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https://www.rt.com/op-edge/342008-mh17-bellingcat-buk-ukraine-refuted/

- Les deux batteries dont Bellingcat montre les photos sont différentes: Comparaison:

La "vieille" : http://i.dailymail.co.uk/i/pix/2016/05/03/16/33CA37A100000578-3571466-image-m-56_1462290321798.jpg

La "neuve"
1- La 332 est toute neuve alors que celle filmée soi-disant en Ukraine est bien abîmée.

2- La neuve possède des garde-fous au sommet, à deux endroits, garde-fous qui sont absents sur la 'fameuse" 332 sale, alors qu'ils devraient se profiler sur le ciel étant donné l'angle de prise de vue

-4 Une photo de Bellingcat où la batterie arbore une inscription énigmatique et incomplète (http://i.dailymail.co.uk/i/pix/2016/05/03/17/33CA378A00000578-3571466-image-m-3_1462292502831.jpg ), alors que la 332 basée à Koursk, selon eux, a un numéro bien lisible (http://i.dailymail.co.uk/i/pix/2016/05/03/16/33CA377D00000578-3571466-image-m-52_1462290165689.jpg)
...- Franchement, qui va gober le coup du numéro? Complètement illisible, fragmentaire (au point que Bellincat est obligé de mettre un point d'interrogation à l'envers à la place).

Même des Anglais émettent des doutes sur Bellingcat et sur le Daily Mail qui commente son article (http://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-3571466/Is-Russian-missile-launcher-shot-MH17-Report-claims-identified-weapon-says-DID-come-Putin-s-anti-aircraft-brigade.html?ito=social-twitter_mailonline ):
- PabloEl, london, United Kingdom, 2 weeks ago

The western press are happy to use Bellingcat because the methodology sounds catchy for milenials. As soon as his credibility is blown (which it already is for many) it will be off to the next "open source" well of (dis)information and Bellingcat will be consigned to the dustbin of history.

- Sy Gunson, Wellington, New Zealand, 2 weeks ago
Bellingcat (Elliot Higgins) cited Youtube footage of the 53rd AA Regiment taken at Belgorod 370km to the north on 24 June 2014 as his evidence. However he failed to notice that the footage also reveals the regiment was equipped with BUK-9M2 missiles, not the BUK-9M1 missile type filmed at Torez near Snizhne. In fact Ukrainian news footage from 16 June 2014, the day before MH17 was shot down shows a Ukrainian BUK-9M1 Launcher & Radar vehicle of 1st Battalion, 95th seperate air mobile brigade of the Ukrainian army encamped just outside Snizhne. Bellingcat is peddling misleading claims.

- PabloEl, london, United Kingdom, 2 weeks ago Bellingcat is supposedly crowd funded. I wonder how big that crowd is, pretty tiny i would suspect. The question is rather which intelligence agency funds Bellingcat and is anyone taken in by his millenial targetted propaganda?

- Steve777, London, United Kingdom, 2 weeks ago
Bellingcat - A one man unemployed Finance / Admin worker operation working from Home , Just like the One man SOHR clown working from Home , Propaganda machines thats it....

- Feddup, Yorkshire, United Kingdom, 2 weeks ago
OK. So it was there. Was it the launch vehicle (TELAR)? (Who knows? You can't do ant tests for that.) Even if it WAS the launch vehicle, the button was pressed in a command vehicle and was guided by an acquisition radar - that is THREE vehicles. In any case, no one seems to have seen the tell-tail smoketrail from one of these missiles. Now the big question. Was the missile a 9K37 (the old one) or a 9K317 (the new one?. If it is the old one, bear in mind that Ukraine has these too. BTW - IF it was a Russian crew, they will have been experts and a expert can tell the difference between an airliner and a ground attack aircraft on the radar. They aren't that stupid.

- Sy Gunson, Wellington, New Zealand, 2 weeks ago
For accuracy Ukraine was part of the Soviet Union, so inherited their SA-11 (BUK-9M1) systems. Russia did not sell the BUK system to Ukraine.

- Sy Gunson, Wellington, New Zealand, 2 weeks ago
It is not barbaric to deny it if Russia did not do it...Use your noggin. MH17 was shot down by a BUK-9M1 missile no longer in Russian use by the end of 2013. Youtube footage of the 53rd AA Regiment at Belgorod on 24 June clearly showed Russians had BUK-9M2 missiles on their launchers
- Crisp, Birmingham, United Kingdom, 2 weeks ago
Is there a reason why whenever the Daily Mail asks a question in the headline, the answer to that question is "No"?
(Je rappelle que la question posée dans le titre était "Is THIS the Russian missile launcher that shot down MH17?"

- Sasha K, Siberia, Russia, 2 weeks ago
Bellingcat managed to earn a reputation that does not allow to take similar attacks on Russia seriously. In the case with this UK office headed by a rather odious character Eliot Higgins all too obvious at all its genres - journalistic sensationalism, and in a single way: fit open source information under the already prepared statement

C'est drôle, on ne peut s'empêcher de faire aussitôt la comparaison avec les Etazunis qui refusaient de donner les sources de certaines photos satellite présentées comme "preuves", sous le prétexte que cela pourrait permettre d'en déduire des données "top secret". C'est certains que, du côté de l'Empire du Bien, on a intérêt à ce que plein de choses restent secrètes, c'est bien pour cela que les lanceurs d'alerte sont poursuivi par tous les moyens possibles!

