
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

P1.  WikiLeaks and Assange’s Interna1onal Awards and Recogni1on: 
• Graphic lis1ng journalism awards won by Julian Assange. 
• MEAA media member ID card  (Media Entertainment and Arts Alliance).  
• MEAA 2022 leIer affirming Assange's membership in MEAA. 
• Interna1onal Press Card issued by the Interna1onal Federa1on of Journalists alongside cer1fied 

copy of Assange's Australian passport with headshot. 
• Screenshot Interna'onal Federa'on of Journalists ar1cle on the Interna1onal and European 

Federa1on of Journalists (IFJ-EFJ) reques1ng Biden administra1on to pardon Assange.  
 

P2.  Evidence that Courts Recognize Assange as “Journalist” and WikiLeaks as “Media Organiza1on” 
• US court's rejection of DNC's lawsuit against WikiLeaks for the DNC publications, saying "this type 

of information is plainly entitled to the strongest protection that the First Amendment offers", 
screenshot with links. 

• British Royal Court of Justice statement including "Mr. Julian Assange, a journalist well known 
through his operation of WikiLeaks..." screenshot with link. 

• British First Tier Tribunal statement including "WikiLeaks is a media organization..." screenshot  
with link. 
 

P3.  US Federal Judge Koeltl Recognized Public Interest Value of Materials Published by WikiLeaks   
• Reproduction of ShadowProof Aug. 2019 article, ‘In Rejecting DNC Lawsuit Against WikiLeaks, 

Judge Strongly Defended First Amendment Rights of Journalists’ by Kevin Gosztola, excerpts. 
 

P4.  2020 UK Magistrates Court Extradi1on Hearing Witness Tes1mony: Assange first publisher indicted 
        under Espionage Act 

• Testimony of Jameel Jaffer, Exec Director of the Knight First Amendment Institute, excerpts. 
 

P5-8.  US Dept of Jus1ce Charges Assange with Conspiracy to Commit Computer Intrusion – ‘Chat  
Log’: Evidence that Assange did not commit computer intrusion to gain access to leaks by  
Chelsea Manning, undermining the allegation that Assange is a "hacker". 
• Context from Assange Defense Committee member, Ann Batiza, Ph.D. on the charge for collusion 

to commit computer intrusion. Based on footnoted letter Batiza wrote to her senator. 
• Snapshot of Chelsea Manning's chat log with an unknown chat user "Nathaniel Frank" to crack a 

hash. 
• Excerpt from section 15.34 of Assange's appeal quoting the US prosecutor. 
• Excerpts from Computer Weekly report on Manning’s hearing and implications for computer 

intrusion charges against Assange. 
• Link and excerpt from article describing how the key witness for the computer intrusion charge, 

Siggi Thordarson, admits he lied in court and was jailed indefinitely in Iceland. 
 

P9.  2013 Manning Court Mar1al sentencing: Manning acted alone – link to transcript 
• US Assange lawyer, Michael Ratner, comments on Manning’s court statement - excerpt from his 

book, ‘Moving the Bar - My Life as a Radical Lawyer’. LA Progressive book review, excerpts. 
 

P10.  ‘Julian Assange Unleashed a Revolution in Journalism’ 
• Reproduction of May 2023 article in Independent Australian by John Jiggens, excerpts. 

 

P11.  ‘Why it Matters Whether you consider Julian Assange a Journalist - or Not’ 
• Link to June 2023 YouTube video by Kevin Gosztola with screenshots of key moments and excerpts. 
• Book review excerpt and image of Kevin Gosztola's book, ‘Guilty of Journalism - The Political Case 

Against Julian Assange’.  
 
 

Evidence File #1:  Julian Assange is an Award-Winning Journalist 
     Evidence that Refutes the ‘Hacker NarraAve’ 

 
In this Evidence File: 

 



       
   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
      
 

 

h"ps://www.meaa.org/download/meaa-le"er-to-pm-and-
foreign-minister-re-julian-assange-extradi9on-220620/ 

h"ps://www.i*.org/media-centre/news/detail/category/press-
releases/ar8cle/assange-i*-and-e*-co-sign-open-le"er-to-us-president F1-P1 

Evidence File 1:  Julian Assange is an Award-Winning Journalist  
      Evidence that Refutes the ‘Hacker NarraAve’ 

                    
 

 

    h#ps://challengepower.info/assange_s_awards_and_recogni6on 

https://www.meaa.org/download/meaa-letter-to-pm-and-foreign-minister-re-julian-assange-extradition-220620/
https://www.meaa.org/download/meaa-letter-to-pm-and-foreign-minister-re-julian-assange-extradition-220620/
https://www.ifj.org/media-centre/news/detail/category/press-releases/article/assange-ifj-and-efj-co-sign-open-letter-to-us-president
https://www.ifj.org/media-centre/news/detail/category/press-releases/article/assange-ifj-and-efj-co-sign-open-letter-to-us-president
https://challengepower.info/assange_s_awards_and_recognition


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
                          
 

 
 
 

h"ps://twi"er.com/wikileaks/status/1158335903619792896?s=20 

h"ps://www.wired.com/images_blogs/threatlevel/2011/11/assange-
judgment.pdf 

h"ps://www.scribd.com/document/368013590/First-Tier-Tribunal-Appeal# 

 

h"ps://twi"er.com/khrafnsson/status/1128940213743566849?s=20 
                           
 

h"ps://www.courthousenews.com/wp-content/uploads/2019/07/DNC-
dism.pdf 
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Courts Recognize Julian Assange as “Journalist” and WikiLeaks as “Media OrganizaAon” 
 

https://twitter.com/wikileaks/status/1158335903619792896?s=20
https://www.wired.com/images_blogs/threatlevel/2011/11/assange-judgment.pdf
https://www.wired.com/images_blogs/threatlevel/2011/11/assange-judgment.pdf
https://www.scribd.com/document/368013590/First-Tier-Tribunal-Appeal
https://twitter.com/khrafnsson/status/1128940213743566849?s=20
https://www.courthousenews.com/wp-content/uploads/2019/07/DNC-dism.pdf
https://www.courthousenews.com/wp-content/uploads/2019/07/DNC-dism.pdf


 
 

        h#ps://www.courthousenews.com/wp-content/uploads/2019/07/DNC-dism.pdf 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

Excerpt: “[Judge] Koeltl recognized the public interest value 
of the materials that were published by WikiLeaks, as well 
as other media organizations during the 2016 presidential 
election. He especially focused on the DNC’s claim that 
WikiLeaks was prohibited from publishing alleged “trade 
secrets.” 
 

“If WikiLeaks could be held liable for publishing documents 
concerning the DNC’s political, financial, and voter-
engagement strategies simply because the DNC labels them 
‘secret’ and trade secrets, then so could any newspaper or 
other media outlet. But that would impermissibly elevate a 
purely private privacy interest to override the First 
Amendment interest in the publication of matters of the 
highest public concern,” Koeltl declared.  
 

This type of information is plainly of the type entitled to the 
strongest protection that the First Amendment offers.” 
 

h"ps://shadowproof.com/2019/08/01/in-rejec8ng-dnc-lawsuit-against-
wikileaks-judge-strongly-defended-first-amendment-rights-of-journalists/ 

US Federal Judge Koeltl Recognized Public Interest Value of Materials Published by WikiLeaks 
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https://www.courthousenews.com/wp-content/uploads/2019/07/DNC-dism.pdf
https://shadowproof.com/2019/08/01/in-rejecting-dnc-lawsuit-against-wikileaks-judge-strongly-defended-first-amendment-rights-of-journalists/
https://shadowproof.com/2019/08/01/in-rejecting-dnc-lawsuit-against-wikileaks-judge-strongly-defended-first-amendment-rights-of-journalists/


ExtradiAon Hearing Witness TesAmony: Assange first publisher indicted under Espionage Act 
                              Full Witness Archive: hIps://www.tareqhaddad.com/the-archives/ 
 
DAY 17 (30 Sept 2020)  
Witness #40: Jameel Jaffer (ExecuAve Director Knight First Amendment InsAtute) 
 
 
 
 
 
 

h"ps://www.tareqhaddad.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/10/2020.09.30-Assange-Extradi8on-Hearings-Statement-of-Jameel-Jaffer.pdf 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

27. “Some government officials have argued that the indictment should not be understood as  
a threat to press freedom because Mr. Assange is not a journalist, or because WikiLeaks is not 
a member of the press. This argument misses the point. The indictment is mainly a description 
of Mr. Assange engaging in core journalistic activities. These are the activities that the 
government’s apparent theory of liability would criminalize. It is also misguided, in my view,  
to conclude that the indictment does not implicate the press because Mr. Assange is alleged to 
have offered to help Ms. Manning “crack a password hash” stored on government computers. 
[…] it is not clear how the alleged effort to crack the password hash is relevant to the 
government’s theory of liability […] If a publisher’s entitlement to first Amendment protection 
turned on whether the government believed the publisher had exercised editorial discretion 
appropriately, the First Amendment’s protection would be unavailable in precisely the cases 
publishers need it most.”  - Witness Jameel Jaffer  (Testimony pdf - page 15) 
h"ps://www.tareqhaddad.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/10/2020.09.30-Assange-Extradi8on-Hearings-Statement-of-Jameel-Jaffer.pdf 

“The indictment of Mr. Assange poses a grave threat to press freedom in the United States. This case is the 
first in which the U.S. government has relied on the 1917 Espionage Act as the basis for the prosecuBon of 
a publisher. The indictment focuses almost enBrely on the kinds of acBviBes that naBonal security 
journalists engage in rouBnely and as a necessary part of their work …” 
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https://www.tareqhaddad.com/the-archives/
https://www.tareqhaddad.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/10/2020.09.30-Assange-Extradition-Hearings-Statement-of-Jameel-Jaffer.pdf
https://www.tareqhaddad.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/10/2020.09.30-Assange-Extradition-Hearings-Statement-of-Jameel-Jaffer.pdf


 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

h#ps://s3.documentcloud.org/documents/886185/pe-123.pdf 
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US Dept of Jus-ce Charges Assange with Conspiracy to Commit Computer Intrusion – ‘Chat Log’ 
 
 
 

h"ps://www.jus9ce.gov/opa/pr/wikileaks-founder-charged-computer-hacking-conspiracy 
h"ps://www.computerweekly.com/news/252489645/Forensic-expert-ques9ons-US-claims-that-Assange-conspired-to-crack-military-password 

Context: This 5-yr prison charge a#empts to portray Assange as a hacker rather than a journalist. The alleged 
hacking didn’t happen, according to expert tes6mony at Manning’s court mar6al hearing in 2013 and again was 
debunked at Assange’s 2020 extradi6on hearing. The only evidence that the U.S. had about alleged “conspiracy” 
was Chelsea Manning’s chat log in which she asked a person named “Nathaniel Frank” to help her crack a password 
hash. Nathaniel Frank said in the chat that he would look into it and ul6mately Frank wasn’t able to do anything. 
Chelsea has been iden6fied as “Nobody.” “Nathaniel Frank” has never been iden6fied. Below, excerpts of le#er by 
Ann Ba6za, Ph.D. to Milwaukee senator using Computer Weekly excerpts and 155-pg Assange High Court Appeal.  

 

 

There is now more evidence – from the prosecu4on’s own statement – that there is no evidence to  
support the allega4on that Julian hacked into US computers or helped Chelsea Manning do so.   
The repor(ng by Computer Weekly at the (me of the extradi(on hearing helps explain the new evidence.   
 

Below is an image from sec(ons 15.34, 15.35, and 15.39 of the 155-page appeal, recently filed by 
Assange’s lawyers. hEps://www.craigmurray.org.uk/wp/wp-
content/uploads/2023/06/assangehighcourtappeal.pdf  
In this statement “Kromberg” refers to the U.S. prosecutor that was providing allega(ons for the Bri(sh 
barrister, James Lewis, who was trying this case in the U.K. court.   
 

Note that in sec(on 15.34 of the appeal, Julian’s lawyers state, “the US Government (belatedly) disavowed 
any sugges(on that Manning was aEemp(ng to decrypt the password hash in order to access any of the 
databases with which this indictment is concerned …” 
 

Then Assange’s lawyers provide the cita4on for that disavowal in the prosecu4on’s own statement - 
from U.S. prosecutor, Gordon Kromberg: 
 

It was now…’not alleged that the purpose of the hash-cracking agreement was to gain 
anonymous access to the NetCentric Diplomacy database or, for that ma=er, any other 
par>cular database’ (Kromberg 4, CB/12/pg 1009 – 1030, §10-17) 

https://s3.documentcloud.org/documents/886185/pe-123.pdf
https://www.justice.gov/opa/pr/wikileaks-founder-charged-computer-hacking-conspiracy
https://www.computerweekly.com/news/252489645/Forensic-expert-questions-US-claims-that-Assange-conspired-to-crack-military-password
https://www.craigmurray.org.uk/wp/wp-content/uploads/2023/06/assangehighcourtappeal.pdf
https://www.craigmurray.org.uk/wp/wp-content/uploads/2023/06/assangehighcourtappeal.pdf


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Computer Weekly1 reported on the extradition hearing (which mainstream media did not cover)  
and discussed the evidence presented to refute the prosecution’s assertions.   
 

Below is a slightly abbreviated account of their report. I’ve highlighted the key points made. The  
magazine cites the testimony of an expert witness for the defense, Patrick Eller.  Eller was a  
“former criminal investigator in the US Army” and is currently a college professor and CEO of  
Metadata Forensics. His entire written testimony (and qualifications) can be found here.1 

Computer Weekly emphasized the following points while repor(ng on Patrick Eller’s tes(mony: 
 
• The person Manning chatted with was not identified as Assange and there was no evidence the  

hash was cracked.  
 
CW (Computer Weekly):  According to a Jabber chat log, Manning asked a person called Nathaniel  
Frank – alleged but not proven to be Assange – whether he was any good at cracking a password  
hash. Manning sent Assange [the person alleged to be Assange] a hexadecimal string that she had  
found on her computer network. 

CW: The discussion ended after “Frank” passed the hash to an expert to look at and later reported  
that he [Frank] had “no luck so far” in decrypting it. 

 

• Manning had access to all the material she leaked. 

CW: Eller, CEO of Metadata Forensics, said in written submissions to the court that Manning  
did not need access to the ftp account to access any of the material she passed on to WikiLeaks. 

 

 

 

 
 

1 h#ps://www.tareqhaddad.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/09/2020.09.25-Assange-Extradi@on-Hearings-Statement-of-
Patrick-Eller.pdf 
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Conspiracy to Commit Computer Intrusion: Manning/‘Nathaniel Frank’ Chat Log - Pg 2 Excerpts: 

https://www.tareqhaddad.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/09/2020.09.25-Assange-Extradition-Hearings-Statement-of-Patrick-Eller.pdf
https://www.tareqhaddad.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/09/2020.09.25-Assange-Extradition-Hearings-Statement-of-Patrick-Eller.pdf
https://www.tareqhaddad.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/09/2020.09.25-Assange-Extradition-Hearings-Statement-of-Patrick-Eller.pdf


 

 

CW: “Manning already had legitimate access to all of the databases from which she downloaded data” 
he [Eller] said. “Logging into another user account would not have provided her with more access than 
she already possessed.” 

• Cracking the password was not technically possible – and the government already knew that from 
Manning’s trial. 

CW: Eller said it would have been technically impossible at that time for Assange or Manning to 
decrypt the password [neither was in possession of a missing piece]. 

CW: He [Eller] said he had not changed his view in the light of evidence by the prosecution today that 
security vulnerabilities had previously been found in the Windows passwords software in use at the 
time.  

CW: “No, I don’t change my opinion,” he said, adding that his opinion was shared by a government 
expert in Manning’s court martial. 

CW: Eller told James Lewis for the prosecution that Microsoft issued a patch which fixed the problem 
in December 1999 to protect against an attack by strongly encrypting the password. Cracking that 
password would not help Manning access anonymous files. 

• Manning’s use of that password would not have helped her access files anonymously. 

CW: There was no advantage in Manning using the ftp account if she wanted to hide her identity, Eller 
told the court. 

CW: “Even if Manning was in fact logged into the ftp user account rather than her own normal 
account, this would have no effect on tracking,” he said in his witness statement. 

CW: “Merely logging into a different local user account on the computer (such as ftp user) would not 
anonymise Manning at all because the IP address of the computer would remain the same regardless 
of what user account is in use.” 

CW: “If Manning had wanted access from an account that wasn’t her own, she could have done so 
without cracking any passwords because she had access to the accounts of other soldiers in the SCIF,” 
said Eller.  

• Manning was likely trying to crack the password to upload movies, games or install chat.  

CW: Eller said that in his view, the allegation that Manning was trying to crack the password to access 
sensitive data was not tenable. 

CW: Before allegedly chatting with Assange on Jabber, Manning had already downloaded and leaked 
hundreds of thousands of documents using her normal account on two secure computers that she 
used regularly. 

CW: These included the Iraq and Afghan war logs, the rules of engagement and “Collateral murder” 
video, and the Guantanamo detainee assessment briefs. 
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Conspiracy to Commit Computer Intrusion: Manning/‘Nathaniel Frank’ Chat Log - Pg 3 Excerpts: 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Because this computer intrusion charge was so hollow, the government suborned perjury from Sigurdur 
Thordarson, a known fraudster and pedophile, in order to bolster the “hacking” charge. Thordarson 
subsequently recanted admitting he lied. Therefore, he lost his immunity from Icelandic prosecution 
previously arranged for by the FBI, and is currently in jail.   (End of Batiza letter excerpts) 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
The conspiracy to commit a computer crime charge is not actually about hacking — it’s about establishing  
legal precedent to charge publishers with conspiring with their sources, something that so far the U.S. 
government has failed to do because of the First Amendment. 

More on US govt’s key witness Sigurdur “Siggi” Thordarson - admi;ed false tes>mony and jailed indefinitely in Iceland: 
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Conspiracy to Commit Computer Intrusion: Manning /‘Nathaniel Frank’ Chat Log - Pg 4 Excerpts: 

Witness Patrick Eller’s testimony provided evidence and expert opinion that says: (Summary) 

1. Assange was not identified as the person Manning was talking to. 
2. Manning already had access to all the files she leaked.   
3. There is no evidence the password hash Manning asked for help with was cracked.   
4. Cracking the password was not technically possible. (This is the most important point and  

it was conceded by the prosecution.) 
5. The password could not confer anonymity. 
6. It is likely the password was for uploading software for entertainment. 

 

‘Key witness in Assange case jailed in Iceland aNer admiOng to lies and ongoing crime spree’ 
“Sigurdur Thordarson, a key witness for the FBI against Julian Assange, has been jailed in Iceland. The 
notorious alleged hacker and convicted pedophile was remanded to custody in Iceland’s highest security 
prison, Litla Hraun, on September 24 [2021] … Thordarson was given immunity by the FBI in exchange 
for tes(mony against Julian Assange. Thordarson was arrested the same day he arrived back in Iceland 
from a trip to Spain, and was subsequently brought before a judge aier police requested indefinite 
deten(on intended to halt an ongoing crime spree. The judge apparently agreed that Thordarson’s 
repeated, blatant and ongoing offences against the law put him at high risk for con(nued re-
offending.”  h#ps://heimildin.is/grein/14117/ 

  CW: There was no evidence that Manning had attempted to download these documents anonymously 
and no indication that she was trying to crack the ftp user account password, said Eller. 

CW: “The technical impossibility of using the ftp user account to download data anonymously, combined 
with Manning’s past behaviour of downloading hundreds of thousands of documents from her own 
account, indicate that it is highly unlikely that Manning’s attempt to crack the ftp user password had 
anything to do with leaking documents,’” he wrote. 

CW: Manning already knew how to access data on her own local computer anonymously by booting it 
with a Linux CD and reading the files, bypassing the access controls of the Windows operating system. 

CW: Manning was regarded as a technical expert and was often asked by other soldiers to help them 
install unauthorised software. 

CW: Eller said there were many potential reasons why Manning would want to crack a password,  
including installing software for her colleagues.  
 

https://www.amnesty.org/en/latest/news/2020/09/julian-assange-extradition-hearing-punishing-the-publisher/
https://heimildin.is/grein/14117/


 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Feb 2013 Manning Court MarAal statement emphasized: Manning acted alone 

“…no one associated with the WLO [WikiLeaks OrganizaAon] pressured me into giving more 
informaAon. The decisions that I made to send documents and informaAon to the WLO and website 
were my own decisions, and I take full responsibility for my actions.” -Bradley [Chelsea] Manning 
 
 

Alexa O’Brian’s transcript of Manning’s Court Mar@al sentencing, Feb 28, 2013: h#ps://archive.ph/oKQbJ 

 

-Bradley Manning  

LA Progressive Stephen Rohde review, Michael Ratner’s  ‘Moving the Bar - My Life as a Radical Lawyer’ 
h"ps://www.laprogressive.com/law-and-the-jus8ce-system/michael-ratner 

h#ps://www.orbooks.com/catalog/moving-the-bar/ 

“… the dozen or so lawsuits CCR filed “seeking to expose and end rendi@on, illegal drone strikes, the wars in Afghanistan and 
Iraq, and the torture at Guantanamo and other secret U.S. prisons.” But each @me the government would tell the courts, “You 
can’t li@gate this. Na@onal Security.” “We had reached a dead end.” And then all of a sudden the truth tellers told the truth. 
“With acts of great courage, they revealed to the world what this country is actually doing. […] As a result, we’re seeing the 
unraveling of governments and corpora@ons all over the world.” “My experience has taught me that the truth has a way of 
coming out, even when the most powerful government on earth tries to crush it.” – Michael Ratner (LA Progressive review) 
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h"ps://archive.ph/oKQbJ 

 

 

Court excerpts: 
 

“…the U.S. government’s strategy against Assange had 
become more apparent. Prosecutors in the Manning case 
revealed internet chat logs between Manning and an 
unnamed person at WikiLeaks who they said colluded with 
Manning by helping the accused traitor engineer a reverse 
password. Without suppor@ng evidence, prosecutors 
claimed the unnamed person was Assange. Both Manning 
and Assange denied it. [..] The case against Manning was 
also a case against WikiLeaks and Julian Assange. The two 
were inextricably linked.” 
“Though [Manning] communicated with WikiLeaks via 
online chat, she never knew who exactly was on the other 
end of the chat. Nor did WikiLeaks know who she was. So 
despite all the torture the military had subjected her to, 
Manning refused to implicate anyone at WikiLeaks in her 
decisions.” Excerpts: Michael Ratner’s ‘Moving the Bar’’ 

https://x.com/Stella_Assange/status/1702430226247258221?s=20 

 

“…the prosecu@on was trying not just to convict Manning but 
to set the stage for a later prosecu@on of WikiLeaks and 
Julian Assange. The chief prosecutor claimed that WikiLeaks 
was not a journalis@c enterprise, that it was a group of 
“informa@on anarchists.” And he tried to paint WikiLeaks and 
Julian Assange as Manning’s co-conspirators … he men@oned 
Assange 10 @mes, WikiLeaks at least 20 @mes.” 
 

-Michael Ratner, ‘Moving the Bar – My Life as a Radical Lawyer’ 
Excerpts about the 2013 Manning Court Mar8al trial 
 

 

 

https://archive.ph/oKQbJ
https://www.laprogressive.com/law-and-the-justice-system/michael-ratner
https://www.orbooks.com/catalog/moving-the-bar/
https://archive.ph/oKQbJ
https://x.com/Stella_Assange/status/1702430226247258221?s=20


                           ‘Julian Assange Unleashed A Revolution In Journalism’ 

 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

h"ps://independentaustralia.net/poli8cs/poli8cs-display/julian-assange-unleashed-a-revolu8on-in-journalism,17520 
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https://independentaustralia.net/politics/politics-display/julian-assange-unleashed-a-revolution-in-journalism,17520


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Book Review: “Guilty of Journalism outlines how WikiLeaks exposed 
the reality of American wars, the United States government’s 
unprecedented indictment against Assange as a publisher, and the 
media’s role in persuading the public to “shoot the messenger.”  
The new book by Kevin Gosztola, who has spent the last decade 
covering Assange, WikiLeaks, and the wider war on whistleblowers, 
tells the full story based on testimony from dozens of witnesses. 
 It examines abuses of power by the CIA and the FBI, including a 
spying operation that targeted Assange’s family, lawyers, and 
doctors. Guilty of Journalism offers a balanced and comprehensive 
perspective on all the events leading up to what press freedom 
advocates have called the trial of the century.” 
 
 
 
 
 
 

“The US Justice Department’s prosecution 
depends on the public believing that 
somehow Assange was not a journalist 
when he published documents submitted 
by Chelsea Manning in 2010. Taking a 
position that Assange is a journalist 
confronts the very misinformation and 
disinformation that has helped facilitate his 
arbitrary detention. That is why I open the 
book [Guilty of Journalism] with the clear 
statement, “Assange is a Journalist”.  
The CPJ has declined to label Assange as  
a ‘journalist’, but their own definition of 
what makes someone a journalist clearly 
covers Assange: “People who cover news 
or comment on public affairs through any 
medium […]” Assange commented on 
public affairs on CNN, Al Jazeera English, 
and on the progressive independent news 
program Democracy NOW.”   
- Kevin Gosztola Video Excerpts at 1:05 min 

h#ps://www.sevenstories.com/books/4493-guilty-of-journalism 
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‘Why It Matters Whether You Consider Julian Assange A Journalist—Or Not’  
Journalist, Kevin Gosztola’s video: h#ps://www.youtube.com/watch?v=EjJbdoLcRtE 

 
 

https://www.sevenstories.com/books/4493-guilty-of-journalism
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=EjJbdoLcRtE

