
WHAT IS FAKEBOOK AND WHO IS FARK FAKERBERG?

Below is my research that supports the theory that Facebook is a front for intelligence

agencies. As always, these are my opinions, based on the evidence found by myself

and other online researchers. I have compiled evidence from multiple researchers and

added my own. I will not be discussing whether or not Mark Zuckerberg is a real entity

or a combination of an actor and a partially simulated entity. For the purpose of this

analysis, let’s just assume he’s a real person. First, let’s start with his name.

Mark - A word that refers to a likely victim of a con.

Zuckerberg - Sugar Mountain

Mark “Sugar Mountain” Zuckerberg, like Elon Musk,Bill Gates and many other fake

Billionaires are just front men actors for larger, covert government, military and

intelligence operations. If you examine their backgrounds, financials, etc. it becomes

clear pretty quickly that these people are not what they seem to be. They are

portrayed as savants, geniuses, etc. that just had oh-so-much luck and good fortune

along the way, but in reality, I believe they are manufactured entities and creations of

intelligence agencies. PR and media relations people, essentially.

Every company needs an effective PR person, and covert government operations need

them even more, to hide what they’re doing behind the scenes. There’s a reason why

Facebook is free. They want our data. Zuckerberg is only an agent or actor, a face for

the company, which isn’t really just a company in the traditional sense of the entity.

The government can’t just trust a random guy like Zuck to be capable of performing

in all public situations which is why they need some level of a fake public life to be

integrated with artificial material. This is why he just always “feels” weird and

awkward, when you hear him speak or see photos of him. It’s presented as social

anxiety, but I believe it’s a little deeper than that. He is uncomfortable in his own

skin because he is not living with integrity. His life is a lie. But he does have some

level of training, mostly in communication and psychology. You can see this clearly by

observing his posture, hand gestures, mannerisms and general body language in his

interviews (see links at the end). They’re not natural, he’s been coached in these

areas. To simply believe (on faith), that Zuck started Facebook in his dorm room at

Harvard is incredibly naive, in my opinion. Facebook was and still is a much larger and

more clandestine operation than this innocent cover story.



Just like Google wasn’t built by 2 guys in a garage and Elon Musk certainly isn’t

sending anything to Mars or doing anything in space - it is highly likely that Zuckerberg

is also a manufactured entity running cover for a larger, more secretive agenda,

namely spying on the citizens of the world, and stealing our data.

In the 2nd decade of the 21st Century, some people have become more distrustful of

governments, but more accepting of weird geniuses like Elon Musk who have

fantastical stories that seem to defy all logic when examined with a skeptic’s mind.

Not only has the majority of the public accepted Musk, but they have actually fallen

in love with him and exalted him to near God-like status. The general public is less

suspicious of private enterprise making hundreds of billions of dollars these days,

because it doesn’t look like the normal taxation type of fleecing and money

laundering crime that it actually is, and that the Public has actually begun to push

back against … in Elon Musk’s SpaceX example, they have simply transformed NASA

into a private company. But the same people are still in control and these front men

are just playing a role. The Global Simulation Agenda is easier to navigate without all

of the bureaucratic red tape and public scrutiny that Governments have to deal

with...private companies are simply that … more private, and much easier to

accomplish their goals, away from the public’s criticism and suspicious eyes. My

opinion, based on the evidence, is that these companies are actually military /

government fronts and these CEO savants are actors. I’m not the first to suggest this

of course - there are many great researchers on the internet who have exposed Zuck

and Fakebook over the years. All I’m doing is compiling their research, and adding a

little bit of my own. Here, I will discuss Fuckerberg briefly.

Fuckerberg, the son of a dentist and psychiatrist is allegedly the founder and creator

of Fecesbook. The goal of Fecesbook, as part of the Global Simulation Agenda is

technological surveillance, social engineering, normalizing censorship, and

data-mining; and we all have been willing participants. There are probably additional

agendas, but I view these as the most obvious and main ones. Social Engineering is

achieved through the control of information, the shaping of public opinion and the

dissemination of propaganda. The social engineering project psychological consensus

and conformity, essentially changing reality gradually to where people go along to get

along in terms of what they think is popular opinion and then modify their behaviors

and thoughts to match that reality. Of course this is nothing new, newspapers and

television have been doing this for decades, but now people can actually participate.

Fakebook is in fact a psychological warfare weapon, and its users are the soldiers.

Mark Zuckerberg is just a convenient figurehead. Another part of this psychological



operation is to give people the idea that anyone can start a multi-billion dollar

corporation from their dorm room - you know, the American Dream. Guess what? You

can’t. It’s a fantasy. Fuckbook is in the business of groupthink, hive mind social

engineering research and data collection, and is a front for the NSA/CIA’s multiple

agendas. One of these agendas is the theft and sale of data. Think of it like smuggling

drugs or weapons, but they’re just smuggling our data instead.

Indeed, the entire Global Simulation is predicated on deception, illusion and

propaganda. More than we realize. This is another agenda of the Spookbook

operation.The world we live in is full of Fake things. Fake airplanes, Fake viruses,

Fake Truthers, Fake Terrorism, Fake Companies and Fake People. Fark Spookerberg,

supposed founder of Fakebook might be the fakest person of them all (hard to beat

Elon, though). Some of you may remember that Fakerberg was named Time’s Person

of the year, in 2010.



Have you ever wondered why Time changed the name of their “Man of the Year”

Award to “Person of the Year?” One might assume it’s simply an issue of being more

inclusive and politically correct, but if that was the case, then why not have 2

awards? A man of the year award and a woman of the year award? Well, there may be

another reason.

PERSON. This word is applied to men, women and children, who are called natural persons. In

law, man and person are not exactly synonymous terms. Any human being is a man,

whether he be a member of society or not, whatever may be the rank he holds, or whatever

may be his age, sex, etc. A person is a man considered according to the rank he holds in

society, with all the rights to which the place he holds entitles him, and the duties which

it imposes. 1 Bouv. Inst. n. 137. "

Person - The Revised Code of Washington, RCW 1.16.080, defines a person as follows: "The

term 'person' may be construed to include the United States, this state, or any state or

territory, or any public or private corporation, as well as an individual."

Person - Black's Law Dictionary 6th Edition, pg. 791, defines 'person' as follows: "In general

usage, a human being (i.e. natural person), though by statute term may include labor

organizations, partnerships, associations, corporations, legal representatives, trustees,

trustees in bankruptcy, or receivers."

Person - Oran's Dictionary of the Law, West Group 1999, defines Person as: 1. A human being (a

"natural" person). 2. A corporation (an "artificial" person). Corporations are treated as

persons in many legal situations. Also, the word "person" includes corporations in most

definitions in this dictionary. 3. Any other "being" entitled to sue as a legal entity (a

government, an association, a group of Trustees, etc.).

Person - Duhaime's Law Dictionary. An entity with legal rights and existence including the

ability to sue and be sued, to sign contracts, to receive gifts, to appear in court either by

themselves or by lawyer and, generally, other powers incidental to the full expression of the

entity in law. Individuals are "persons" in law unless they are minors or under some kind of

other incapacity such as a court finding of mental incapacity. Many laws give certain powers

to "persons" which, in almost all instances, includes business organizations that have been

formally registered such as partnerships, corporations or associations. -

Person, noun. per'sn. - Webster's 1828 Dictionary. Defines person as: [Latin persona; said to be

compounded of per, through or by, and sonus, sound; a Latin word signifying primarily a

mask used by actors on the stage.]



legal person - Merriam-Webster's Dictionary of Law 1996, defines a legal person as : a body of

persons or an entity (as a corporation) considered as having many of the rights and

responsibilities of a natural person and esp. the capacity to sue and be sued.

Get it? According to these legal definitions, a person is basically just an entity of some

type of legal fiction that has been created legally and has the legal capacity to be

sued. Not once does the word lawful appear in any of these definitions. Maybe at

some point, they realized that the celebrities, Presidents, CEOs, etc. that get this

distinction each year should be labeled correctly in legal terms, for whatever reasons.

Now, why would the founder of a social media website be SO important and special to

the point where he becomes Time Magazine’s Person of the Year, only a few short

years after the company was founded? Why promote him and push him in that way in

2010? Surely there were at least a dozen social media websites that existed long

before Fakebook … do you remember MySpace, Friendster, etc? What’s so special

about Fakebook? There also must have been many other business people or CEOs more



deserving of the award in 2010, no? What about other people doing important things

all over the world in medicine, politics, science and engineering, etc? Take a look at

Time’s Person of the Year Award List. Does Zuck really belong on this list with the rest

of those people? I mean Greta is an obvious joke and a fraud, but the overall list just

seems a bit out of his league, in my opinion.

We are asked to believe that this socially awkward college kid who has trouble

speaking in public (sometimes breaking out in uncontrollable sweats), somehow

managed to build this giant company (after stealing some things from his so-called

Co-Founders) and lead it to massive success, to become one of the largest, most

influential companies on the planet in essentially 15 short years. We’re asked to

believe that Mark Zuckerboob is a computer / programming genius that built this

machine from essentially nothing. We’re also asked to believe that Fakebook just

naturally and organically beat out its already established and well positioned

competition, in just a few years, including MySpace, which had been purchased by

Fox Interactive Media and had the entire force of NewsCorp behind it. How was

Fakebook able to pass up MySpace so quickly and easily? The claim is that he was the

founder and brains behind this company. Well, let’s examine some of this with a

critical eye and see if it passes the smell test.

The story we are told is that Fakerberg and a few of his college buddies built the

foundations of Fakebook while they were at Harvard (a notorious Spooktown), and

that they stole the idea from some rich Harvard frat boys, some of them who

eventually sued Fakerberg and won. Fakerberg had to pay a large cash settlement and

it was quickly swept under the rug by the lying mainstream media. While the lawsuit

was ongoing, Fookerberg told 60 minutes that it wasn’t something he spent much time

worrying about because the company has plenty of lawyers to deal with it.

In the beginning, there really wasn’t anything special about Fakebook. At least

nothing that set it apart from Friendster, MySpace, etc. Today, Facebook is number 4

on the list of most visited Websites by Search behind only Google, Youtube, and

Twitter. Fakebook ranks number 1 (according to Alexa, at the time I’m writing this)

for most sites linking into a website, by a landslide, nearly doubling Google’s number

in that metric. So how did that happen? The best way to answer that question is to

look at Fakebook’s funding, financials and investors.

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Time_Person_of_the_Year


ACCEL Corporation gave $12.7 million in start-up money to Fakebook. Who is ACCEL

Corporation? Wikipedia:

Accel, formerly known as Accel Partners, is an American venture capital firm. Accel works

with startups in seed, early and growth-stage investments. The company has offices in Palo

Alto, California and San Francisco, California, with additional operating funds in London, India

and China (through a partnership with International Data Group (IDG-Accel)).

Accel has funded technology companies including Facebook, Slack, Dropbox, Atlassian, Flipkart,

Supercell, Spotify, Etsy, Braintree/Venmo, Vox Media, Lynda.com, Qualtrics, DJI, Cloudera,

Jet.com, Ethos, GoFundMe, Vectra Networks Inc. FabHotels, BrowserStack, Vinculum Group,

Instana, CleverTap and Egyptian Instabug.

In 1983, Accel was founded by Arthur Patterson and Jim Swartz.
[28]

The co-founders developed

the firm's "Prepared Mind" investment philosophy based on the Louis Pasteur quote "Chance

favors the prepared mind.",
[29]

which requires "deep focus
[30]

" and a disciplined and informed

approach to investing.
[31]

In 2000, Accel entered a joint-venture with Kohlberg Kravis Roberts to form Accel-KKR a

technology-focused private equity investment firm focused on control investments in

middle-market companies.
[32]

In 2001, Accel opened its London office as a separate fund, to invest in European technology

companies,
[33]

focusing on Series A and Series B investments.
[34]

Its European investments

include Avito (acquired by Naspers for $1.2 billion),
[35]

BlaBlaCar,
[36]

Deliveroo,
[37]

Spotify and

Supercell (acquired by Tencent for $8.6 billion), among others.

In addition to Accel's continued investments in early-stage startups from the Accel early stage

fund, the firm announced a $480 million growth fund in December 2008, focused on growth

equity opportunities in information technology, the internet, digital media, mobile,

networking, software, and services.
[38]

In March 2016, Accel raised $2 billion, $500 million for an early stage venture fund and $1.5

billion for growth investments.
[39]

In April 2016, Accel raised a separate $500 million fund for

investments in Europe and Israel.
[40]

In November 2016, Accel's India arm closed its fifth fund

with $450 million, about two years after closing its fourth fund with $325 million.

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Accel_(venture_capital_firm)

ACCEL has direct ties with In-Q-Tel. One of the company’s key areas of expertise are
in “data mining technologies”.

“In-Q-Tel is headed by Gilman Louie, a former video game designer, turned venture capitalist.

Some have made note of Louie’s connections with board members of the venture capital firms

that gave Facebook the funding to become the social media juggernaut it is today. One

connection is with James Breyer, a partner and board member of Accel, the company that

invested $12.7 million in Facebook’s Series A funding. Louie and Breyer sat together on the

board of military defense contractor, BBN, known for essentially helping to create email and
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the internet. Facebook’s second round of funding came from a company called Greylock

Venture Capital, headed by Howard Cox, who also sat on In-Q-Tel’s board.”

Sources - Here and here and here.

James Breyer also served on the board of BBM Technologies which was one of the

companies responsible for the rise of the internet. Dr. Anita Jones joined the firm,

which also included Gilman Louie. She also served on the board of In-Q-Tel and had

been the director of defense research and engineering for the United States

Department of Defense. Dr. Anita Jones was also the advisor to the secretary of

defense and oversaw DARPA projects responsible for technology development. Source

Who is In-Q-Tel, you ask? In-Q-Tel is the venture capital firm of the CIA. You can

read all about it on the CIA’s website here:

“In-Q-Tel: A New Partnership Between the CIA and the Private Sector

“On 29 September 1999, the Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) was treated to something

different. In many of the nation’s leading newspapers and television news programs a story

line had appeared that complimented the Agency for its creativity and openness. The media

was drawn to a small corporation in Washington, DC that had just unveiled its existence and

the hiring of its first CEO, Gilman Louie. Mr. Louie described the Corporation, called In-Q-It,

as having been formed to ensure that the CIA remains at the cutting edge of information

technology advances and capabilities." 1 With that statement the Agency launched a new era

in how it obtains cutting edge technologies. In early January 2000, the name of the

corporation was changed to In-Q-Tel.

The origins of the concept that has become In-Q-Tel are traceable to Dr. Ruth David, a former

CIA Deputy Director for Science and Technology. She and her Deputy, Joanne Isham, were the

first senior Agency officials to understand that the information revolution required the CIA to

forge new partnerships with the private sector and design a proposal for radical change.

The timing of the proposal was fortuitous. The Director of Central Intelligence (DCI), George

Tenet, had just launched his Strategic Direction initiative that included technology as one of

its areas for review. The study made a direct link between the Agency’s future technology

investments and improving its information gathering and analysis capabilities.”

Please take a moment to read the entire thing, you’ll be glad you did. This is no

secret or conspiracy theory, it’s admitted and out in the open and you can read more

about In-Q-Tel on In-Q-Tel's WikiPedia Page:

“In-Q-Tel (IQT), formerly Peleus and In-Q-It, is an American not-for-profit venture capital

firm based in Arlington, Virginia. It invests in high-tech companies for the sole purpose of

keeping the Central Intelligence Agency, and other intelligence agencies, equipped with

the latest in information technology in support of United States intelligence

capability.The name "In-Q-Tel" is an intentional reference to Q, the fictional inventor who
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supplies technology to James Bond. The firm is seen as a trend-setter in the information

technology industry, with the average dollar invested by In-Q-Tel in 2012 attracting nine

dollars of investment from other companies.”

Do you understand where the Q-Anon movement comes from now?

Not only does ACCEL Corporation have deep ties to In-Q-Tel, but they also have deep

ties to DARPA. What is DARPA?

DARPA stands for Defense Advance Research Projects Agency. It is the technology

division of the US Department of Defense. From DARPA's WikiPedia Page

“The Defense Advanced Research Projects Agency (DARPA) is an agency of the United States

Department of Defense responsible for the development of emerging technologies for use by

the military. Originally known as the Advanced Research Projects Agency (ARPA), the agency

was created in February 1958 by President Dwight D. Eisenhower in response to the Soviet

[fake] launching of Sputnik 1 in 1957. By collaborating with academic, industry, and

government partners, DARPA formulates and executes research and development projects to

expand the frontiers of technology and science, often beyond immediate U.S. military

requirements.

DARPA-funded projects have provided significant technologies that influenced many

non-military fields, such as computer networking and the basis for the modern Internet, and

graphical user interfaces in information technology.

DARPA is independent of other military research and development and reports directly to

senior Department of Defense management. DARPA comprises approximately 220 government

employees in six technical offices, including nearly 100 program managers, who together

oversee about 250 research and development programs.”

Part of the new technology of “defense” is data mining. In 2002, it became known

that DARPA included the IAO, the Information Awareness Office, which was data

mining American citizens. According to Wikipedia, this would be

“achieved by creating enormous computer databases to gather and store the personal

information of everyone in the United States, including personal e-mails, social networks,

credit card records, phone calls, medical records, and numerous other sources, without any

requirement for a search warrant. This information was then analyzed to look for suspicious

activities, connections between individuals, and "threats".
[8]

Additionally, the program

included funding for biometric surveillance technologies that could identify and track

individuals using surveillance cameras, and other methods.
[8]

An older version of IAO’s WikiPedia Page says:

“the IAO has the stated mission to gather as much information as possible about everyone, in a
centralised location, for easy perusal by the United States government, including (though not
limited to) internet activity, credit card purchase histories, airline ticket purchases, car rentals,
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medical records, educational transcripts, driver’s licenses, utility bills, tax returns, and any other
available data.”

“Parts of the IAO’s technology round-up included ‘human network analysis and behaviour model
building engines’, which Facebook’s massive volume of neatly-targeted data gathering allows for.”

Congress defunded the IAO in 2003 after public outrage. But even WikiPedia admits

that it continued to operate and just ran under different names:

“Following public criticism that the development and deployment of this technology could

potentially lead to a mass surveillance system, the IAO was defunded by Congress in 2003.

However, several IAO projects continued to be funded and merely run under different names,

as revealed by [fake whistleblower] Edward Snowden during the course of the 2013 mass

surveillance disclosures.”

Fakebook is one of these operations and Mark Zuckerberg is the front man.

Did you know that Fakebook owns all of our information that we’ve uploaded to their

website? This includes copyrights on all of our photos and any personal intellectual

property that we’ve uploaded (songs, artwork, poems, whatever). Don’t believe me?

Read their Terms of Service. Why would a Private Company need all of that data?

Fakebook is legally allowed to use our PERSONAL PROPERTY for their own financial

gain, if they choose. This includes everything from music, memes, writings,

photography, etc. They also clearly state in their Terms of Service that they have the

right to data-mine us, without legal repercussion. By agreeing to be on Fakebook, we

have given them the legal right to do all of these things. By giving Fakebook the right

to data-mine us, we have also given the government the right to data-mine us. We’ve

been fooled into thinking that our data is safe because it’s in the hands of a private

corporation. It’s not. Fakebook is part of the Government and the Military.

Fakebook also has a permanent file on us. Anything we delete isn’t gone forever, even

if we permanently delete our accounts. They own all of it and we agreed to all of that

when we signed up. If you think that this is an exaggeration or hyperbole, please

consider the following:

"The Irish Data Protection Commissioner will begin an audit of Facebook next week, based on

privacy-related complaints from the Europe-v-Facebook group. It’s a test not only of Facebook

but of Ireland as a place to do business...

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Mass_surveillance
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/United_States_Congress
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Edward_Snowden
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/2013_mass_surveillance_disclosures
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/2013_mass_surveillance_disclosures


HERALDED in the German-speaking press as a David-versus-Goliath struggle, what started off

as a university paper by an Austrian law student has become an Irish privacy challenge against

Facebook that could affect up to 600 million users across Europe.

The complaints against Facebook have their origin in a request made under European law by

Max Schrems, a 24-year-old Austrian law student, for access to the data Facebook holds on

him. He eventually received a CD containing 1,222 pages of information that the social

network retained about him…

Among the complaints are allegations that Facebook is creating shadow profiles about users

and non-users; that direct communications, including chat messages, show up after they have

been deleted; and that Facebook is involved in “excessive processing” of data.

Schrems says that this data storage is potentially dangerous. He fears that Facebook, like so

many companies before it, will be the target of attempted privacy breaches or that bits of

apparently innocuous information will grow into easily searchable life archives with the

potential to be misused by government, secret services or others."

Source - http://www.irishtimes.com/newspaper/weekend/2011/1015/1224305819740.html

Of course, we should always take these mainstream media reports with a grain of salt,

because between the true things that they are reporting, they are also deceiving us.

Facespook only claimed to have had about 800 million users in October of 2011. It

doesn’t seem likely that 600 million of those would be in Europe and only 200 million

in the United States. Of those 800 million alleged users, also consider that many of

them are fake profiles that don’t actually represent real users. A good chunk of users

are fake government sock puppet accounts, used for different reasons. Here is a

graph of Facebook users over time, up to 2018. It is at least a little suspicious for a

tech company to have this kind of user growth under normal circumstances.

Statistically, I would guess it’s nearly impossible, unless they are manufacturing users

by creating fake accounts, which they have reason to do, because more accounts =

more ad revenue.

http://www.irishtimes.com/newspaper/weekend/2011/1015/1224305819740.html
https://finance.yahoo.com/news/number-active-users-facebook-over-years-214600186--finance.html


At this time, in 2011, Facebook’s “value” was said to be $100 billion. With 800 million

users, that means that one of these users represents 125 dollars. Does that sound

logical? Or does it sound more like money laundering and digital trickery?

There are also tens of thousands of websites that are linked to Fakebook via 3rd party

agreements. What this means is that Fakebook gets artificial hits (fake traffic), when

a user visits another website that is linked to Fakebook in some way, even if the user

doesn’t have a Fakebook account. They are tracking us with the use of our browser

cookies. Fakebook’s traffic is largely manufactured, which means its popularity is

manufactured. It’s FAKE. Whenever we visit any of these tens or hundreds of

thousands of websites that are linked to Fakebook, we are also driving up their web

traffic exponentially and generating hundreds of millions or even billions of artificially

manufactured hits for them.

The popularity of Fakebook is fake. This manufactured traffic is then used to sell ads

which drives up their revenue exponentially. When you add all of the bots, this

generates billions and billions of artificially produced dollars to their coffers. This is

the government/military/intelligence running a money laundering operation through

Fakebook and other social and “new” media websites while also gathering our data

and private information to potentially use against us in any way they see fit, in the

future.

Then there’s the shills - disinformation agents that are literally paid to sit at a

computer for 8 hour shifts and spread disinformation. I’ve run into more than a

dozen, especially when I had my awakening around the Climate Change scam. These



people are paid to brainwash and mold public opinion by flooding the internet with

lies. It’s a form of mind control. They do this by pasting government talking points all

over the web, manufacturing consent and dissent, sowing division and engaging in

other spook tactics like social shaming and bullying. This is accomplished by using

many different techniques. If you’d like to learn more about the specifics of this,

please read the COINTELPRO document The Gentleman's Guide To Forum Spies.

There are thousands upon thousands of fake accounts on Fakebook. Everything about

Fakebook is FAKE. Here’s an interesting tangent I found while researching Fakebook.

Diaspora Co-Founder Ilya Zhitomirskiy Passes Away At 22

“Just before TechCrunch broke the news that Zhitomirskiy had passed, Diaspora sent out

invites to a redesigned alpha version of its network, TechCrunch said in a separate report.

Despite Zhitomirskiy's untimely death, it seems Disapora will continue on.”

Source - https://tinyurl.com/y7gxaluc

"Diaspora is intended to address privacy concerns related to centralized social networks by

allowing users set up their own server (or "pod") to host content; pods can then interact to

share status updates, photographs, and other social data.[8] It allows its users to host their

data with a traditional web host, a cloud-based host, an ISP, or a friend. The framework,

which is being built on Ruby on Rails, is free software and can be experimented with by

external developers."

Source - http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Diaspora_%28software%29

The story we’re told is that the co-founder of this competing software committed

suicide.

“On the evening of 12 November 2011, Zhitomirskiy was found dead in his San Francisco

home by police responding to calls about a suspected suicide.
[5][6]

An autopsy report from

the Medical Examiner's office formally ruled the death as a suicide in April 2012. He died

from an intentional inert gas asphyxiation using helium. While press reports questioned

whether the pressure of working on Diaspora had led to his suicide, Diaspora co-founder

Maxwell Salzberg disagreed. Salzberg stated, "Yes, I agree that being a startup founder is

stressful. But it wasn’t the stress of work that killed Ilya. He had his own issues. He was

sick." Zhitomirskiy’s mother, Inna Zhitomirskiy, did not comment on reports of his history

of mental illness, but she did say on his participation in Diaspora, "I strongly believe that

if Ilya did not start this project and stayed in school, he would be well and alive today."

It is likely that he may have been paid off and given a public death to kill the Diaspora

project, but that is pure speculation on my part. So, back to the Falsebook.

https://pastebin.com/irj4Fyd5
https://techcrunch.com/2011/11/13/diaspora-co-founder-ilya-zhitomirskiy-passes-away-at-21/
http://techcrunch.com/2011/11/13/diaspora-redesign/
https://tinyurl.com/y7gxaluc
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Diaspora_%28software%29
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Ilya_Zhitomirskiy
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/San_Francisco
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Ilya_Zhitomirskiy#cite_note-CNNMoney-5
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Ilya_Zhitomirskiy#cite_note-6
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Inert_gas_asphyxiation
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Helium


We have been sold a grand lie about Fark Fakerberg. We are asked to believe that this

person’s net worth is approximately $54 billion as of March 2020. (UPDATE - Business

Insider says he’s worth $100 billion in August, 2020. He doubled his net worth in 5

months? COVID has been good to him, I guess.) According to Forbes, Fakerberg was

worth $4 billion in 2010 and 13.6 billion in 2011. Even those numbers are probably

manufactured since Forbes, like Newsweek, Time Magazine, The New York Times, The

Washington Post and others are also run or infiltrated by intelligence agencies and are

likely covering their money laundering crimes by inflating the numbers. But we can go

with their official numbers, nonetheless.

Do these numbers make sense? According to WikiPedia, Facebook’s revenue in 2010

was approximately $2 billion. Also, according to WikiPedia, Fakebook’s total revenue

from 2006-2009 was $1.25 billion.

And, according to WikiPedia:

“The company celebrated its 10th anniversary during the week of February 3, 2014. In January

2014, over one billion users connected via a mobile device. As of June, mobile accounted for

62% of advertising revenue, an increase of 21% from the previous year.
[93]

By September

Facebook's market capitalization had exceeded $200 billion.”

Before 2006, Fakebook was barely making a few million dollars a year. So again, I ask -

do these numbers make sense?

Consider that in 2008, 60 minutes reported that Facebook is estimated to be worth

$15 billion and Zuckerberg to be worth $3 billion.

2006-2009

Facebook’s total revenue = $1.25 billion

2010

Zuck Net worth = $4 billion.

Facebook’s revenue = $2 billion

TOTAL REVENUE 2006 - 2010 = $3.25 BILLION

2011

Facebook’s 2011 revenue = $3.1 billion

Facebook’s Total Revenue from 2006 - 2011 (adding numbers above) = $6.35 billion.

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Mark_Zuckerberg
https://www.businessinsider.com/facebook-mark-zuckerberg-net-worth-priscilla-chan-2017-10
https://www.businessinsider.com/facebook-mark-zuckerberg-net-worth-priscilla-chan-2017-10
https://www.forbes.com/2010/03/09/youngest-billionaires-mark-zuckerberg-sergey-brin-billionaires-2010-page_slide.html#39ac8d35266c
https://www.forbes.com/2010/03/09/youngest-billionaires-mark-zuckerberg-sergey-brin-billionaires-2010-page_slide.html#39ac8d35266c
https://www.forbes.com/lists/2011/10/billionaires_2011.html
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Facebook
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Facebook#cite_note-93
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=tMWJGs3CQ_Q
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https://www.searchenginewatch.com/2012/02/02/facebook-ipo-show-ad-revenue-increased-69-in-2011/


Zuck = $13.6 billion?????

At this time in 2011, Fakerberg owned 24% of Fakebook and again - Fakebook’s total

revenue totaled $6.35 billion. I’ll round down to 6 billion to make the math easier.

24% of 6 Billion in Revenues = 1.4 BILLION.  HOW IS IT POSSIBLE THAT HE COULD BE

WORTH ANYWHERE NEAR $13.6 BILLION in 2011 given that he only owned 24% of a

company that has total revenues of $6 billion?

Keep in mind that these are not Fuckbook profits, these are only their revenue

numbers. After you deduct all of their expenses, the $6 billion number becomes MUCH

smaller.

We are told that Goldman Sachs invested $1.5 billion into Fakebook for a stake in the

company, with a valuation of $50 billion and that would bring Zuck’s worth up to

about $12 billion. But this is sleight of hand. This is market speculation.

What Goldman Sachs was doing at that time, was betting that Fakebook would be

worth more than $50 billion one day. But that doesn’t put any real dollars in

Zuckerberg’s pocket. There is absolutely no way his net worth could realistically be

$13.6 billion at this point in time, in 2011. They’re including his share of overvalued

stock in the company to calculate his net worth. Again, it’s speculative and

manufactured. It’s artificial, just like he is.

Is it surprising that we find Goldman Sachs involved in this? This is the company that

was at the center of the manufactured banking “crisis” getting in on this action and

also the company that was closely tied with all of the 9/11 lies and shenanigans.

Indeed it seems Goldman Sachs owns a piece of all of us and even more so after

getting involved with Fuckbook. Goldman Sachs has our data and they also have the

power to manipulate these markets and drive up Fakebook’s stock price.

Goldman Sachs is also taking power in the higher levels of European power broking

with it's own insiders to protect their banking interests.

So as I mentioned before, my first thought when researching this was that his stake in

the company’s stock makes the numbers valid in terms of his net worth. But

considering that this company doesn’t produce anything, the valuation is likely

manufactured and immensely overvalued.

https://www.prnewswire.com/news-releases/facebook-raises-15-billion-114383494.html
https://magill.ie/politics/goldmans-european-coup


In order to see how deceptive and dishonest all of this is, let’s compare Fuckerberg’s

net worth to Steve Jobs’ at this time, in 2011.

Forbes reported Steve Jobs net worth in 2011 at $8.3 billion.

Does it make sense that Fuckerberg was worth 60% more than Steve Jobs, who had

been producing and selling real, tangible, and expensive products successfully since

the mid-70s? Of course not. We’re told that Facebook makes money by selling ads. I’m

sorry but those revenues don’t add up. They are selling our data and this is

speculative manipulation via digital alchemy.

As we all know, Goldman Sachs regularly has more ex-executives in government

positions than any other company out there. They are all up in the CIA, State

Department, DoD, etc. Let’s be honest, Goldman Sachs is a part of the government.

So, Fakebook has received funding from not only Goldman Sachs, but ACCEL / In-Q-Tel

/ CIA. Fakebook was essentially created by these entities.

As of mid-2012 it’s reported that Zuckerberg’s net worth fell by $19 billion when he

sold 30 million shares in order to raise cash to pay $1 billion in taxes?? This supposedly

brought his 2012 Net worth = 12 billion.

Now, in my opinion, this may be the spooks trying to “Correct” or balance the books

since they were so deeply off-skewed, someone somewhere would eventually raise an

eyebrow. Let’s look at the numbers since this “correction” in 2011.

Facebook Revenue

2012 = 5.98 billion

2013 = 7.8 billion

2014 = 12.5 billion

2015 = 17.9 billion

2016 = 27.6 billion

2017 = 40.6 billion (47.09% increase from 2016.)

2018 = 55.8 billion (37.35% increase from 2017.)

2019 = 70.6 billion (26.61% increase from 2018.)

https://www.macrotrends.net/stocks/charts/FB/facebook/revenue
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Fuckerberg’s current net worth is said to be $54 billion. If we add up all of

Fascistbook’s revenue only (not market value) and we DON’T deduct expenses, we

arrive at $244 billion.

They claim to only make money by selling ads and Facebook is worth $670 billion in

2020?  Well, if we’re being consistent, then going by those numbers, Zuck should be

worth $134 billion, no?  Oh, maybe he gave away 80 billion dollars already? Come on.

2020 (Current Value)

Apple Inc is worth $1.3 Trillion

Microsoft is worth $1 Trillion

Amazon is worth $1 Trillion

Facebook is worth $670 Billion

Walmart is Worth - $354 Billion

ExxonMobil is worth $189 Billion

Oracle is worth $165 Billion

Royal Dutch Shell is worth 130 Billion

Google’s 2020 Net worth is $300 billion. Facebook is worth twice as much as Google?

In only 15 years? Selling ads? Twice as much as Walmart?

According to most recent filings, Zuckerberg now owns 29.3 percent of Facebook's

Class A shares, up from a 28.2 percent stake on the day of the IPO. In total,

Zuckerberg owns roughly 20% of Facebook.

So, now let’s deduct expenses and look at Facebook PROFITS ONLY.

Facebook GROSS Profits All Time = $203 billion

Facebook Net Income All Time = $75 billion.

How is it possible that Fuckerberg, who only owns 20% of Facebook can have a net

worth of $54 billion ($100 billion as of Aug 2020) when Facebook’s entire profits are

$75 billion, over the lifetime of the company? There is no way the stock price is

valued correctly, in my opinion. It’s being propped up and artificially manipulated by

Goldman Sachs and the Intelligence Agencies through market manipulation.

https://www.statista.com/statistics/268604/annual-revenue-of-facebook/
https://www.macrotrends.net/stocks/charts/FB/facebook/net-worth
https://www.trendrr.com/google-net-worth-revenue-valuation-wiki
https://www.macrotrends.net/stocks/charts/FB/facebook/gross-profit
https://www.macrotrends.net/stocks/charts/FB/facebook/net-income


At the same time, we are also asked to believe that Frauderberg is donating 99% of his

Facebook shares to charity (over the next X years), and that he’s a humanitarian who

has pledged to donate billions to “help cure diseases around the world” through his

wife’s “non-profit” humanitarian foundation, likely another money laundering

operation, pushing the pro-vaccine agenda, in partnership with Bill Gates.

In 2011, Facebook was “forced” by the US Government to “make changes” on how it

conducts it's privacy business in the future, and will be subject to audits on these

practices every 2 years for the next 20 years. Of course this is just a dog-and-pony

show for public consumption. It’s designed to convince the public that Fakebook is an

evil corporation (true) and that we need more government regulation to keep them in

check. Nothing could be further from the truth, given that they are in bed with the

government. What’s likely happening is that any legislation passed is actually passed

in favor of Fakebook, and probably makes it even easier for them to get around

existing privacy laws through legalise and loopholes. They’re working with the

government to pass laws against the people. They’re only calling it regulation to

make it seem like it’s in the public’s interest. It’s naive to assume that these

government agencies and Goldman Sachs who have invested billions into Facebook are

now going to regulate Facebook in a way that hurts their investment.

At this time, Zuckerbird posted on his blog that he is "committed to making

Facebook the leader in transparency and control around privacy". Just think

about how that statement is worded and what it actually means.

There was also this piece from the Onion. For some reason, the original video has

been disabled and disabled on all websites that linked to it. This Youtube version isn’t

the full version, but it is supposed to depict a satirical version of Facebook in which it

operates as a front for the CIA. At one point, the CIA director says:

“We were astounded that so many people would willingly publicize where they lived, their

religious and political views, alphabetized lists of all their friends, personal email addresses,

phone numbers, hundreds of photos of themselves, and even status updates of what they were

doing moment to moment. It is truly a dream come true for the CIA."

And then there’s this article which discusses the Onion piece. The thing to understand

with The Onion is that even though they are ultimately a satire outlet, there are also

some other programming agendas happening. One of these is to “test” the public’s

response to fake news, disguised as humor, to see what sort of outlandish shenanigans

they can get away with in the real mainstream media. If you read The Onion with a

skeptic’s mind, you’ll often find some layers of truth buried underneath the Onion’s

satire. There was a visible shift in the Onion once it was purchased by Univision and I

https://www.sec.gov/Archives/edgar/data/1326801/000132680115000035/form8kdec2015.htm
https://www.vox.com/recode/2020/3/27/21196421/coronavirus-mark-zuckerberg-priscilla-chan-drug-treatment-bill-gates-zuckerberg-initiative
https://www.irishtimes.com/news/facebook-settles-privacy-charges-1.887843
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=cqggW08BWO0
https://discuss.epluribusmedia.net/content/fake-news-video-true-story-onion-humor-diary-about-facebook-being-cia-program


believe it’s now used for social engineering purposes. They definitely don’t push the

envelope in the same way they used to, before they were bought out.

From the above article, which is well worth a read:

“The truth is of course that Mark Zuckerberg is not eligible for the CIA's Medal of Intelligence

Commendation award because he's not really a CIA agent. As an unofficial CIA contractor he is

not eligible for the coveted CIA medal. Instead he has been decorated with what is known as

the public's 1%ER billionaire brat award, wherein the public picks some young brat and votes

them with their dollars to the ranks of billionaire brat, for facilitating CIA intrusion into their

lives, friends circles, email addresses and personal photographs. All of which will be archived

at taxpayer expense on CIA owned Cray supercomputers for data mining archeologists to

discover hundreds or even thousands of years from now, all of whom will wonder about the

priorities of funding.”

Humor aside, the Onion is basically telling us the truth here, but dressing it up as

humor and satire. The amount of data that Fakebook is collecting on all of us is truly

incredible. What exactly is the business model here? Fakerberg told Congress that the

way they make money is by selling ads. Do you believe that’s true? Could they possibly

have amassed that much wealth just by selling ads? Yes, they do sell ads, but do you

believe that’s all they’re selling? Obviously they are selling our data and it involves a

lot of trust to believe that all of this data is only being used for targeted marketing.

They have the information on all of us, we’ve just been asked to trust them with this

information. Would you trust the government with all of this information? I certainly

wouldn’t, and I also don’t believe in trusting faceless organizations. At this point, it’s

clear to me that they are one in the same.

In my opinion, there’s something else going on here.

Fuckerberg is an actor and a front. He is nothing but a manufactured Intel creation,

used for PR, media relations and photo ops. If we acknowledge the obvious

intelligence connection here, then we must admit that there is no way that Zuckbro

sits at the top of this crucial company, simply because the military-power structure

would not allow such value to be concentrated in the hands of one person. This isn’t a

unique or far-fetched suggestion if you’ve also researched other questionable

individuals such as Elon Musk. It seems to me that this is a very normal and regular

operation for the power structure and the Global Simulation. Create characters to

feed the public, dress them up as geniuses, creators, people with grand ideas and

CEOs that can do all of these amazing technology-related things. They can’t actually

afford to inform the public on how these companies are really created or what the

real purpose behind them is…the real goals. That must remain hidden.



This company is run by the NSA/CIA, the military and Goldman Sachs. Fakebook was

created by the Pentagon and the Government. Fakebook is a data-mining company.

They are stealing our data and private information and enforcing surveillance and

censorship while spreading propaganda and conducting social engineering

experiments. They are literally forcing the mainstream narrative on everyone with

technological brainwashing through mass propaganda. We can see it clearly on a daily

basis with this COVID-19 situation and I think it’s high time to ditch this company

forever.

At the end of the day, there’s a good chance that Fuckerberg doesn’t actually have a

claim to this fortune. He’s just allowed to live this lifestyle as long as he does their

bidding and plays his role. Eventually he’ll evolve and invest the money in

philanthropic and humanitarian causes like Bill Gates, which is just the next chapter

of the simulation for him. It’s a convenient and believable way for them to use the

money they’ve created out of thin for their next round of scams, whether that’s

vaccines, AI, or a number of other agendas. Like NASA and others, Fakebook is

actually a money laundering operation. They need continuous and multiple streams of

revenue to re-invest in the projects that push the Global Simulation agenda forward.

Who knows what the real numbers are (much higher), and where all those profits are

really going? We’ll likely never know, but what we can know is that now is the time to

leave Fakebook. It’s long overdue and there are better solutions out there that we

should utilize. The time is now.

UPDATE

DARPA Lifelog

LifeLog was a project of the Information Processing Techniques Office of the Defense Advanced
Research Projects Agency (DARPA) of the U.S. Department of Defense (DOD). According to its
bid solicitation pamphlet in 2003, it was to be "an ontology-based (sub)system that captures,
stores, and makes accessible the flow of one person's experience in and interactions with the
world in order to support a broad spectrum of associates/assistants and other system
capabilities". The objective of the LifeLog concept was "to be able to trace the 'threads' of an
individual's life in terms of events, states, and relationships", and it has the ability to "take in all
of a subject's experience, from phone numbers dialed and e-mail messages viewed to every
breath taken, step made and place gone".[1] LifeLog aimed to compile a massive electronic
database of every activity and relationship a person engages in.

The Pentagon killed the Lifelog Project on February 4, 2004. Facebook was started on

February 4, 2004.
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Regina E. Dugan, is an American businesswoman, inventor, technology
developer and government official. She was the first female director of the
Defence Advanced Research Projects Agency (DARPA), where she served from
July 2009 until March 2012.

Dugan began working for DARPA in 1996. Over the next 4 years, she led numerous
multimillion-dollar research programs. Her most notable research project, known as the 'Dog's Nose,'
involved the development of an advanced portable system that could detect the explosive content of
landmines. In 1999, she was awarded 'Manager of the Year' for her work at DARPA and in 2000,
she was honored with the Bronze de Fleury Medal by the United States Army Corps of
Engineers. She has also received awards from the United States Secretary of Defense;

specifically, the Awards for Exceptional Service and Outstanding Achievement. [2]

Dugan left DARPA in 2000 to become a special advisor for the Vice Chief of Staff of the United
States Army. Her work included a study titled 'Quick Reaction Study on Countermine,' which was
briefed to senior members of the Joint Chiefs of Staff and implemented in Operation Enduring

Freedom.[3] Dugan also took positions on the Naval Research Advisory Committee, Threat
Reduction Agency and Technology panel. Prior to DARPA, she founded a company called Dugan
Ventures. In 2005, Dugan Ventures began a new investment, RedXDefense LLC.

After leaving DARPA in March 2012, she was appointed to an executive position at Google. There,
she led and created Advanced Technology and Projects (ATAP) at Motorola Mobility, a subsidiary of
Google. In January 2014, it was announced that Motorola Mobility would be acquired by Lenovo.
Dugan and her team were retained by Google. She later moved to Facebook, joining a team
called Building 8. In October 2017, she announced that she would be leaving in early 2018 to

pursue other endeavors.[4][5][6] In May 2020, she was announced as the CEO of Wellcome Leap.
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Sources, Additional Reading and Viewing:

The Ultimate Fake Person Award by Miles Mathis

US Regulators fine Facebook $5 Billion for Privacy Violations

Zuckerberg to Team up with Bill Gates on Coronavirus research

Body Language: Mark Zuckerburg

Why Mark Zuckerberg Seems Evil

The 5 Reasons Why Mark Zuckerberg Appears EVIL - Body Language Secrets

Here's Why Facebook's Former Employees Describe the Company as Cult-Like

Ex-Facebook Employees Reveal What It's Really Like Working for Mark Zuckerberg

Zuckerberg Privately Advised Pete Buttegieg

Zuckerberg donates $25 million to Gates Foundation

Zuckerberg Congress Testimony - Vaccine Censorship

Zuckerberg: Lockdown protests organized on Facebook will be taken down as "harmful

misinformation"

http://mileswmathis.com/zuck.pdf
https://disrn.com/news/zuckerberg-lockdown-protests-organized-through-facebook-will-be-taken-down-as-harmful-misinformation?fbclid=IwAR2eMmpbEf20cO-OUpARr5B8dsdaxP5g-Klo0xD4PPNHJb-Gekl-ZvVhaR0
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=WOPtrBGm4a8&feature=share&fbclid=IwAR3uhQxPCl3WtROEOlXdJ58Bmpge2Q9QiXBrmtSZ6zV-J_vrpD8QT-rMNQ8
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=gmGVClROvPE
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=GpLGLyag9P4
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=iLBC4yrgyXY
https://www.inc.com/minda-zetlin/facebook-culture-cult-like-former-employees-report.html
https://www.complex.com/life/2019/01/ex-facebook-employees-reveal-what-its-really-like-working-for-mark-zuckerberg
https://time.com/5705995/zuckerberg-buttigieg/?fbclid=IwAR3tchMYGQOpX38Ta9-yuKM-OW0nQUzBEDmFMFij3EBQpsmyO5dTst5aSLM
https://finance.yahoo.com/news/mark-zuckerberg-priscilla-chan-donate-065111070.html?soc_src=social-sh&soc_trk=fb
https://youtu.be/11mqff3e2LY?fbclid=IwAR0kFpuwogUG6Uqos4O6EwEyXrOMMfAZoJdZT-avWSo0QP01v80xxUkaNZ8
https://disrn.com/news/zuckerberg-lockdown-protests-organized-through-facebook-will-be-taken-down-as-harmful-misinformation?fbclid=IwAR2eMmpbEf20cO-OUpARr5B8dsdaxP5g-Klo0xD4PPNHJb-Gekl-ZvVhaR0
https://disrn.com/news/zuckerberg-lockdown-protests-organized-through-facebook-will-be-taken-down-as-harmful-misinformation?fbclid=IwAR2eMmpbEf20cO-OUpARr5B8dsdaxP5g-Klo0xD4PPNHJb-Gekl-ZvVhaR0


Soros joins Pelosi in attacking Facebook: The government should decide what people

post on social media
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