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Overview

A lengthy, self-published essay presenting a novel theoretical framework — "Stochastic
Auditing" — that distinguishes a subset of UK YouTube auditor/street-journalism channels from
both genuine PINAC (Photography Is Not A Crime) auditors and traditional stochastic instigators.
The author claims 10+ years of ethnographic observation from within these online communities
and argues they have identified a distinct, repeatable pattern of indirect incitement that blurs the
line between online rhetoric and offline violence.

The author states they contacted law enforcement, academics, and mainstream media with this
theory but were dismissed due to lack of formal academic credentials.

Key Concepts

What is "Stochastic Auditing"?

The author defines a Stochastic Auditor as a person who:

e Ildolises stochastic instigators (Tommy Robinson-type figures) and actively works to
amplify their hate speech and dangerous messaging



e Seeks to prove the instigators' misinformation and exaggerated statistics as "fact"
through on-the-ground content

e Operates with high media literacy — understands platform rules, algorithms, and
content moderation systems and exploits them systematically

e Works in small teams / mismatched pairings — smaller, more aggressive channels act
as the "attack dog" while larger channels play the "observer," protecting themselves from
moderation

e Employs sophisticated countermeasures: visual iconography to bypass text-based
moderation, members-only paywalls for egregious content, heavy comment curation,
feigned ignorance of racist chats, and deliberate misrepresentation of UK law (particularly
Section 17 Public Order Act)

e Organises in cell-like structures resembling proscribed terrorist organisations — linked
by shared ideology, not audience demographics

Five Distinct Tactics

Tactic Description

Direct, Aggressive Engagement Actively seek out and confront target communities (asylum
seekers, opponents), often live-streaming — unlike
traditional instigators who maintain distance

Weaponised Information & Deception Manipulate narratives, gaslight victims, fabricate
"evidence", use Al-generated defamation, misuse legal
terminology

Exploitation of Vulnerabilities Prey on vulnerable individuals (e.g. Ms ] — a woman with
learning difficulties), radicalise them, weaponise self-
doxxing

Neo-tribalism & Desensitisation (The 4 Ds) Cycle of Demonisation - Dehumanisation =
Desensitisation = Direct Action, priming audiences for
violence

Direct Link to Violence Claims direct contribution to physical assaults, harassment
of law enforcement, attempted arson

Timeline of Catalysts (Key Events)

1. The Mr A Era

The origin story. Mr A was a popular UK auditor who pioneered "mass audits" — auditors grouping
up to cover fewer active sites (as police stations became administrative buildings). He encouraged
diversification beyond PINAC principles. No one took responsibility for new boundaries.



2. The Mr A Scandal

Mr A was convicted of brutally beating his girlfriend (his second domestic violence conviction).
Found guilty, voted "14th most dangerous man in his city" by local press. Core group (Mr B, Mr C,
Mr D) distanced themselves. He was "cancelled from the internet."

3. The COVID Catalyst

Lockdowns forced auditors to adapt — local filming, home live streams. Some began amplifying
anti-vaxx conspiracies. The "fighting community" (extreme free speech cyberbullies) absorbed
into the auditor ecosystem. Channels that had never audited began to audit and re-stream.

4. Ms E vs Mr F Personal War

Two community enforcers. Ms E (extreme anti-vaxxer) vs Mr F (pro-vaccine). Escalated to threats of
eye-gouging. Created lasting division, but the constant infighting kept audiences engaged and
reinforced the "us vs them" echo chamber.

5. Stradey Park Hotel (Sept/Oct 2023)

Ms E attended a protest against housing asylum seekers at the Stradey Park Hotel in Llanelli. The
protest turned violent — barriers pushed, fireworks thrown, attempted arson. Six arrested,
including Ms E. She never clarified her role but fed into the "suppression" narrative. Recently
accused a critic of "getting the date wrong" about her involvement — played "Firestarter" by The
Prodigy during the stream, showed doctored revenge-porn images of the critic.

6. Harehills Riot, Leeds (18 July 2024)

Four Romanian children removed by social services. Crowds gathered, police inflamed the
situation. Auditors Mr B and Mr D arrived on scene within minutes, interviewed the family. Riot
escalated — police car overturned, bus set on fire. Auditors retreated citing safety concerns,
claimed reverse racism. Encouraged other auditors to attend. Mr G casually walked up, mocked
them for hiding.

For weeks after, live streams pushed narrative that Romanians "raise children like Spartans.” No
follow-up when children were returned to extended family.

7. Tommy Robinson Demonstration, London (27
July 2024)



20,000-30,000 attendees. Mr C filmed himself smiling as he walked alongside Tommy Robinson to
the stage. Uploaded 10 separate videos of the day's events. Mr D re-streamed coverage
overnight and the next day. Mr X coordinated multiple stochastic auditors as his "street reporters."

8. Southport Murders (29 July 2024)

Immediately after the attack, stochastic auditors went live speculating about the perpetrator's
identity, claiming he had arrived via small boat crossing weeks earlier — totally false, never
retracted. Panel guests on Mr D's stream amplified this misinformation.

9. National Riots (30 July — 6 August 2024)

Riots erupted across the UK — Southport, then nationwide. Hotels housing asylum seekers became
targets. Stochastic auditors mobilised en masse, travelling to multiple cities. Noted significant
boosts to channel metrics from Harehills — eager to exploit.

Mr H (100K+ subscribers, former genuine PINAC auditor who switched during COVID) filmed looted
shops, walked with rioters. Mr 1 (smaller, more aggressive — classic mismatched pairing) snuck
into a hotel car park at night, shoved his camera through an open window, startling two
female occupants. Security asked him to leave. On any other day he'd have been arrested.

10. Arrests as Catalyst (7 August 2024 onwards)

Police crackdown began. Arrests for participation and online incitement caused panic — auditors
began deleting footage but couldn't force re-streamers to delete. The "two-tier Keir" narrative
emerged. Arrested rioters framed as "political prisoners."

11. Ms J — Victim to Participant

Ms ] joined the community just before Harehills. Originally ran a British Sign Language tutorial
channel for people with learning difficulties. Became obsessed with auditing (described as a
special interest — author notes she has learning difficulties and was on an EHCP). The
community bullied her relentlessly — baited into self-doxxing (home address, church, real name).
Lost her channel.

She was then recruited by Mr X who provided upgraded equipment and sent her out as a street
reporter. She became the most prolific stochastic auditor — attending multiple protests daily,
doxxing counter-protesters. One week before this essay was written: Ms ] attended a
Palestinian protest, said "l am here to get the Pallys" and "we need to find Protester 1 and get her
arrested." She was arrested for assault — immediately demanded companions call Mr X.

12. The Return of Mr A



Mr A attempted a comeback with Mr C's help. Ran a two-week grift involving "helping" homeless
men with a bucket and sponge (the "bootstraps" narrative), collecting thousands in donations.
Blamed the first homeless man when the project "failed." Found a second homeless man, housed
him in a shed, then blamed him too. Disappeared again. No verifiable account of what happened to
either man or the donations. Core trio (Mr B, Mr C, Mr D) returned to normal roles as if nothing
happened.

Key Figures (Anonymised — Real
names not disclosed)

Alias Role Subscribers (approx) Notes

Mr A Original catalyst ~7,000 Convicted domestic abuser.
Returned briefly for
donation grift.

Mr B Core trio ~100,000 Insulated himself from Mr
A's return. Largest channel
in core group.

Mr C Core trio ~85,000 Partnered with Mr A for the
comeback/homeless grift.
Filmed walking with Tommy
Robinson.

Mr D Core trio ~15,000 Objected to Mr A's return
(possibly staged objection).
Ran live streams covering
events.

Mr E First enforcer Small Anti-vaxxer. Arrested at
Stradey Park Hotel arson
attempt. Uses revenge-porn
bullying tactics.

Mr F Anti-auditor enforcer Small Pro-vaccine. Attended
Tommy Robinson demo
specifically to egg auditors.

Mr G Auditors' antidote Unknown Casually walked into
Harehills riot scene,
mocked Mr B and Mr D for
hiding in a car.

Mr H Late-stage convert ~100,000+ Former genuine PINAC
auditor. Switched during
COVID catalyst. Pairs with
Mr 1.



Alias Role Subscribers (approx) Notes

Mr i Attack-dog partner Much smaller than H Aggressive partner in
mismatched pair with Mr H.
Shoved camera in hotel
window.

Ms ) Converted victim Small Woman with learning
difficulties. Bullied =
radicalised - recruited by
Mr X — arrested for assault.

Mr X Instigator + coordinator ~850,000+ Shares stage with known
stochastic instigators.
Provides equipment to
auditors as "street
reporters." Ms ] demanded
companions contact him
upon arrest.

MrK/MrlL Ms J's companions Unknown Were with Ms ] when she
was arrested.

Key Structural Claims

Organisational Parallels to PTOs

The author argues stochastic auditor networks naturally resemble proscribed terrorist
organisations:

e Cells: Groupings based on shared ideology, not audience demographics

e Manifesto: The dangerous messaging functions as shared doctrine

e Call to arms: Some content can be interpreted as direct incitement

e Hierarchy: Unofficial leaders chosen by audience, not by organisational design

The Legitimacy Pipeline

1. Stochastic auditors get close to mainstream political figures (Dave Nellist, Ann
Widdecombe, George Galloway, Piers Corbyn) for interviews — these figures are unaware
of the full ecosystem

2. Mainstream news occasionally uses their footage (2024 riots) — auditors loudly promote
this

3. Audience interaction provides real-time validation — members invited to panels, praised

The Funding Model



Unlike stochastic instigators (donations "to the cause"), stochastic auditor donations go directly to
the individual — audience manipulation and suppression narratives stimulate memberships and
gifts.

Author's Stated Position

The author explicitly distinguishes stochastic auditors from:

e Genuine PINAC auditors (like AB/Auditing Britain) — who uphold principles, hold police
accountable, and are a force for good

o Traditional stochastic instigators — who use broad rhetoric but lack the operational
methods, countermeasures, and interactive audience dynamics

The framing is: stochastic auditing is a new, distinct phenomenon that is repeatable and
scalable — it could "happen accidentally or by deliberate design."

Methodological Note

e Source credibility: Pseudonymous author with claimed 10+ years embedded
observation. No formal academic credentials acknowledged. No named sources — all key
figures are anonymised with letter codes.

e Verification difficulty: None of the named individuals' real identities are disclosed.
Specific incidents (Harehills, Southport, Stradey Park, Tommy Robinson demo) are publicly
documented. The linking framework and anonymous characterisation of individuals cannot
be independently verified.

e Value: Provides a coherent theoretical framework for understanding how far-right auditor
channels operate and interconnect — even if the specific claims about named individuals
are unverifiable. Useful as an analytical lens, not as evidence.
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