and “racial and immigrant justice.” From 2011-2015, Political Research Associates received grants totaling $900,000 from the Ford Foundation. In Minkowitz’s interview with Lilith (“Independent, Jewish & Frankly Feminist”—entitled their Fall 2009 issue “boys* are the new girls,” which features articles such as “Bottoming for God”) she whined about American Renaissance’s supposed “anti-Semitism” and highlighted Sam Dickson’s proposal to get white women to have more babies as an issue. She stated that groups like American Renaissance “pose a tremendous danger to the rest of us.” Who is “us”? Can we guess? And what “danger” does it, in fact, pose?

	 

	
2. The Gaslight Anthem

	 

	 

	“Power is in tearing human minds to pieces and putting them together again in new shapes of your own choosing.”

	 

	- George Orwell, 1984

	 

	One of the most powerful weapons in the ruling class’s arsenal is gaslighting, and with their stranglehold not just on the media apparatus and academia, but also on all of society’s institutions, their job is made that much easier. Gaslighting is defined as:

	 

	A form of psychological manipulation in which a person seeks to sow seeds of doubt in a targeted individual or in members of a targeted group, making them question their own memory, perception, and sanity. Using denial, misdirection, contradiction, and lying, gaslighting involves attempts to destabilize the victim and delegitimize the victim’s beliefs.42 

	 

	This is occurring in our society on a massive scale, and the virtual omnipresence of media—and the media monopoly by the Establishment—is profoundly effective for not just social control, but social engineering. Gaslighting is abuse, and deeply harmful, but its coercive power lies in its apparently “soft” nature. Such coercion is generally much more effective, for the victim is not aware that they are being manipulated and may even come to question their own sanity. Patricia Evans describes the mechanisms typically employed by the abuser:

	 

	
	
• Withholding of information


	
• Countering information selectively to fit the abuser’s perspective


	
• Discounting information


	
• Indirect verbal abuse, often in the form of humor


	
• Blocking and diverting the victim’s attention from outside sources


	
• Trivializing the victim’s perspective or even worth


	
• Undermining the victim by gradual erosion43




	 

	There is a reason why the media mouthpieces refer to everything that runs counter to the narrative a “conspiracy theory,” or why the truth is always the exact opposite of what’s being stated by the commentariat and the critical theoretical priestly class in academia. That’s why everything is a “phobia” or framed in negative.

	In a great irony, the article I sourced the aforementioned definition of gaslighting from uses it to insist that it is Donald Trump who is gaslighting “us” into insanity. On the contrary, it was whenever he said something that cut to the heart of the matter, or proposed something to upset the apple cart, that the media went most apoplectic. Trump exaggerating how many people attended his inauguration or the size of his hands is far more useful as “proof” of his apparent “existential threat” than when he wonders aloud about the usefulness of NATO. Remember, the same people who support chemically castrating children are the ones screeching “Think of the children!” the loudest in favor of letting in a seemingly infinite stream of adult male migrants from the most violent, dysfunctional countries on earth—and moving them into your neighborhood. 

	Transgenderism is the ultimate form of gaslighting. If you can get a population to accept multitudinous genders when in reality human beings are sexually dimorphic, you can get them to accept anything, even eating maggot sausages to delay the carbon-induced apocalypse. It serves other purposes, too, such as the humiliation and degradation of an occupied state’s population, the literal mental retardation of the affected population, and the added consumer economy windfall produced by people “switching genders” and “identifying” with consumer goods that have been linked to this political/lifestyle/identity choice. It is materialistic, hyper-individualistic, and also totally at odds with reality. The prostate of a “trans woman” doesn’t magically become something else; surgical modifications and hormones and lies do not undo nature. If you accept that sex and gender are independent of each other, then it is axiomatic that a transgendered individual may believe themselves to be “born into the wrong body” despite not having the corresponding chromosomes, whereby they may endeavor to undergo hormone treatments, surgical modifications, and a wardrobe change. 

	The concept of transgenderism relies on the fundamental premise that biology and expressed “gender identity” need not correspond. Therefore, the intellectually honest person must also conclude that trans-racialism is a legitimate phenomenon, “skin color” is not phenotypical at all for it must be totally divorced from any biological considerations, and thus, skin color is not a reflection of genetics but an arbitrary marker of “race” in the same way genitalia are arbitrary markers of “sex.” You cannot hold one belief and not the other and claim to stand on principles or to have a logically coherent worldview. The discussion then shifts to articles of faith, which is squarely in the realm of the theological—a great irony for a largely atheistic and materialistic ideology based on “science” and “progress.” Contradictorily, race is somehow a construct, yet also totally fixed, except that its fixity only applies when it is useful, likewise its “constructed” nature.

	Sex is even more clear-cut than race, though. There are mixed-race people, but nobody is mixed-sex. You are either male or female. While some may argue that people with intersex conditions create some sort of third category, this is really a misnomer, as people with various intersex conditions simply have a disorder that affects sexual development and reproductive function. These people are still male or female, even if they appear ambiguous or are infertile. No human is both sexes biologically, and no one is neither. Though intersex conditions certainly are medically interesting, they are extremely rare and should not be cited as a justification for pushing gender fluidity or gender choice, especially on children.

	Princeton University researcher and psychologist Kristina Olson (PhD from Harvard), who since 2013 has been studying “gender-nonconforming kids, who consistently defy gender stereotypes but have not socially transitioned,” mostly when she was with the University of Washington, says, “My findings are often ‘duh’ findings.” Oh wait, she’s talking about a three-year-old being situated to “transition” because they “already have a strong sense of their identity.” At three. I would hardly call that a “duh” finding.

	Olson and many members of the TransYouth and Gender Development Project through the Social Cognitive Development Lab at the University of Washington moved to Princeton in September 2020 to continue their research there. Notable figures include postdoc Dominic Gibson, who received his PhD in Developmental Psychology from the University of Chicago where he worked with Susan Levine and Susan Goldin-Meadow, and alumni now situated in positions at the University of Lisbon (Portugal), Procter & Gamble, the University of Zurich (Switzerland), the University of Chicago, Google, and Victoria University of Wellington (New Zealand).

	Charlotte Tate, a psychologist from San Francisco State University, agrees with Olson and her acolytes, saying that from interviews with trans people, “one of the most consistent themes is that at some early point, sometimes as early as age 3 to 5, there’s this feeling that the individual is part of another gender group.”44 Aaron Devor, the University of Victoria in British Columbia, Canada’s Chair of Transgender Studies—who is transgender—says that Olson’s work is very reminiscent of that of Evelyn Hooker, and “will have an Evelyn Hooker effect” in dispelling the notion that transgender people are mentally ill. 

	Devor may be on to something: despite the contradicting evidence I am about to present, LGBTQ ideologues maintain that there are no negative disparities in psychological health in the homosexual brain relative to the heterosexual brain, with Evelyn Hooker’s 1957 study, “The Adjustment of the Overt Male Homosexual” as the be-all end-all study, functioning much the same as Alfred Kinsey’s 10% male homosexual figure. 

	A psychologist based out of UCLA, where one of the first official gender clinics in the US was founded in 1962 and where some of the country’s first “sex changes” were being performed by urologist Elmer Belt, Hooker’s “research” was unscientifically designed to prove the point that homosexual men did not differ from heterosexual men in psychopathology. Hooker only used thirty subjects from each group, eliminated any subjects who were currently in psychiatric therapy, administered three diagnostic tests with no oversight and discarded the results of two of them because she didn’t like the results, and in the one remaining test decided to create her own personal criteria to interpret the results. This sounds eerily reminiscent of the self-serving methodology “proving” anti-Semitism-as-psychosis from The Authoritarian Personality crowd. It is also worth noting Hooker’s priors: in 1937, Hooker received a fellowship to the Berlin Institute of Psychotherapy and lived with a Jewish family while studying there. Before returning to the United States, Hooker was part of a group tour of the USSR, notorious for weaponizing psychology against the population, going so far as to “commit” dissidents.

	So about that homosexual psychopathology: a government-sponsored study of 5,998 Dutch adults ages 18 to 64 featured in the January 2001 issue of the Journal of the American Medical Association found that compared to heterosexual women, females who engage in homosexual behavior are 405% more likely to have suffered a substance use disorder, 241% more likely to have suffered mood disorders during their lifetimes, and 209% more likely to have suffered two or more mental disorders during their lifetimes. In the Netherlands, male homosexual relationships last an average of 18 months and gay men have an average of eight partners a year outside of these relationships. Those with borderline personality disorder are more likely to exhibit greater sexual preoccupation, have earlier sexual exposure, engage in casual sexual relationships, report a greater number of different sexual partners as well as increased promiscuity, and engage in homosexual experiences. Those, for the most part, are also side effects of early and/or consistent exposure to pornography. 

	Patients with borderline personality disorder appear to be characterized by a greater number of high-risk sexual behaviors and a higher likelihood of having been coerced to have sex, experiencing date rape, or being raped by a stranger.45 Recall here the strong association between abuse and trauma causing illness and/or homosexuality and/or transgender identification. Yet these behaviors, which are clearly self-destructive and often beget more abuse, are condoned and even encouraged by the media, academia, and every institution of any significance and then some. 

	The same 2001 Dutch study in the Journal of the American Medical Association found that compared to heterosexual men, males who engage in homosexual behavior are: 727% more likely to suffer from bipolar disorders and 502% more likely to have suffered symptoms in the last twelve months; 620% more likely to suffer from obsessive-compulsive disorder and 718% more likely to have suffered symptoms in the last twelve months; 454% more likely to suffer from agoraphobia (fear of leaving home or being in public) and 632% more likely to have suffered symptoms in the last twelve months; 421% more likely to suffer from a panic disorder; 229% more likely to have suffered social phobia at some point in their lives; 375% more likely to have suffered simple phobia in the last twelve months and 361% more likely at some point in their lives; 311% more likely to suffer from mood disorders and 293% more likely to have suffered from symptoms in the last twelve months; 261% more likely to have suffered from symptoms associated with anxiety disorders in the last twelve months and 267% more likely over the course of their lifetimes; 270% more likely to have suffered two or more psychiatric disorders during their lifetime; and 235% more likely to have suffered major depression at some point in their lives. 

	These findings are echoed by King et al. (2008), “LGB people are at higher risk of mental disorder, suicidal ideation, substance misuse, and deliberate self harm than heterosexual people,”46 Semlyen et al. (2016), “In the UK, LGB adults have higher prevalence of poor mental health and low wellbeing when compared to heterosexuals,”47 and more. Additionally, the 2002 National Survey of Family Growth found that nearly 75% of all lesbians were overweight or obese.

	Another main tactic employed by transgender “activists” is to obsess over conversion therapy, which to the average person has marginal credibility at best, if they’ve even heard of it. Yet it was turned into a major talking point by the media in conjunction/coordination with these organizations and “activists,” used to paint Mike Pence as a bogeyman to rally support against, as well as to poison the well against anti-foreign interventionist Tulsi Gabbard’s 2020 presidential campaign. The real purpose was not to protest conversion therapy, but to politically assassinate an Establishment outsider in the latter case and to create a Trump-adjacent “monster” to serve as a villainous focal point as well as a rallying cry for “activism” akin to the absurd and egregious lies spread about border detention facilities operating as concentration camps in the former case. If anything, “transitioning” someone to “cure” them seems more like conversion therapy—a very lucrative conversion therapy—than anything, and what’s more, after promising these mentally ill people the world, the evidence suggests that suicidality increases after surgical “intervention” because nothing psychological has been resolved. 

	One comprehensive thirty-year study in Sweden that captured almost the entire population of surgically-reassigned transgender individuals in the country from 1973–2003 showed that post-operative transgender individuals were at over nineteen times greater risk for dying by suicide than the general population, and overall the study found:

	 

	…substantially higher rates of overall mortality, death from cardiovascular disease and suicide, suicide attempts, and psychiatric hospitalisations in sex-reassigned transsexual individuals compared to a healthy control population. This highlights that post surgical transsexuals are a risk group that need long-term psychiatric and somatic follow-up.48 

	 

	Additionally:

	 

	Immigrant status was twice as common among transsexual individuals compared to controls, living in an urban area somewhat more common, and higher education about equally prevalent. Transsexual individuals had been hospitalized for psychiatric morbidity other than gender identity disorder prior to sex reassignment about four times more often than controls.49

	 

	Furthermore, the conversion therapy hysteria serves a rhetorically dis-arming purpose, as the World Professional Association of Transgender Health (WPATH)’s Standards of Care states that “treatment aimed at trying to change a person’s gender identity and expression to become more congruent with sex assigned at birth” is “no longer considered ethical.” What’s more unethical, though: chemically castrating or sterilizing a child, mentally and developmentally retarding them, or waiting a few years to see if they’ll grow out of this supposed “transgender” identity? Pursuing legitimate psychological treatment methods or embracing this “identity”? Most of the supposed “trans kids” have their trans-need projected upon them by parents and/or the Establishment, and, most eventually identify as “just” homosexual. This is before considering whether children even understand these concepts of “gender,” and beyond that, if we’re talking about sexuality and children, then we are nowhere near ethical in any universe but the depraved one of the people pushing this agenda. Is this in some manner a gateway to pedophilia? In many ways, it really looks like it.

	The simple and tragic fact is that the ideology of transgenderism has become institutionalized. Schools themselves encourage gender confusion from the moment children are put into them. This is a page quite literally right out of the Soviet Union playbook. In 2017, the University of Minnesota published a study claiming that 2.7% of children in the state “identify as transgender or gender nonconforming.” Many North American primary schools have adopted the notorious Gender Unicorn, which encompasses not only “gender identity” but sexual attraction. 

	The Gender Unicorn was created by Trans Student Educational Resources (TSER), co-founded by the Jewish Eli Erlick and Alex Sennello (“two 16-year-old transgender women”), which changed its name in 2014 from Trans Student Equality Resources stating that “equality is not enough” for the “transgender community.” Erlick was called a “New Face of Feminism” as a “young feminist changing the game” by Teen Vogue in 2016; Erlick was instrumental in lobbying for the passing of the School Success and Opportunity Act in California which “extends gender identity and gender expression discrimination to transgender and gender-nonconforming K-12 students in public schools.” Their Program Director is Harper Rubin, “the first trans athlete at Bard College.” TSER states that, “As with all our jobs, we prioritize trans youth of color (particularly Black and Indigenous trans youth) in our selections.” I’m not a lawyer, but I’m pretty sure that violates basically every anti-discrimination law on the books. Or it would, if the ruling class gave a shit. So much for fighting discrimination…or is it?

	In 2016, the Jewish George Soros’s Open Society Foundations published the last of its subsequent issue-specific briefs in the “License to be Yourself” series, entitled “License to be Yourself: Responding to National Security and Identity Fraud Arguments” where we see “trans issues” used as a way to neuter countries’ border control and enforcement capabilities under the guise of “human rights”:

	 

	The disproportionate impact of counter-terrorism measures on trans people has been documented by Martin Scheinin [“Although Scheinin received a Lutheran upbringing, his father’s Jewish ancestry made him read books on the Holocaust and thus he became interested in human rights”], the United Nations Special Rapporteur on the Promotion and Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms while Countering Terrorism. In 2009, he specifically mentioned two threats to trans people’s right to recognition before the law:

	 

	
	
• Greater suspicion and harassment of trans people can occur when immigration controls focus on detecting male bombers who may be dressed as females.


	
• Stricter procedures for issuing, changing and verifying identity documents risk unduly penalizing transgender persons whose personal appearance and data are subject to change.




	 

	The Special Rapporteur recommended repealing “restrictive immigration controls and asylum procedures that violate the human rights, including the right to freedom of movement, of transgendered persons”…In June 2014, the UN General Assembly adopted a resolution reaffirming and updating the UN’s 2006 global counter-terrorism strategy stating that, “Any measures taken to counter terrorism should not be based on profiling.”

	 

	National security out, social justice in. As if it couldn’t get any more preposterous (and dangerous), the brief continues:

	 

	Body scanning and pat-down searches are often very stressful situations for trans and intersex people. This can be due to concerns about how their body diversity will be perceived by others, and whether prosthetics (to create the shape of breasts or a penis, for example) will be identified as anomalies by a scanning device. Such stress can be interpreted as suspicious by airport security and border control agencies. Other people may not have any identity documents, including many refugees and asylum seekers. Refugees by definition are unable, or unwilling for reasons of fear, to avail themselves of the protection of their country of nationality. This is likely to mean they are no longer able to access official records of their identity once they are accepted as refugees in another country. Many refugees flee without necessary identity documents. Trans refugees (and those intersex refugees who have transitioned) face the additional barrier of having to establish a link between their previous sex and their current sex and/or gender identity. As refugees, they are unable to return to their country of origin in order to verify their identity and typically cannot obtain documents issued under their previous name, sex or gender identity. This can have ongoing implications when they are required to verify details such as an employment history or qualifications. The particular difficulties faced by trans refugees can have serious consequences at the point of entry. In many countries, refugees and undocumented individuals are held in detention centers while (a) their claim for asylum is processed and (b), if their claim is rejected, pending their removal from the country. If a trans person does not have accurate documentation, this can mean that they are placed in incorrect detention centers. For example, in the United States, there have been numerous stories of trans women (often trans women of color) being subjected to significant violence and abuse because they have been placed in a male detention center.

	 

	Don’t worry, though: Transgender Europe has produced its “Welcome to Stay: Building Trans Communities Inclusive of Trans Asylum Seekers and Refugees in Europe,” which was produced with financial support from the Rights, Equality and Citizenship Program of the European Union. In it, the Somali Farah Abdi complains that:

	 

	LGBTQI refugees need safe accommodation. It doesn’t make sense for LGBTQI refugees who have run away from homophobia and transphobia to come to a safe country and be grouped together with other asylum seekers who are very homophobic and transphobic.

	 

	So why would these other people be invited to stay in these countries, particularly as they continue to arrive en masse and transform their environs? 

	It seems the Steve Sailer Magic Dirt is at work here: meaning that simply because someone stands on German soil, they are immediately as, if not more, German than those whose ancestors are, well, Germanic, and that their tolerance exceeds anything imagined by an overweight feminist working in HR for some corporation. Logically, it makes no sense, but we are way past that now. Every two years TGEU holds the European Transgender Council—the largest gathering of political transgender activists in Europe: “With 200 delegates, first class key note speakers and panelists, ample workshops and diverse cultural program the TGEU Councils are both—a forum setting the agenda for transgender politics in Europe.”

	If you organize any events, Transgender Europe says to “make sure that events do not require people to show their ID cards, which may out trans people.” Mimi Aum Niko from Thailand states that, “In France, asylum seekers are able to apply for state social insurance, which includes access to hormones. But first they need to know someone who can speak French and can guide them to go see the right doctor. This is a big problem.” Indeed. But mon Dieu! the authors cry: “They may experience physical and mental health crises, including depression and suicidal thoughts. Some even consider returning to their home country solely to access hormones.” But if it’s safe enough to go get a testosterone injection, surely it’s safe enough to stay? 

	The lies just keep coming: in 2011, then-United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights Navi Pillay condemned the “growing tide of violence against LGBT people around the world.” It seems this tide, like that of anti-Semitism, is perpetually swelling. Pillay made sure to emphasize that “transphobia” and “homophobia” are no different from sexism, racism, or prejudice against immigrants:

	 

	Violence against trans people, like violence against women or racial minorities, feeds into a cycle of inequality in which established social and economic structures determining the distribution of power and resources ensure that those who have more advantages continue to profit.

	 

	Gaslighting at its finest. 

	Those profiting most handsomely from not just the transgender-industrial complex but also the LGBTQ agenda more generally are the exact same beneficiaries of the entire neo-liberal globalist Establishment, and it serves their purposes to “link” all of these “social justice” causes together as inextricably as their system itself is inextricably intertwined. One cannot break from the Establishment orthodoxy on a single issue or they will have transgressed and will be destroyed. The maintenance of this orthodoxy is absolutely vital from a conditioning perspective, and contradictory beliefs or especially evidence must be suppressed at all costs. It helps to have a ready-made phalanx of professional “activists” to out-source the work to.

	PLOS One, which published Lisa Littman’s study discussed in Chapter One in 2018, was almost immediately inundated by “activist” complaints, and felt compelled to issue a statement that it would seek “further expert assessment on the study’s methodology and analyses,” citing reader concerns, followed by an official apology. The Dean of Brown University, home of researcher Lisa Littman, was deeply unhappy with Littman’s findings, claiming that they could be used to “invalidate the perspectives of members of the transgender community.” Brown removed a press release highlighting Littman’s findings, and a “trans graduate student” at Brown’s School of Public Health named Arjee Javellana Restar published what BuzzFeed calls “the most thorough and damning description of the research to date” in the Archives of Sexual Behavior. Among the conclusions BuzzFeed finds “damning” are that there were “survey responses from parents who had visited sites promoting anti-trans views” and that Littman’s approach “pathologizes trans people.” Trust me, it is not Littman’s approach that’s pathologizing anyone. 

	This kind of wording (and obvious lack of any concrete evidence) by ideologues like Restar is par for the course. Consider the following from George Soros’s Open Society Foundations’ May 2014 “License to be Yourself” Report: “The pathologization of gender identity means governments typically privilege the views of medical experts over those of trans people themselves.” Subjectivity over objectivity. Classic Frankfurt School critical theory. But the so-called experts themselves seem to be really into the junk science, concern trolling, and charlatanry Brynn Tannehill seems to think is reserved for anyone who criticizes the agenda or highlights its significant issues, from self-serving methodology to legitimate harm.

	Lisa Littman found that 62.5% of the adolescents and young adults (AYAs) had reportedly been diagnosed with at least one mental health disorder or neurodevelopmental disability prior to the onset of their gender dysphoria and nearly half had reportedly experienced some kind of trauma prior to their “rapid onset gender dysphoria.” Littman continues:

	 

	Concern has been raised that adolescents may come to believe that transition is the only solution to their individual situations, that exposure to internet content that is uncritically positive about transition may intensify these beliefs…The presentation of gender dysphoria can occur in the context of severe psychiatric disorders, developmental difficulties, or as part of large-scale identity issues…Adolescents with gender dysphoria ‘should be screened carefully to detect the emergence of the desire for sex reassignment in the context of trauma as well as for any disorder (such as schizophrenia, mania, psychotic depression) that may produce gender confusion.’…Parents reported subjective declines in their AYAs’ mental health (47.2%) and in parent-child relationships (57.3%) since the AYA “came out” and that AYAs expressed a range of behaviors that included: expressing distrust of non-transgender people (22.7%); stopping spending time with non-transgender friends (25.0%); trying to isolate themselves from their families (49.4%), and only trusting information about gender dysphoria from transgender sources (46.6%). Most (86.7%) of the parents reported that, along with the sudden or rapid onset of gender dysphoria, their child either had an increase in their social media/internet use, belonged to a friend group in which one or multiple friends became transgender-identified during a similar timeframe, or both.50

	 

	In this case, the trans recruitment process and subsequent mental re-configuring is uncomfortably similar to Synanon, for as Jenn Smith outlines: 

	 

	Whereas Synanon would break down the recruit and then “build up a new personality not drug oriented,” trans activists break down potential recruits and then “build up a new personality not traditionally gender (or what they call ‘cis gender’) oriented.”…While Synanon utilized a brainwashing technique called the “Think Table” in which daily messages and support would be broadcast each morning to the breakfast table (People’s Temple founder Jim Jones used a similar system), social media sites now serve as a kind of “Think Table” for trans activism, broadcasting daily brainwashing messages…Total self surrender necessarily involves pulling away from anybody that would pull you back to former ways of thinking and behaving. Friends and family have always been the biggest threat to cult agendas. Synanon thus encouraged recruits to destroy their former selves and come join “the Synanon family.”51

	 

	Unsurprisingly Medium banned Smith’s article for some obscure rules violation. I think we all know what rules Smith really broke.

	Remember Veronica Ivy/Rachel McKinnon’s video to “walk away…and find what we call your glitter family. Your queer family”? Consider here as well Littman’s findings that the “newly-transgendered” stopped spending time with non-transgenders, mis-trusted non-trans people, tried to isolate themselves from their families, and only trusted “trans news” from trans sources, among other behaviors. Breaking people down further is so much easier when they are already broken down, isolated, gaslit, propagandized, and stripped of any meaningful sources of identity; as Smith continues:

	 

	Transgender leaders and activists can thus just parachute into the lives of these troubled, wounded minds and start rebuilding them with their new “trans identity,” and they tend to become as dedicated to the trans cult as any Synanon member ever was. Although it should be noted that with all of the non-stop propaganda and pro-trans coverage in the media and Hollywood, “parachuting in” is not even required, because brainwashing and suggestion are constantly being broadcast on almost every TV channel. The rebuilding of the personality thus can be done by a form of electronic correspondence, without ever coming into physical contact with an actual recruiter. The use of incredibly slick multi-media presentations, the likes of which Dederich et al. could only dream of, makes this kind of programming even more effective.52

	 

	The Dederich in question would be Charles E. Dederich, an alcoholic test subject administered LSD during a series of tests in the 1950s at UCLA which also included Alcoholics Anonymous (AA) founder Bill Wilson. The hypothesis was that psychoactive substances could modify addictive behavior. Dederich believed that his “full surrender” and the destruction of his ego during the experience had cured him, and actually given him powers of omnipotence. Wilson came to a similar conclusion—as did the CIA—that the person needed to be broken down completely in order to be built anew. Dederich joined AA and became an acolyte of Wilson’s while the CIA was running its own LSD-based experiments:

	 

	The Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) focused many of its MK Ultra LSD experiments on the drug’s ability to clear the mind, and thus allow for the programming or brainwashing of a subject. Most of the MK Ultra documents were deliberately destroyed in 1973 under orders of CIA Director Richard Helms to avoid public scrutiny, but it appears from the documents that survived as if one of the goals was the creation of so-called “Robot Agents”, or sleeper agents brainwashed by the agency to serve its goals.53

	 

	Dederich apparently strove to accomplish something similar, and left AA in 1958 to found Synanon, however Dederich believed LSD to be too unpredictable and would instead rely on the “ego-crushing [power of] peer pressure.” This became The Game, an exercise in ego-destroying abuse and humiliation designed to make someone feel so worthless that they totally capitulate. Sounds like what every organ of the Establishment is doing to white people every day—a relentless assault on “whiteness,” “privilege,” ad infinitum designed to break our will so we surrender. Then we can be re-born into good soldiers for diversity and dis-avow our privilege, just as “a ‘Synanist’…would lead an all-out group assault on the person. The technique, which could last for days or weeks, eventually led to an emotional breakdown and complete psychological exhaustion in which the person disavowed their former selves and ways completely.”54 Continuing with Smith:

	 

	This kind of intense and prolonged assault had much in common with some of the “psychic driving” techniques employed by Doctor Ewen Cameron in his ghoulish MK Ultra experiments conducted in Canada.55 “The Game” was recognized by Dederich and others as a form of highly effective brainwashing. Its ability to break down drug addicts and reshape them garnered Synanon the attention and financial support of Fortune 500 companies, Hollywood stars, and an endorsement from LSD guru Tim Leary. Synanon’s success resulted in countless cult-like copycat rehab organizations that used the same “game” tactics, including another well-known group named Straight Inc. The Straight operators discovered that age-specific peer pressure was more effective than just the general group pressure Synanon used…The goal was to change behavior in such a way that addictive personalities would become addicted to people (the group) instead of drugs. The average age of Straight recruits was 17, with members as young as 12 and 13.56

	 

	This kind of preying on the youth is, as previously stated, a grooming process, and whether it be a physical preying or a psychological preying—often both—the goal of the Establishment is to get them young. The implications are well past disturbing, well past even criminal, particularly when we consider the cascade effect of self-destructive behaviors, psychopathologies and mental illnesses, and lives led to ruin. Furthermore, the introduction of sex hormones in the name of “transitioning” is harmful enough in adults, but with children the results are downright catastrophic. As we can see, however, the full extent of the damage is being actively suppressed by the Establishment and its lackeys.

	 

	 

	 

	
3. Sex (Education) as a Weapon

	 

	 

	“From children’s books to TV shows and movies, media geared towards young people is more LGBTQ-inclusive than ever. Broadway and TV star Billy Porter recently guested on an episode of Sesame Street…donning the fabulous black dress that blasted away boundaries at last year’s Academy Awards ceremony. Netflix just released a new show, Chip & Potato, geared towards toddlers that features a two-dad family in the neighborhood and gender-neutral bathrooms. Drag queen story hours are sashaying into public libraries across the U.S.”

	 

	- Allison Hope,

	“The Right’s New Target: LGBTQ Children,” Slate, March 23rd, 2020

	 

	Once again we see the absolutely egregious falsehood that somehow the Right is “a highly coordinated, well-resourced political movement that is targeting the most vulnerable among us: our children,” according to Allison Hope. This is demonstrably false, but for these ideologues, facts do not matter. Hope is right about one thing, though: “Children are often the innocent casualties for much of what ails society.” 

	Thousands of schools across the United States have chapters of the GSA Network; formerly the Gay-Straight Alliance, in 2016 they officially changed their name to the Gender and Sexualities Alliance Network, “after hearing from countless youth leaders who understand their genders and sexualities to be uniquely theirs and have moved beyond the labels of gay and straight, and the limits of a binary gender system.” 

	The GSA Network has produced “educational materials” for the University of North Carolina and has chapters across the country, operating as propaganda nodes and training grounds. Also embodying the intersectional approach we’ve come to expect, their website proclaims that:

	 

	GSA clubs build power for a growing movement of LGBTQ+ youth of color and we actively support youth through training in leadership, organizing, and advocacy for racial and gender justice. We empower trans and queer youth to educate your schools and communities [and] organize in coalition with other youth across identity lines.

	 

	Your schools. Hmm…

	There are at least 4,000 GSA clubs across the US. Where does the GSA Network derive its funding? I’m glad you asked: the Open Society Foundations, the Ford Foundation, the Horizons Foundation, the Silicon Valley Community Foundation, the Arcus Foundation, the Weingart Foundation, the Foundation for a Just Society, the California Endowment, the William and Flora Hewlett Foundation, the LGBTQ Racial Justice Fund administered by the Astraea Lesbian Foundation for Justice, the Tides Foundation, Vans, the Liberty Hill Foundation, the Communities for Just Schools Fund, and the Tikkun Olam Foundation,57 among others. 

	In turn, the Communities for Just Schools Fund donor organizations include the Open Society Foundations, the NEA Foundation, the WK Kellogg Foundation, Casey Family Programs, the Wellspring Philanthropic Fund, the NoVo Foundation, the Arcus Foundation, the Ford Foundation, and the Einhorn Family Charitable Trust, also known as the Einhorn Collaborative. Its founder, the Jewish David Einhorn, net worth approximately $700 million, is a hedge fund manager and graduate of Cornell University. Jon Gruber, Strategy Lead-Building, was formerly the Director of Education at the Jewish Foundation for the Righteous (“We would like to thank the Conference on Jewish Material Claims Against Germany for their support of our rescuer support and education programs”). Executive Director Jennifer Hoos Rothberg was previously the Director of Development for Cornell Hillel. 

	According to their website, in 2015, the GSA Network:

	 

	…transitioned its leadership to a Co-Executive Director model and made it an organizational priority to have LGBTQ+ people of color in the top echelons of management and governance to ensure that the organizational identity reflect[s] the identity of the LGBTQ+ youth that participate in our programs.

	 

	One thing that is very striking is the paucity of whites and especially white men involved with most of these organizations. This observation is supported by the Evelyn and Walter Haas, Jr. Fund-funded Funders for LGBTQ Issues’ 2018 “Diversity Among Philanthropic Professionals” report, which found that:

	 

	
	
• People of color made up 45.6 percent of the staff and board at foundations with a social justice focus


	
• Women accounted for nearly 70 percent of the staff and board at all participating foundations


	
• Nearly half of women at foundations with a social justice focus were women of color


	
• Among lesbian, gay, and bisexual people in philanthropy, 43.1 percent of those at foundations with a social justice focus were people of color


	
• Among transgender people, 57.1 percent of transgender people at foundations with a social justice focus were people of color




	 

	By their own admission, non-whites, especially blacks, appear to have higher incidence rates of homosexuality; as reported by the Arcus Foundation-funded Applied Research Center in 2010, “Don’t Ask, Don’t Tell affects African-American women disproportionately,” and another black-focused “activist” organization reported in 2019 that, “According to the most recent data from the Gallup Daily Tracking Poll, 5 percent of Black people identify as LGBT compared to 4 percent of white people. Latinx and Asian adults are also more likely than their white counterparts to identify as LGBT.” A Gallup survey of over 121,000 Americans in 2012 found basically the same predispositions, although the percentages for each respective group who identified as homosexual were slightly lower: 4.6% black, 4.3% Asian, 4% Hispanic, 3.2% white. The same is true of transgenders: “Among adults who identify as transgender, 55 percent identify as white, 16 percent identify as African-American or black, 21 percent identify as Latino or Hispanic, and 8 percent identify as another race or ethnicity.” Other than whites, all of those percentages are higher than the respective races’ population share. 

	The proportion of whites is probably even lower given that Jews are classed as white. 5% of representatives of households responding to the question “Do you consider yourself (or does anyone in the household consider themselves) to be gay, lesbian, bisexual, or transgender?” from the Jewish Community Study of New York, 2011, covering the Five Boroughs of New York City plus Nassau, Suffolk, and Westchester Counties responded “yes.” In the 2007 Annual Survey of American Jewish Opinion administered by Synovate, Inc. for the American Jewish Committee, the proportion of LGBT individuals among American Jews was at least 7%.

	This reality helps explain why LGBTQ is pushed so hard on whites, and it also explains in part the conscious undertaking by the LGBTQ Establishment to cater to these groups in order to weaponize them as another intersectional grievance vector, as exemplified by organizations such as Soros’s Open Society Foundations and Funders for LGBTQ Issues; regarding the latter:

	 

	In 2007, [Funders for LGBTQ Issues] announced its new mission: to mobilize philanthropic resources that enhance the well-being of lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender and queer communities, promote equity, and advance racial, economic and gender justice. It also launched a new program: the LGBTQ Racial Equity Campaign. The LGBTQ Racial Equity Campaign is a multi-year initiative to increase philanthropic support for LGBTQ communities of color, their leadership and organizations, and to support grantmaking institutions that embody fairness and inclusiveness. Through the campaign, Funders conducts research, maintains an online racial equity toolkit, and makes the case nationally for increases in funding for LGBTQ people of color organizations and projects. The Racial Equity Regranting Initiative, another of the campaign’s elements, supported the capacity of local LGBTQ communities of color through grants to LGBTQ public and community foundations.58

	 

	On the level of governance, Renew Europe, a successor to the Alliance of Liberals and Democrats for Europe (ALDE) in the European Parliament comprised of 98 Parliamentarians (MEPs), wants even more bureaucratic and political heft behind “the fight against racism and discrimination,” particularly at the highest levels. It is vital here to note that the leader of the ALDE, Guy Verhofstadt, stated on March 1st, 2019: “Let’s create a single Euro-African economic area. It would have an enormous potential that remains untapped: 1.5 billion consumers, 20 trillion in value, able to rival with China.” This would be the end of Europe as we know it, and he knows it.

	Focusing specifically on education/indoctrination, UNESCO received financial support from the Dutch Ministry of Education, Culture, and Science, and the Norwegian Agency for Development Cooperation for its work on “preventing and addressing homophobic and transphobic violence in educational settings, including the global review on the extent of the problem and education sector responses.” UNESCO’s 2016 report “Out in the Open: Education sector responses to violence based on sexual orientation and gender identity/expression” was followed in November 2018 by the Council of Europe’s report “Safe at school: Education sector responses to violence based on sexual orientation, gender identity/expression or sex characteristics in Europe,” in partnership with UNESCO. 

	The “epidemic of violence” myth has already been dispelled in this book, but we can see here the standard tactics employed to play on people’s emotions and artificially manipulate them into supporting the various aspects of the One World globalist project. The “recommendations” in this report are actually mandates, as “Member States’ education sectors must (emphasis added)”: 

	 

	
	
• Provide information to educational communities on equality and non-discrimination for all, including on grounds of gender, sexual orientation, gender identity/expression and sex characteristics. Information campaigns are a good way to disseminate this information.


	
• Review [educators’] curricula to ensure they include factual and non-judgmental information about sexual and gender diversity. At minimum, curricula must refer to equality and non-discrimination on all grounds. Ideally, curricula must explicitly mention the grounds of sexual orientation and gender identity/expression or sex characteristics. At best, curricula must explore specific issues related to sexual and gender diversity across several topics.


	
• Partner with civil society to benefit from their expertise in preventing and addressing [sexual orientation, gender identity and expression, and sex characteristics] SOGIESC-based violence. As education sectors acquire experience with the topic, their partnerships with civil society organisations should evolve to continue complementing official responses to violence.




	 

	All of this of course simply frames as anti-discrimination what is actually indoctrination and the stamping-out of any dissent through crushing uniformity. The report also references “binding international law” to mandate compliance with the UN’s Sustainable Development Goals, again using “anti-discrimination” as an interpretative leap to pushing the LGBTQ propaganda. Preventing violence based on sexual orientation is a far cry from mandating transgender propaganda in teachers’ curricula. It’s like a version of the perversion of the American Constitution’s 14th Amendment on a global scale. According to the “Safe at school” report:

	 

	In 2015, the United Nations General Assembly formally adopted a set of 17 Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) to achieve the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development agreed by all UN Member States. Several goals require States to prevent violence against LGBT students in education: 

	 

	
	
• Goal 3: Ensure healthy lives and promote wellbeing for all at all ages


	
• Goal 4: Ensure inclusive and quality education for all


	
• Goal 5: Achieve gender equality and empower all women and girls


	
• Goal 10: Reduce inequality within and among countries 


	
• Goal 16: Promote peaceful and inclusive societies for sustainable development




	 

	These goals cannot be achieved unless States take positive action to prevent and address violence in the education sector, including SOGIE-based violence.

	 

	The report, authored by Jasna Magić and Bruno Selun with additional input by Sophie Aujean (ILGA-Europe); Rubén Ávila and Euan Platt (IGLYO); Michael Barron (EQUATE Ireland); A. Chaber (Campaign Against Homophobia, Poland); Christophe Cornu and Yongfeng Liu (UNESCO); Eunice Den Hoedt (formerly seconded to UNESCO from the Dutch Ministry of Education, Culture and Science); Joe Kosciw (GLSEN, USA); and Oren Pizmony-Levy (Teachers College, Columbia University, USA), also states that in Ireland:

	 

	…the Professional Development Service for Teachers (PDST, the largest provider of in-service teacher training) trains teachers to deal with issues linked to sexual orientation or gender identity/expression, including on best practices when implementing the national anti-bullying procedures. 

	 

	And in Belgium:

	 

	…regional pedagogical guidance services commission NGOs and businesses to deliver both pre- and in-service training for staff. Regional education ministries also support a federal centre for expertise in sexual health, which provides LGBT-inclusive teacher training.

	 

	Flanders’s regional Ministry of Education has been allowing LGBTQ NGOs to “raise awareness in schools” since 1999; apparently, “for the ministry, this tailored support to schools is essential to address SOGIE-based violence, but also the gender roles and stereotypes at the root of this violence.” Per the report, in France:

	 

	The Ministry of Education set up a national network of experts on SOGIE-based violence, each based in the ministry’s regional branch in one of France’s 26 academic regions. In addition to their expertise on LGBT issues, these staff members also variously specialise in gender-based violence, gender equality, or discrimination. They relay resources and training from the ministry to teachers in their region, and act as a link on SOGIE-based violence between the regional and national levels. These specialised support staff receive continuous training, including on racist, sexist, and SOGIE-based violence and their discriminatory aspects. They follow and organise seminars on preventing and addressing violence, and share resources with colleagues in their region.

	 

	The Council of Europe has increasingly begun pressuring member states to adopt the instantly-recognizable uniform policy regarding “gender identity” and sexual orientation; in 2010, the Recommendation CM/Rec(2010)5 from the Committee of Ministers to member states in the realm of education specifically stated that the nations of the Council are urged to “take appropriate legislative and other measures, addressed to educational staff and pupils, to ensure that the right to education can be effectively enjoyed without discrimination on grounds of sexual orientation or gender identity.” All well and good in essence, but by 2016, Resolution 2097 of the Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of Europe on “Access to school and education for all children” called on members to:

	 

	…ensure access by LGBTI children to quality education by promoting respect and inclusion of LGBTI persons and the dissemination of objective information about issues concerning sexual orientation and gender identity, and by introducing measures to address homophobic and transphobic bullying.

	 

	We have seen what “objective information” looks like in this context, as well as the kinds of “measures” instituted to force compliance and stifle objection or even debate. In short, bullying.

	As with all of these Trojan horse causes, the goalposts continue to move and the terminology is subject to constant revision. In its advanced stages—as in now—the statements of truth are diametrically opposed to the actual truth. This is part of the global gaslighting operation conducted by the Establishment and why control of the media apparatus and of education are so vital. As Catherine J. Nash and Kath Browne write in “Resisting the mainstreaming of LGBT equalities in Canadian and British Schools: Sex education and trans school friends”:

	 

	Once-invisible heternormativities are now being challenged through LGBT curricula and support for trans students. This creates classrooms as pivotal, geographical, social and political spaces that operate at the juncture of the public/private spaces of the home, public spaces of the neighbourhood and the imagined space of the nation and nation-building citizenship. Oppositional ideologies can no longer be understood through the labels of ‘anti-gay’, ‘homophobic’ or ‘transphobic’, and these oppositions go beyond ‘anti-gender’, such that the term heteroactivism names the activisms and ideologies that seeks to reassert the superiority of monogamous, binary cis-gendered, coupled marriages as best for children and for society.59

	 

	In other words, the “assumption” that nuclear families of loving, committed couples raising healthy children together is best for those children and for society is “problematic,” and it must be challenged, nay dismantled—just like the “patriarchy” and “white supremacy,” et cetera. 

	The Manitoba Teachers’ Society acted as a partner organization for a project led by Catherine Taylor (the University of Winnipeg), primarily funded by the Social Sciences and Humanities Research Council of Canada with additional funds provided by The Manitoba Teachers’ Society, Egale Canada Human Rights Trust, the Legal Research Institute at the University of Manitoba, and the University of Winnipeg, with additional authorial support for Taylor from other academicians from the Universities of Winnipeg and Manitoba and Elizabeth Meyer (University of Colorado; co-editor of Gender and Sexuality in Education and Supporting Transgender and Gender-Creative Youth: Schools, Families, and Communities in Action); this research became the “Every Teacher Project on LGBTQ-Inclusive Education in Canada’s K-12 Schools.” In it, the authors provide recommendations sure to become mandates such as: 

	 

	
	
• Develop appropriate curricular content at all grade levels and provide teachers with support to implement it. Make LGBTQ-inclusive content mandatory.


	
• Develop legislation/school board policy to require all publicly funded schools to provide a Gay-Straight Alliance.


	
• Actively work with Ministries of Education to create and implement effective legislation supporting LGBTQ-inclusive education.


	
• Ensure that student coursework has LGBTQ content integrated throughout Bachelor of Education programs.




	 

	The New Zealand Ministry of Education provides suggestions for schools and teachers in their role of “supporting LGBTIQA+ students,” recommending: developing inclusive classrooms; using language to affirm diversity; making LGBTIQA+ content and themes visible across the curriculum; using targeted programs to facilitate opportunities for healthy discussion about sexuality, gender identity, and diversity; planning and delivering sexuality and gender education within the New Zealand Curriculum, years 1 to 6; and planning and delivering sexuality and gender education within the New Zealand Curriculum, years 7 to 13. As Howie Bruce and Jenny Horsley write, “Further delving into this material reveals resources that link to other groups supportive of education around diversity, including The Rainbow Trust and the Safe School Coalition in Australia.” The Safe Schools Coalition Australia (SSCA) was a national network of organizations “working with school communities to create safer and more inclusive environments for same sex attracted, intersex and gender diverse students, staff and families” that began in Victoria in 2010 and went nationwide in 2013; it ceased to be a national organization several years later, however, with the cessation of federal funding.

	In the UK, the Government Equalities Office and Department of Education in England and Wales started providing specific funding to 1,000 primary and secondary schools “with no or ineffective measures against SOGIE-based violence,” which includes teacher and staff training. In England, as Neal Baker reported in February 2019 for The Sun, “Primary school children from the age of five are reportedly set to receive compulsory lessons about gay and trans relationships. New guidance…will also ban parents from opting their kids out of sex education in secondary school (emphasis added).” The preposterously-named Paul Twocock believes that the new regulations are “a great step forward for society.” 

	In October 2019, the Northern Ireland Education Authority published its “guidance for schools on supporting trans children.” The Scottish Government’s LGBT Inclusive Education Implementation Group has created a national framework including curriculum content, teaching materials, teacher training, and assessment criteria to “ensure LGBT inclusion in Scottish schools.” Per IGLYO’s 2018 LGBTQI Inclusive Education report:

	 

	In 2014 the government allocated £2 million to a programme in England to help build schools’ capacity to tackle homophobic, biphobic and transphobic bullying (the Anti-Homophobic, Biphobic and Transphobic (HBT) Bullying programme), in cooperation with relevant NGOs. In July 2016, the government provided a further £2.8 million to extend the programme from September 2016 to March 2019… Public Sector Equality Duty requires that activities should be inclusive of sexual orientation and gender identity. Statutory Relationships and Sex Education (from 2019) will have to be inclusive of LGBTQI issues…[In 2015] the National Children’s Bureau (NBC) was awarded funding from the Department of Education and Government Equalities Office to deliver training for 1,500 primary and secondary teachers in seven local authority areas. The training is said to build teachers’ ability to deliver a curriculum of sex and relationships education, within personal, social, health and economic (PSHE) education, which is inclusive of lesbian, gay, bisexual and transgender (LGBT) issues… Furthermore, some universities or schools provide this training, often in collaboration with civil society organisations. In England, Stonewall offers training to universities. LGBT Youth Scotland works with six of the eight teacher training universities in Scotland. Through lectures, workshops and seminars, trainee teachers are signposted to LGBTI inclusion resources and are given a basic overview of LGBTI inclusion…In England, the Proud Trust provides support and training to LGBTQI learners to make a positive change for themselves and their communities through youth groups, peer support, delivering of training and events, campaigns, undertaking research and creating resources… The Scottish Government and LGBT Youth Scotland have developed a Toolkit for Teachers: Dealing with Homophobia and Homophobic Bullying with information, guidance and specific lesson plans for teachers to include LGBT topics across all subjects. More recently, LGBT Youth Scotland, funded by the government’s Equalities Unit, has also developed a Guidance for Supporting Transgender Young People aimed to help primary and secondary education staff in Scotland support trans and non-binary learners.

	 

	In May 2019, the parents of a kindergartener in Andorra claimed that not only was their child transgender, but that the teachers in the facility needed to be educated about gender identity in childhood; the Catalan Association of Parents with Trans Children, Chrysallis, delivered the seminar. Andorra’s health insurance system already covers hormone therapy, but in 2019 it was decided that “trans-specific” healthcare at a facility in Barcelona would also be covered. Also in 2019, the Department of Equality produced a short film entitled “#lovingdiversity,” and handed out rainbow stickers and promoted online information on “sexual and gender diversity” in conjunction with this project; that same year the law on the rights of children and adolescents was amended to reflect “the right to identity,” and establishing that “trans children must be respected in their gender identity.” DiversAnd is the most prominent LGBTQ NGO currently active in Andorra: “The idea we have is to visualize the diversity that exists and put pressure on the administration to be sensitive to the group,” said the president of the association. In 2016, Andorra’s Ministry of Education teamed up with LGBTQ NGO Som Com Som to provide “a training session for teachers on LGBTQI issues.”

	In 2015, Estonia’s Ministry of Education and Research tasked Tallinn University with delivering an in-service training course for teachers on LGBTQ “issues.” Also in Estonia, at Tartu University LGBTQ topics are included in Diversity in Education, which is compulsory for teachers who study “Teaching Humanities and Social Subjects in Basic School” and voluntary for teachers who study “Teaching Natural and Exact Sciences at Lower Secondary School.”

	The Eötvös Loránd University in Budapest, Hungary has offered two courses on diversity which are part of the teacher training curriculum. In the course “Pedagogical experiences and approaches, representations of children, and individual specificities” diversity and inclusion are mentioned, with “LGBT youth” typically included; “Everybody’s society - everybody’s school” may also include “LGBT youth issues,” but it is dependent on the professor. 

	In Spain, the Institute of Women and for Equal Opportunities and Complutense University of Madrid started in-service training to “prevent SOGIE-based [sexual orientation or gender identity/expression] violence” in 2016; Complutense University of Madrid also has an MA program in LGBTIQ+ Studies and set up a specific LGBT support office in 2017, which supports transgender students seeking to change their name and gender in the register. Spanish primary and secondary schools in Sevilla, Madrid, and Tenerife work with local LGBTQ organizations to incorporate “sexual, gender and family diversity” in both class content and extra-curricular activities, whatever those may entail. The Action Protocol on Gender Identity in Andalusia’s Education System “address[es] trans realities in schools in a detailed, comprehensive and depathologising manner.” IGLYO reports that:

	 

	The government of Catalonia stated in 2014 (Law to grant the rights of LGBTI people and to eradicate homophobia, biphobia and transphobia) that there must be regulations for trans and intersex people to be treated according to their own gender even if they are minors, especially in educational institutions.

	 

	In March 2019, the Portuguese Secretary of State of Education, João Costa, published a statement on the importance of educating students about “gender equality” and condemned attempts to label the ongoing work in schools as spreading “gender ideology,” even though it obviously is. Costa writes:

	 

	In the week that we celebrate Women’s Day, it is worth remembering why the theme Gender Equality was introduced in the area of Citizenship and Development for all students…I receive letters and some petitions against the inclusion of the theme of Gender Equality in the curriculum. Interestingly, they do not speak of Equality, but of Gender Ideology. With bizarre arguments, such as the alleged imposition of a culture of death, the annulment of biology or the destruction of the family.

	 

	I promise I didn’t write to him! He continues:

	 

	Human Rights are not negotiated, are not postponed and are not optional, Citizenship in schools is not optional. The word ideology was transformed, by some, into an insult, in the famous imprecation “that is ideology”. The Universal Declaration of Human Rights, whose 70th anniversary we are celebrating, is an ideological project. I’m glad. It is a good thing that we continue to strive for compliance. 

	 

	In 2012, ILGA Portugal launched a call for an illustrated LGBTQ children’s book with the winner being a story about a five-year-old girl with two fathers (“Primeiro Cresci no Coração” - First I grew up in their hearts”). The book has been provided for free to primary schools and public libraries, with sponsored readings.

	In Serbia, NGO Labris has been organizing LGBTQ-centric training seminars for college professors, high school teachers, and school psychologists since 2011. From ILGA-Europe’s 2020 Annual Review:

	Labris convened two national conferences for LGBTI liaison officers in July [2019], in Belgrade and Borkovac, to build their capacity in handling anti-LGBT hate crimes. Labris also held three meetings, bringing together liaison officers and the LGBTI community in Belgrade in April, and in Novi Sad and Niš in July. The meetings helped build trust in the community, and increase the knowledge of liaison officers about the needs of LGBT people.

	 

	Labris conducted a textbook analysis in 2014 and found—by what metric we do not know, surely not a scientific one—that school textbooks in the areas of biology, medicine, and psychology contained “discriminatory content.”

	Per ILGA-Europe’s 2020 Annual Review, in 2019:

	 

	The Flemish parliament introduced mandatory education on gender and sexual identity for first grade students in high schools, the fulfilment of which will be monitored by school inspections. Two universities, ULB and VUB, co-organised a workshop with four other European universities, on good practices on LGBTI inclusion.

	 

	Çavaria vzw provides materials to kindergarten teachers, and states that kindergarten is a better place to start indoctrinating children because “giving pre-schoolers a positive view of the evident diversity in our society is an exciting, but not always easy task for any pre-school teacher.” They do, however, provide information about “Talking to preschoolers about diversity”: “In a broader sense than what you say, ask yourself what the added value is of certain divisions in boys and girls that you make. Each time you divide them up like that, you reinforce the image that boys and girls are fundamentally different.”

	The Netherlands’s Ministry of Education, Culture, and Science developed a guide in 2017 to help schools “attain educational goals linked to sexual and gender diversity.” Peggy Cohen-Kettenis was Chair of Gender Development and Psychopathology at the University Medical Center Utrecht before becoming Professor of Medical Psychology at the Free University (VU) Medical Center in Amsterdam and the head of a gender clinic for children, adolescents, and adults. For the fifth revision of the DSM, Cohen-Kettenis was the Chair of the Gender Identity Disorders subcommittee under the Sexual and Gender Identity Disorders Work Group, Chaired by Kenneth Zucker. A trio of studies conducted by Peggy T. Cohen-Kettenis in conjunction with other researchers are often used as proof that surgical and hormonal intervention is only ever a good, and the younger the better. 

	In Sweden, the National Agency for Education uses a “norm-critical approach to familiarise educational staff with LGBT issues.”60 The Swedish government monitors “homophobic, biphobic, transphobic and interphobic bullying” through the Swedish Schools Inspectorate. The Service Santé de l’Enfance et de la Jeunesse is responsible for sex education in Geneva, Switzerland’s schools and includes “LGBTQI issues” in the curriculum. 

	The Finnish Ministry of Education and Culture promotes a teacher guide developed by a national LGBTQ NGO, which includes “pedagogical materials to discuss sexual and gender diversity in class”; also in Finland, the National Agency for Education published an official guide in 2015 for basic schools to develop their “equality planning.” Between 2014 and 2016, Finland updated the core curricula for pre-primary, primary, and general upper secondary education to “explicitly acknowledge that students’ conception of their own gender identity and sexuality would evolve during these years,” as the “Safe at school” report puts it.
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