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Statement from Michael West,

Excellent questions. You are barking up the wrong tree, however. My take on both
flydubai and RAF Fairford is clearly - and the word was used in one of the tweets -
"probably" false flags, or at the least 'beat-ups’' concocted for political advantage.

This view is born out by evidence of multiple false flag attacks in Australia, as belatedly
admitted by police, and around the world.

The bigger story, the real public interest in media coverage of these incidents, is how
they are leveraged by our politicians and a compliant mainstream media. The minute
they occur, whether actual false flags or just suspicious incidents, they are branded as
"terror plots’, "Islamist attacks ... jihadis" etc.

This media branding of these events, *before* the circumstances are known and the
evidence is established, has given licence to political actions such as the ramping up of
hate speech laws in Australia and justification for passing the private data of Australian
citizens to foreign parties as per the arrangements with Cellebrite and Palantir.

Let's say flydubai is not a false flag in a technical sense; that is, a ploy cooked up by the
Netanyahu regime in Israel just a few weeks before the election. Let's just say it was
actually a fight between the pilots and a happy ending. The fact that the initial coverage
branded the event as a terrorist hijacking demonstrates that the incident was used for
political gain.

The Fairford incident was also branded as a terrorist plot in its initial coverage, egged on
by Trump and Rubio and the usual people on social media. Why did they not wait until it
became evident that it was 5 lads pilfering diesel before reporting it as terror?



Here in 'evidence-land' we try to ignore the noise and report the truth. And the truth is
that the mainstream media has blood on its hands, a lot of blood. Its failure to address
the exaggerated claims of the October 7 Hamas attacks - 40 babies beheaded, mass
gang rapes, babies in ovens, babies on clotheslines - has given licence to genocide, to
the worst human atrocities of this century.

Lies have dragged us into war against Iran which is hurting every citizen via higher petrol
and food prices.

The effect on humanity has been drastic, and much of that can be foisted home to a
failure by a craven media to report responsibly. The media is culpable and the rise of
new media such as MWM is due to plunging public confidence in the institutions of
power such as the ABC and traditional corporate media.

We haven't grown from scratch to millions in audience a month by making stuff up.

To be fair, the ABC has done better than corporate media but it is still culpable. Where is
the Four Corners on the hasbara movement, the litany of false flag attacks in Australia
such as the Dural caravan hoax and the other 12 or so 'terror' acts which turned out to
be no-hopers with no political ideology apparently paid for by foreign interests?

This is the real story, the culpability of media in genocide, not some guy on X raising
credible doubts about the official narrative because the evidence for terror claims does
not stack up and the historical evidence of false flags is so compelling it should not be
ignored.

As we approach the three-year anniversary of October 7, it would be apposite for
traditional media to contemplate its own epic failures, its complicity in the genocide in
Gaza. You could start by analysing the lies which have already been debunked.

Here are some questions: how many Israelis were slaughtered by IDF Apache gunships
on October 7? Why did Netanyahu ignore warnings of the Hamas attacks from Egyptian
and Qatari leaders? What is the evidence for mass rapes and babies beheaded? How



and why were the Nova Festival arrangements changed prior to the attacks? Why has
there been no official inquiry by Israeli authorities?

And what role did the mainstream media play to give licence to genocide?



