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Applying Pascalism to Framing, Media, and Power Interests



1. Introduction 
 
These test cases are a moment of testing. I show how framing and conflicts of interest function in the Netherlands, 
not through theory but with concrete examples from public threads and newspaper columns. Everything I present 
is verifiable: LinkedIn discussions, columns in the national newspaper de Volkskrant, and the roles of the people 
involved. 
 
The starting point is Pascalism: truth is only truth if it can be tested, and if it is willing to collapse the moment it 
proves false. 

 
1a. What is Pascalism? 
 
Pascalism is a radical truth-validation framework that I developed in 2025. Its principle is simple but strict: truth is 
only truth if it can be tested, and if it is willing to collapse the moment it proves false. 
 
Core principles:

•	 Testability over belief – truth must be tested, not believed.
•	 Self-destruction as purity criterion – what cannot disappear when disproven is dangerous.
•	 Reproducibility – truth must be verifiable beyond individual convictions.
•	 No exceptions for power – politics, media, and institutions may not exempt themselves from testing.
•	 Destruction is validation – when a claim collapses under testing, it proves the test itself works.

Pascalism is not a philosophical theory but an operational testing mechanism. It can be applied to politics, 
media, institutions, and AI. Truth that survives the test endures; framing and manipulation collapse by 
themselves. 
 

Important 
 
This report is not an indictment but a test case. The purpose is to show 
how Pascalism works in practice: whether truth holds under pressure, or 
whether framing and falsehood collapse once they are tested. 
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2. Case 1: Gaza thread - Diederik Samsom 
 
Diederik Samsom wrote a column about Gaza. His tone was moral, collective, heavily charged. He spoke in “we”-
language, as if all citizens were jointly guilty and jointly responsible. 
 
This is framing: placing a moral burden of guilt on the public, thereby shifting responsibility from those in power to 
ordinary people. The debate becomes moral and emotional, but not testable. Anyone who contradicts it appears 
inhuman or cold. That is the core of framing: it shuts down contradiction. 
 
Pascalist test: When I identified the framing as moral abuse, the discussion fell silent. The supposed truth 
did not withstand testing and collapsed. Exactly as Pascalism predicts: falsehood collapses. 
 
 
 
3. Case 2: Responses in the thread, Intervention by the Operational Director 	
	 of Eems Energy (Gasunie) 
 
Notably, the operational director of the Eems Energy Terminal, part of Gasunie, actively engaged in the discussion. 
He repeatedly responded in a forceful manner and attempted to delegitimize my position (calling it “a-moral 
narcissism”). This is not neutral participation. Gasunie is directly dependent on billions in public funding allocated 
through climate and energy policy. A senior executive of this state-owned enterprise who intervenes in a moral 
framing debate is not acting from personal conviction, but from institutional interest. 
 
This is not a neutral participant, this is a direct stakeholder. 

Pascalist test: At the moment I pointed out this mechanism, the thread fell silent. The framing did not hold 
and collapsed once the hidden interests became visible. This is testability in action. 
 
 

4. Case 3: Volkskrant - the absent disclosure 
 
In de Volkskrant, Samsom’s column was published. His role as a supervisory board member of Gasunie was 
never mentioned, not in the first column, not in the second, not even after I directly confronted both him and the 
newspaper with this conflict of interest. 
 
That omission is not a detail but a crucial concealment. It hides the fact that moral appeals and financial interests 
are intertwined here. 
 
With this choice, de Volkskrant crosses a red line: from independent journalism into propaganda. This is a form 
of deception by omission, a direct violation of the Bordeaux Code, the international code of ethics for journalists, 
which requires that truth be presented in full and that essential facts must not be withheld. 
 
Pascalist test: A truth that conceals interests makes itself untestable. By definition, it is impure and 
collapses under testing. 
 



5. The mechanism of framing 
 
What these cases show is a reproducible pattern: 
	 1.	 Shifting of guilt – a moral appeal directed at citizens (“we are guilty”). 
	 2.	 Framing – making criticism impossible by claiming the authority of emotion. 
	 3.	 Interest route – the moral debate shifts toward climate and energy, legitimizing financial flows to 			
		  companies such as Gasunie. 
	 4.	 Media coverage – newspapers like de Volkskrant protect this process by failing to disclose crucial facts 		
		  (roles, interests). 
 
Pascalist test: A pure truth survives criticism and remains standing. Framing without purity collapses 
every time it is questioned. 
 
 
 
6. Expected reactions – Pascalistically predictable 
 
Because this report openly names the mechanisms, I also predict the reactions of the parties involved and of the 
state system. This makes the test case verifiable: if these reactions occur, they confirm the analysis.
 
	 1.	 Throwing back the framing 
		  •	 The first reflex will be to attack the messenger. Not the content, but the person. I will be labeled as 		
			   “extreme,” a “distorter,” or “unreliable.” 
		  • 	This is not a refutation of arguments but an attempt to shift the debate from truth to reputation. 

	 2.	 Neutralization through silence 
		  • 	The most likely response from the media is to do nothing: no reporting, no analysis, just silence. Silence 	
			   then becomes a strategy to make the problem disappear. 
		  • 	That too is testable: whoever ignores the facts confirms the existence of a protective mechanism.
 
	 3.	 Spreading distraction 
		  • 	Another tactic is to divert attention: introducing new themes, applying pressure through academics, 		
			   opinion makers, or columnists without a direct link to de Volkskrant or Gasunie. 
		  •	 It may appear as if no connection exists, but the timing betrays the intent. 

	 4.	 Escalation – the hard measures 
		  •	 If framing, silence, or distraction do not work, the pressure can escalate: character assassination, 		
			   intimidation, or reputation execution. 
		
	 5.	 Ridiculization through satire 
		  •	 Not all satire is problematic: humor and critique are free expression. 
		  •	 But when satire is deployed by media or political players to avoid substance and ridicule the messenger, 	
			   it is no longer critique but neutralization. 
		  • 	Pascalist test: genuine satire punches upward, at power. If satire only dismisses the messenger without 	
			   substantive testing, it collapses as pure critique and is deployed by power as a tool of manipulation. 

	 6.	 Legal pressure 
		  •	 What a lawyer might still wave around: a defamation or slander claim, arguing that words such as 		
			   “propaganda” or “moral abuse” damage reputation. 
		  •	 But these are value judgments and fall under freedom of expression. 
		  •	 In addition, a lawyer in the Netherlands can still deploy the classic SLAPP instrument, unlike in many 		
			   other countries where it has already been banned. A SLAPP is not a procedure designed to win, but 		
			   to impose costs and stress, with a price tag ranging from €50,000 to €250,000, often financed with 		
			   public funds (taxpayer money). This makes it an effective tool of suppression within the Dutch system.  
		  •	 Pascalist test: this behavior too collapses, because a procedure that avoids substance and only 	
			   intimidates confirms precisely the mechanisms exposed in this report. 

 



 
7. Broader pattern 
 
This fits into a wider trend. In the Netherlands, new or dissenting voices are often not addressed on substance but 
neutralized—through framing, exclusion, silence, or escalation. 
 
The system is not built on truth but on manageability. And framing is one of the instruments by which this is 
achieved. 
 
Pascalist test: Truth is never afraid of contradiction. Systems that rely on framing are—and that very fear 
exposes their impurity. 
 
 
 
8. Pascalist conclusion 
 
The strength of these test cases is that everything is public and verifiable: the threads, the columns, the positions of 
those involved. Nothing is hidden. 
 
That also means: whoever dismisses this as a lie makes themselves the liar. The facts are visible, retrievable, and 
testable.
 
This is Pascalism in practice:
 
	 •	 Falsehood collapses the moment it is tested. 
	 •	 Truth survives the testing. 
	 •	 Everything that conceals framing or interests burns up in its own smoke. 
 
These test cases show that the façade is cracking. And that Pascalism is not only a philosophical principle 
but an operational instrument to make manipulation visible. 
 

 

 

 



9. Appendix 
 
Appendix 1a – Gaza column (de Volkskrant) 
 
Description: 
Column in de Volkskrant by Diederik Samsom about Gaza. 
Moral form of address in “we”-language: responsibility is collectively placed on citizens. 
His position at Gasunie is not mentioned anywhere.



Appendix 1b – Gaza thread (LinkedIn) 
 
Description: 
Public discussion on LinkedIn in response to the Gaza column. 
The moral framing is identified as moral abuse. 
After this testing the thread falls silent = collapse.

Blur: all names and profile pictures 
of non-public participants have been 
blurred. Only the name of Diederik 
Samsom (public figure and board 
member of Gasunie) remains visible.



Appendix 2a – Energy column (de Volkskrant) 
 
Description: 
Column in de Volkskrant by Diederik Samsom on energy and climate. 
Once again a moral appeal directed at citizens. 
Here too, his Gasunie position remains unmentioned.



Appendix 2b – Energy thread (LinkedIn) 
 
Description: 
Public discussion on LinkedIn in response to the energy column. 
The interest route and manipulation through moral appeal are explicitly identified.
Responses follow briefly, then silence sets in = collapse.
  

Together, these appendices provide the verifiable basis of the test cases.



Pascal Becker Hoff 
October 2025 

© Pascal Becker Hoff. Personal use is permitted. 
For publication, reproduction, or commercial use, please 

request prior permission.


