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Many in the Corona opposition console themselves with the fact that lies have 
short legs. The more brazen the lies, the more fragile the edifice of lies. The 
former American president Abraham Lincoln is often used as a reference, 
according to which one can lie to a part of the population for a while, but never to 
the whole population all the time. But you can! For half a millennium, we have 
been sitting on a timeline whose length and grids are pure inventions. Historical 
events and people who never existed are supposedly wandering around in our 
brains. There is no end in sight to the haunting. The construct just needs to be 
repeated often and long enough.

"Corona" is not the first world-spanning lie. Nor will it be the last. Not only because lies 
are usually better business than facts. Whenever the balance of power changes, new 
facts have to be created and the world reinterpreted. The desired future only develops 
suggestive pull through a past and present that seem to prejudice this vision. George 
Orwell formulated in "1984": "He who controls the past controls the future."

This is why the pandemicists created the narrative of a perennial "Spanish flu" at the 
end of the First World War as early as 2005. With an 85-year time lag, the detection of 
H1N1 viruses in a few permafrost corpses was elevated to proof that between 20 and 
50 million people worldwide had died from this virus. (1) As a historical blueprint for an 
epidemic with successive waves of disease, any doubt about the biologically 
implausible course of the "covid" pandemic was thus to be stifled. The sick and dead 
resulted from war, hardship and, even then, vaccination. (2) A crime and failure of the 
social elites was rewritten into a supposed natural disaster. This meant that there were 
no longer any responsible parties or perpetrators.

We don't know how long these falsifications of the past will last, but the authors of our 
current historical image have got away with it for half a millennium. And the production 



has only been called into question by a few individuals since then. What is certain, 
however, is that we are not in the year of our Lord (A.D.) 2022, nor is our culture 
primarily rooted in a Mediterranean antiquity....

Our image of the past was only fabricated at the beginning of the "modern era". Until 
the 16th century, there was no fixed point from which the years were counted 
consistently. The fictitious date of Christ's birth was not the anchor in the time stream, 
neither for the church nor for a ruling dynasty. In Schedel's World Chronicle of 1493, 
the author cites the Trojan War as a reference. Otherwise, people dated according to 
reigns. In Catholic documents, the A.D. count began gradually after the Council of 
Basel in 1443. In Protestant church records, the A.D. count only became established 
around the year 1700.

The seemingly stable framework of dates up to that time is backdated and stands on 
extremely shaky ground. All dates of life and events before the 16th century would 
therefore have to be placed in inverted commas. Dating without a range of variation is 
as unscientific as measuring without a standard deviation.

It was members of the so-called humanist scholars' republic operating throughout 
Europe who established our present time grid from the 15th-17th centuries. The 
"reset" was then called the Renaissance. Without exception, churchmen arranged 
events on a timeline and sorted puzzle pieces. Scientific and historical facts were not 
the guide. This can be seen from the fact that the so-called Gregorian calendar, which 
in 1582 replaced the yearly count supposedly going back to Julius Caesar, only 
incompletely corrected the intermediate drifting apart of the duration of the year and 
the solar cycle. The winter solstice on 21 December and the birth of Christ were no 
more brought into alignment than the Easter festival oscillated around the beginning of 
spring on 21 March.

Pope Gregory did not have the speculative hour of the Saviour's birth in mind at all, but 
an alleged council at Nicaea in 325. That would probably be the actual year 1. The 
Danish astronomer Tycho Brahe (1546-1601) knew the facts, but was forced to give up 
his observatory in 1597. Shortly afterwards he died in Prague under mysterious 
circumstances. His exact astronomical calculations would have endangered the new 
doctrine.



This was not the only fall from grace of the creators of time. It was not until the 
Renaissance that "ancient" manuscripts by Greek and Roman scholars suddenly 
appeared in a comparatively short time and almost exclusively in monastery libraries. 
In Greece and Rome, hardly any pretended contemporary testimonies were found. 
Ancient intellectual giants such as Vitruvius, Plautus, Tacitus, Horace or Galen are only 
now being "translated", read and known. It was a few libraries of northern Italian, 
French and German monasteries that for centuries did not even want to discover what 
written treasures they housed. The legends of the discovery and the mostly immediate 
re-disappearance of the documents bear stereotypical traits.

Nevertheless, historians to this day are hardly bothered by the obscure provenance of 
most documents from antiquity and the "Middle Ages", which were only defined in 
1688. There are almost no autographs. The older the documents, the more frequently 
they would have had to be copied due to the obsolescence of papyri and parchments. 
Who would have arranged this for writings that interested no one for centuries or 
would even have had to be destroyed as "pagan"? In any case, the documents do not 
contain any time information that would allow a direct conversion to the A.D. count.

It does not seem to worry historians that in the case of treaties, all too often only an 
alleged original exists in ecclesiastical holdings, but not with the secular contracting 
parties. Supposedly important figures of antiquity are often only present in their own 
documents and unknown to their writing contemporaries. Their fame developed only 
after discovery by humanists. The physician Galenos, who is said to have shaped 
Western medicine for 1500 years and counted several emperors and the Roman elites 
among his patients, was not worth a mention to anyone in Rome in his time. The 
Hippocratic oath was first used at the University of Wittenberg in 1518. (3) Should it 
have been ignored for over 1500 years before that?

For a long time, only the most audacious forgeries in favour of the Church were 
considered certain. It was not until the only congress on the subject of "Forgeries in 
the Middle Ages" in 1986 that an entire volume of falsifications was documented in 5 
volumes. Even the long-time president of the Monumenta Germaniae Historica, Horst 
Fuhrmann, declared that the scriptoria of the monasteries had bent the facts "like the 
Ministry of Truth in George Orwell." (4) At least 60% of the alleged royal documents 
from the Merovingian period have now been exposed as forgeries. There are probably 
more humanistic works of fiction in the archives than documents worth preserving.



Nevertheless, this notorious falsification practice did not shake the chronology, nor the 
historical narrative, which is stoically repeated. As with "Corona", the narratives persist 
regardless of the facts that the alleged evidence is "fake". Although there is no 
convincing evidence that Jesus Christ, the Church Fathers or the Frankish kings were 
historical persons, it did not detract from their impact, much like the "Wuhan virus". 
Fables are more important than facts, as the French philosopher Voltaire (1694-1778) 
pointed out 300 years ago. History, he said, is nothing more than "the lie on which 
people have agreed."

Voltaire not only dealt extensively with the factuality of lore himself, but was also aware 
of the findings of a contemporary whistleblower of the establishment of history. The 
Jesuit Jean Hardouin (1654-1729) was not only one of the most well-read people of 
his time. As a member of the Action for the Fixing of History, he had free access to a 
large part of allegedly ancient writings for decades. His verdict was scathing: almost 
everything dated to the time before 1300 was spurious... (5)

This means that many events that we take for granted lose their authenticity. Emperor 
Constantine did not give the western provinces of the Roman Empire to the Catholic 
Church in gratitude, nor did a Charles Martel drive the Arabs out of France, nor was 
"Charlemagne" crowned emperor in Rome. The 11-year triumphal procession of an 
"Alexander the Great" is already implausible in terms of timing. Not even the proverbial 
Canossa walk of Emperor Henry IV is vouched for by unbiased contemporary witness 
accounts. Whether similar events could have taken place at other times is left to our 
imagination. Tacitus, literally "the silent one", with his supposed portrait of the 
Germanic tribes in Roman times, is one of the most platitudinous neologisms.

Our history is more "fiction" than "science". This is inevitably linked to the fact that the 
familiar timeline is whirring together. Some of the 2000 years are up for grabs... In this 
context, it is significant that art epochs in Italy are still counted in single digits: 
"Trecento" for the 14th century. Will we now soon be presented with a new chronology 
"A.C." for "Anno Coronae"?

What difference is there in terms of scientificity between the scriptoria of monasteries 
and our virological laboratories? Virology is no more a science than historiography 
when non-specific PCR tests are sold there as proof of certain types of viruses or 



mutations are identified according to the needs of the clients and given sounding 
names. It is cynical that in both cases a reversal of the burden of proof is demanded 
from the critics: it is not the creators of the narrative who have to prove the factuality. 
No, it is the critics who are supposed to prove the fraud.
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