
	 1	

	

	

	

	

	

Transcript	of	the	podcast	from	June	2,	2017	

The	West’s	Darkest	Hour	Radio	

Episode	1:	Christianity	is	White	Genocide:	

	
	
CT:	Hello.	This	is	the	first	episode	of	West's	Darkest	Hour	Radio	Show.	I	am	your	host,	Cesar,	and	I	am	
here	with	Jake	and	Joseph.	Later	in	the	show,	Alex	Linder	will	join	us	to	talk	about	Christianity.	Hey	
gentlemen,	how	are	you?	
	
JW:	Hi	Cesar,	I'm	doing	fine,	thanks.	I'll	introduce	myself	to	the	listeners:	my	name	is	Joseph	Walsh,	
and	I've	been	viewing	Cesar's	website	since	2011,	and	I've	been	a	regular	commenter	since	2012.	
	
J:	Hi	everyone.	I'm	Jake.	I	started	reading	Cesar's	blog	around	the	same	time	Joseph	did.	I've	changed	
in	some	ways,	but	remained	the	same	in	others.	Some	may	recognize	my	voice	from	the	short-lived	
podcast	on	TRS,	Manifest	Destiny.	Life	is	too	short	to	be	anything	but	a	National	Socialist,	and	that's	
why	we're	recording	today.	
	
AL:	How	are	you	doing,	guys?	
	
CT:	Great	to	have	you	here,	Alex.	
	
J:	Well	Alex,	this	is	our	big	introductory	episode	of	the	WDH	Radio,	and	to	set	ourselves	apart	from	the	
million	derivative	racial	podcasts,	we	decided	to	open	up	with	a	salvo	against	Christianity.	We're	
hoping	you	could	add	some	of	your	acerbic	wit	to	that,	so	we	can	start	'assailing	the	beast'.	
	
AL:	How	long	do	you	want	to	go	for?	
	
J:	We've	shot	for	the	hour-and-a-half	goal.	Keeps	it	listenable	and	doesn't	drone	on	too	long.	
	
AL:	Okay.	
	
J:	A	good	starting	point	would	be	the	Manchester	Attack.	
	
JW:	In	this	country	[UK],	when	racists	talk	about	removing	Muslims	from	our	midst,	the	majority	of	
the	White	people	say	that's	division.	They	want	everyone	to	'hold	hands	and	love	each	other'.	This	
concept	of	love	being	all-important,	I	think,	is	inherited	from	Christianity.	The	emotion	of	'love'	has	
become	so	important	to	White	people,	that	to	talk	about	deporting	non-whites	from	our	countries	is	
called	'hate'.	Hate	is	feared.	
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AL:	The	masses	are	feminine.	In	public	schools,	they	dumb	it	down	to	where	'hate'	seems	like	a	serious	
intellectual	explanation.	Of	course,	it's	not.	Nothing	breaks	into	a	simple	binary	like	'you're	either	a	
good-guy	or	a	bad-guy'	or	'you	either	love	or	hate'.	Christianity	promotes	a	sort	of	promiscuous,	
'spiritual	love',	which	can	be	just	as	dangerous	as	promiscuous	physical	love.	Here's	an	interesting	
corollary:	E.	Michael	Jones	claims	that	sexual	liberation	is	closely	tied	to	political	revolution;	and	
always	has	been,	ever	since	the	Left	figured	it	out	with	Marquis	de	Sade.	It	has	antecedents	even	in	
Plato	and	Aristotle.	Islam	says	"cut	off	their	heads".	Christianity	says	"love	the	Other",	"turn	the	other	
cheek."	Here's	an	unclear	antecedent:	you	know	that	anti-Trump	campaign	"He	Will	Not	Divide	Us"?	
But	who	is	'us'?	Who	are	WE?	The	Jews	know	who	they	are.	We	don't	know	who	we	are,	and	that's	the	
problem.	I've	said	that	for	years.	Are	we	Americans?	Or	Republicans?	Or	Conservatives?	Or	some	other	
kind	of	entity	-	Christians?	We	don't	know	who	we	are,	and	we're	trying	to	fight	people	who,	even	
though	are	a	small	minority,	know	EXACTLY	who	they	are.	Their	philosophy	is,	like	Islam,	you're	
either	with	us	or	you're	against	us.	And	if	you're	against	us,	then	even	the	best	of	the	goyim	should	be	
killed.	That's	in-line	with	Nature,	with	one	subspecies	driving	out	every	other.	The	philosophy	we	
Whites	have,	is	one	where	we	vaguely	'love'	other	people	and	treat	them	as	individuals.	And	it	always	
ends	up	in	not	noticing	any	patterns	and	not	recognizing	any	constants.	And	even	if	you	do	notice,	
you're	not	allowed	to	talk	about	them.	
	
5:15	
	
One	of	the	people	who	can	talk	about	this	and	still	be	employed	is	Louise	Mensch[?].	I	don't	think	she	
started	as	a	Jew,	but	she	married	one,	judging	from	her	last	name.	She	thinks	everything	is	a	Russian	
conspiracy,	and	says,	"Oh,	don't	worry,	we've	got	your	back",	or	"I'll	ride	with	you",	as	they	said	in	
Australia.	It	doesn't	matter	where	the	terrorist	attack	happens.	It's	always	the	same	reaction.	The	
News	Media	is	more	worried	about	the	backlash	(that	never	comes)	against	the	Muslims	that	make	
the	frontlash	-	blowing	up	our	kids	and	destroying	our	countries.	Like	Black	crime,	the	Muslims	are	a	
known	entity.	They	do	what	they	do.	The	question	is:	who's	letting	these	people	in?	The	vast	majority	
of	people	think	America	is	losing	it's	identity.	According	to	E.	Michael	Jones,	when	you	have	all	this	
promiscuous	sex	with	dozens	of	people,	it	dissolves	your	identity.	Personally,	I	think	that's	a	little	
dubious,	but	let's	assume	it's	true;	so	how	much	more	does	this	promiscuous	'spiritual	love'	dissolve	
your	identity?	If	anyone	can	be	an	American,	then	being	American	doesn't	mean	anything.	We	see	
continually	that	there	doesn't	seem	to	be	any	advantage	to	being	a	U.S.	citizen,	and	there's	every	
advantage	to	being	an	illegal	alien.	And	I	assume	it's	the	same	in	Britain	and	other	White	countries.		
These	illegals	are	not	even	afraid	to	mention	it;	like	that	guy	at	Berkeley,	who	demanded	the	
university	president	to	do	more	for	illegal	aliens	who	attended	school	there.	They	get	special	rates,	
they	get	driver's	license...	It	all	begins	with	'Who	Are	We?'	and	'Who's	our	Enemy?'.	That's	what	Carl	
Schmitt	would	say	-	one	of	those	Theoreticians	from	the	German	Nationalists	-	that	the	first	distinction	
is	between	Friend	and	Enemy.	But	we	don't	even	know	who	we	are.	
	
JW:	The	concept	of	having	an	enemy	in	Christianity	is	inverted.	Jesus	commanded	his	followers	to	love	
their	enemies.	When	our	race	adopted	Christianity,	at	first	we	didn't	take	that	seriously.	After	all,	we	
fought	the	Muslims	in	the	past.	Now,	something	has	changed.	Today,	we	are	taking	Christian	teachings	
to	their	logical	conclusions,	and	we're	living	by	them.	We	ARE	loving	our	enemies.	We	ARE	turning	the	
other	cheek.	Meanwhile,	the	Jews	have	stuck	by	the	concept	of	'eye	for	an	eye'.	When	someone	causes	
harm	to	the	Jews,	they	remember	it	forever.	They	never	forgive	their	enemies.	They	mourn	all	their	
defeats,	and	they	celebrate	all	their	victories.	Their	whole	religion	is	based	around	the	history	of	their	
race.	This	is	the	primal	law	of	'eye	for	an	eye',	which	is	the	same	law	our	ancestors	lived	by	when	they	
were	pagan.	I'm	not	saying	we	should	go	back	to	paganism,	but	we	had	a	different	morality	back	then,	
and	it	was	in-line	with	Nature.	And	the	Jews	are	in-line	with	Nature	today.	
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J:	There	seems	to	be	a	Christian	horror	at	the	concept	of	Nature	being	the	ultimate	arbiter.	I’ve	
confronted	Christians	with	this	before,	whenever	I	would	appeal	to	Natural	Order.	Christians	would	
say,	"well,	that’s	the	‘is-ought’	fallacy.	You	cannot	derive	an	‘is’	from	an	‘ought”.	I	countered	with,	"but	
you	can	derive	an	‘if’	from	an	‘ought’:	IF	you	want	to	live	and	not	be	genocided,	then	you	OUGHT	to	
behave	like	territorial	animals	do."	And	we	are	territorial	animals.	
	
AL:	And	presumably,	they’re	not	going	to	deny	that	God	created	Nature.	If	Nature	runs	by	these	rules,	
then	you	would	be	wise	to	pay	attention	to	them.	Here	in	the	U.S.,	there	are	many	people	getting	rich	
off	of	bringing	in	these	clit-slitting	Somalis.	In	Minnesota,	they	are	considering	legalizing	female	
genital	mutilation	to	appease	the	Muslims.	These	'people'	are	brought	in	by	Catholic	and	Lutheran	
immigration	services.	These	institutions	make	hundreds	of	thousands	of	dollars	per	year,	paid	by	the	
Federal	Government.	So	there's	already	a	tremendous	financial	incentive,	apart	from	any	religious	
motivation.	This	is	political	correctness	gone	insane,	and	no	one	will	stand	up	for	the	White	majority.	
Look.	There's	this	term	called	'macerate'.	It	means	leaving	something	sitting	in	liquid	and	becoming	
soft	and	weak	over	time.	When	you	macerate	the	public	in	this	garbage	propaganda	for	decades,	
eventually	you	get	to	a	point	where	a	lot	of	people	are	deeply	confused.	Their	eyes	tell	them	one	thing,	
and	what	they	hear	from	every	official	source	tells	them	the	opposite.	It	confuses	and	weakens	people	
-	they	can't	tell	up	from	down.	This	public	maceration	is	being	done	everywhere.	
	
As	Carol	Quigley	said	in	'Tragedy	and	Hope':	"These	are	the	birth	pangs	of	the	New	World	Order.	
There's	going	to	be	a	lot	of	tragedy	involved;	a	lot	of	murder	and	terrorism.	But	in	the	end,	we	will	
come	out	with	a	better	world."	Carol	Quigley	is	no	Jew.	She	was	on	the	side	of	the	NWO	from	the	
Anglo/Cecil	Rhodes	point-of-view.	They	have	a	slightly	different	vision	of	the	NWO,	but	ultimately,	it's	
going	to	be	a	global	slave	state.	
	
J:	In	a	sense,	isn't	that	the	'secular	heaven'?	This	nightmarish,	third-world	panopticon,	waiting	at	the	
end	of	history?	Christian	morality	-	what's	a	good	way	to	start	breaking	it?	The	theology	is	clearly	
broken,	but	how	do	we	break	it	amongst	the	secular?	
	
AL:	Good	question.	
	
JW:	Most	of	our	race	doesn't	believe	in	the	metaphysical	side	of	Christianity.	They	don't	believe	that	
Jesus	was	born	to	a	virgin,	nor	that	he	walked	on	water.	They	abandoned	that.	But	they're	still	
encompassed	by	the	morality	of	Christianity.	They	need	to	smash	Moses'	stone	tablets,	abandon	the	
Ten	Commandments.	'Thou	shalt	not	kill'	-	that's	just	nonsense.	
	
AL:	In	the	UK,	few	people	believe	it	[the	metaphysical	aspect].	In	America,	comparatively	more.	It	all	
comes	down	to	leadership.	People	are	going	to	conform	to	their	environment,	and	to	what	they	see	
around	them.	To	break	Christianity,	first	you	have	to	lead.	Then,	you	can	either	laugh	at	it,	or	be	
violent	against	it.	Those	are	the	options.	The	thing	is,	with	people,	it's	not	because	they	aren't	'woke'	
or	that	they're	stupid.	It's	because	they	don't	have	any	imagination.	They	can't	understand	something	
unless	they	SEE	it.	What	'IS'	to	them,	is	what	seems	that	'MUST	BE'.	So	until	they	physically	SEE	a	
counter-example,	then	they	go	"Woah...	so,	you	CAN	do	that.	You	CAN	fight	back!"	A	very	intelligent	
woman	once	said	to	me,	"I	didn't	even	know	you	could	go	against	the	majority!"	But	in	general,	most	
women	will	say:	"If	you	were	right,	you'd	be	running	things."	They	can't	comprehend	just	how	
profound	are	the	implications	of	saying	this.	You	see,	with	women,	what	they	see	is	the	proof	itself.	It's	
kinda	like	Blacks	and	certificates:	doesn't	matter	if	you	know	how	to	work,	if	the	paper	says	you're	
qualified,	that's	proof	enough.	That's	the	biological	point-of-view	of	women.	To	them,	it's	self-evident	
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that	whoever	is	running	things	is	right.	There's	no	separation	between	form	and	content.	Only	a	few	
White	males	can	make	that	distinction.	Like	I	said,	the	masses	are	feminine.	We’re	still	trapped	in	the	
animal	world	of	struggle,	whether	we	want	to	acknowledge	it	or	not.	We	need	to	argue	with	these	
religious	people	and	tell	them,	“Look,	99%	of	all	species	that	ever	existed	are	extinct.	So	whether	you	
believe	God	created	Nature	or	not,	Nature	runs	by	these	rules.	God	clearly	does	not	have	a	problem	
with	genocide.	So	why	not	fight	back?"	
	
JW:	Our	morality	has	become	inverted,	and	this	was	the	intent	of	the	Jews.	It's	considered	'evil'	for	our	
race	to	fight	for	survival.	Even	the	desire	for	the	survival	of	our	race	is	considered	evil.	This	is	a	
complete	turn-around	of	a	species'	survival	instinct.	In	Nature,	if	there's	any	morality	at	all,	is	that	
survival	is	'good',	and	extinction	is	'bad'.	Most	people	in	our	race	have	gotten	into	their	heads	that	
extinction	of	our	race	is	a	'good'	thing,	and	survival	is	an	'evil'	thing.	This	comes	from	Christianity.	
Since	our	race	was	superior	in	the	past	-	dominant	over	the	other	races	-	and	because	we	had	power,	
then	we	should	feel	guilty	for	existing.	This	is	Nietzsche's	Master	Morality	versus	Slave	Morality.	The	
Jews	made	the	Romans	feel	guilty	for	being	powerful,	and	today	our	race	feels	guilty	for	having	been	
dominant	in	the	past.	We	want	to	'atone	for	our	sins',	to	apologize	for	our	former	supremacy,	by	
making	ourselves	extinct.	
	
AL:	Madison	Grant	said	that,	"wherever	the	Catholic	church	goes,	it	breaks	down	racial	distinctions."	
The	Catholic	idea	against	the	Romans	was,	"we	may	not	produce	impressive	men,	but	we're	just	going	
to	outbreed	you	and	take	over."	So,	they	brought	their	morality,	and	along	came	their	inverted	values,	
where	they	elevate	what's	disgusting	and	nasty	over	what's	strong	and	good.	Little	kids	don't	think	in	
the	Christian	way.	They	have	to	be	trained.	That's	why	they	say	"get	the	kid	before	he's	six."	Christians	
don't	value	race,	at	all.	And	to	those	who	do	value	race,	Christians	say	"you're	making	a	religion	of	
your	own	blood."	Again,	we	don't	know	who	we	are	because	we've	been	confused	by	racial	
devaluation.	"Anyone	can	be	an	American";	"America	is	a	nation	of	immigrants"	-	all	these	lies	were	
deliberately	thought	up	and	repeated	by	leftist	school	teachers,	who	think	they're	clever	
revolutionaries	rather	than	brainless	parrots;	who	think	they're	open-minded	rather	than	
misinformed.	
	
JW:	When	Christians	see	people	putting	their	race	above	everything	else,	they	say	they're	'making	an	
idol	of	their	own	blood',	and	that	they	should	be	worshipping	God.	But	we	don't	know	if	God	exists.	
We	know	for	certain	that	Nature	exists;	that	our	race	exists.	We	are	our	race.	And	yet,	we	haven't	the	
slightest	bit	of	proof	that	God	exists.	
	
AL:	Why	do	they	call	it	'worshipping	your	own	blood'?	Is	it	because	I	don't	want	to	be	discriminated	
against?	Because	I	don't	want	to	be	attacked,	nor	live	in	a	loud,	messed-up,	violent	society	with	the	
lowest	common	denominator?	That	means	I'm	'worshipping	myself'?	Believe	me,	I	don't	worship	
myself.	When	I	walk	into	Walmart,	and	I	see	the	people	there,	I	sure	as	hell	don't	worship	the	White	
race.	Our	cause	could	be	far	stronger,	and	I	blame	the	men	who	promote	'being	positive'	and	'loving	
your	race'.	No!	We	are	far	stronger	if	we	start	hating	and	detesting	these	other	races,	and	defending	
ourselves	against	them.	We	have	enemies	who	are	out	to	do	us	in.	We	need	to	pay	attention	to	what	
they're	saying	and	what	they're	doing,	just	as	they	pay	attention	whenever	any	White	leadership	steps	
up.	What	irritates	me	most	about	Christians	is	how	they	simply	associate	any	good	times	in	White's	
past	as	being	caused	by	Christianity.	And	any	problems,	they	claim	were	caused	by	something	else.	
But	the	Christian	church	didn't	tell	Whites	to	go	out	there	and	take	over	and	dominate.	They	did	it	
because	they	were	genetically	superior.	When	Whites	came	to	the	U.S.,	they	drove	out	the	redskins	
and	the	browns.	And	the	Christians	wanted	to	convert	all	those	people	to	Christianity!	That's	not	a	
racial	cause.	We're	bringing	civilization	to	the	poor	little	brown	man	and	to	the	Black	savage.	And	look	
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where	that's	left	us.	We	shouldn't	have	gotten	this	crazed	universalism	that	is	Christianity.	We	should	
have	just	worried	about	ourselves	and	protected	what	we	had,	because	in	trying	to	bring	non-whites	
up	to	our	level,	we're	just	going	to	drown	ourselves	in	theirs.	
	
J:	Why	do	you	think	Catholicism	seems	to	accelerate	the	miscegenation	process	much	more	quickly	
than	Protestantism,	in	the	New	World?	
	
AL:	I	don't	know	if	that's	the	case.	Most	of	the	time,	it	depends	on	the	circumstances.	
	
JW:	That	might	have	something	to	do	with	the	Germanic	people	and	the	Celtic	people	who	came	over	
to	North	America.	
	
AL:	Yes.	You	know	what	they	say:	the	Spaniards	went	to	Central	and	South	America,	but	they	didn't	
bring	any	women.	Whereas	the	people	who	went	to	North	America	-	they	settled	with	their	families.	
The	people	there	bred	with	themselves.	Anyway,	Protestantism	is	all	fractured,	and	it	mutates	all	the	
time.	It	goes	one	way,	then	goes	the	other.	Protestants	argued	on	both	sides	of	the	Civil	War	about	
Blacks	and	what	had	to	be	done	with	them.	But	what	it	never	argues	about,	is	race.	Even	when	it	
defends	slavery,	or	Apartheid,	or	any	other	White	social	institution,	it's	never	from	the	racial	point-of-
view.	It's	always	about	'the	Master	being	a	good	steward	for	the	Slave'.	This	policy	may	even	be	
objectively	correct,	but	what	truly	matters	is	that,	eventually,	those	Blacks	are	somehow	going	to	get	
loose.	You	can't	'ride	the	tiger'	forever.	When	Blacks	get	loose,	they're	gonna	go	after	the	Whites	and	
destroy	them.	That's	what	always	happens,	whether	it	starts	from	inside	the	White	communities	or	
from	outside	(through	the	Jews	using	disloyal	elements).	So,	in	the	end,	you	just	have	to	plow	your	
own	fields,	pick	your	own	cotton,	and	take	care	of	your	own	stuff.	
	
21:50	
	
And	then	they[Protestants]	call	us	White	Supremacists.	That's	a	Red	Herring.	'White	Supremacy'	is	a	
term	that	they	use.	Races	are	superior	or	inferior	depending	on	what	you're	judging	them	by.	Overall,	
Whites	may	be	better,	sure,	but	that's	not	the	basis	of	our	cause.	Our	cause	is	we	want	to	live	among	
our	own	people.	They	should	give	us	our	own	name,	just	like	they	name	every	other	ethno-centric	
group.	I	would	never	respond	to	the	question	of	White	Supremacy	if	the	Media	were	asking.	I	call	
myself	a	White	Nationalist.	If	you	call	me	something	else,	that's	your	problem.	Some	people	call	
themselves	Alt-Right.	Anyway,	you	can't	make	Christianity	into	a	racial	movement.	
	
J:	And	even	when	it's	attempted,	what	do	the	Whites[Protestants]	do?	They	have	to	frame	themselves	
in	the	Old	Testament	narrative	as	some	kind	of	Hebrew-esque	people.	
	
AL:	That's	the	history	of	Protestantism	right	there.	If	you	read	Catholics	like	E.	Michael	Jones,	you'll	
see	that	they	call	Protestantism	'judaizing'.	They	work	with	Jews	to	get	bibles	published,	they	seek	out	
models	from	the	Old	Testament,	and	they	proclaim	"we're	the	New	Jews."	All	Protestants,	Mormons	
and	Puritans	alike,	find	their	role	models	in	the	OT.	Why	do	we	need	any	of	that	stuff?	It	has	nothing	to	
do	with	us.	Call	me	an	atheist,	a	rationalist,	or	whatever,	but	why	in	the	world	is	our	race	associated	
with	this	Semitic	gunk	that	has	no	bearing	on	what's	going	on?	You	can	live	a	perfectly	happy	life	
without	any	of	that	garbage.	We	don't	need	it,	and	it's	manifestly	destructive	to	people.	And	they	
never,	ever	admit	the	downsides	of	Christianity.	You	know	why	atheists	preach	atheism?	Because	
everywhere	you	go,	you're	suffused	in	this	15th-rate	Christian	garbage	that	is	absolutely	ubiquitous.	
We	can't	get	a	clear-honest	view	of	anything	while	it's	coated	in	this	Christian	gunk	that	falsifies	
everything.	So	our	people	is	taught	to	disregard	the	differences	between	races,	and	to	focus	on	the	
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things	everybody	agrees	on.	The	Fascists	used	to	mock	the	idea	that	'everything	with	a	face	is	human'.	
But	that's	what	we're	being	taught	today	-	we're	all	lumped	into	one	species.	Like	we	never	would	be,	
if	we	were	any	other	kind	of	animal.	We're	all	supposed	to	have	the	same	goals,	and	to	treat	each	other	
as	individuals.	But	only	the	colored	ones	are	allowed	to	approach	others	from	the	group	point-of-view.	
Whites	are	just	supposed	to	shut	up	and	pay	for	everything	-	as	they	have	no	children	and	slowly	
disappear.	
	
J:	They're	being	good	Christian	stewards.	
	
AL:	Yeah.	How	do	you	talk	people	out	of	it?	I	don't	know,	but	somehow	we've	got	to	put	pressure	on	
those	who	make	money	by	bringing	these	people	in.	
	
J:	I	wonder	if	there's	some	unique	White	psychological	weakness	to	these	grand	abstractions.	A	micro-
example	is	Eugene	Terre	Blanche,	the	head	of	the	Afrikaner	Resistance	Movement.	This	man	used	to	
march	in	khakis	in	the	streets,	waving	a	pseudo-swastika,	then	he	ends	up	killed	in	his	bed	by	a	Black	
worker,	that	he	employed	voluntarily.	This	weakness,	is	it	something	that	Christianity	has	created,	or	
is	it	something	that	has	always	been	there?	
	
AL:	In	seeming	contradiction	to	what	I	said	earlier,	Whites	have	more	imagination	and	creativity	than	
the	other	races,	although	they	are	not	generally	imaginative.	But	that's	the	backside	of	it.	Intelligence	
and	creativity	serve	perversity	just	as	well	as	they	serve	integrity.	In	South	Africa,	they	built	a	social	
system	where	even	middle-class	Whites	had	Black	servants.	Only	in	recent	years	this	trend	began	to	
change.	Average	White	families	had	up	to	five	Black	servants.	So	this	Eugene	isn't	an	isolated	case;	it	
happened	to	many	other	Whites.	Now	Whites	are	cutting	back	to	having	just	one	servant	that	comes	
by	once	a	week,	instead	of	having	a	bunch	that	would	come	everyday.	But	the	problem	persists:	even	if	
you	employ	one	'good'	Black,	what	could	happen	is	a)	he	can	go	bad;	or	b)	he	has	bad	relatives.	He	
could	tell	all	his	buddies	about	what	you	have	in	your	house.	If	you	let	Blacks	in,	you	somehow	got	to	
keep	them	physically	away.	
	
JW:	The	AWB	(Afrikaner	Weerstands	Beweging)	talked	about	mounting	resistance	to	the	Blacks,	when	
South	Africa	was	handed	over	to	Black	rule.	But	nothing	came	about,	even	though	South	Africans	are	
probably	the	most	race-conscious	people	than	any	other	White	nation.	
	
AL:	They	had	a	system	based	on	Black	separation.	And	yet,	today	they	still	ask	"when	are	Whites	going	
to	wake	up?"	They	must	have	been	awake	when	they	had	Apartheid.	Did	they	fall	asleep?	You	can	have	
all	the	morality	you	want,	but	you	have	eyes	and	ears	and	a	brain	for	a	reason.	Anyone	with	
intelligence	can	tell	what	will	happen	when	Blacks	take	over	a	neighbourhood,	or	even	a	country.	It	
happened	so	many	times	before.	Take	Chicago,	for	instance.	I	used	to	live	around	there.	Suburb	after	
suburb,	as	you	move	away	from	the	inner	city,	it	becomes	more	Black	and	Mexican,	more	violent.	
Anyone	can	see	this.	Obviously	there's	something	other	than	morality	at	play.	It's	a	sort	of	Catholic	
reasoning:	if	you	can	convert	only	1	out	of	1000	Jews	to	Christianity,	that	concludes	it's	possible	to	
convert	the	other	999	as	well.	But	what	about	the	other	999	Jews?	Can't	we	draw	any	conclusion	from	
those?	Can't	we	conclude	that	this	is	a	genetic	trait,	and	maybe	we	just	found	an	outlier?	No,	nope.	
Christians	deny	that.	And	this	sort	of	insane	reasoning	easily	transposes	into	secular,	obese	social-
working	women,	thinking	they	can	solve	the	Black	problem	by	taking	money	from	Whites	-	who	
actually	earned	it	-	and	giving	it	over	to	subsidize	the	Black's	destructive	behavior.	This	type	of	
pattern	has	been	going	on	for	so	long,	that	if	we	don't	do	anything,	this	country	will	be	over.	The	U.S.	is	
already	one-third	non-White.	
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J:	And	that's	a	very	conservative	estimate.	
	
AL:	Some	people	will	say	it's	60%	White	or	even	less.	The	less	White	the	U.S.	becomes,	the	more	non-
Whites	will	claim	to	be	White.	Of	course,	there's	also	the	FBI	who's	classifying	Mexican	perpetrators	in	
the	White	category.	The	Government	is	against	you	in	the	collection	of	all	statistics,	so	you	can't	really	
trust	anything.	
	
JW:	The	census	is	labelling	people	from	the	Middle	East	and	North	Africa	as	'Caucasian'.	Even	Jews.	
They're	2%	of	the	country,	but	they're	labelled	as	White.	
	
AL:	The	only	thing	you	can	trust	from	the	Feds,	is	that	whatever	they	do,	will	be	anti-White.	We've	all	
seen	pictures	of	Trump	in	Israel,	bending	the	knee,	passing	under	the	yoke,	just	like	every	other	
president.	Giving	Saudi	Arabia	all	kinds	of	arms	deals,	going	after	Iran	(the	one	Muslim	country	who	is	
pretty	responsible,	and	doesn't	foment	terrorism).	To	us,	Iranians	are	the	'bad	guys',	because	we	all	
have	to	follow	the	Jewish	plan	to	re-order	the	Middle	East.	It's	the	same	garbage	routine,	year	after	
year.	Until	there's	some	visible	pro-White	and	anti-Jew	leadership	going	in	the	other	direction,	things	
will	remain	the	same.	
	
JW:	You	have	to	leave	this	to	a	'survival	of	the	fittest'	situation.	As	Whites	continue	to	destroy	
themselves,	the	conditions	will	become	worse	and	worse.	There	will	be	more	terrorist	attacks,	and	life	
will	become	more	hectic.	The	smart	Whites	will	figure	out	what's	happening	and	will	make	some	
effort	to	preserve	their	race.	The	rest	who	don't	figure	it	out	will	just	fall	by	the	wayside.	We	can't	go	
around	trying	to	save	every	White	from	their	own	stupidity.	
	
J:	These	events	like	Manchester	have	to	happen	within	a	short	enough	timescale,	otherwise	they	just	
become	the	new	'normal'.	Then	we'd	have	to	start	over	from	square	one	with	every	generation.	
	
JW:	Seems	to	me,	these	events	could	be	happening	here	all	the	time,	and	that	would	make	Whites	deny	
reality	even	more.	They	would	become	even	more	fanatical	in	their	denial.	Some	whites	don't	want	
their	race	to	survive	anyway	-	the	hardcore	Left.	They're	on	the	same	page	as	the	Jews.	
	
AL:	A	lot	of	leftists	have	a	financial	incentive,	as	well	as	an	ideological	incentive.	They	actually	believe	
Whites	don't	exist,	or	shouldn't	exist.	They	are	paid	cogs	in	a	system	that	subsidizes	every	form	of	
anti-White	behavior.	They're	the	ones	getting	all	the	cushy	jobs	with	the	nice	benefits,	because	they're	
working	for	the	government.	And	any	movement	against	these	trends	has	to	be	privately	funded,	and	
still,	it's	very	difficult	to	carry	off.	If	it	doesn't	start	with	a	lot	of	money,	they	go	after	the	money	and	
clip	it	off.	
	
JW:	As	long	as	Whites	keep	reproducing...	I	mean,	this	is	what	Nature	comes	down	to.	Nature's	
commandment	is:	reproduce,	or	go	extinct.	So,	unless	our	reproduction	comes	to	a	complete	stop,	we	
will	continue	existing.	For	some	time,	at	least.	
	
AL:	Well,	I	guarantee	you	the	Amish	and	the	Mennonites	are	reproducing.	Among	Whites,	they	have	
the	highest	birthrate	in	the	world.	They	and	the	Irish	are	the	only	Whites	who	are	above	replacement	
level.	I	know	the	Mormons	have	changed	somewhat,	and	they're	now	starting	to	import	some	
coloreds.	But	still,	they	have	a	lot	of	good,	high-quality	breeding	Whites.	The	Amish	have	spread	to	
Pennsylvania,	Ohio,	Indiana,	Missouri.	They	skipped	Illinois.	They	have	lots	of	kids,	around	8	or	9	per	
couple.	Some	even	have	18	or	19	kids.	They're	all	the	same	'weedy'	Germanic-looking	phenotype.	
They're	not	physically	impressive,	but	if	it's	purely	about	Whites,	then	at	least	they're	breeding.	
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Maybe	some	of	these	kids	will	break	away	from	their	religion,	which	is	kinda	like	being	human	
livestock,	from	my	point-of-view.	
	
J:	I'll	be	interested	to	see	the	future	of	the	Amish	and	the	Mennonites	in	an	80%-colored	America.	
	
AL:	I	know	there	have	been	groups	of	them	down	in	Central	and	South	America,	and	Mexico,	but	I	
don't	know	how	well	they	fared.	My	impression	was	that	they	were	sort	of	off	by	themselves,	isolated.	
They've	been	driven	West	here	in	the	U.S.,	because	the	land	prices	grew,	and	they	need	to	be	farming	
and	roofing.	They	try	to	go	to	areas	where	they	can	get	decent	farmland.	They	are	a	positive	element.	
Their	culture	is	okay,	but	personally,	I	wouldn't	want	to	live	that	way.	
	
J:	I've	enjoyed	them	as	neighbors	from	a	county	away,	and	I	find	them	pleasant	enough.	Certainly	
more	bearable	than	the	Walmartians	you	described	earlier.	
	
AL:	I	don't	mean	to	hate	on	those	people,	but	when	you	get	into	a	Walmart,	you	just	go	'Good	Lord!'.	
They	may	be	somewhat	nice,	but	these	people	are	in	terrible	shape,	tattooed	and	messed-up.	They're	
just	not	good,	solid,	healthy	people.	
	
J:	Well,	I'm	in	Montana,	and	as	of	a	year	or	two	ago,	here	we	have	the	lowest	adult	obesity	in	the	U.S.,	
around	"only"	18%	average	body	fat.	
	
AL:	It's	one	thing	to	have	a	'build',	but	it's	another	thing	to	be	truly	obese.	People	need	to	be	in	a	better	
shape.	To	do	that,	you	need	to	have	a	good	mind	and	fight	the	tenure	of	the	times	-	these	habits	that	
are	self-destructive.	You	need	to	be	visibly	better	than	other	people	around	you.	That's	a	subtle	and	
indirect	form	of	non-political	leadership.	Hold	yourself	slightly	more	erect,	be	in	good	physical	shape.	
Be	slightly	more	serious,	be	reliable	on	your	word.	These	things	tend	to	make	you	stand	out	and	draw	
interest	to	you.	People	perceive	that	very	quickly	-	you're	not	just	some	common	slob.	
	
J:	In	public	spaces,	I'm	surprised	by	how	many	'sirs'	and	deferential	gestures	I've	received	just	for	
wearing	a	buttoned	collar.	The	bar	is	so	low,	it	behooves	everyone	in	the	White	Cause	to	elevate	
themselves	just	a	little	bit	more.	
	
AL:	I	was	reading	the	Daily	Stormer,	they've	got	articles	about	diet,	and	how	to	increase	testosterone.	
You	need	to	guard	your	health.	When	in	political	circles,	it	tends	to	attract	angrier-than-average	
people.	But	don't	let	that	bleed	into	kidding	yourself.	You	need	to	take	good	care	of	yourself	in	order	
to	be	able	to	participate	in	this	real	intellectual	and	-	over	time	-	increasingly	physical	struggle.	
Especially	when	we	see	these	inspiring	marches	and	reactions.	You	need	to	have	overt	organizing	and	
leadership,	so	you	can	have	something	visible	to	people.	Like	Richard	Spencer:	a	normal-type	guy,	out	
there,	leading.	If	you	say	the	right	things,	and	you	have	the	right	line,	you	don't	have	to	improvise	with	
some	kind	of	whacky	or	outlandish	dress.	Leading	people	Vs	appealing	to	people.	Hitler	was	leading	
people.	He	would	go	into	the	podium	and	say	"We	have	huge	problems,	here's	what	we	need	to	do;	the	
future	of	Germany	and	the	White	race	is	bound	up	in	you,	Average	Citizen.	You	need	to	come	along	
and	help	us."	He	would	make	people	feel	like	they're	part	of	a	grand	historical	struggle	and	their	help	
was	needed.	That's	how	you	do	it,	and	he	did	it.	That's	not	even	a	trick;	it's	a	participatory	thing.	
Today	they	tell	you	to	just	vote	for	some	guy.	There's	got	to	be	a	little	more	involvement	than	that.	
Trump	got	voted	in.	And	how	are	they	dealing	with	him?	They're	not	letting	him	do	anything!	
	
J:	I've	never	seen	anyone	reach	that	deep	into	the	Wailing	Wall	before.	
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AL:	(laughter)	He	jammed	up	his	hand	in	the	crack	of	that	wall!	He	made	it	wail,	let	me	tell	ya...	He	
wore	that	thing	like	a	puppet.	
	
J:	I	grew	up	in	a	farm	of	sorts.	I've	seen	livestock	fets	go	shallower	into	animals	than	Trump	going	in	
on	the	Wall.	He	didn't	even	use	a	glove,	either.	
	
AL:	(laughter)	He	was	trying	to	give	birth	to	some	Schlomo...	
	
J:	I'm	not	a	Putinista	by	any	stretch,	but	at	least	Putin	played	coy	and	had	a	little	foreplay	with	the	Wall	
first...	
	
AL:	I	wish	that	one	-	just	one	of	these	[presidents]	would	say	'no'	to	all	that.	And	we've	all	seen	photos	
of	them	laying	flowers	on	their	Imaginary	Six	Million	Memorial.	(sighs)	Have	some	pride.	These	people	
just	make	stuff	up.	
	
J:	When	you	talk	about	leading	by	example,	it	stuns	me	that	we	haven't	seen	anyone	break	script	or	
character	yet.	At	least	not	in	Europe,	in	those	quasi-racial	parties	like	FN,	and	that	Freedom	Party	in	
Austria.	What	do	you	think	it's	going	to	take	for	one	guy	to	pull	off	the	yarmulke	and	stomp	on	it?	
	
AL:	It's	very	difficult	with	the	laws	over	there.	It's	the	same	in	the	UK	and	Germany.	Notice,	you	never	
see	any	Germans	commenting	anywhere.	We	used	to	see	more	of	them	10	to	15	years	ago,	but	now	
you	don't	see	them	because	they	can't	say	anything.	They	foreclosed	all	options	except	violent	
reprisals.	They	tried	to	vote	-	they	criminalized	it.	Austria's	having	an	election,	so	maybe	the	party	that	
barely	lost	last	time	will	get	another	chance.	But	I	think	they've	all	been	successfully	diverted	to	the	
Geert	Wilders	way	-	proclaiming	Israel	as	their	model	and	example.	
	
J:	It's	not	surprising.	Austria	seems	to	have	not	born	the	brunt	of	the	ZOG	occupation	after	the	war	as	
much.	At	least,	they	don't	show	it.	
	
AL:	The	Jews	I've	known	hated	Austrians	even	more	than	the	Germans.	
	
J:	Well,	Hitler	was	an	Austrian...	
	
AL:	A	lot	of	the	leaders	around	him	where	Austrian	too.	There's	a	lot	of	things	that	could	happen.	
There	could	be	a	financial	collapse.	The	U.S.	is	hugely	in	debt.	Or,	they	are	going	to	keep	propping	it	up,	
longer	and	longer.	I	don't	know.	But	it	didn't	seem	Trump	would	win,	and	he	did	win.	What	we're	
seeing	now	is	the	same	as	back	in	the	90's:	Republicans	had	complete	control	and	they	did	nothing.	
And	he	really	hasn't	done	anything	yet.	Granted,	he's	facing	a	very	formidable	foe,	but	he	still	hasn't	
done	much.	And	he	won't.	Like	I	said,	you	need	someone	who	is	pro-White	and	anti-Jew.	That's	where	
it	all	has	to	start.	Then	they	know	who	we	are,	and	what	we	want.	The	overt	public	form	for	this	
movement	is	to	privately	get	as	much	money	you	can,	and	create	a	big	network	of	people	who	think	
the	same	way	as	you.	You	do	that	by	teaching	them,	with	podcasts	like	this.	Commit	to	the	personal	as	
well	as	the	political.	What	else	is	there	to	do?	
	
45:20	
	
J:	Two	points	on	that:	1)	The	Amish,	once	they	reached	a	certain	critical	mass,	gained	immunity	from	
sending	their	children	to	the	re-education	camps,	past	a	certain	age.	I	think	now	they	don't	have	to,	at	
all.	They	learn	their	trades	at	home.	Before,	the	Feds	tried	to	conscript	them.	2)	A	question:	when	we	
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saw	the	election	of	Obama	-	my	personal	favorite	U.S.	president	ever,	for	all	he's	done	for	us	-	we've	
seen	a	growth	in	the	White	Cause.	It	seems	that	Trump	is	arresting	that	growth.	What	advice	do	you	
have	for	overcoming	that,	if	you	think	it's	true?	
	
AL:	Obama,	oddly	enough,	wasn't	'that'	bad...	Who	knows,	with	Trump?	I'm	old	enough	to	have	seen	
many	elections.	I've	seen	many	Republicans	come	and	go.	And	they	mostly	say	stuff	that	I	would	
generally	agree	with,	but	when	they	get	elected,	they	never	do	it.	Starting	with	Reagan,	then	the	
Bushes.	Bush	the	Younger	said	he	wouldn't	get	into	any	wars,	then	he	immediately	did.	Trump	is	going	
the	same	way.	Like	I	said,	we	need	to	have	our	own	representation	-	like	Richard	Spencer.	The	litmus	
test,	for	me,	has	always	been	being	overtly	racially	pro-White	and	anti-Jew.	And	I	particularly	despise	
those	who	say:	"We	just	need	to	be	pro-White.	The	Jews	are	feeling	threatened	by	us,	and	if	we	just	
leave	them	alone,	they	won't	bother	us."	That	is	absolutely	not	true,	and	anyone	who	says	that,	is	
either	a	fool	or	a	liar.	As	with	everything	in	their	history,	the	Jews	claim	people	persecuted	them.	99%	
of	these	things	didn't	happen,	and	when	they	did,	it	was	in	reaction	to	all	the	shenanigans	the	Jews	
were	pulling.	It's	never	been	Whites	going	after	Jews.	It's	been	Jews	doing	stuff	the	goyim,	and	when	
they	finally	get	sick	enough,	they	respond	to	it.	And	the	priests	actually	LIMIT	the	people	on	these	
responses.	The	people	wanted	to	kill	the	Jews!	E.	Michael	Jones	confirms	this.	The	Jews	would	run	to	
the	priests	for	protection	from	the	ordinary	Whites.	Then	I	hear	Christian	idiots	saying	the	Catholic	
church	defended	Whites	from	Jews	-	no,	it	didn't!	Quite	the	opposite.	That's	the	problem	with	
Christians:	they	don't	know	their	own	history.	It's	all	purely	emotional.	They	just	attribute	everything	
they	like	to	the	church.	
	
J:	Even	with	Edward	Longshanks,	the	famous	expeller	of	the	Jews.	He	kept	a	small	convent	of	Jews	
around,	to	"study	Christianity"	under	his	protection.	I	pointed	that	out	to	deflate	some	Christians	once.	
I	read	a	minor	blog	somewhere,	by	some	random	Libertarian	Jew,	ranting	about	"Jews	need	the	
Second	Amendment	because	Big	Government	is	the	enemy	of	Jews."	I	almost	fell	out	of	my	chair	
laughing.	Jews	have	been	running	massive	impersonal	states,	and	have	been	the	main	tax	collectors	
for	centuries.	The	gall	of	these	Jews	is	mind-bending.	
	
AL:	Remember,	their	original	'golden	age'	was	in	Poland,	where	they	collected	taxes	and	sold	vodka.	
Part	of	the	reason	they	ended	up	coming	over	to	the	U.S.	was	because,	under	Russian	rule,	Jews	were	
forbidden	from	selling	vodka	and	spirits	-	a	niche	they	dominated.	Since	they	couldn't	make	money	
easily	anymore,	they	moved	to	New	York,	but	kept	radicalizing	and	forming	networks.	Eventually,	
they	returned	to	Russia	and	enacted	their	revenge,	by	overthrowing	the	Czar.	Plenty	of	our	kings	used	
the	Jews	to	tax	the	population.	They	also	took	loans	from	them.	The	Catholic	church	says	that	loaning	
money	at	any	rate	of	interest	is	usury.	Personally,	I	don't	believe	loaning	money	with	interest	is	a	bad	
thing.	The	problem	is,	the	church	forbids	usury	-	but	it's	left	to	the	Jews.	
	
JW:	The	Jews'	position	in	the	Old	Testament	is	that	they	are	permitted	to	lend	to	other	nations,	and	
that	this	is	one	of	the	ways	how	they	can	dominate.	Jews	are	supposed	to	lend	to	others	with	interest,	
but	they're	not	allowed	to	charge	interest	to	each	other...	
	
AL:	And	they	would	have	a	jubilee	every	so	often,	where	they	forgive	all	their	debts	and	redistribute	
their	wealth.	It's	a	dual	code:	you	can't	screw	your	fellow	Jew,	but	you	not	only	can	screw	the	goyim,	
you	have	a	DUTY	to	screw	the	goyim.	This	is	how	they	became	rich	and	wealthy.	And	our	Christian	
churches	helped	them,	even	though	the	majority	of	Christians	are	not	White.	That's	a	point	most	
Christians	miss.	They	say	"Europe	is	the	Church,	and	the	Church	is	Europe."	Sorry,	Hilaire	Belloc,	that's	
not	true.	You	know,	I	come	from	a	background	of	conservative	intellectualism,	and	it's	the	same	stuff	
cited	over	and	over	again.	Sure,	cathedrals	are	nice	to	look	at,	but	so	are	castles.	It	doesn't	mean	
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they're	some	kind	of	great	achievement.	If	you	pay	some	drunkard	murderer	to	paint	a	beautiful	
picture,	that's	not	a	testament	to	the	faith.	You	just	patronized	it.	That's	what	half	of	those	Italians	
were,	a	bunch	of	scumbags.	They	didn't	paint	all	that	out	of	religious	belief.	They	were	paid	to	paint	
that	stuff.	Take	Caravaggio	-	a	complete	scumbag,	but	a	great	painter,	undeniably.	Don't	tell	me	that	
our	culture	is	a	product	of	Christianity,	when	it	can't	repeat	that	culture	anywhere	else.	Not	even	
Asians	can	create	this	advanced	culture.	It's	our	race	that	does	it.	We	did	it	before,	in	Greece	and	
Rome.	And	Christians	say	"Science	is	based	on	Christianity."	Are	you	freaking	kidding	me?!	You	
Christians	think	that	cause	and	effect	is	fucking	PRAYING!!	
	
J:	Here's	some	cause	and	effect:	a	Christian	dropped	a	pamphlet	in	China,	and	caused	the	Taiping	
rebellion,	killing	millions	of	people,	over	one	gook	who	thought	he	was	the	brother	of	Jesus.	
	
AL:	(laughs)	And	the	Jews	aren't	even	saner	than	this.	They	all	believe	the	Messiah	will	return,	just	like	
the	Christians.	And	when	they	predict	the	day	of	the	Great	Return,	it	turns	out	to	be	day	of	Great	
Disappointment.	Their	religion	is	replete	with	this	kind	of	garbage.	"He"	is	not	coming	back!	And	the	
minute	you	start	looking	into	it	[the	Jesus	myths],	there's	damn	little	proof	He	existed	in	the	first	
place.	There's	some	proof	that	can	be	taken	as	'evidence',	but	it's	very	far	from	conclusive.	It	actually	
leans	the	other	way,	as	Revilo	P.	Oliver	said,	that	Jesus	was	basically	a	composite	figure	-	there's	a	verb	
for	it	-	where	you	start	with	a	God	and	you	turn	him	into	a	man	(a	reverse	apotheosis?	De-
deification?).	
	
J:	Nietzsche	said,	"I	can	forgive	Jesus	for	claiming	to	be	the	son	of	God,	because	there	were	many	sons	
of	God	running	around	at	the	time."	
	
AL:	And	Jesus	even	said	"greater	works	than	these	shall	others	do."	What	greater	works	have	they	
done?	No	one's	walking	on	water.	No	one's	bringing	people	back	from	the	dead.	No	one	can	repeat	
anything	that	he's	done.	
	
J:	I	read	in	the	news,	that	some	Christian	nigger	in	Zimbabwe	tried	to	walk	on	water	for	his	
congregation.	He	was	eaten	by	a	gator!	(laughs)	
	
AL:	And	the	funny	part	was	someone	from	his	group	of	believers	was	like,	"I	don't	understand.	He	
fasted	and	prayed	all	week!"	
	
JW:	That's	what	gets	me	about	our	race.	The	Greeks	started	developing	science	and	logical	thinking.	
They	tried	to	explain	reality	without	supernatural	Gods.	So	in	the	past,	every	other	race	was	immersed	
in	primitive	superstition	-	and	Africans	today	are	still	very	superstitious	-	and	we	Whites	got	out	of	it	
by	thinking	rationally.	And	yet,	this	present-day	superstitious	cult	could	possibly	still	kill	us.	
	
AL:	White	Men	seem	to	be	the	only	subset	of	hominids	that	could	perceive	there's	something	more	
than	their	own	stupid	opinion	about	things:	"I	might	want	to	believe	this,	but,	I	still	have	to	check	what	
I	believe	against	reality."	We	seem	to	recognize	that	there's	something	'objectively	real'.	You	need	to	
be	smart	enough	to	realize	not	only	what	you	know,	but	also	what	you	don't	know.	Blacks	are	not	at	
that	level.	They	think	they	already	know	enough.	Then,	when	they	can't	find	solutions	to	their	
problems,	they	think	White	people	are	taking	advantage	of	them,	due	to	'racism'.	An	honest	Black	
person	with	an	IQ	of	120	would	recognize	that	they're	really	not	at	the	same	level	genetically	to	
Whites.	He'd	say,	"we're	lucky	to	be	free	riders	on	this	civilization	they've	created."	But	no	intelligent	
Black	will	admit	this	publicly.	That's	the	difference	-	they're	not	smart	enough	to	know	how	dumb	
they	are.	Whereas	we	Whites	know	how	dumb	we	are.	We	instinctively	knew	there	was	some	greater	
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objective	reality	that	could	be	understood.	Sure,	for	a	time,	we	had	our	priests	and	shamans,	but	soon	
we	realized	that	praying	doesn't	do	anything.	But	the	Church	still	tries	to	take	credit	for	everything	-	
right	down	to	breathing.	
	
JW:	The	church	tried	to	hinder	science.	
	
AL:	You	could	argue	it	both	ways.	The	church	created	some	of	these	universities,	but	they	also	got	in	
the	way	of	people	who	questioned	their	dogma.	But	the	point	is	-	Christians	don't	understand	their	
own	dogmas	and	doctrines,	and	what's	implied	by	them.	They	have	no	acknowledgement	of	race,	but	
they	have	a	formal	denunciation	of	genocide.	And	even	then,	it's	only	interpreted	as	'mass-killings'.	
They	don't	care	about	White	demographic	decline.	It	makes	no	difference	to	them.	Anyone	can	be	a	
Christian;	every	person	on	Earth	needs	Jesus,	and	it's	their	duty	to	spread	the	'good	news'	(evangels).	
To	me,	that's	absolutely	insane,	and	I	assume	no	responsibility	to	spread	these	crank	doctrines	around	
the	world.	You	need	to	look	after	yourself	and	your	own	kind.	That's	what's	sane.	
	
JW:	Our	societies	are	now	constructed	on	a	completely	anti-Nature	basis.	These	multi-racial,	multi-
ethnic,	multi-cultural	societies,	where	you	have	incompatible	races	jammed	into	the	same	territory...	
It's	logical	what	the	outcome	is.	The	equality	doctrine	runs	against	Nature.	There's	hierarchy	in	
Nature.	
	
AL:	It's	not	just	the	violence,	we	are	forced	to	subsidize	them	too.	There	was	a	news	story	earlier	this	
week;	some	Muslim	guy	is	on	trial	for	ripping	off	millions	of	dollars	in	food	stamps.	See,	European	
Whites	come	from	high-trust,	honorable	societies.	We	are	more	individualistic	when	compared	to	
these	clannish	races,	like	Muslims	and	Jews.	When	we	come	into	contact	with	them,	we	are	at	a	
natural	disadvantage.	But	that	doesn't	mean	our	way	is	a	bad	thing;	it	just	means	it's	a	bad	thing	when	
we're	stuck	with	these	Others.	Our	governments	are	forcing	us	to	subsidize	these	people	who	are	
outbreeding	us,	and	who	overtly	hate	us.	And	we	know	why	that	is.	That's	the	message	that,	
thankfully,	is	getting	out	there	from	a	thousand	different	mouths.	So	I	argue	against	Christianity,	
because	it	espouses	a	spiritual	equality.	
	
It's	the	belief	that	every	hominid	was	created	by	God,	and	they're	all	equal	in	the	most	fundamental	
sense.	But	the	Jews	don't	believe	that.	They	believe	even	the	best	of	the	goyim	should	be	killed.	Their	
view	is	in-line	with	Nature,	our	view	is	in-line	with	fantasy.	
	
JW:	The	Hebrew	word	'Adam'	means	'Man'	or	'Mankind'.	When	Jews	say	"Only	Jews	are	Adam",	
they're	really	saying	"Only	Jews	are	Human",	in	the	sense	that,	'only	Jews	are	created	in	the	image	of	
God'.	So,	'God'	is	a	big	Jew,	and	the	Jews	are	his	Chosen	People.	
	
AL:	That's	an	interesting	point.	The	Jews	believe	themselves	to	be	the	only	Chosen	race	as	if	they	were	
lineally	descended	from	Adam,	while	the	other	races	are	descended	from	some	offshoot.	That	is	a	true	
racist	doctrine.	The	Catholic	view	goes	against	this;	that	this	is	an	'illegal'	interpretation.	The	'real'	
interpretation	is	that	we	all	have	a	'heart	that	follows	Jesus'.	That	we	are	now	the	spiritual	'chosen'	
that	superseded	the	original,	genetic	'chosen'.	
	
JW:	The	Catholic	Church	is	now	the	True	Israel,	ever	since	the	Genetic	Israel	broke	the	Covenant	when	
they	crucified	Christ.	The	Catholics	want	to	be	the	new	Jews.	The	Church,	Nietzsche	said,	lacks	all	
originality	in	comparison	with	the	Chosen	people;	the	Catholics	have	seen	what	the	Jews	have	created,	
they	liked	it,	and	they	want	to	replicate	it.	The	Catholic	community	is	a	copy	of	the	Jewish	community.	
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AL:	And	they	themselves	will	be	judaizing	others,	the	same	way	they	accuse	Protestants	of	judaizing,	if	
they	keep	following	Jewish	models.	But	we	could	go	another	route	-	the	National	Socialist	model.	We	
could	develop	a	political	counter-strategy	to	Judaism,	which	works	as	a	racial	team.	So	rather	than	
fighting	them	as	individuals,	we	would	fight	them	as	a	group	that	is	conscious	of	ourselves,	and	
protecting	ourselves,	and	acknowledging	that	we	have	a	common	enemy.	That's	why	the	Nazis	were	
so	hated	by	Jews,	because	it	was	the	only	real	effective	way	to	fight	Judaism.	We	have	to	copy	what	
Hitler	did,	in	the	sense	of	forming	a	team	to	fight	the	Jews.	
	
JW:	In	my	view,	National	Socialist	Germany	is	the	only	time	our	race	has	ever	come	close	to	matching	
the	intense	ethno-centrism	and	racial	cohesiveness	that	the	Jews	have.	
	
AL:	And	it	came	out	of	necessity	and	circumstance.	The	Jews	had	created	this	horror	show,	not	just	in	
the	USSR,	but	also	in	Hungary	and	other	Eastern	European	countries.	There	was	a	hidden	revolution	
going	on,	very	nasty	stuff,	and	the	Germans	responded	to	that	stimulus	by	forming	a	protective	group	
to	fight	it	off	and	kill	it	before	it	could	take	over	Germany	and	the	rest	of	Europe.	
	
JW:	And	this	in	turn,	has	generated	a	counter-reaction	from	the	Jews.	As	Revilo	Oliver	said,	before	
Hitler,	the	Jews	were	content	to	live	off	of	us	as	parasites.	
	
Now,	they're	no	longer	trying	to	just	live	parasitically.	They've	decided	to	kill	us,	because	their	host	
has	uncovered	a	method	to	prevent	the	parasite	from	leeching	off	of	them.	The	host	has	developed	a	
racial	defense,	so	the	parasite's	only	option	is	to	kill	the	host.	
	
AL:	Yes,	and	they	think	that	all	the	best	services	in	the	world	inherently	belong	to	them,	and	that	they	
have	a	right	to	everything,	and	no	other	people	has	the	right	to	anything.	But	now	they've	seen	that	
these	people	can	rise	up	and	go	against	us,	and	damn-near	win,	it's	been	their	number	one	goal	to	
prevent	that	from	ever	arising	again.	And	what's	the	best	way	to	it?	To	wipe	us	out.	And	what's	the	
easiest	way	to	that?	To	propagandize	every	form	of	racial	suicide	through	bought-off	church	leaders,	
public	schools,	and	every	form	of	electronic	mass-media,	and	then	mongrelize	us	out	of	existence.	
	
JW:	They've	also	used	feminism	to	give	women	the	impression	that	they	don't	need	to	have	children.	
Whereas	motherhood	was	viewed	as	an	integral	part	of	womanhood	in	the	past,	now	it	is	viewed	as	a	
choice.	But	if	our	race	wants	to	survive,	we	can't	leave	it	as	a	choice.	It's	a	necessity.	
	
AL:	That's	exactly	right.	What	they've	done	is	make	it	harder	to	form	and	sustain	families	by	taking,	
I've	been	told,	the	Soviet	Family	Law	-	that	they	instated	after	they	revolutionized	Russia	-	and	copied	
it	into	the	U.S.	Law.	Now,	the	family,	instead	of	being	a	small	the	woman	is	unhappy,	the	law	has	been	
altered	to	cater	to	the	whims	of	the	woman.	If	she's	unhappy,	she	can	leave	and	take	the	kids,	and	the	
man's	money.	So	there's	a	very	strong	disincentive	to	get	involved	in	family-forming,	because	it	can	all	
be	lost	so	easily.	Whereas	up	until	the	early	1800's,	in	the	U.S.,	the	men	literally	owned	the	women.	It	
was	called	coverture.	That	was	the	traditional	arrangement,	and	it	worked	just	fine.	However,	the	
Jews	have	developed	this	Feminism,	to	teach	women	that	only	having	a	career	makes	you	a	'free	
woman',	and	that	men	are	oppressing	them,	rather	than	protecting	them,	providing	for	them,	and	
giving	them	their	greatest	joy	in	life	-	a	large	family.	And	so	today	most	of	the	women	are	unhappy.	But	
it's	not	their	job	to	figure	out	why	they're	unhappy.	That's	our	job	as	men,	to	change	this	back	to	
where	it	needs	to	be.	That's	a	political	failure	on	White	men's	part.	
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JW:	Yes,	White	men	are	ultimately	responsible	for	allowing	the	Jews	to	gain	a	foothold	in	their	
civilization.	We	can't	attack	women	for	Feminism.	White	women	have	played	a	role	in	the	downfall	of	
our	race,	but	White	men	played	the	primary	role.	
	
AL:	I	agree.	Ultimately,	it	was	White	men	who	were	responsible	for	enemy	identification	and	threat	
neutralization.	And	we	failed	on	that.	We	failed	to	identify	the	Jew	as	a	species-cohesive,	consistent,	
racial-team	threat	to	our	kind.	And	now	we	are	suffering	the	consequences	of	that.	
	
JW:	I	don't	know	if	it's	a	good	thing	what	has	happened,	but	this	is	what	we're	left	with.	Now	that	our	
race	is	on	the	brink	of	extinction,	we	either	wipe	out	the	Jew,	or	the	Jew	wipes	us	out.	
	
	


