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On 9 March, 2020, the trial of those accused of being responsible for the downing of 

Malaysia Airlines Flight MH17 on 17 July 2014, will commence. The decision to 

hold a trial of MH17 suspects was taken by the Dutch Public Prosecution Service 

(Openbaar Ministerie, OM) on 19 June 2019, on the basis of the criminal 

investigation by the Joint investigation Committee, JIT. The JIT members conducting 

this investigation are the Netherlands, Australia, Belgium, and Ukraine (since August 

2014) and Malaysia (since March 2015). Prime Minister Mahathir of Malaysia has 

criticised the late admission of his country to the criminal prosecution, and also has 

raised doubts about the pertinence of the indictment for murder of three Russians and 

one Ukrainian, an indictment made public at the JIT press conference on 19 June 

2019.2 

How the JIT under these circumstances can still function, is therefore in doubt. 

However, on 5 July 2017 it was decided by the JIT countries that the prosecution and 

trial of suspects would be conducted by and in the Netherlands, under Dutch law. To 

this end, a special treaty was concluded by the Netherlands and Ukraine covering a 

number of practical issues such as extradition, video hearing of defendants, and the 

like. The trial will be held before the Hague District Court, in a special location to 

accommodate a large trial, the Justice Complex Schiphol (JCS) near Schiphol Airport.

On the special website launched to publicise the event, and via which its proceedings 

will be live-streamed, the court is recommended as having extensive experience with 

cases involving international elements. ‘It has, for instance, heard cases with regard to

offences that nowadays are punishable in the International Crimes Act. Examples of 

1 This piece is part of a project jointly undertaken with Hector Reban and Max van der Werff after 

the author’s return from attending a conference MH17—The Quest for Justice, in Kuala Lumpur in 

August 2019.

2
 Bonanza Media, MH17—Call for Justice (Yana Yerlashova, Max van der Werff) 2019. (online);  

Cyril Rosman , ‘Brandbrief MH17-nabestaanden aan Maleisische premier: “Stop met verdeeldheid 

zaaien”. ’ Algemeen Dagblad 30 August 2019 (online).. 
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offences under this law are genocide, crimes against humanity, war crimes and 

torture.’ And the website continues, 

The quality of the Dutch justice system ranks above average compared with other 

countries. This is confirmed by the EU Justice Scoreboard (a comparison of the 

justice systems of the European Union member states) and the Rule of Law Index 

(a global comparison of justice systems). These rankings are based on matters 

such as the average duration of trials, how judges are trained and the extent to 

which the justice system is free from discrimination, corruption and political 

influence. In terms of experience with international proceedings, the Netherlands 

ranks number one in the world.3

These self-congratulatory qualifications notwithstanding, we cannot look forward 

to the trial with confidence, on the contrary. For the sort of justice being dispensed 

here is a very special, new form of justice, international criminal law. That type of law

is not the familiar form of international law, based on treaties, of which states 

basically are the legal subjects. It is an individualised form of transnational penal law, 

national to varying degrees (‘involving international elements’), and with a record 

that does not give rise to optimism, certainly not where it concerns he role of the 

Netherlands. 

In one of the most disturbing cases, the International Criminal Tribunal for the  

Former Yugoslavia (ICTY), which also sat in The Hague, only Serbians were tried 

and sentenced, and the chief suspect, Yugoslav president Slobodan Miloševič, died in 

his cell after the main charge against him had been dropped for lack of evidence. 

NATO bombing of Serbia without even a UN mandate, on the other hand was not 

prosecuted and neither were the secessionists in the Yugoslav civil war. Since one of 

the judges assigned to the MH17 trial, Ms. C.I.H. Kerstens-Fockens LLM, was an 

intern at the ICTY,4 the connection with this experience deserves to be investigated 

closely. In the simultaneous Rwanda tribunal, only Hutus were investigated and 

indicted for the massacres in 1994, whilst the Tutsi RPF, which triggered them by 

shooting down the plane of the Rwandan president, was not. The International 

Criminal Court (ICC) only indicted Africans although George W. Bush and Tony 

3 Hague District Court, ‘About the MH17 Trial’, 2019 (online). Emphasis added.
4 Hague District Court, ‘About the MH17 Trial’, and see below.

2



Blair, who ordered the invasion of Iraq, setting the Middle East and North Africa on 

fire, were seemingly above the law. In the Lockerbie trial held in the Netherlands (by 

a Scottish court), a Libyan who had nothing to do with that disaster was found guilty 

and sentenced. So if in the upcoming MH17 trial, only Russians and pro-Russian 

Ukrainians are the suspects, this fits the longer trend. 

One must fear, then, that the upcoming trial of the MH17 suspects will not depart 

from the pattern established in the three decades of legal precedent in this area. 

Indeed, prosecution in international criminal cases has so far turned out to be the 

continuation of so-called ‘humanitarian intervention’ by different means; so first the 

intervention itself (sanctions, colour revolutions, regime change wars, coups d’état), 

and then the judicial sequel, all part of a single punitive operation. Indeed 

humanitarian intervention, harking back to the mediaeval concept of just war, has in 

all or most cases been followed by the application of criminal justice to the parties 

against whom the intervention was launched in the first place. This is the one 

similarity with the trials of Nazi and Japanese war criminals at the end of World War 

II, except that the Nuremberg trial of the former laid down the principle that 

launching a war is the supreme war crime; humanitarian intervention has functioned 

as a way round that principle.

In this introduction, I will first briefly summarise the legal bases of the 

prosecution, before addressing how in the context of the propaganda accompanying 

the post -9/11 ‘War on Terror’, trials are approached from a theatrical, ‘spectacular’ 

angle rather than a strictly juridical one. Finally, for the MH17 trial in particular it is 

necessary to bring in the so-called ‘Integrity Initiative’ revealed in late 2018 as a 

secret UK-led project to launch a full-spectrum PR campaign against Russia over its 

alleged ‘hybrid warfare’ against the West.

Legal Bases of the Prosecution 

The prosecution in an international criminal case differs fundamentally from the 

prosecution in a national setting. Here, the prosecutor is the state which seeks to 

uphold criminal law. In accordance with the separation of powers (legislative, 

executive, and judicial), the prosecutor acts as an arm of the executive, making the 

case for the prosecution on behalf of the state. The judge then renders a verdict on the 

basis of the law and what else can be brought to bear on the case, such as 
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jurisprudence, precedent, fairness, and the like. Internationally, however, there is no 

state, and the prosecution is established either by the United Nations (through the 

Security Council), by another international institution (in the case of MH17, by 

Eurojust, an arm of the European Union), or by treaty between states. 

In the case of MH17, an important component of the prosecution was the technical

investigation by the Dutch Safety Board (DSB, Onderzoeksraad voor Veiligheid, 

OVV), as per its final report of October 2015. There was already a deeply problematic 

legal basis involved in that report since the law of 2010 establishing the DSB 

prescribes that the Board will not report on matters affecting the security of the 

Netherlands, prejudicing the country’s relations with other states and international 

organisations, or harming its economic or financial interests (article 57, 1 and 2).5 

Given the prominent role of the Netherlands in preparing the armed seizure of power 

in Ukraine in February 2014, the involvement of EU and NATO in it, the investments 

of Dutch companies in Ukraine, and the role of the Netherlands as a tax haven for 

Ukrainian oligarchs, the question arises what remained for the DSB to report with so 

many restrictions. In the end, further constrained by a bilateral agreement with its 

Ukrainian counterpart that included a non-disclosure provision, the DSB came to the 

conclusion that MH17 had been shot down by a surface-to-air missile ‘Buk’, allegedly

fired from a rebel-held area in eastern Ukraine.6 

The Joint Investigation Team was established amidst dramatic political 

developments in Kiev on 7 and 8 August 2014, involving a crisis of the Yatsenyuk 

cabinet; the resignation of the fascist coup leader, Andrij Parubij, from the key post of

Secretary of the National Security and Defence Council three weeks after the downing

of MH17; a possible coup attempt by Far Right militias, and an impromptu visit of 

NATO Secretary-General Rasmussen to Kiev, apparently to shore up the position of 

president Poroshenko. The JIT, formally established under the auspices of an EU 

institution, Eurojust in The Hague, meanwhile had been constituted with the 

Netherlands, Australia and Belgium (4 nationals among the victims, against e.g. 

Indonesia, 12) as members; Ukraine, which is not a member of Eurojust and had no 

nationals to mourn in the MH17 disaster, was also included but it was moreover 

5 Rijkswet Onderzoeksraad voor veiligheid. 2010 (online).
6 See my Flight MH17, Ukraine and the new Cold War. Prism of disaster. Manchester: Manchester

University Press, 2018, pp. 139-43.
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granted an effective veto on what the criminal prosecution might reveal.. 7 In 

combination with the initial exclusion of Malaysia, this underscored the idea of 

continuation of politics by different means. As with the DSB, the lead role in the JIT 

was given to the Netherlands, with Fred Westerbeke, a Dutch prosecutor (Officier van

Justitie), coordinating the investigation.

Because of the prior role of the DSB, then, the JIT has continued the judicial 

process as if the guilty part was known in advance and the prosecution merely had to 

collect the evidence that would lead to a conviction. Here it has come to rely 

increasingly on two sources. One, the controversial Ukrainian intelligence service 

SBU, which as amply demonstrated in the Bonanza Media documentary of Yana 

Yerlashova and Max van der Werff, has exclusively provided the JIT with telephone 

taps, many of which have been tampered with or even entirely pasted together from 

different conversations; and two, on the account of a British amateur Open Source 

Intelligence (OSINT) collective, Bellingcat, set up by Elliott Higgins, to whom  I 

come back below.8 This is all the more remarkable since the JIT, as a body evidently 

set up to serve the Western position, should have access to all the information that can

be provided to it by the extensive US, NATO, and other Western intelligence services.

Its collection and rejection of evidence and the exclusion of Russia will be dealt with 

in separate documents. Here I concentrate on the theatrical aspects of the JIT 

prosecution and by implication, the upcoming trial; and the campaign which was 

simultaneously launched through the Integrity Initiative, a project set up in Britain to 

rally politics, the media and public opinion against alleged Russian meddling.

The Hallmarks of a Show Trial

Another recurring characteristic that the DSB/JIT process shares with past instances 

of international criminal law is the use of well-timed press conferences and the 

weaving of a narrative from which neither the political mainstream nor the media 

serving as its mouthpiece will depart. Indeed actual academic work on how to 

organise trials to back up this narrative strategy, consciously dramatising the situation 

in highly emotive, human interest terms, has been developed over the years. 

7 Flight MH17, Ukraine and the new Cold War, pp. 137-8 on the circumstances of the 

establishment of the JIT. Numbers of victims in Hague District Court, ‘About the MH17 Trial’.
8 Bonanza Media, MH17—Call for Justice; on the role of OSINT, Reban 2019.
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This fits a broader pattern of a heavily mediatised, mass-psychological operation 

with the help of the techniques of modern public relations and advertising. It assists in

turning the dominant narrative into an imposed consensus from which it is very 

difficult to dissent. In his visionary work, ‘The Society of the Spectacle’, originally of

1967, Guy Debord described modern capitalist consumer society as one in which the 

gaze of the masses is fixed on a unified spectacle, involving the doings of celebrities, 

life-styles, and we might add, Manichean oppositions between good (we) and bad. 

This spectacle is performed on behalf of those in power.9 And just as it is difficult for 

anyone in the audience of a theatre play or a movie to tear oneself loose from what is 

shown, the society of the spectacle holds its audiences captive. In the case of the trials

in the young tradition of international criminal law, the use of well-timed indictments,

publicity on behalf of the prosecution to build up pressure towards a particular 

reading of events, abandoning the presumption of innocence of suspects prior to a 

judgment, and the use of grieving relatives to add emotional momentum towards 

achieving these political goals, all are amply in evidence in the MH17 case.

The similarity of public political trials to the sort of collective hypnosis analysed 

by Debord in The Society of the Spectacle is not just a metaphor. The idea of a 

theatrical mise en scène is an actively pursued project. In the Netherlands, where the 

MH17 trial will be held, a ‘Terrorists on Trial’ research project that ‘focuse[s] on the 

performative and communicative aspects of a terrorist trial, has been running for 

several years. The project is led by and based on the insights of a Protestant 

fundamentalist International Relations scholar, Beatrice de Graaf, one of many 

academics recruited into the post-9/11 ‘terrorism’ growth industry. The project 

consisting of a series of seminars on particular cases defines ‘the court room as a 

stage in the struggle for publicity, public support and legitimacy’ (subtitle of the 

‘Terrorists on Trial’ project).

The seminars aim … to apply a performative perspective to terrorism trials, 

hence not solely concentrating on the immediate judicial performance of the 

magistrates and/or the defence, but putting trials in their wider sociological 

context, adopting notions of social drama and communication sciences.10

9 Guy Debord, La société du spectacle. Paris: Gallimard, 1992 [1967]. I was reminded of this 

reference by Hector Reban.
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One expert meeting led by Ms De Graaf was titled ‘Terrorism Trials as Theatre’, 

an idea certainly not lost on those setting up the DSB presentation of its final report, 

organising the JIT press conferences, and preparing the 2020 trial of the MH17 

suspects. For  to cite the ICCT project again, ‘Terrorism trials serve multiple ends, 

depending on the actors involved, who are all busy trying to mobilise their respective 

target audiences around their narratives and (in)justice frames. Such trials are a very 

visible and theatrical means of demonstrating concepts and narratives of 

(in)justice.’11

The theatrical approach to political trials intersects with new strategies developed 

in the British Foreign Office and the US State Department to blockbuster public 

opinion by massive ‘fake news’ campaigns specifically targeting Russia. 

The ‘Integrity Initiative’

In late 2018 it was revealed that the British Foreign Office (FCO) was running a 

secret disinformation programme, the ‘Integrity Initiative’. It was launched in 2015 by

an ‘Institute for Statecraft’ nominally located in Scotland, but in fact headquartered in 

the heart of London, at 2 Temple Place, a few doors away from the NATO-affiliated 

think tank, the International Institute for Strategic Studies (IISS). The Integrity 

Initiative is mainly funded by the FCO (one-quarter of its £2 million budget,  

application 2018-19); other sponsors include the US State Department, NATO, the 

Lithuanian Ministry of Defence, Facebook, and the Smith-Richardson Foundation 

(which also funds the IISS).12 Nearby Chatham House (Royal Institute of International

Affairs in London, publisher of International Affairs) is a key relay. Of the six authors

of an influential Chatham House study of 2015, ‘The Russian Challenge’, four are 

listed as members of the UK Integrity Initiative cluster. One of them, former UK 

ambassador in Moscow Sir Andrew Wood, who allegedly handed compromising 

10 International Centre for Counter-Terrorism (ICCT). ‘Terrorists on Trial: The Lockerbie Case’, 

Netherlands Institute for Advanced Studies in the Humanities and Social Sciences (NIAS) 2011 

(online), emphasis added. I came across this project when investigating the Lockerbie case but others 

are scrutinised by it as well.
11 ICCT, ‘Terrorists on Trial: The Lockerbie Case’, emphasis added.
12 Mohamed Elmazi and Max Blumenthal,  The Integrity Initiative and the UK’s Scandalous 

Information War’, MintPress, 18 December.2018 (online); Moon  of Alabama, ‘British Government 

Runs Secret Anti-Russian Smear Campaigns.’ 24 November 2018 (online)..
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material about Donald Trump (the ‘Steele dossier’) to US counterparts, in his 

contribution discusses the prospects of regime change in Moscow. 13

The Integrity Initiative is led by Chris N. Donnelly, a former British intelligence 

officer (he also advises the Lithuanian MoD). Donnelly’s focus on Russia dates from 

the Cold War with the Soviet Union and his current mandate is ‘to insert anti-Russia 

propaganda into the Western media stream’. Possibly its prize achievement in this 

respect was the idea of one of the Institute for Statecraft writers, Mark Galeotti, who 

turned around an analysis of Western strategy by General Valery Gerasimov, then 

Russia’s chief of the General Staff, into a positive ‘Gerasimov Doctrine’. Published in

February 2013, Gerasimov argued that ‘the West was waging a new type of war by 

mixing propaganda, proxy armies and military force into one unified operation’. 

Galeotti declared this instead to signify that Russia itself had switched to a doctrine of

‘hybrid war’.14 This ideological hoax, which had politicians and journalists all over 

the West up in arms about Russian ‘hybrid warfare’, made the new Cold War 

possible, indeed popular. The trope of Moscow undermining ‘our’ democracy by 

disinformation, using ‘troll farms’ and the like,15 allowed those favouring a 

normalisation of relations with Moscow, including even Donald Trump after his 

surprise election to the US presidency in 2016, to be labelled ‘traitors’, and 

information contradicting the official narrative, ‘Russian disinformation’. In the UK, 

Labour leader Jeremy Corbyn too was initially painted as a Kremlin stooge.16

The Integrity Initiative’s documents, hacked and made public by the Anonymous 

network, reveal that it sees the downing of flight MH 17 and the Skripal affair as 

moments in which this hybrid warfare became operational (from the Russian side, that

is). Working closely with the Public Diplomacy Division at NATO HQ in Brussels, 

the Integrity Initiative in the same city collaborates with the Institute for European 

13 Keir Giles, Philip Hanson, Roderic Lyne, James Nixey, James Sherr and Andrew Wood, The 

Russian Challenge. London: The Institute of International Affairs, 2015; Moon  of Alabama. ‘British 

Government Runs Secret Anti-Russian Smear Campaigns’.
14 Moon of Alabama,  ‘The ”Integrity Initiative”—A Military Intelligence Operation, Disguised As 

Charity, To Create The “Russian Threat”.’ 15 December 2018  (online).
15 Max van der Werff is preparing a study on this aspect as part of our joint project.
16 Blumenthal and Ames, ‘New Documents Reveal a Covert British Military-Intelligence Smear 

Machine’. That in both cases, the campaigns failed to achieve their goal (Trump was then attacked over

his connection to Ukraine, Corbyn over his anti-Semitism, read: support for Palestinians) need not 

further detain us here.
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Studies at the Free University (VUB-IES), which has a galaxy of partner institutions 

linked in turn to the Ministries of Defence of various Western countries. According to

one hacked document,

Through VUB-IES the Integrity Initiative is firmly linked into the EU East 

Stratcom Taskforce, the EU Disinfo Lab and the European Parliament. The VUB-

IES also supports our programme’s collaboration with HQ NATO, NATO’s 

International Confederation Reserve Officers (CIOR), the Atlantic Treaty 

Association and the NATO Parliamentary Assembly…. The VUB-IES also 

provides a valuable direct link for our programme with major national think tanks 

such as Egmont, Chatham House, Clingendael, etc..17

In the United States, a similar initiative to raise media and public concern over 

supposed Russian meddling and ‘hybrid warfare’ was launched in the State 

Department under Hilary Clinton. From 2012 Joel Harding, a former Special Forces 

officer, began work on methods to create a dominant narrative from which there 

would be no serious dissent. Specifically focussing on Ukraine, Harding envisaged 

controlling ‘all the information everyone has access to within the operation zone and 

every zone that can influence the operation outcome across the world’, including 

social media. Once this goal would have been achieved, a target like regime change in

Russia would turn out to be feasible and would be ‘welcomed by every sane person 

reading, watching, or hearing the news his channels are publishing’. 18 

The State Department’s Global Engagement Center, a government propaganda 

unit established by Obama to battle online recruitment for ISIS, was redirected to 

attack Trump over alleged Russian collusion. One of the Global Engagement Center’s

senior officials, Todd Leventhal, is also paid by the Integrity Initiative. A dossier 

supposedly exposing Trump’s ‘recruitment’ by blackmail, was written by Christopher

Steele, a former MI6 agent stationed in Moscow and a colleague of Pablo Miller in 

the private agency, Orbis Business Intelligence. Miller too was an MI6 agent and 

17 Initially the link to the Netherlands ran through the Hague Institute of Strategic Studies but this 

was discontinued due to internal problems, Moon  of Alabama,. ‘British Government Runs Secret Anti-

Russian Smear Campaigns.’
18 George Eliason, ‘The Terrorists Among US – The Coup Against the Presidency' The Saker, 16 

September 2019 (online). Emphasis added.
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handler of the former Russian spy, Sergei Skripal, whose botched ‘assassination’ was 

turned into a major diplomatic crisis with Russia. The Steele dossier was handed to a 

US party by Sir Andrew Wood, former UK ambassador in Moscow and a member of 

the Integrity Initiative’s UK cluster.19 However, the Mueller investigation into 

Trump’s alleged collusion with Russia did not uncover any wrongdoing even though 

there is no doubt that as a real estate developer Trump relied on Russian-American 

mafia connections to finance his expansion.20

To propagate the Russia scare in the United States the Integrity Initiative hired the

self-styled ‘information warrior’ who sold the Iraq war to the public, John Rendon, to 

train ‘a new generation of Russia-watchers’. Besides its link to the State Department’s

Global Engagement Center, the Integrity Initiative also has a direct line to figures like

Kurt Volker, the US Special Representative for Ukraine. It further established 

contacts with Washington think tanks such as the Atlantic Council and the Center for 

European Policy Analysis, as well as the FBI.21 

In the Netherlands, a Raam op Rusland (‘Window on Russia’) propaganda centre 

was set up in the aftermath of the Ukrainian civil war. Subsidised by the Dutch 

government, which already was prominently involved in the preparations for the 

Maidan movement and regime change in Kiev,22 its recruitment of former journalists 

has helped to get access to the mainstream media so that a closed circle of 

government-propaganda-media-government preoccupation with ‘Russian meddling’ 

could be established. However, the Harding-Donnelly approach requires a full 

spectrum coverage of information provision to counter the Russian threat, and this has

also brought in selected Internet sites as partners of the Integrity Initiative, iIncluding 

Buzzfeed, Irex, Detector Media, and Bellingcat, to name only a few.23

19 Max Blumenthal and Mark Ames ‘New Documents Reveal a Covert British Military-

Intelligence Smear Machine Meddling In American Politics’. TheGrayZone, 8 January 2019.(online); 

Moon of Alabama,  ‘The ”Integrity Initiative”—A Military Intelligence Operation, Disguised As 

Charity’.
20 Craig Unger, ‘Trump’s Russian Laundromat. How to use Trump Tower and other luxury high-

rises to clean dirty money, run an international crime syndicate, and propel a failed real estate 

developer into the White House.’ The New Republic, 13 July.2017 (online).
21 Blumenthal and Ames, ‘New Documents Reveal a Covert British Military-Intelligence Smear 

Machine Meddling In American Politics’..
22 Flight MH17, Ukraine and the new Cold War, chapter 3..

23 Moon  of Alabama. ‘British Government Runs Secret Anti-Russian Smear Campaigns’.
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The MH17 prosecution too has effectively been made part of the Integrity 

Initiative. By relying increasingly on Bellingcat, the JIT has surrendered its fact-

finding almost completely to this relay of NATO and Ukrainian propaganda. 

Bellingcat’s Open Source Intelligence (OSINT), analysed in depth by Hector Reban,24

has come to function as a source for the mainstream media too, further enlarging and 

again closing the loop. Its  founder, Elliott Higgins, made his name with Western 

sponsors when he claimed to have discovered, then still under the pseudonym ‘Brown

Moses’, that a gas incident in Douma, a suburb of Damascus, had been the work of 

the Assad regime, contradicting the judgement of MIT missile experts and 

experienced investigative journalists.25 With Bellingcat, which came online 15 July 

2017, two days before the MH17 tragedy, Higgins placed his OSINT experience at 

the service of those seeking to build a case against Russia. Because the JIT and the 

mainstream media chose to give him the credibility of a authoritative source, this 

could then become the basis for the trial.

The Integrity Initiative approach and Bellingcat’s OSINT narrative have in turn 

been backed up again by academic work on Russian ‘digital disinformation’ 

surrounding the MH17 case. One freely available and much-cited article about MH17 

in the Chatham House journal, International Affairs, defines disinformation as a 

‘purposeful effort to mislead, deceive, or confuse’.26 Funded by the EU (through the 

European Research Council) and the Carlsberg Foundation, the research project 

ascribes disinformation on the MH17 tragedy exclusively to the Russian state and 

media, revealing its partisan nature by reserving the term ‘information’ (including 

‘counter-disinformation’) for one side in the conflict (the government in Kiev that 

assumed power in February 2014 on the back of the Maidan demonstrations, and its 

Western backers), ignoring academic studies placing the civil war and the downing of 

MH17 in context.27 

24 Hector Reban, ‘MH17 and open source intelligence, a suspicious narrative--part 1.’ MH17, 26 

September (online)
25 Flight MH17, Ukraine and the new Cold War, p. 139.
26 Yevgeniy Golovchenko, Mareike Hartmann and Rebecca Adler-Nissen, ‘State, media and civil 

society in the information warfare over Ukraine: citizen curators of digital disinformation’ 

International Affair, 94 (5) 2018, 975–994.  
27 Oliver Boyd-Barrett, Western Mainstream Media and the Ukraine Crisis. A study in conflict 

propaganda, London: Routledge 2017, and my own, Flight MH17, Ukraine and the new Cold War.
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Ratcheting up the circular cross-referencing to the point of caricature, the 

investigation of ‘citizens’ active on Twitter on the topic finds (surprise, surprise)     

Higgins and Bellingcat ‘the most retweeted profile in the entire dataset’, of course 

solidly on the side of ‘information’ and ‘counter-disinformation’. Investigative 

journalist Max van der Werff, on the other hand, is identified as a source spreading 

disinformation which has meanwhile earned him a posting on the Kiev Peacemaker 

(Myrotvorets) list of enemies, several of whom have been assassinated.28 Also 

targeted is the one Dutch parliamentarian who (without departing from the 

mainstream reading of the downing of MH17) kept the government on its toes on the 

topic, Pieter Omtzigt, who in late 2017 was attacked by the Dutch mainstream 

newspaper NRC over a trifle and was forced to give up this portfolio.29 

The authors of the EU/Carlsberg study themselves write that ‘historically, 

intelligence services and propaganda institutions have posed as ordinary citizens to 

assume a credibility that they lack in their own roles’; 30 according to David Miller, 

professor of political sociology at the University of Bristol and the director of the 

Organization for Propaganda Studies, this is also what the Integrity Initiative is about.

It ‘appears to be a military directed push… The most senior government people are 

professional propagandists and spooks.’ ‘The  “charity” lead on this [Donnelly] was 

also appointed as a colonel in military intelligence at the beginning of the project —a 

truly amazing fact that suggests this is a military intelligence cut out.’ 31 As one of the 

tentacles of the Integrity Initiative project, the Bellingcat site and Higgins, with their  

own extensive links to the Atlantic Council, a major source of the Russian meddling 

hysteria through other providers of fake news such as Ben Nimmo,32 fits the bill too. 

Indeed in sharp contrast to that other ‘citizen’, Julian Assange of Wikileaks, who has 

28 Flight MH17, Ukraine and the new Cold War, p. 147.

29 Golovchenko et al., ‘State, media and civil society’, pp. 991 and  986, Figure 1, respectively. 

Meanwhile Omtzigt has come to champion the cause of the Magnitsky Act, the anti-Russian sanctions 

project of the fraudster, William Browder, who is a member of the Integrity Initiative UK cluster, 

Moon  of Alabama. ‘British Government Runs Secret Anti-Russian Smear Campaigns’. 
30 Golovchenko et al., ‘State, media and civil society’,  p. 992..
31 Cited in Mohamed Elmaazi, and Max Blumenthal, ‘Inside The Temple Of Covert Propaganda: 

The Integrity Initiative & UK's Scandalous Information War’. Zero Hedge, 26 December 2018  

(online).
32 Moon of Alabama,  ‘The ”Integrity Initiative”—A Military Intelligence Operation, Disguised As 

Charity’.
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now been effectively locked up for eight years, the founder of Bellingcat enjoys 

unconditional support in the media. Higgins, writes Boyd-Barrett, ‘gained mainstream

acclaim, in part, because “his findings” always matched up with propaganda themes 

peddled by the US government and its Western allies. Though most genuinely 

independent bloggers are ignored by the mainstream media, Higgins has found his 

work touted’.33 

An MH17 trial, then, will be a project on the doubtful legal basis of the DSB/JIT 

investigations; organised as a theatrical, ‘performative’ rather than strictly juridical 

basis in line with the findings of the ICCT seminars of terrorism specialist Ms 

Beatrice de Graaf, and embedded in a propaganda offensive against Russia launched 

by the UK with US, NATO, the Netherlands, and many private organisations, all 

linked together by the UK-based Integrity Initiative. 

But even if it wasn’t, the remainder of the present document will highlight that the

brief history of international criminal law bodes ill for  a fair trial to begin with.

The remainder of this contribution to the dossier with Hector Reban and Max van 

der Werff is planned as follows but not finished yet

1. Introduction. 

Legal Bases of the Prosecution 

The Hallmarks of a Show Trial

The ‘Integrity Initiative’

2. From Outlawing War to ‘Humanitarian Intervention’ 

The UN Charter and Nuremberg

The Vietnam Tribunal: Salvaging the Nuremberg Legacy Privately

Human Rights and Intervention 

3. The NATO Intervention in Yugoslavia and the Yugoslavia Tribunal

The International Criminal Tribunal for the Former Yugoslavia

The Death of Miloševič

The ICTY Precedent  

4. The Rwanda Tribunal and the International Criminal Court

33 Boyd-Barrett, Western Mainstream Media, p. 115.
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Rwanda and the Inculpation of Africa

The International Criminal Court (ICC) 

A Return to Nuremberg? Malaysia’s War Crimes Tribunals 

5. Lockerbie and Libya 

The Lockerbie Trial in the Netherlands

Aftermath

6. International Criminal Justice and the Historical Record
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