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WOLFGANG FRÖHLICH is a 67 year old engineer
who has spent over 15 year in prison because he refuses to believe, without forensic proof, that Germans
conducted homicidal gassings, using Zyklon-B, during World War Two. His accusers refuse to evaluate his
expert report and instead seek to have him declared mentally insane at the 26 March 2018 trial!

AUSTRIA’S POLITICAL/WITCH TRIAL – SOVIET STYLE!
The recent Dr Dietmar Jünger’s Psychiatric Report
claims Wolfgang Fröhlich suffers from a delusional
disorder that prevents him from accepting that his
delusions are irrational or inaccurate.
But Fröhlich vigorously questions the psychiatrist’s
competence and objectivity, and he has invited the
authorities to have his expert report evaluated by
competent individuals qualified in engineering and
chemistry.
Once a member of the Vienna District Council,
Fröhlich fell foul of the Austrian VerbotsgesetzProhibition Act of 1947, and amended in 1992 to
include any act that questioned the official
Holocaust narrative or the minimizing of so-called
National Socialist crimes. Fröhlich had appeared as
an expert witness at the 16-21 July 1998 trial of
Jürgen Graf and Gerhard Förster at Baden, Aargau,
Switzerland. Graf had contravened the 1992
Amendment by writing, together with Carlo
Mattogno:
Auschwitz.
Tätergeständnisse
und
Augenzeugen des Holocaust, which was published

in 1994 by Förster’s
company. Both were
escaped prison when
1998, and Graf fled

Neue Visionen publishing
found guilty, but Förster
he died on 23 September
via Iran to Russia. [Graf

attended the August 1998 Adelaide Institute Revisionist
Symposium during which he was advised of his dismissal
from his teaching post!- ed. AI]
>>Revisionist Persecution and Prosecution
14 Years’ Imprisonment for Wolfgang Fröhlich in Austria

By Roberto Hernández, 10 October 2015
In this Swiss trial, Fröhlich’s brief introduction noted that
his fields of expertise were process engineering and gas
applications. He told the court that he had carried out
numerous gassings to exterminate pests and infectious
microbes. Apparently, instead of these credentials
helping the defense and positioning him as a key expert
on this subject, they created a real problem for him.
The court did not like what he had to say about the
impossibility of mass gassing as it is told it happened to
millions in the incontestable Holocaust narrative. Here I
reproduce part of his dialogue with the prosecutor at this
trial in 1998 in a Swiss Court:
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- Aufdenblatten (Prosecutor): “In your opinion were
mass gassings with Zyklon B technically possible?”
- Fröhlich: “No.”
– Aufdenblatten: “Why not?”
– Froehlich: “The pesticide Zyklon B is hydrocyanic acid
absorbed in a granular-shaped carrier substance. It is
released through contact with the air. The boiling point of
hydrocyanic acid is 25.7 degrees [Celsius]. The higher
the temperature, the more rapid is the rate of
evaporation. The delousing chambers in which Zyklon B
was used in NS [German wartime] camps and elsewhere
were heated to 30 degrees and higher, so that the
hydrocyanic acid would be released rapidly from the
carrier granules. However, in the half-underground
mortuaries of the Auschwitz-Birkenau crematories, where
witnesses claim that mass killings with Zyklon B took
place, the temperatures were very much lower. Even if
one allows for the warming of the spaces by the body
warmth of the hypothetical prisoners, the temperature
would not have been more than 15 degrees, even in
summer time. Consequently, it would have taken many
hours for the hydrocyanic acid to evaporate. “According
to eyewitness reports, the victims died very quickly. The
witnesses mention time frames of ‘instantaneous’ to ‘15
minutes.’ To be able to kill the gas chamber prisoners in
such a short time, the Germans would have had to use
ridiculously large amounts of Zyklon—I estimate from 40
to 50 kilograms for each gassing. This would have made
any work in the gas chamber fundamentally impossible.
The special-detachment [Sonderkommando] people,
whom the witnesses say were assigned the task of
clearing out [dead bodies] from them [the gas
chambers], would have collapsed immediately upon
entering the rooms, even if they were wearing gas
masks. Enormous amounts of hydrocyanic acid would
have streamed out into the open, and would have
poisoned the entire camp.”
(For further inquiry into this trial consult The Journal of
Historical Review, vol. 17, no. 4 (July/August 1998;
codoh.com/node/2756)
The Prosecutor not only did not like what Froehlich had
said in court, he also threatened him with prosecution. In
2001 after the publication of his 368-page book Die
GaskammerLüge (The Gas-Chamber Lie) he had all the
attention of the Austrian authorities.
On 21 June 2003 he was arrested in Vienna, and in
September 2003 he was sentenced to three years in
prison, two of which were suspended, for violating the
Verbotsgesetz.
In June 2005, he was indicted for sending 800 CDs titled
Gaskammerschwindel (Gas Chamber Hoax) to individuals
across the whole spectrum of Austrian society, and was
re-incarcerated on August 29, 2005.
Judge Claudia BandionOrtner subsequently sentencing
him to two years in prison and revoked the suspension of
the previous sentence, hence Fröhlich had to serve an
additional four years.
However, Austria’s Supreme Court suspended 29 months
of this sentence, hence Fröhlich had to serve “only” 19
months.
In December 2006, shortly after his release from prison,
Fröhlich participated in the first Holocaust conference in
Teheran, but in spite of complaints to the authorities, he
was not prosecuted.
[Fredrick Töben delivered Wolfgang Fröhlich’s talk at the
Teheran conference because its content could have
contravened the Austrian law. – ed. AI]

In August 2007, however, during his probation period, he
called upon a member of parliament and the provincial
governors to abolish the Verbotsgesetz. For this and for
his “Holocaust denial” he was sentenced by Judge
Martina Spreitzer-Kropiunik at the Vienna Regional Court
for Criminal Matters, on January 14, 2008, to four years
in prison plus 29 months from the revoked probation, a
total of 6 years and 4 months.
His appeal was dismissed. Austrian courts are less
“tolerant” than German courts on the violation of its
statutes on Holocaust denial. Austria, with its
Verbotsgesetz law, is perhaps the worst country in which
to doubt the orthodox narrative of the Holocaust and
seek historical truth and accuracy, outside the religious
myth and taboo that protects the Holocaust as a whole,
as one would think is imperative in a modern democracy.
By 2010, Fröhlich, 59, had already served a total of six
and a half years in prison. But while still in prison, he
was sentenced to two more years in prison for sending
from his prison cell letters to National Council President
Barbara Prammer (SPÖ), Cardinal Christoph Schönborn
and others arguing that the mass extermination of Jews
with Zyklon B was technically impossible, the number of
victims of six millions “the most heinous fraud in the
history of humanity.”
This isn’t the end of this terrible story, though, and with
this, we come to the reason why we write about Fröhlich
in the first place:
On July 9, 2015, the Krems District Court under Presiding
Judge Dr. Gerhard Wittmann sentenced Wolfgang
Fröhlich to another 3 years in prison – half a year before
he was slated to be released! This time he had been
indicted by prosecutor Elisabeth Sebek for sending letters
from his prison cell to the Austrian Chancellor Werner
Faymann as well as to other personalities and to the
Austrian newsmagazine Profil.
In these letters, he had expressed once more his opinion
that the Holocaust could not have occurred as usually
asserted.
So let’s make a tally:
2003: 3 years, all served
2005: 2 years, all served
2007: 4 years, all served
2010: 2 years, still serving
2015: 3 years, still serving
This is a total of 14 years in prison, and with such a
record chances are slim that any part of this term will
ever be suspended on probation.
With that total, Fröhlich surpasses the sad record of
Horst Mahler in Germany, who is still serving a
cumulative prison term of 13 years and 3 months for his
highly controversial but ultimately peaceful dissent
(although he didn’t just “deny”, he also justified the 9/11
attacks on the U.S., and the Third Reich’s racial and antiSemitic measures, plus recommended repeating them in
part).
Knowing Fröhlich, who gets more and more upset the
more he is persecuted, he probably will never shut up
and will spend the rest of his life in prison, from where
he will keep writing letters that will get him in trouble.
To paraphrase Robert Faurisson, putting a canary into a
cage isn’t going to stop it from singing its songs – maybe
unless the evidently incompetent prison authorities start
censoring his letters and prevent any “illegal” statements
from reaching the outside world. That would keep
Fröhlich out of trouble at least while he’s behind bars.
*https://codoh.com/library/document/3695/<<
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EINLADUNG
zum 6. politischen Schauprozess gegen meine Person
Zeit: Montag, 26. März 2018, 9.00 Uhr
Ort Landesgericht Krems, 1. Stock, Saal G
Die Volksverhetzer bedienen sich neuerdings der schon unter Stalin “bewährten” Methode. Kritiker
warden kurzerhand für verrückt erklärt: Siehe Beilage
Bitte wenn möglich ins Internet stellen!
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

ABSCHRIFT

Dipl.-Ing. Wolfgang Fröhlich
Politischer Gefangener in der JA-Stein, H.Nr. 46484
A-3504 Krems/Stein
Landesgericht Krems a.d. Donau
Josef Wichner Strasse 2
A-3500 Krems/Donau

24 Hv 12/17b-1

JA-Stein, 19. February 2018

ANTRAG
Ich beantrage zum wiederholten Mal die Prüfung meines technischen Gutachtens über Zyklon-BMenschenvernichtungs-Gaskammern aus den 90er-Jahren durch einen gerichtlich beeideten
Sachverständigen der Fachrichtung Verfahrenstechnik oder Technische Chemie.
BEGRÜNDUNG:
Der vom Gericht bestellte Sachverständige für Psychiatrie und Neurologie, Dr. Dietmar Jünger, urteilte in
seinen mir jetzt vorliegenden Gutachten vom 28.10.17 bzw. 7.11.17 über meine Person wie folgt:
Gutachten Dr. Jünger vom 28.10.17, Seite 14:
“… Aus psychiatrischer Sicht stellt die bei dem Betroffenen bestehende wahnhafte Störung, eine
Geisteskrankheit dar.
Der Betroffene ist hierdurch nicht in der Lage, den Unrechtsgehalt seines Handelns in objectiver Weise zu
erkennen, sodass hier eine Zurechnungsfähigkeit im Sinne des §11 StGB vorliegend ist.”
Ergänzungsgutachten Dr. Jünger vom 6.11.17, Seite 3:
“Im Gegensatz dazu (Anmerkung: zum Erstgutachten vom 2/2015) werden jetzt durch die wahnhaft
veränderte Realitätswahrnehmung und Verarbeitung weitaus grösserer Bereiche des gesamten
Lebensvollzuges beeinträchtigt, sodass der Betroffene die Störung das Ausmass eine geistig-seelische
Abartigkeit höheren Grades erreicht.
Auf Grund dieser geistig-seelischen Abartigkeit höheren Grades erlebt der Betroffene einen inneren Zwang
seine Thesen weiterhin zu publizieren …”
Diese Beurteilung meiner Person durch den Gutachter gründet sich offenbar darauf, dass dieser meint,
dass meine “Thesen”, wie er sich ausdrückt, unrichtig und unwissenschaftlich seien, ja dem Wahn eines
Geisteskranken entsprungen seien, was schliesslich vom Gericht längst forensisch korrekt festgestellt
worden sei. Wie Sie wissen, ist dies jedoch NICHT der Fall. Seelisch-geistige Devianz kann logischerweise
nur notorischen Lügnern, Betrügern, Soziopathen, politischen Hetzern und diversen anderen “netten
Zeitgenossen” attestiert werden. Nicht aber Personen, die sich nach bestem Wissen und Gewissen der
wissenschaftlichen Wahrheit verpflichtet fühlen!
Ich stelle daher erneut den Antrag, mein technisches Gutachten über Zyklon-B-MenschenvernichtungsGaskammern im Sinne der garantierten Freiheit der Wissenschaft einer wissenschaftlichen Prüfung durch
einen gerichtlich beeideten Sachverständigen zu unterziehen!
Wenn der Sachverständige feststellen sollte, dass mein Gutachten Nonsens sei, dann würde ich Herrn Dr.
Jünger beipflichten. Falls es sich aber als korrekt erweist, so trifft das Attest Dr. Jüngers auf jene zu, die
mir unterstellen “wirre Thesen” zu verbreiten!

(DI W. Fröhlich)

_____________________________________________________________
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Holocaust-Leugnung in Briefen aus Gefängnis:
Vier Jahre Haft plus Einweisung

Mit vier Jahren Haft und einer Einweisung in eine Anstalt für
geistig abnorme Rechtsbrecher hat ein Prozess um HolocaustLeugnung am Montag in Krems geendet. Die Geschworenen
entschieden einstimmig für einen Schuldspruch, sieben der acht
Laienrichter hielten den in der Justizanstalt Stein inhaftierten
66-Jährigen für zurechnungsfähig. Das Urteil ist nicht
rechtskräftig.
Mildernd bei der Strafbemessung war das Tatsachengeständnis,
erschwerend u.a. der rasche Rückfall - während der Haft - und
die vielfache Tatbegehung, sagte der vorsitzende Richter.
Zudem wurde eine Einweisung nach Paragraf 21 Absatz 2
Strafgesetzbuch ausgesprochen. Die Staatsanwältin gab keine
Erklärung ab. Der Verteidiger meldete Nichtigkeitsbeschwerde
und Berufung an. Damit ist das Urteil nicht rechtskräftig.
Der in Stein inhaftierte einstige Wiener Bezirksrat - er wurde
1994 aus der FPÖ ausgeschlossen - soll laut Anklage in
Schriftstücken u.a. an den Justizminister und Richter die
Existenz von Gaskammern während der NS-Zeit geleugnet und
behauptet haben, es sei unmöglich, dass das Nazi-Regime sechs
Millionen Juden ermordet habe.
Der 66-Jährige musste sich wegen Paragraf 3h Verbotsgesetz
verantworten, er weist nach Gerichtsangaben fünf einschlägige
Verurteilungen auf. Dem Wiener werden von Oktober 2016 bis
Juli 2017 verschickte Briefe sowie Eingaben bei Gerichten und
Staatsanwaltschaften vorgeworfen. Der Mann leidet laut einem
Gutachter an einer wahnhaften Persönlichkeitsstörung und ist
nicht zurechnungsfähig. (APA)
https://theworldnews.net/at-news/holocaust-leugnungin-briefen-aus-gefangnis-vier-jahre-haft-plus-einweisung

Vier Jahre Haft und Einweisung für Holocaust-Leugner
nachrichten.at/apa 26. März 2018 - 13:59 Uhr
KREMS. Mit vier Jahren Haft und einer Einweisung in eine
Anstalt für geistig abnorme Rechtsbrecher hat ein Prozess um
Holocaust-Leugnung am Montag in Krems geendet.

Die
Geschworenen
entschieden
einstimmig
für
einen
Schuldspruch, sieben der acht Laienrichter hielten den in der
Justizanstalt
Stein
inhaftierten
66-Jährigen
für
zurechnungsfähig. Das Urteil ist nicht rechtskräftig.
Mildernd bei der Strafbemessung war das Tatsachengeständnis,
erschwerend u.a. der rasche Rückfall - während der Haft - und
die vielfache Tatbegehung, sagte der vorsitzende Richter.
Zudem wurde eine Einweisung nach Paragraf 21 Absatz 2
Strafgesetzbuch ausgesprochen. Die Staatsanwältin gab keine
Erklärung ab. Der Verteidiger meldete Nichtigkeitsbeschwerde
und Berufung an. Damit ist das Urteil nicht rechtskräftig.
Der 66-Jährige musste sich wegen Paragraf 3h Verbotsgesetz
verantworten, er weist nach Gerichtsangaben fünf einschlägige
Verurteilungen auf. Dem Wiener werden von Oktober 2016 bis
Juli 2017 verschickte Briefe sowie Eingaben bei Gerichten und
Staatsanwaltschaften vorgeworfen.
"Propagandalügen"
Der Angeklagte leugne den Holocaust, sagte die Staatsanwältin.
"Eine Lüge", reagierte der 66-Jährige mehrmals während des
Eröffnungsvortrags, was ihm eine Verwarnung des Richters
einbrachte. Laut Vertreterin der Anklagebehörde handle es sich
beim gebürtigen Kärntner um "einen Serientäter, einen
Rückfalltäter", der wegen 3h Verbotsgesetz insgesamt mehr als
13 Jahre Haft erhalten habe. Seine letzte Verurteilung - drei
Jahre unbedingt - sei im Februar 2016 rechtskräftig geworden.
Im Oktober 2016 habe er wieder "unzählige" Briefe und
Eingaben mit Hunderten Beilagen an verschiedenste Personen
und Institutionen verschickt.
http://www.nachrichten.at/nachrichten/chronik/VierJahreHaftundEinweisungfuerHolocaustLeugner;art58,285
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Vier Jahre Haft und Einweisung für Holocaust-Leugner
Von WZ Online, APA, 26. Marz 2018
Die
Geschworenen
entscheiden
einstimmig
für
einen
Schuldspruch. Das Urteil ist nicht rechtskräftig.
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Krems. Zum sechsten Mal ist ein Holocaust-Leugner am Montag
in Krems nach dem Verbotsgesetz schuldig gesprochen worden.
Vier Jahre Haft und eine Einweisung in eine Anstalt für geistig
abnorme Rechtsbrecher lautete das - nicht rechtskräftige - Urteil
gegen den in Stein inhaftierten 66-Jährigen. Er hatte in
Schreiben u.a. an den Justizminister die Existenz von
Gaskammern in der NS-Zeit bestritten.
Ehemaliger FPÖ-Bezirksrat war zu 13 Jahren Haft verurteil
worden
Der einstige Wiener FPÖ-Bezirksrat - er war 1994 aus der Partei
ausgeschlossen worden - war in den vergangenen Jahren zu
insgesamt 13 Jahren Haft verurteilt worden. Der Akademiker
musste sich am Montag wegen von Oktober 2016 bis Juli 2017
aus der Justizanstalt Stein verschickten Briefen sowie Eingaben
bei Gerichten und Staatsanwaltschaften verantworten. Die
Schreiben richteten sich laut Anklage beispielsweise an die 183
Parlamentsabgeordneten sowie die Richterschaft diverser
Gerichte. Darin war unter anderem vom "Mythos vom
Völkermord" und einer "Mauthausen-Betrüger-Clique" die Rede.
Der Angeklagte leugne den Holocaust, sagte die Staatsanwältin.
Der 66-Jährige warf ihr während ihres Eröffnungsvortrags
mehrmals "Lüge" vor, was ihm eine Verwarnung des
vorsitzenden Richters einbrachte. Die Anklägerin bezeichnete
den gebürtigen Kärntner als "Serientäter" und "Rückfalltäter".
Verteidiger Wolfgang Blaschitz forderte einen Freispruch.
Der 66-Jährige gab zu, die Schreiben verschickt zu haben. Er
verwies auf sein Anfang der 1990er-Jahre verfasstes Gutachten
mit dem Titel "Naturgesetze versus Gaskammern". Demnach
hätten mit dem Gas Zyklon B keine Gaskammern betrieben
werden können. "Es ist nicht möglich, also kann es nicht passiert
sein", sagte der Akademiker und forderte eine Prüfung seines
Gutachtens. "In Mauthausen ist die Gaskammer nach dem Krieg
errichtet worden", meinte er. Trotzdem würde man seit
Jahrzehnten Kinder dorthin "schleppen" und ihnen "falsche
Gaskammern" zeigen.
Wahnhafte Persönlichkeitsstörung
Ein Gutachter kam zum Schluss, dass der Mann an einer
wahnhaften
Persönlichkeitsstörung
leidet
und
nicht
zurechnungsfähig
ist.
Aufgrund
einer
geistig-seelischen
Abartigkeit höheren Grades erlebe er einen inneren Zwang,
seine Thesen weiterhin zu vertreten. Er gehe davon aus, seit 25
Jahren verfolgt zu werden, und spreche von einer "MauthausenClique", die sich bereichern wolle. Der Mann werde weiterhin
derartige Schreiben schicken, von Gewalttaten sei nicht
auszugehen, sagte der Sachverständige.
Der Staatsanwältin zufolge hatte der 66-Jährige nach dem von
der Anklage erfassten Zeitraum weitere Schreiben verfasst. Sie
beantragte die Einweisung in eine Anstalt für geistig abnorme
Rechtsbrecher, der Verteidiger sprach sich dagegen aus.
Die Geschworenen entschieden nach ihrer Beratung einstimmig
für einen Schuldspruch nach Paragraf 3h Verbotsgesetz. Im
Gegensatz zum Ergebnis des Gutachtens votierten bei der
Zusatzfrage sieben Laienrichter dafür, dass der 66-Jährige
zurechnungsfähig sei.
Das Gericht sprach zusätzlich zur Freiheitsstrafe eine Einweisung
nach Paragraf 21 Absatz 2 Strafgesetzbuch aus. Die Gefahr sei,
dass durch weitere Schreiben des Mannes "labile Personen in
seinen Einflussbereich gezogen werden, die eine 'Auschwitzlüge'
bekräftigen" würden, sagte der vorsitzende Richter.
Die Staatsanwältin gab keine Erklärung ab. Der Verteidiger
meldete Nichtigkeitsbeschwerde und Berufung an. Damit ist das
Urteil nicht rechtskräftig.
---------------------------Original Message----From: Wiener Zeitung - automatische Benachrichtigung
[mailto:noreply@wienerzeitung.at]
Sent: Wednesday, 28 March 2018 5:35 AM
To: toben@toben.biz
Subject: Kommentar freigeschaltet
Sehr geehrte(r) Fredrick Toben,
Ihr Kommentar wurde geprüft und freigeschaltet:
https://www.wienerzeitung.at/nachrichten/oesterreich/
chronik/955014_Vier-Jahre-Haft-und-Einweisung-fuerHolocaust-Leugner.html

Ihre Wiener Zeitung
Fredrick Toben, 27.03.2018, 20:40 Uhr
Hier haben wir eine Hexen Prozess Mentalitaet mit Soviet
Typfchen - Die forensischen Untersuchungen beweisen nicht die
angeblich gesetzliche verankerte Wahrheit. Solch ein Gesetz
macht die Geschichte faktisch nicht wahr! Bis jetzt hat keiner
menschliche Vergasungen faktisch bewiesen, und das Gesetz
verbietet es ueberhauot darueber zu diskutieren!
Aber Sie duerfen mein Kommentar ja nicht abdrucken weil Sie
dann das Gesetz brechen!
hete Vome, 26.03.2018, 16:15 Uhr
Geistige Brandsstifter , die unwiderlegbare Beweise für die
Existenz und den Betrieb der Konzentrationslager als
nachträgliche Erfindung darstellen, gehören eingesperrt und
isoliert. Diesen Leuten ist jede Möglichkeit zu nehmen Einfluss
auf andere Menschen zu haben.
Betreff „Auschwitzlüge”
AUSCHWITZ als Synonym für
Mordfabrik IST KEINE LÜGE „Auschwitz” hat stattgefunden und
man sollte die Verleugnung auch so benennen. =>
Auschwitzverleugnung
Florian Modin, 26.03.2018, 14:35 Uhr
Ich halte so Urteile für menschenrechtswidrig. Ich frage mich
auch, wie es um die subjektive Tatseite ausschaut. Ist er davon
überzeugt, was er sagt, oder weiß er, dass er lügt? Wenn er
weiß, dass er lügt, hat er sicher eine gewisse Schuld, die
bestraft gehört. Wenn nicht, bewegen wir uns auf sehr dünnem
Eis, das Leute bestraft, von denen wir annehmen, dass sie
lügen. So ein Gesetz überlegte sich ja auch einmal Dr.
Böhmdorfer bezüglich journalistischer Aussagen. Da gab es aber
einen heftigen Auffschrei. Sie als geistig abnorm wegzusperren
ist dann noch ein Schritt weiter Richtung UdSSR.
In seinen Schreiben spreche der Mann von "Propagandalügen",
sagte die Staatsanwältin. Er berief sich laut Anklage auf
statistische Beilagen, wonach etwa "ab dem Jahr 1939, dem
Beginn des sogenannten Holocausts an den Juden, die jüdische
Weltbevölkerung angestiegen ist", wie zu lesen war. Er habe von
einem "Mythos vom Völkermord" und einer "MauthausenBetrüger-Clique" geschrieben, führte die Staatsanwältin aus.
Briefe
richteten
sich
laut
Anklage
an
die
183
Parlamentsabgeordneten samt Präsidium des Nationalrates, das
Justizministerium und die Richterschaft der Landesgerichte
Krems, St. Pölten, Korneuburg, Linz und Wels. Dazu kamen
zahlreiche Eingaben an Gerichte in Niederösterreich, Wien und
Oberösterreich, an die Generalprokuratur, die Wirtschafts- und
Korruptionsstaatsanwaltschaft sowie an das Bundesamt für
Korruptionsprävention
und
Korruptionsbekämpfung
im
Innenministerium.
Verteidiger Wolfgang Blaschitz verwies auf Ergebnisse von zwei
Gutachten eines Sachverständigen, wonach der Angeklagte nicht
zurechnungsfähig sei und nicht für seine Taten bestraft werden
könne. Der 66-Jährige sei "weder gefährlich noch liegt eine
Anlasstat vor, die es rechtfertigen würde, hier mit einer
entsprechenden Maßnahme vorzugehen". Sein Mandant werde
freizusprechen sein, sagte der Rechtsanwalt.
Der 66-Jährige war im Februar 1994 aus der FPÖ
ausgeschlossen worden, weil er von einer "multikulturellen
Bastardisierung der Gesellschaft" gesprochen hatte. Als beim
Landesgericht Wien ein Verfahren wegen NS-Wiederbetätigung
gegen ihn anhängig war, tauchte er ab Mai 2000 jahrelang
unter. Seit 2003 ist der Akademiker bereits mehrmals wegen
Verbrechen nach dem Verbotsgesetz vor Gericht gestanden.
*http://www.nachrichten.at/nachrichten/chronik/VierJahreHaftundEinweisungfuerHolocaustLeugner;art58,285
1158

From 2015:
*http://www.noen.at/niederoesterreich/chronikgericht/
gerichtsteininsasseleugnetnazigraeuelverurteilt/4.883.89
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JUSTIZVERBRECHEN IN ÖSTERREICH?
Dr med Rigolf Hennig, 31. März 2018
1. Dr Hans Berger
Dies sei den österreichschen Behörden ans Herz gelegt.
Schon seit dem 22. Dezember 2016 sitzt Dr. Hans
Wie sollten auch eine Handvoll Leute – von denen einer,
Berger in der Strafanstalt des Landgerichtes 1080 Wien,
nämlich der alte Herr Rudolf Vogel (86), inzwischen
Wickenburggasse 10, in Untersuchungshaft. Ihm wird
verstorben ist – die Republik Österreich stürzen, selbst
allen Ernstes vorgeworfen, im Wege der „Europäischen
wenn sie das gewollt hätten?
Aktion“
die
Beseitigung
der
österreichischen
Natürlich wehrt sich Dr. Hans Berger, scheitert jedoch an
Bundesregierung,
die
Einrichtung
einer
neuen
der offensichtlich mangelhaften Rechtstaatlichkeit der
Reichsregierung und in weiterer Folge den Anschluß an
Republik Österreich. Zwei Beschwerden seines Anwaltes
das Großdeutsche Reich angestrebt zu haben.
gegen seine Nicht-Enthaftung beim OLG Wien waren
Unter dem Titel „Nationalsozialistische Wiederbetätigung“
ebenso
vergebliche
Mühe
wie
eine
drohen möglicherweise viele Jahre Haft.
Grundrechtbeschwerde
beim
österreichischen
Wenn die Sache für den Betroffenen nicht so
Verfassungsgericht. Keine der Instanzen scheint die
folgenschwer wäre, wäre sie eine Lachnummer ersten
österreichische Strafprozessordnung, also die gegebene
Ranges.
Rechtslage, beachten zu wollen. Die Richter haben die
Hans Berger, ein liebenswürdiger älterer Herr (76),
aktenkundigen Unterlagen, welche die irrationalen
Doktor der Chemie, Philosoph, Verehrer des Dichters
Beschuldigungen zumindest relativieren, offensichtlich
Erwin Guido Kolbenheyer und Vorsitzender des
unterdrückt und ihre Ablehnung ausschließlich mit den
Kolbenheyervereins, hatte sich vor einigen Jahren der
Verhaftungsanschuldigungen begründet, so, als wäre Dr.
Bewegung „Europäische Aktion“ angeschlossen in der
Berger bereits verurteilt.
Hoffnung, gemeinsam mit europäischen Freunden das
Nach
14
Monaten
offensichtlich
willkürlicher
Völkerrecht in Europa wiederherstellen zu können.
Untersuchungshaft
gibt
es
bislang
weder
eine
Tatsächlich war nach dem Zweiten Weltkrieg das
Anklageschrift noch ein Verfahren mit der Möglichkeit für
Völkerrecht von den Siegermächten vielfach gebrochen
Dr. Berger, sich zu rechtfertigen.
worden, so durch die Zerstörung und Aufteilung des
Stattdessen bieten die Medien nach monatelangem
Deutschen Reiches als dem lt. ständiger Rechtsprechung
Schweigen derzeit die ganze
Standartlatte des
des bundesdeutschen Verfassungsgerichtes seit 1973
Lügenvokabulars gegen den Patrioten auf, als wollten sie
fortbestehenden deutschen Nationalstaates. U.a. müssen
im Wege einer medialen Gesinnungsjustiz einen
Art. 146 des Grundgesetzes wie auch die Rede des
Schauprozess vorbereiten.
Vaters des bundesdeutschen Grundgesetzes, Prof. Carlo
Die Europäische Aktion als „Umsturzorganisation“ zu
Schmid vor dem parlamentarischen Rat 1948 als
bezeichnen ist indes genau so absurd, wie Herrn Dr.
Aufforderungen zur Wiederherstellung des Völkerrechtes
Berger der NS-Weiderbetätigung zu bezichtigen. Kritische
verstanden werden.
Meinungsäußerungen, etwa zu EU und zu VN, sind
Was Österreich anbelangt, so ist der „Staatsvertrag“ von
demokratisches Grundrecht, welches auch die Republik
1955 ein Knebelvertrag, der durch einschneidende
Österreich gewährleistet bzw. gewährleisten sollte.
Auflagen eine tatsächliche Selbstherrschaft aufhebt.
Die Europäische Aktion hat sich im Übrigen schon im
Die Europäische Aktion hält dementsprechend eine
Frühjahr 2017 als Organisation aufgelöst, lebt aber in
Revision der bestehenden Verhältnisse im Zuge der
ihren Vorstellungen weiter.
Verhandlungen
über
einen
Friedensvertrag
für
Es ist hoch an der Zeit, den Rechtsskandal um Dr. Hans
unumgänglich – so die Erklärung des Gründers der EA
Berger an die Öffentlichkeit zu bringen. Vielleicht hilft der
Bernhard Schaub im Jahre 2011. Kein Wort von
Druck von unten. Wenden Sie sich u. a. an
*
Österreichischer
Justizminister
Josef
Moser,
„Beseitigung der österreichischen Bundesregierung“ und
Museumstr. 7 - A-070 Wien
sonstiger Unterstellungen, vielmehr ein Vorschlag zur
*
Österreichischer
Bundeskanzler
Sebastian Kurz,
Heilung von Unrecht auf hoher Ebene auf streng
Ballhausplatz 2 – A-1010 Wien
demokratischem Wege durch die beteiligten Staaten.
***
Dies um do mehr, als sich die Europäische Union als
Please write a letter to Political Prisoner:
unfähig erweist, die Probleme der Zeit zu meistern,
Dr. Hans Berger,
sondern diese vertieft. Die Europäische Aktion schlägt als
Landesgefängnis
Alternative ein „Europa der Vaterländer“ vor, das sie
Wickenburggasse 18 – 20
„Europäische Eidgenossenschaft“ nennt.
A - 1082 Wien,
Nun soll sich Dr. Hans Berger „die Beseitigung der
ÖSTERREICH/AUSTRIA
demokratischen Rechtsordnung“ an die Fahne geheftet
--------------------------------------------------------------haben. Auch Hinweise auf „Fremdenfeindlichkeit“,
2. DI Wolfgang Fröhlich
„Zweifel am Völkermord des Dritten Reiches“ und
Am Montag, dem 26 März 2018 wurde der
„Verbindungen
zu
gewaltbereiten
rechten
Diplomingenieur Wolfgang Fröhlich am Landesgericht
Gruppierungen“ dürfen in diesem Sammelsurium
Krems in Niederösterreich wegen „Wiederbetätigung“
unsinniger Beschuldigungen nicht fehlen.
nach § 3 g (Verbotsgesetz) des öStGB durch ein
Der Abklatsch ist, wenn man nichts Besseres zu bieten
Geschworenengricht zu weiteren vier Jahren Haft
hat, bei solcherlei Anschuldigungen immer der Gleiche.
verurteilt. Zuzüglich soll die Einweisung in eine Anstalt
Nichts von alledem trifft zu bzw. hält einer Überprüfung
für geistig abnorme Rechtsbrecher erfolgen. Er ist nach
stand.
bislang fünf Verfahren bereits im 12. Jahr in gleicher
Der Bundesnachrichtendienst der Schweiz hat folgerichtig
Sache in Haft und ist somit Spitzenreiter unter den
eine Beobachtung der Europäischen Aktion mit der
Gesinnungsopfern noch vor Horst Mahler. Höchststrafen
Begründung abgelehnt: „Die EA rufe weder zu Gewalt auf
dieser Art
sind üblicherweise
Schwerverbrechern
noch übe sie selbst Gewalt aus“.
vorbehalten – die von den alliierten Besatzern hinterlasse
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Gesinnungsjustiz läßt grüßen einschließlich der in der
UDSSR praktizierten psychiatrischen Behandlung von
Abweichlern.
Das Urteil ist noch nicht rechtskräftig – Der Verteidiger
hatte
Freispruch
gefordert
und
hat
nun
Nichtigkeitsbeschwerde und Berufung eingelegt.
Wolfgang Fröhlich hat als Verfahrenstechniker in den
90er Jahren ein Gutachten mit dem Titel „Naturgesetze
versus Gaskammern“ erstattet, demzufolge mit dem Gas
Zyclon B keine Gaskammern zur Massentötung von
Menschen betrieben werden könnten
Im Vorfeld des jüngsten Verfahrens hat er zum
wiederholten Male die Prüfung seines technischen
Gutachtens
durch
einen
gerichtlich
vereidigten
Sachverständigen der Fachrichtung Verfahrenstechnik
oder Technische Chemie im Sinne der gesetzlich
garantierten Freiheit der Wissenschaft beantragt –
vergeblich.
Fröhlich fühlt sich selbst der wissenschaftlichen Wahrheit
verpflichtet: „Ich habe einen akademischen Eid geleistet,
und den werde ich nicht brechen“.
Österreichs Oberster Gerichtshof (OGH) hat gegen
Fröhlich inzwischen ein Beweismittelverbot erlassen, ein
gesetzartiger
Vorgang,
der
grundsätzlich
dem
Gesetzgeber vorbehalten ist.
Natürlich hat sich Fröhlich mit Menschenrechtsbeschwerden an den Europäischen Gerichtshof und den
Menschenrechtsausschuß
der
Vereinten
Nationen

gewandt. Da er bislang keine Antworten erhalten hat,
fürchtet er, seine Eingaben könnten unterschlagen
worden sein.
In den letzten Jahren hat sich Fröhlich gegen den
„Gaskammerbetrug von Mauthausen“ – wie er es nennt –
gewandt und mehrfach belegt, daß in diesem Lager in
Oberösterreich keine Vergasungen vorgenommen wurden
(die Belege liegen auch uns vor). Dessen ungeachtet
wird Fröhlich auch in dieser Sache verfolgt.
Wolfgang Fröhlich ist in beispielloser Weise Opfer
stalinistischer
Schauprozesse. Auch und gerade sein
Schicksal muß öffentlich bekannt werden, um ihm
vielleicht auf diese Weise zu helfen. Auch für ihn können
Eingaben bei den zuständigen Behörden hilfreich sein.
Anmerkung:

Obwohl Österreich seit 1955 frei von Besatzungsmächten
ist, scheint es in politisch-ideologischer Hinsicht immer
noch besetzt zu sein. Das Verhalten von Politik,
Behörden,
Medien
und
vielen
„gesellschaftlich
relevanten“ Gruppen zeigt eine auffällige Störung in
Bezug auf die Geschichte und das eigene Volkstum. Hier
wirken offensichtlich noch immer fremde Interessen.
Diese Erscheinung scheint überraschenderweise in
Österreich noch stärker ausgeprägt zu sein als in der
immer noch fremdbesetzten BRD.
Was nottut, sind beharrliche Aufklärung und wachsender
Widerstand.

________________________________________________

Es ist alles gesagt!
„Es ist alles gesagt“, so verabschiedet sich – wir könnten
es in jedem Fall so verstehen – Ursula Haverbeck von
den Gerichten der BRD. Es ist besonders von deren
Regierungs-vertretern
unermüdlich
von
Russen,
Chinesen, Türken usw. die Einhaltung der Grundrechte
aller Menschen eingefordert worden: Die Freiheit der
Meinung,
der
Presse,
der
Forschung
und
Weltanschauung. Die Prozesse der Frau Haverbeck
beweisen leider, daß deutsche Richter, deutsche Politiker
vergessen haben, daß zuerst sie sich selber trotz
Schwierigkeiten, dafür unermüdlich einsetzen müssen.
Dr. med. Rigolf Hennig

********

Everything has been said!
With these words, “Everything has been said,” Ursula
Haverbeck bade the German courts farewell, i.e. at least
we can interpret them as such. It is especially these
German government representatives who incessantly
demand of Russia, China and Turkey that they adhere to
basic human rights: Freedom of expression, in the press,
in research and in a world-view. The court cases against
Mrs Haverbeck unfortunately prove that German judges,
and German politicians seem to have forgotten they
themselves must tirelessly, despite difficulties, stand up
for those rights in their own country.
Dr. med. Rigolf Hennig

********

__________________________________________________________________
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THE FINAL WORD, WE HOPE, ON

The ALISON v MICHELE/PETER Saga

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------From: Peter Rushton
Sent: Sunday, 25 March 2018 9:06 PM
To: Fredrick Toben toben@toben.biz
Subject: Re: please resend Hi Fredrick:
I shall try to dig out the relevant emails later today when
I am on my other machine, but I suspect part of the
problem is that some of the recent emails have such a
long ‘tail’ of earlier messages.
On the other matter re the court documents, the defence
barrister is compiling his final written submissions, before
closing oral submissions next month. Since my evidence
from the British Library etc is part of that, I should wait
until his written submission (and that of the prosecution)
is finalised before distributing the texts. I’m sure you
understand the difficulties.
Speaking of difficulties, I’ve just had a go at you in what
I hope is a final reply to Alison over all the nonsense
that’s been going on. There’s no point in people trying to
provoke Michèle into getting into a further discussion
online with Alison: it’s not going to happen. There’s no
case to answer; I’ve spoken to several witnesses who
were in Vichy and none of them support Alison’s account.
As it happens, Michèle had approached Richard Edmonds
to provide funds for Alison to travel to Vichy in the first
place, precisely so that she could perform there. While I
wasn’t in Vichy, this part of the story I know for sure.
That trip to Vichy of course long predated the domestic
dispute. Before that dispute Michèle had absolutely no
hostility to Alison, quite the contrary.
It doesn’t do you or anyone else any good to get drawn
into these matters, of which frankly you have no direct
knowledge. We should seek to move on ASAP.
All the best,
PTR
-----------------------------------------------On 25 Mar 2018, at 12:22, Fredrick Toben
<toben@toben.biz> wrote:

Thanks Peter – I just sent off a response to your email to
Alison, which raises the basic question: Did Michele
forbid Alison to sing the (((Survivor))) song, which is the
crux of all this kerfuffle?
Don’t worry about your submission – I don’t think we’ll
be running any more on this issue, except when the
decision is handed down.

I recall that this sad discussion began when we
celebrated, in writing, the four Holocaust Revision
Heroines: No 1014, 1015 and 1016:
>>2. Now let’s celebrate the four women who are
currently spear-heading the Revisionist movement: -item
attached for those who have not seen it.
Alison Chablos –
Ursula Haverbeck –
Monika Schaefer –
Sylvia Stolz <<
– to which an avalanche of information about Michele
flooded in with the direct allegation that she should not
have been ignored – and the rest is history.
Take care –
Fredrick
--------------------------------------------On 26 Mar 2018, at 00:32, Peter Rushton wrote:

Hi Fredrick
Obviously I would be grateful for any input/corrections
you have re your trial in London. I shall dig out the
relevant email and send it on to you later today.
I wasn’t part of the discussion you mention about the
four revisionist heroines: I think it was actually our friend
Dr James Thring who chipped in with the well-meaning
suggestion that Michèle be included. I had nothing to do
with any of that correspondence, and I’m absolutely
certain that James was not in any way acting at Michèle’s
instigation.
The dispute between Alison and Michèle long predated all
of that. It began some time last year when Alison –
completely out of the blue (so far as I could tell) –
launched a foolish tirade against Michèle in the kitchen of
the house they were temporarily sharing. The landlord
was present, I was in the next room. I’ve given details
of that tirade in an earlier email. AFAIK Alison has not at
any point in this discussion disputed the factual accuracy
of my account. Sorry to refer to such trivialities, but she
has not disputed that I was correct about the milk having
in fact been my own; her having been mistaken about
the loo roll issue, etc., etc.
Rather than responding when corrected as to the origin
of her row with Michèle, Alison chose to branch off into
all sorts of irrelevancies, including now – quite
disgracefully – resurrecting the vile Griffinite smears. I
appreciate that from the other side of the world you have
absolutely no idea just how much damage this will do to
Alison, even among the vast majority of her former
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allies. It’s not so much shooting oneself in the foot: she
has chosen to step on a landmine and blow off her own
leg.
Returning to your specific question about the Vichy
birthday party for Robert Faurisson. The simple straight
answer is this: Michèle did not in any way “forbid Alison
to sing the (((Survivor))) song." In fact no such
conversation or discussion took place with Michèle at or
before that event which could have left any such
impression, even as a misunderstanding. The allegation
lacks any factual basis whatsoever.
Neither you nor I were present. You suggest that
Michèle should answer directly, but the truth is that this
entire viciousness would merely be perpetuated. BTW I
referred to your own comments as “ignorant malice”
since I assume that you were not present in Vichy, you
have not consulted any witness other than Alison, and
that in short you do not know what you are writing
about. Your contribution to that discussion is mere
malice (whether recycled from Alison or others, or for all
I know some malice of your own for reasons beyond my
comprehension). Having no access to relevant evidence,
your opinion can only be malicious.
For after all, Michèle’s testimony on this is of no more
value than Alison’s. Each of them now has an axe to
grind (though I should stress that this Vichy birthday
party was in early 2017 – I think the end of January –
many months before any dispute had arisen between
Alison and Michèle).
Far from encouraging a direct slanging match between
Alison and Michèle, we should take them both out of the
picture if we wish to gather the truth about that birthday
party. I assume that you have not discussed the matter
with a single witness, other than Alison herself.
Aside from Michèle, I have obtained information from
several witnesses and another person with directly
relevant knowledge. This is the sequence of events so
far as I can tell:
Some time in advance of the (surprise) party that was
being organised for Prof Faurisson, his right-hand man
contacted Michèle and asked whether finance was
available to allow Alison to attend. I’m not quite clear
whether Michèle contacted Richard Edmonds directly, or
suggested that the man concerned should contact
Richard – but it was certainly one or the other. I get this
from the people concerned, not from Michèle.
As a result, Richard provided the financial wherewithal
for Alison to attend, with the express intention (i.e.
Michèle’s intention also) that Alison should perform.
Michèle travelled by car to Vichy with comrades from
Germany. Far from pressing Alison not to perform
(((Survivors))) – or exerting any other pressure –
Michèle (having arrived as the party was already under
way) had no conversation with Alison at all, other than
passing pleasantries. In fact Michèle was disappointed
not to hear Alison perform, since she had to leave in the
car with the German comrades before the end of the
event.
That’s it: end of story. I have absolutely no idea why
Alison should at this late stage have made up such a
weird story, especially since she must know that there
are many witnesses to the contrary, one of whom has
already come forward. What on earth can Michèle
contribute to this discussion, other than to make it even
more subjective? The only witnesses are already on
Michèle’s side of the argument.
All the best,

PTR
ps: as regards the Alison trial, we’ll be putting up reports
on H&D’s website, for which I’ll send you the links in due
course, and then you can proceed as you see fit.
---------------------------------------------On 25 Mar 2018, at 17:50, toben@toben.biz wrote:

Thanks for this Peter - but your account of the story is
irrelevant for my gaining a full understanding of what
happened because it is just here-say manufactured by
yourself. Michele was there and is a witness to it all- it's
sad to see you playing such a silly interpretive game,
which reminds me of those many witness statements
that in Soviet times had individuals hanged.
Best –
Fredrick.
________________________________
On 26 Mar 2018, at 04:37, Peter Rushton wrote:

No Fredrick, by any normal rules of evidence the
opposite is the case and your argument below is what I
believe Aussies term ‘fuckwitted’.
My account is not “manufactured” by myself, it is drawn
from the only independent witnesses available –
including Joe Fallisi who has twice now gone on public
record to confirm there is absolutely no truth in Alison’s
statement.
For what it’s worth I can tell you now what Michèle says
and has always said: she had no such conversation with
Alison in Vichy, still less did she attempt ‘censorship’ of
Alison’s songs in Vichy.
But the point is (contrary to your assertion) neither
Michèle’s nor Alison’s statement is of any value compared
to my objective account drawn from independent
witnesses.
Michèle quite obviously is not an independent witness
and neither is Alison. Their accounts merely serve (by
any normal objective standard of argument) to cancel
each other out. Michèle has made it quite clear she has
no intention of conversing with Alison on this or any
other topic: she regards Alison as a dishonest individual
who should be shunned, and with whom no constructive
engagement is possible. I now find it difficult to
disagree, and I continue to advise Michèle not to respond
to this continued disreputable trolling by Alison, ‘Ms
Johnson’ (whoever she might be) and yourself.
I’m forced to conclude that for some reason unknown to
me you are quite incapable of “gaining a full
understanding of what happened” in this case.
PTR
------------------------------------------------------On 26 Mar 2018, at 01:18, toben@toben.biz wrote:

Peter, your use of expletives in your email indicates to
me that your role as an interpreter is done - shutting
down a discussion like that is a failure of moral and
intellectual nerve. Admittedly, and here I repeat myself,
your account of what happened is just your opinion
because it quotes other individuals' statements but does
not bring in the prime witness- the alleged individual
accused of censorship - Michele!
That's the Auschwitz survivor tactic who is too shattered
nerve-wise to be cross-examined. It would have been
great had Michele made a single-sentence statement,
rather than her getting others to speak on her behalf
because this is the Nuremberg legal tactic used all over
again. And Professor Deborah Lipstadt still uses this
shonky tactic - she will not "debate" with Holocaust
Deniers!
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And now Michele has reached the Lipstadt heights copied from the Irving trial?
You are setting yourself up as an authoritative
independent interpreter/reporter, then so openly
discredit yourself by defaming Alison, et al, as a liar.
What kind of moral and intellectual values reside in your
mind where cant and sophistry are in full flight? In the
Heideggerian sense you have lost your authenticity, in
the Popperian sense you have closed your mind, and in
the Peircean sense you have become a mere infallible
gatekeeper. Congratulations - and take care.
Fredrick.
PS: I am sending a copy of this email to the individuals
mentioned in the above text thereby according them
Natural Justice.
-----------------------------------------------------From: Peter Rushton
Sent: Tuesday, 27 March 2018 1:02 AM
To: Fredrick Toben
Subject: Re: The closing of a mind

My old mate in Port Adelaide (sadly now deceased) would
have found the perfect expletives for this situation. I
couldn’t hope to compete with him in finding the mots
justes.
You are of course correct that my mind is now closed on
the subject of Alison Chabloz, as there is no longer
anything of substance to discuss. I retained an open
mind on that matter for many months, in fact it now
seems I retained that open mind for far longer than I
ought.
Far from defaming Alison (and more recently Ms
Johnson) as liars, this was a straightforward and
accurate description – while some of this ‘debate’ has
involved matters of interpretation, they told simple
untruths (i.e. lies) on matters where the facts are
entirely within my competence (as they are not within
yours).
Your own contributions to this debate have been
worthless from the start, as you have zero knowledge of
the incidents, personalities or issues involved. Your
interventions in the debate have exhibited pure malice
and shown not the slightest familiarity with the facts
Your pretence at “natural justice” in choosing to circulate
a private email to others – again inspired by sheer malice
rather than any higher motive – shows once again that
you simply do not know the meaning of the word
“justice”, just as your latest email shows you do not
know the meaning of “cant” or “sophistry”. Though your
behaviour is a breach of normal conventions and
courtesies, it scarcely matters in this instance, as I wrote
nothing in that email that I haven’t already expressed to
the people concerned.
Nevertheless it’s one more indication of your
fundamental dishonesty in this affair, thinly disguised by
the usual vapid moralising.
However, best wishes on other matters where I trust you
will continue to advance the common cause. It really is
better to stick to matters within one’s own field of
expertise and knowledge.
PTR
-----------------------------------------------------------From: Fredrick Toben toben@toben.biz
Sent: Tuesday, 27 March 2018 4:02 AM
To: 'Peter Rushton'
Subject: RE: The closing of a mind - end-game

Hi Peter

1. Let me briefly note that in your below email there is
No salutation from you to me, and there was no
PRIVATE in the Subject line of your foregoing email,
which has become a convention in this electronic age.
Why not? It is common knowledge that any email
written without PRIVATE/PERSONAL in the subject line is
in the public domain and thus is a public utterance.
2. Merely implying that such a convention does not exist
and is implied, suggests to me you are indeed losing it,
grasping at straws; add to that the verbal abuse heaped
on Alison and Sophie, then justified by you as your
authoritative-competent
comment,
is
a
further
example/expression of your own pure malice, which you
so desperately wish to project on to others.
3. I would even go further and suggest your feverish
mind is fuelled by malice, hatred and ridicule, which
prevents you from retaining any semblance of civility.
4. This leads me to conclude that your common cause is
certainly not my common cause as you imply in your
final sentence, below. You made a legal submission on
behalf of Alison Chabloz, then claim that she is a liar!
What a disgusting type you are! Why did you even get
involved in this matter? Would you still have an ounce of
common decency in you to tell the real truth and not just
your cant/sophistry rubbish?
5. As I indicated in an earlier email, I am amazed at the
viciousness found in your verbiage, and although I
wished to discount the item that was sent through the
list about your past dealings, the picture of a character
flaw emerges where cant and sophistry are in overdrive
because had a little self-reflective intelligence kicked in,
then the image of a vicious Prime Ugly individual – on a
disgusting assassination mission – would not have come
to the fore. It is a picture of someone who has lost the
plot and who blusters and boasts about his own
expertise/competence, while negating that of others.
6. In closing Peter, let me say to you I rest easy because
all you are doing is merely expressing your personal
opinion, albeit ever so rudely and crudely. But that’s your
God-given right to free expression, isn’t it?
Best wishes.
Fredrick
-----------------------------------------------------------------Original Message----From: Fredrick Toben <toben@toben.biz>
To: 'Peter Rushton'
Sent: Mon, Mar 26, 2018 10:44 pm
Subject: FOR THE RECORD - FW: The closing of a mind end-game - RE: With Love From Vichy ~ TELL ME MORE
LIES ~ Vive Faurisson!

Hi All – Good news:
1. This will be my final email on my exchange with Peter
Rushton. Why?
2. It is clear to me that Peter is using a tactic to “win”
the self-constructed argument, while I ask questions that
aim to clarify what the disagreement is all about – the
former uses the Marxist death dialectic of win-lose
embodied and giving rise to typical false consciousness
as embodied in class thinking; I use the life-giving
Hegelian dialectic of win-win as embodied in the Natural
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dialectic process of thesis: Man- antithesis: Woman =
synthesis: Child.
3. In view of Australia just adopting the British narrative
and a massive global orchestrated strategy of a blamegame so reminiscent of pre WWII when the German
Reich was singled out as the villain, without releasing
vital evidence proving the allegation against Russia as
the perpetrator: Australia expels two Russian diplomats
over UK nerve agent attack - Malcolm Turnbull
announces move as part of ‘largest collective expulsion
of Russian intelligence officers in history’ –
https://www.theguardian.com/australianews/2018/mar/
27/australia-expels-russian-diplomats-uk-nerve-agentattack.
4. The new Allies have quickly linked this ‘nerve gas
attack” to WWII; is this a veiled reference to the alleged
“Auschwitz homicidal gas chambers”? After all, the Allies
used gas during WWI, of which Adolf Hitler was a victim.
5. Now I see a large moral problem emerging in the role
Peter Rushton has played in this divisive issue engulfing
both Alison and Michele, which is so sad and totally
unnecessary – unless Rushton’s strategy aimed to derail
Alison’s legal defence by sowing discord among Alison
and Michele. He has now reached the point where he
defames Alison as a “liar” while at the same time having
made a legal submission on her behalf!
6. All this does not make any sense, except that Rushton
becomes abusive and quite ill-mannered in his email
replies.
7. Now I ask: Why?
-----------------------------------------------------------------From: Richard Edmonds
Sent: Tuesday, 27 March 2018 7:23 PM
To: Fredrick Toben
Cc: Peter Rushton
Subject: RE:Tell Me MORE LIES: please, let's hear the
Truth.

Fredrick,
I am writing this to you and Peter R. alone: I'm wishing
to put a stop to all this. You write;
"Now I see a large moral problem emerging in the role
Peter Rushton has played in this divisive issue engulfing
both Alison and Michele."
The problem, moral or otherwise, of the divisive issue
between Peter R. and Alison Ch. was caused by Alison,
with or without help from Topham in Canada, in
resurrecting that foul and disgusting lie from twenty
years ago that the foul and disgusting Nick Griffin chose
to launch against Peter R. Earlier you yourself referred
to "BNP infighting": the truth is, and I was there (one of
the founders of the BNP), that Griffin destroyed the BNP
and his totally unwarranted and unprincipled attack on
Peter R was part and parcel of his destruction of the BNP.
Now why Alison, who knows nothing of the disputes
internal to the BNP of twenty years, why she should think
to resurrect Griffin's disgusting lies against the man, an
Oxford scholar, who acting as her researcher was and is
(!) key to her defence, and key to whether she and we
win this battle, or whether she goes defeated and
dejected to prison....
I say again, Why she chose to drag Griffin's filth up in
this manner, I do not understand . Is she suffering from
the strain of it all?
Richard.
----------------------------------------------

On 27 Mar 2018, at 11:46, Fredrick Toben
<toben@toben.biz> wrote:

Richard – thanks for this and I appreciate your good
intentions but I have little tolerance when anyone
becomes abusive and refuses to respond to matters
raised.
1. I personally resisted even mentioning this BNP matter
because I do know Nick just a little but certainly not
enough to use any stuff he dredges up about Peter
because such hit-pieces are not contained within the
rules of Natural Justice. In any case the self-fulfilling
prophecy arose within Peter when he responded to my
matter with some shameful language and insinuations.
2. Peter even mentions Jock Spooner whom I have
known for a long time, as well as David Astin, and this
gave rise to my recalling how the latter two summed up
Peter’s almost infantile rapture with Michele: they regard
him as her lapdog who, however, also acts as her
strategic thinker.
3. From my viewpoint, this perception ties in with the
viciousness that developed when I did not include
Michele in the four Revisionist heroines – and I was just
astounded by this development: Michele does not need
any praise for her good work throughout these past
decades because she is an established Holocaust
Revisionist heroine. Arthur Topham, in his innocence,
prepared a lovely four columned picture, and was
roundly condemned by a couple of individuals. Arthur
then tried to include Michele in his presentation by
bringing in the Gulag Ladies. Its headline: Not fit for a
lady, exacerbated Michele’s aggrieved feelings some
more. Then the attack on Alison began to accelerate
through that Agence Bocage article, which, certainly in
my view, expresses Michele’s sentiments quite clearly. I
have known Michele for long enough to get a feel of her
character and the values expressed therein.
4. As an established Holocaust Revisionist, Michele did
not need to be included with Ursula Haverbeck, Sylvia
Stolz, Monika Schaefer and Alison Chabloz who are all
currently facing court. I then received a long screed of
justification for Michele’s inclusion – what Michele had
done for the cause as if that had ever come into
question! And then the surprise appearance of Michele at
the Dresden demonstration, which for many was just too
obviously a desperate attempt at pulling rank in order to
be included in that foursome heroine group.
5. And then for me the other conflict strand became
visible, between Alison and Michele. When I asked the
basic question whether both Alison and Michele can make
a statement about that statement – to sing or not to
sing, Peter interjected and claimed such would be of no
value because such would be subjectively laden, and that
he, Peter, was the objective and authoritative voice on
the whole issue. Such a stance I, of course, rejected
outright because Peter’s expressed views are just that –
his personal opinion! And the abuse kept on flowing from
Peter’s foul mouth, for which there just wasn’t any need.
However, as a teacher I am quite familiar with students
and colleagues reacting like that when the going gets
tough and when the battle-of-the-wills process heats up.
6. From Peter’s subsequent responses I deduced that he
can behave like a street fighter who has no moral qualms
but who is out to win at any price. Luckily I am also
versed in such behaviour and so I continued to challenge
him in coming clean on the whole matter. It is much like
what we are currently witnessing in the British-US and
20+ other countries’ coalition and its planned attack on
Russia, which without evidence, is now openly inciting
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and thereby preparing the first steps to war against
Russia, and where also verbal abuse and insinuations
flow unchecked.
7. If this matter were not so serious to Holocaust
Revisionists/Free Expression advocates, then I would
have dismissed it as an infantile expression of
frustrations that teenagers go through and, with some
maturing, leave behind when they reach adulthood quite
strengthened and fully balanced because such battles are
the stuff of a lived life. Your job as a self-appointed but
welcomed conciliator is perhaps to resolve the conflict
between Alison and Michele because my conflict with
Peter will then automatically resolve itself. How nice it
would be if this could be achieved for the sake of those
looking on and wondering what moral and intellectual
values Holocaust Revisionists/Nationalists are carrying
within their minds. After all, this fatuous nonsense of
winning at all costs destroys our capacity to enjoy and to
love the fruits of our hard won insights where truth
reigns supreme.
Best wishes.
Fredrick
------------------------------------From: Peter Rushton
Sent: Tuesday, 27 March 2018 11:16 PM
To: Fredrick Toben
Cc: Richard Edmonds
Subject: Re: PERSONAL - PRIVATE the doors of
perception open up RE: Tell Me MORE LIES: please, let's
hear the Truth. -

Fredrick – you have not the slightest sense of “natural
justice” or basic decency, as is evident from the content
of your recent emails.
You are a degenerate ‘bludger’ (to use an Aussie term
that I first encountered as a description of you,
accompanied by appropriate epithets). I shall have no
more contact with you other than to pass on your emails
for appropriate action if judged necessary.
PTR
---------------------------------------------------------------From: Fredrick Toben toben@toben.biz
Sent: Wednesday, 28 March 2018 1:43 PM
To: 'Peter Rushton'
Cc: 'Richard Edmonds'
Subject: Declassified:
Re: PERSONAL-PRIVATE the doors of perception open up
RE: Tell Me MORE LIES: please, let's hear the Truth. -

Hi All –
I have reflected a little more on the Alison-Michele
matter and am concluding it by responding to Richard
Edmond’s failed but appreciated attempt at “reconciling”
Rushton and Töben, and so am now also declassifying
the final emails – just for your amusement or just for
your delete button!
We have more important matters to contend with, and
I’ll be focusing on the Wolfgang Fröhlich guilty verdict of
26 March 2018 AUSTRIA’S NEW WITCH TRIAL – SOVIET
STYLE - Psychiatric Report claims Wolfgang Fröhlich
suffers from a delusional disorder that prevents him from
accepting that his delusions are irrational or inaccurate.
Six of the seven jurors deemed Fröhlich to be
zurechnungsfähig =sane-of sound mind. However, the
decision that Wolfgang Fröhlich be institutionalized as a
geistig abnormer Rechtsbrecher - mentally abnormal
lawbreakers… will be appealed….
The paper even printed my comment:
-----Original Message----From: Wiener Zeitung - automatische Benachrichtigung
[mailto:noreply@wienerzeitung.at]

Sent: Wednesday, 28 March 2018 5:35 AM
To: toben@toben.biz
Subject: Kommentar freigeschaltet
Sehr geehrte(r) Fredrick Toben,
Ihr Kommentar wurde geprüft und freigeschaltet:
https://www.wienerzeitung.at/nachrichten/oesterreich/
chronik/955014_Vier-Jahre-Haft-und-Einweisung-fuerHolocaust-Leugner.html
Ihre Wiener Zeitung
Fredrick Toben
27.03.2018 20:40 Uhr
Hier haben wir eine Hexen Prozess Mentalitaet mit Soviet
Typfchen - Die forensischen Untersuchungen beweisen nicht die
angeblich gesetzliche verankerte Wahrheit. Solch ein Gesetz
macht die Geschichte faktisch nicht wahr! Bis jetzt hat keiner
menschliche Vergasungen faktisch bewiesen, und das Gesetz
verbietet es ueberhaupt darueber zu diskutieren!
Aber Sie duerfen mein Kommentar ja nicht abdrucken weil Sie
dann das Gesetz brechen!
Antworten | Gefällt mir (12) | Gefällt mir nicht (0) | Als
bedenklich melden

--------------------------Please write to Wolfgang at:

Herrn Wolfgang Fröhlich
JA-Stein H. Nr. 46484
Steiner Landstrasse 4
3504 Krems/Stein
AUSTRIA

Best wishes.
Fredrick Töben
______________________________
Hi Peter –
1. I am in receipt of your email and I have noted its
content, wherein you further reveal what moral and
intellectual values operate within your world view. I am
now reminded of my six week Summer School
attendance at Oxford in 1974 where I saw one of the
colleges’ motto – was it Queens? – “Manners maketh
Man”, which seems to have slipped past you without
even making the slightest impression when you were
there.
2. And again, Peter, the content of your final sentence
indicates to me that there is a viciousness within you,
that you are only looking at yourself, feeding your
personal serious affliction through projectionism, which
ultimately will lead to self-destruction. A yearning for
macho-stuff will not resolve that affliction of yours
because your heart and mind are not at one. It appears
to me that you are suffering from that Nietzschean
hedonistic inversion problem of making your will-power
an ultimate arbiter in matters of battles-of-the-wills –
without fulfilling your moral-social-legal duties!
3. And again, Peter, it would thus be wise of you to open
yourself to life-giving impulses by embracing the
Wagnerian World View, i.e. within the dichotomy of
power and love, not power and sex, the latter being an
affliction, and this is where Michele can help you because
she is a formidable Wagnerite having written a book
about him. It will also help you further to develop and to
mature your own self-reflective intelligence so that your
anger and hatred-driven endeavours find calmer waters.
4. And again, Peter, it doesn’t help you, if you continue
to believe in your own propaganda with which you are
attempting to create/construct a legend for/of yourself
within your own mind – just relax and rest easy, or do
you really think you are still going to get somewhere in
life? Wagner teaches us that one day everything will
come crashing down, then to be cleansed again in the
Rhein River for that eternal new beginning – there will be
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no heavenly/paradise peace for us but only a new period
for more hard work!
5. And again, Peter, the Germans are especially good at
hard work, cleanliness, punctuality, etc. It must be true
because Donald Trump said so –
*https://www.economist.com/news/unitedstates/2169
2909-how-german-heritage-he-has-hidden-shapeddonald-trump-kallstadts-king, and also:
*https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=LyArWbn6NM4
-

Donald Trumps German heritage / Town of Kallstadt *https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=JWWk8NRr-C4
Will you, Peter, forgive Donald Trump for being the first
President since WWII who – though he tried to hide it
like countless Germans before him and ongoing – is
openly proud of having a German heritage?
6. And again, Peter, that’s what the Germans are –
eternally working mortals attempting to balance
power/sex and love that so irritates those who only seek
power and sex – the hedonistic inversion affliction, which
celebrates self-consumption and self-destruction because
it does not care about a generational Volk tradition. The
irritation this characteristic arouses in individuals who are
lazy, etc. is so well summed up in Georg Kausch’s book:
Die unbequeme Nation –

*https://www.amazon.de/Die-unbequeme-NationGeorg-Kausch-ebook/dp/B00A4KKYXE.

7. And again, Peter, good luck, take care and best wishes
in your endeavours.
Fredrick
----------------------------------Heritage & Destiny assistant editor Peter Rushton, at the
10th John Tyndall Memorial Meeting
*https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=VTC9WdVuukE

*http://www.azarmehr.info/2011/07/islamic-republicand-peter-rushton.html

-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------For the Record:

Tall Poppy Syndrome & the plight of British nationalism today
Alison Chabloz, 7 April 2018
Support for my right to freedom of expression was never
began back in January, my songs have been subject to
going to strongly manifest itself in mainstream press
further criticism from other sources. Not from my
reports. Social media provides a more balanced outlook,
accusers, nor indeed from the troops of Hasbara
although most alt-lite personalities dare not broach the
keyboard warriors – although there has of course been
subject of my prosecution. It was interesting to note
some of that, as is only to be expected. No, this criticism
some tentative mainstream support for Markus Meecham
comes from within the revisionist-nationalist movement:
aka Count Dankula, found guilty last month in Scotland
namely, that my songs would form part of a reckless
of causing gross offence after teaching his girlfriend’s
strategy which risks compromising other revisionists
pug to lift its paw on the command ‘Gas the Jews!’.
living in countries with no anti-revisionist legislation, i.e.
Meecham now has over 90,000 Twitter followers and
Britain.
170, 000 YouTube subscribers: being found guilty
The first public utterances of this came via an article in
certainly hasn’t put a spanner in his works. Contrary to
French (a language I understand and speak fluently)
my songs, Count Dankula’s mischief-making is clearly
posted by the revisionist press agency, Agence Bocage.
not considered to be that much of an effective weapon
The article is unsigned. However, having repeatedly
against New World Order orthodoxy. Indeed, Meecham
heard this exact same ‘strategy’ argument for more than
has since been compensated for his sins with a media
a year, in person, from one notable figure within the UK
career. Even Tommy Robinson turned out to report on
revisionist ‘elite’ – a person with contacts worldwide, in
the recovering communist’s trial. Doubtful that Israelparticular in France and Germany, – it wasn’t hard to put
loving Yaxley-Lennon will be doing the same when the
two-and-two together. Without wishing to go into too
time comes for my verdict to be pronounced. Also
much detail, suffice it to say that I vigorously defended
unlikely that Ricky Gervais, David Baddiel and Jonathan
myself and my work from these malign smears.
Pie will be voicing their concerns – as they did regards
Putting aside the smears themselves – hardly different in
Meecham – if I, too, am found guilty.
my view to those expressed by my accusers and their
Without doubt, the most significant moment during my
acolytes – the most troubling aspect of this personal
cross-examination last month by CPS barrister, Karen
attack was that it came at a moment when I was most in
Robinson, was her claim that my heartbreak over the
need of support during my trial, when I would be obliged
incontrovertible disappearance of the white race was
to take the witness stand. Clearly intended to destabilise
‘nothing more than racism’. Significant in that Ms
me emotionally, this unpleasant situation has also had a
Robinson’s loaded affirmation puts into perspective the
negative effect on my ability to produce the necessary
chances of patriots on trial for speech crime – never
goods, i.e. more songs, blogs and videos.
mind those of sieg-heiling pug dog owners. The
It is one thing as a white nationalist to feel betrayed by
barrister’s statement was also notable in that it provoked
politicians, police, media and white liberal goys. It is
the only challenge from my own counsel, Adrian Davies,
quite another when the betrayal comes from those within
who described Ms Robinson’s general approach as being
the very movement whose supposed role is to defend
akin to the persecution of heretics during the Inquisition.
nationalist interests.
If Ms Robinson’s attempt at turning my prosecution into
a witch trial wasn’t enough, since my prolonged ordeal
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Tall poppy syndrome? Or a far more sinister underhand
plot to wear me down to the point of changing my plea?
If it had been the visible enemy waging yet another
smear campaign against me, then this would have been
easier to take in my stride.
No wonder British nationalism is in such a sad state. If I
had not defended myself, I believe the plotting against
me would have continued. In fact, the latest apparent
ruse is a laughable yet saddening attempt to bait me by
trying to stir up resentment. Confirmed by two sources,
my story – persecuted for singing a song – is now being
used to describe the unfortunate plight of another
comrade-in-arms. Hands rubbed together with glee as
the invisible enemy falsely anticipates another rift?
Cutting down tall poppies may be one way of spoiling the
chances of a nationalist revival. Certain species of weed
e.g. Japanese Knot Weed benefit from a tenacious root
system capable of decimating indigenous plant growth. If
British nationalism is to make a proper come-back, then
such weeds in our midst need to be eradicated. Some
may indeed display impressive blooms and evergreen
foliage. But look a little closer and you will see how
inflexible they are at the stem, how miserly they are in
regards to others’ growth and contribution to the cause.
Most telling of all, see how quickly they wilt whenever it’s
a case of publicly making statements about gas

chambers
used
in
the
alleged
industrialised
extermination of Jews during WW2.
In this business, it’s hard enough knowing who to trust. I
prefer to rely on myself. No one wants to be made to
look a fool – even less to have been duped for decades
by deep state infiltrators whose agenda includes
provocation, disruption and outright treachery.
Ian Fleming famously wrote: ‘Once is happen-stance.
Twice is coincidence. Three times is enemy action.’ Socalled comrades who initiated these attacks on my work
during the most trying period of my life can rest assured
that I shall not be throwing in the towel. I and several
others believe that whatever the verdict next month, it’s
a win-win situation. I went down the legal route in order
to challenge the official ‘Holocaust’ narrative in the
courts, to bring publicity to the revisionist movement and
to expose the malign effect ‘denial’ laws have on the
right to freedom of expression in other countries. (Note,
whilst British nationalist politics is pretty much defunct
and seemingly splintered beyond repair, countries which
do have such laws have thriving nationalist parties).
A guilty verdict resulting in de facto anti-revisionist
legislation here in the UK will not prevent others from
speaking out. It’s far too late for that.
*https://alisonchabloz.wordpress.com/2018/04/07/forthe-record-tall-poppy-syndrome-the-plight-of-britishnationalism-today/

*https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=KiZaj-JTGoQ

__________________________________________________
Sophie Johnson asks:

The ‘Enemy State’ Clauses in the UN Charter: Ominous or Old-Hat?
28 March 2018
Article 2 of the UN Charter puts a blanket prohibition on
explication of it. Indeed, Japan itself was quite happy to
the use of force without Security Council authorisation,
see the ‘enemy state’ clauses as nothing other than byexcept in self defence. Article 53 (1), however, exempts
then-obsolete temporary provisions that should be got
from this prohibition ‘measures against any enemy
rid of2 and preferred to push for the expansion of the
state’, and Article 53 (2) defines ‘enemy state’ as ‘any
number (5) of Permanent Members of the Security
state which during the Second World War has been an
Council, and to display its own ambition to be elected to
enemy of any signatory of the present Charter’.
that number.
Endorsing Article 53 is Article 107, which I must quote if
Even so, should we not be concerned to know (i) which
full, for it is obscure yet sinister:
are the ‘Governments’ [not ‘states’- why?] that are
Nothing in the present Charter shall invalidate or
responsible for ‘action … taken or authorised as a result
preclude action, in relation to any state which during the
of that war’, and (ii) what would trigger such action?
Second World War has been an enemy of any signatory
Would, for instance, the repeal of Germany’s holocaust
to the present Charter, taken or authorized as a result of
denial laws, or its decision to cease to pay compensation
that war by the Governments having responsibility for
money to ‘survivors’, trigger them? Who is to say ‘no,
such action.
they would not’?
I am not aware of any attempt to explicate this clause.
It is a common a view that the whole Charter is obsolete
Not even the one scholarly work1 that makes a detailed
in the light of the NATO bombing of Serbia and the
report of Japan’s attempt in (1990, 1992 and 1994) to
Second Gulf War that was launched by the Coalition of
have the ‘enemy state’ clauses deleted ventures an
the Willing, neither of which were authorised by the UN
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Security Council. And there is now the ‘humanitarian
intervention’ principle. That is not codified law. But all UN
Secretaries General since Kofi Annan have espoused it
and commended it lovingly. So, to remain within the
Charter’s parameters of the legitimate use of force, all an
aggressor need do is to accuse a head of state of
atrocities against his own people (Iraq, Libya, Syria, with
the trial run in Kosovo while it was still Serbia), then he
can proceed legally to bomb his target country to bits.
This is called the expanding of the Charter concepts of
‘legitimate force’, an art at which the illegitimate state of
Israel excels.
What, however, will justify the present frenetically
pushed-for war against Russia, an Allied power in both
World Wars? Certainly, the UN Security Council will not
be authorising it, for Russia is a veto-power holder there.
Executions by nerve-gas and polonium in other countries
and attributed to Russia – can that qualify as ground for
humanitarian intervention in Russia? It certainly can, for
‘clear practice has emerged within the UN Security
Council as to “terrorism” constituting a threat to
international peace and security.3 But with Russia a
permanent member there, it would be impossible to
apply that clear practice in its case. So they might need a
curly new one, such as: Russia is now a fascist state; it is
not the democratic USSR of yore. So it has made an
enemy state of itself, sort-of retrospectively. That would

expand the Charter concept of ‘enemy nation’. And why
not, if the Charter concept of ‘legitimate force’ can be
expanded?
Some hold that Articles 53 and 107 are inert, for they
have never been applied. Yet the problem remains that
until the Charter is formally scrapped, it is good law, and
it can be evoked pretty much as creatively as someone’s
aggressive streak demands. We should, in the interest of
stopping machinations that would throw us into another
war, trumpet the threat of Articles 53 and 107 as a
threat that can descend not only upon the progeny of the
WWII Axis powers.
Ref:
1. A. Fukushima, 1999, Japanese Foreign Policy: The
Emerging Logic of Multilateralism, pp. 85-88
2. Ibid. p. 68.
3. Jean Allain, ‘The True Challenge to the United Nations
System of the Use of Force: The Failures of Kosovo and
Iraq and the Emergence of the African Union’, Max
Planck UNYB 8, 2004, p. 248,
http://www.mpil.de/files/pdf1/mpunyb_allain_8.pdf.

-----------------------------------

Why Israel Refused to Expel Russian Envoys Over the
Skripal Case - Sputnik International
*https://sputniknews.com/analysis/2018033010630601
19-russia-israel-skripal/

_________________________________________________

A Footnote:
From: Jez Turner
Sent: Wednesday, 28 March 2018 7:45 PM
To: 'Peter Rushton'; Fredrick Toben
Cc: 'Richard Edmonds'
Subject: Re: Declassified: Re: PERSONAL-PRIVATE the
doors of perception open up RE: Tell Me MORE LIES:
please, let's hear the Truth. -

Please remind us how long Wolfgang Frohlich has been in
prison? Am I correct in thinking he is the longest serving
political prisoner?
Please send me his prison address and I'll get it added to
the 'list of political prisoners who would welcome letters',
if you think he would appreciate letters from the Anglosphere.
Kind Regards - Jez
-----------------------From: Fredrick Toben toben@toben.biz
Sent: Wednesday, 28 March 2018 8:45 PM
To: 'Jez Turner'
Cc: 'Peter Rushton'; 'Richard Edmonds'
Subject: RE: Declassified: Re: PERSONAL-PRIVATE the
doors of perception open up RE: Tell Me MORE LIES:
please, let's hear the Truth. -

Within the next few days, Jez, we are issuing 2018 with
all that information, including the Toben 28 March
missive –

Of course the Anglo sphere is still loved – occasionally it
just needs to pull some of its individuals in line with basic
manners, just as most Germans will not tolerate
skinhead appearance and behaviour!
If you again look below, Wolfgang’s address appears –
we’ll also include Dr Berger’s in 1018.
Best – Fredrick
-----------------------------------------------------FT adds a comment:
I recall a Muslim saying:
With my brother I’ll fight my cousin within; with my
cousin I’ll fight the enemy without.

The Germans and the English are brothers and cousins –
the European mindset is made up of a balance between
empirical-analytical-idealistic philosophy – exclude one
and the whole structure falls, as we witnessed during
WWI and WWII when the enemy was deemed to be the
Germans – their Royal European Household was legally
abolished by the victors. Why?
In order to eliminate the Europeans it is necessary to
eliminate the Germanic mindset – those who control this
mindset control the Europeans.
***

__________________________________________________
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TUESDAY 20 MARCH 2018 - Elisabeth Carto – Willis Carto:

60 Years Of America First, In His Wife’s Own Words…
The Andrew Carrington Hitchcock Show (602)
Andrew Carrington Hitchcock Mar 20, 2018
*The Andrew Carrington Hitchcock Show (602) Elisabeth
Carto – Willis Carto: 60 Years Of America First, In His
Wife’s Own Words…2018-03-20T12:45:47+00:00
*
http://eurofolkradio.com/2018/03/20/the-andrewcarrington-hitchcock-show-602-elisabeth-carto-williscarto-60-years-of-america-first-in-his-wifes-own-words/

term in 1956; how Willis worked for the John Birch
Society under Robert Welch for 6 months in 1959; how
Willis set up the structure for the Liberty Lobby in 1960;
how Willis created The Spotlight in 1975 which in its
heyday had over 700,000 subscribers; how in 1979 Willis
founded the Institute For Historical Review; how in the
same year Willis organized the first ever Historical
Revisionist Conference in Los Angeles; how Willis created
The Barnes Review in 1994, which he named after his
good friend Harry Elmer Barnes; how Willis published the
first ever Historical Revisionist books; how Willis created
the American Free Press in 2002; and many other topics.
*Click Here For The Willis A. Carto Library Website

In today’s show originally broadcast on March 20 2018,
EuroFolkRadio’s Andrew Carrington Hitchcock interviews
Elisabeth Carto, for a show entitled, “Willis Carto: 60
Years Of America First, In His Wife’s Own Words…”
We discussed: how this is only Elisabeth’s second ever
radio interview, her first was with Tom Valentine in the
1980’s; how Elisabeth met and married Willis in 1959;
how Willis became politically active in 1953, as a
Conservative who joined the Young Republicans; how
Willis opposed Eisenhower’s nomination for a second

Elisabeth and Willis Carto

-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

ANDREW CARRINGTON HITCHCOCK
Interviews JIM AND DIANE,
March 4, 2018

*http://andrewcarringtonhitchcock.com/2018/03/13/the-andrew-carrington-hitchcock-show-595diane-king-and-jim-rizoli-a-history-of-historical-revisionists/
FOR FREE ACCESS TO MY SHOWS SIMPLY CLICK THE IMAGE BELOW

_________________________________________________
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Letter #3 from Monika Schaefer,
Stadelheim Prison, Dated March 3, 2018, plus update from Alfred
Write to Monika at the following address:
Maybe it’s time once again to write more letters to
Monika Schaefer
government officials and msm newspapers and DEMAND
JVA Stadelheim
that something is done to end this outrageous injustice
Schwarzenbergstr. 14
that’s been going on for close to three months.
81549 München
Monika is still standing firm and tall and resisting not
GERMANY
only the challenges of incarceration and loss of her
Today is DAY 86 of Monika Schaefer’s loss of freedom.
personal freedom but also, as you will see in reading her
LET US CONSPIRE TO GAIN HER RELEASE
letter, additional insult to her person.
Dear Reader & Supporter of Monika Schaefer and Free
I have been informed by Alfred Schaefer that Monika is
Speech,
not in dire need of additional stamps at this time. This is
Today is March 30th, "Good Friday”, the day that the Jew
to be noted by those who have been trying to find a way
Pharisees and Sadducees were successful in having Jesus
to send money to Germany to help Monika out in that
Christ, the Son of God, nailed to the cross for having
regard.
brought the Light of Truth unto the people of Israel and
Please try to share this post with family and friends and
the world in general. Why they call it “Good Friday” is
keep Monika’s spirit of resistance and Truth alive and
still a mystery to me as I personally don’t believe that
flourishing.
Jesus Christ ever wished to be crucified for delivering his
Mehr Licht!
Father’s
message
of
Love
&
Peace
&
Arthur Topham
Brotherhood/Sisterhood to Mankind but that is another
Publisher & Editor
story for another time.
The Radical Press
One might also find it a “mystery” as to why Monika
“Digging to the issues since 1998”
Schaefer is still being held in the German dungeon in
______________________________
Stadelheim maximum security prison since January 3,
Letter #3 from Monika Schaefer
2018 and not having her day in court. Today marks her
March 3, 2018
86th day of incarceration in a foreign prison in a foreign
Stadelheim Prison
country where she holds no citizenship and STILL her
München, Germany
home and native land – CANADA – has basically done
Dear Arthur and Shasta,
f*** all to have her released and sent home
It’s been a long time since I’ve written to you, almost a
accompanied with a letter of apology from the German
month, and it is very much on my mind and in my heart
government.
to do so – I hope you are both well and in good health.
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There is so much to talk about – where does one begin?
This week has been a good week for me. Several
incidences which are indicating to me a recognition that
they should respect me here. They should of course
respect ALL prisoners – we are all human beings – but
they don’t always do that ( understatement … )
One of the management people explained to me that the
staff erred last Sunday during an incident in which I was
publicly shamed and humiliated. I really appreciated that
and took it as an apology. It was a most ironic thing last
week. Instead of the usual Sunday mass, there was a
memorial service, 75 years after the execution right here
in Stadelheim of the Scholl siblings from the White Rose
organization. I was yanked out of the group of prisoners
and ordered to sit at the back next to the guard. Then
during the service they talked about the young heroes
who had been persecuted because of their courageous
truth telling … oh the irony.
When I discussed the incident with the regular pastor
this week (who had not been there or he would not have
allowed that incident to happen with the guard), I told
him that I am extremely grateful to be alive in the year
2018, and NOT beheaded, burned, shot, or whatever
other methods have been used to take care of
“dissidents” in various time and various places.
I have “only” been here two months without any
proceedings in sight – and I say “only”, because there
are others here (for whatever their offences) for much
much much longer without proceedings. If the people
knew …. I really didn’t think this was possible other than
in Guantanamo. Whatever happened to “innocent until
proven guilty”?
Whatever happened to so many of those wonderful ideals
we were taught in school? Like the mantra Government
of the people by the people for the people, which we
heard over and over and over. We trusted, we believed
what they told us. Why wouldn’t we have? They
reinforced all of that warm and fuzzy feeling by telling us
that we had complete freedom of Speech, Freedom of
the Press and we lived in the best country on earth. It
did indeed feel like a utopia. Little did we know what the
hidden hand was up to.
I am working very hard. That may sound strange to most
people who might naturally wonder how could someone
be working hard while locked up in a cell 20 & 3/4 hours
per day with “nothing to do”. But I know that it will not
sound strange to you and that you will understand it
when I tell you that aside from the mental work of
thinking and reading and writing, there is spiritual work.
I am doing much spiritual work. I cannot even write this
without the release of many tears.
When I started this letter, I had no particular plan of
what I was going to write. It just flowed out of the end of
my pen, and now that the tears have flowed out of my
eyes, I want to say THANK YOU for being there, for
listening, for hearing. I do not feel alone in here. I feel
God’s Presence, and I feel many people’s Presence with
me.
I am gaining Strength, not losing strength.
As always, much Love, and MEHR LICHT!
Monika
-----------------------------------------------------From Alfred Schaefer:
Friends: for a quick update on where we are. See the
email I wrote to my family. We are definitely seeing
things ramping up. (Alfred)
#######################

Dear Family,
They want me in the gulag, they want to silence me.
Monika is being attacked in a very cruel way.
Here is a video where I briefly describe this, you only
have to listen to the first 3 minutes to get the gist of this.
At about 2hours and 26 minutes we were joined by a
Canadian man of great integrity, "JFH" (Jews For Hitler).
You may want to listen to him for a few minutes.
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=X2op1vxtRX8

BrexitParty Podcast #20 - BIG STREAM BATTLE (Ep.2)
Joining the podcast today from England is Mark Collett,
from Florida USA is The VeGAINator, from Germany is
Alfred Schaefer, from Louisiana USA is Southern D...

If you don't want to write Monika directly because you
know that the party commissars will examine what you
write and detain the letter for many weeks before they
let it go through, if they let it go through at all, you can
follow the instructions in this video and write an
Embassy.
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=8jUbWuui7Fw&t=2
s

Free Monika Schaefer - Call an Embassy
www.youtube.com
Source: apokalypse 2016 and NS VIKING

Remember, this gets worse and worse, until we stop it.
Stopping it may kill us, but not fighting is resigning to
death and pure hell. Alfred
----------------------------------------------------ADDRESSES OF CANADIAN AND GERMAN OFFICIALS.
WRITE THEM AGAIN AND REMIND THEM OF THEIR LACK
OF RESPONSIBILITY TO THEIR CITIZENS.
*
The Honourable Stéphane Dion
Ambassador to Germany
Canadian Embassy, Berlin, Germany
brlin@international.gc.ca
*
Also please write to the Honourable Chrystia Freeland,
Minister of Foreign Affairs.
chrystia.freeland@parl.gc.ca
House of Commons
Ottawa, Ontario, Canada
K1A 0A6
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Telephone: 613-992-5234
Fax: 613-996-9607
*
And let’s not forget Germany’s
Ambassador to Canada Mr Werner Wnendt
EMAIL info@ottawa.diplo.de
WEBSITE www.ottawa.diplo.de
1 Waverley Street
Ottawa, Ontario K2P OT8
P.O. Box 379, Postal Station “A”
Ottawa, ON K1N 8V4
Canada
TELEPHONE
(+1) (613) 232 11 01
FAX
(+1) (613) 594 93 30
*
The Honourable Jody Wilson-Raybould
Minister of Justice and Attorney General of Canada
mcu@justice.gc.ca
Jody.Wilson-Raybould@parl.gc.ca
Centre Block, Suite 449S
House of Commons
Ottawa, Ontario, Canada K1A 0A6
*
Contact the Consular Section, Berlin
Consular Services Section
Embassy of Canada
Leipziger Platz 17
10117 Berlin, Germany
Tel.: 030-2031-2470
Fax: 030-2031-2457
E-mail: brlin-cs@international.gc.ca
Emergency Services – After Office Hours (for Canadian
citizens only)
email to sos@international.gc.ca
*
Consulate of Canada, Munich
Email: munic@international.gc.ca
Political Section
Embassy of Canada
Political Section
Leipziger Platz 17
D - 10117 Berlin
E-Mail: brlingr@international.gc.ca
Miriam Küller
Political Affairs Officer

It's so good to hear from you. It took your letter exactly
one month to reach me and that is about average here,
with all the “proofreading” that's going on. I'm sure they
are just checking for grammar and punctuation mistakes,
n’est pas? Oh yeah that's Canadian for “right.”
It is so interesting what you are telling me that some
people ask why in the world would she go to Germany?
The first thought that jumped into my head at that was
that those people are somehow missing the point
entirely. Aren't they asking the wrong question?
Shouldn't the question be directed at the regime which
would have laws against thinking, investigating and
articulating their results and conclusions about historical
events, and then locking someone up just because they
dared speak about these things? Does it not occur to
people that we are all enslaved if we cannot think and
speak freely? I am only imprisoned in body in this jail.
Like another friend wrote to me: “When ONE of us is not
free then NONE of us is free.” I thought that was well
said! Please feel free to share these thoughts with your
readers and listeners.
You, my dear friends, are absolute Heroes for all the
work you have been steadfastly doing over the years. I
want you to know that you have been and still are a big
inspiration to me. Another thing: The American people
better fight like hell to hang on to the First and Second
amendments. It is important not just for Americans but
for the world.
I am not alone in here. The thoughts and prayers of
many people are touching me deeply. And I pray as well.
Since my Awakening a few years ago about what's going
on in the world, I've been having another kind of
Awakening and am ever so grateful for that. God is
giving me strength. The LIGHT will prevail, just as sure
as the sun rises in the morning.
Love Monica.
PS. I love your words: “We will do WHAT we can, ALL we
can WHILE we can ... to talk about the truth....”

*****************************
From: Diane King
Date: 1 April 2018 at 05:38:36 ACST
Subject: LETTER FROM MONIKA SCHAEFER to Jim
and Diane, Mar 4, 2018
***
MONIKA SCHAEFER
JVA Stadelheim
Schwarzenberg Str 14
81549 Munchen
GERMANY
March 4, 2018
Dear Diane and Jim,

________________________________________________
THAT’S HOW THEY DO IT – an insider’s job!
Dears - now I breathe easy because Arthur admits to
having begun the matter when all along I thought I had
caused the disturbance – for once I am off the hook!
1. In 1014: I celebrate our four Revisionist Heroines:
Ursula, Sylvia, Monika and Alison 2. In 1015: Arthur accelerates the process with a four
pillar presentation of these wonderful ladies –

3. In 1016: Protests emerge that Lady Michele Renouf ad
been forgotten in this foursome, and there is a call tht
there should be a fifth pillar – Arthur develops the five
Gulag Girls - and the rest is commentary, such as the following
seven points, which need to be worked on if more clarity
is needed as to who is or is not a Revisionist:
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1. There are HOLOCAUST Revisionists who have written
significant books on the subject without having done any
physical research…
2. There are HOLOCAUST Revisionists who have written
books/papers describing their physical research on the
subject, specifically on the homicidal gassing during
WWII, and generally on other HOLOCAUSTS that have
occurred throughout human history, e.g. the Palestinian
HOLOCAUST.
3. There are HOLOCAUST Revisionists who have
challenged the homicidal gassings in law courts…
4. There are HOLOCAUST Revisionists who are labelled by
some HOLOCAUST Revisionists as mere activists …
5. All thinking individuals are REVISIONISTS – as new
information
appears,
the
mind
digests
it
with
disinterested pain/pleasure!
6. And then there are the SOPHISTS who verbally
obfuscate, through cant, anything that threatens their

ideological opinions because an emerging of the TRUTH of
a matter may be harmful – cause arrested development to the development of their own self-reflective
intelligence.
7. All thinking individuals embrace the PRINCIPLE OF
NATURAL JUSTICE, which demands that individuals talked
about be given a right-of-reply.

And now Alison Chabloz and Gilat Atzmon face British
justice – and I ask: Will a legal definition of
“antisemitism” and “Holocaust denial” emerge from their
actions?
And – and – and – following this is the latest from
Australia exposing another insider job designed to incite
against whom? Who is doing the inciting?
Best - Fredrick Töben

________________________________________________
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Former CIA officer evaluates changes in Trump’s national security team
Mon 26 March 2018 - 19:21 Opinion Interview

TEHRAN, Mar. 26 (MNA) – Robert David Steele, the
former CIA clandestine operations officer, tells “John
Bolton, apart from being a corrupt and very stupid man in
the pockets of the Zionists, is now — according to Larry
Flynt — an alledged swinger, rapist, and pedophile.”

Steele, who was recommended in 2017 for the Nobel
Peace Prize, adds that Zionists control US national
security policy using blackmail and bribery (for instance,
Jeffery Epstein and pedophilia blackmail tapes combined
with bribery of all members of Congress.
Steele adds that Zionists control US national security
policy using blackmail and bribery (for instance, Jeffery
Epstein and pedophilia blackmail tapes combined with
bribery of all members of Congress.), Steele says.
Following is the complete text of the interview with
Robert Steele.
Donald Trump recently made changes to the cabinet and
changed his security and foreign policy team somewhat.
Mike Pompeo replaced Rex Tillerson and "Gina Haspel"
became head of the CIA and "John Bolton" replaced
McMaster. What was the reason for these changes?
There are two different stories circulating about why Rex
Tillerson was dismissed so oddly -- a very rushed exit.
One is that he was too close to the Deep State (he was
strongly recommended by Bob Gates and Condi Rice,
both servants of the Deep State) and he was out of step
with President Trump on both Korea (Trump has made
the deal, the Koreas will be united and denuclearized as
well as demilitarized) and Syria (Trump will exit Syria
once ISIS is conclusively defeated and not maintain longterm bases there. The second story comes from our
troops in Afghanistan and says that Tillerson engaged in
"boy play" while visiting Afghanistan, and this shocked
the President into ordering his immediate dismissal.
Mike Pompeo, #1 in his class at West Point, will be as far
removed from Trump's discussions with Xi and Putin as
Tillerson was. Trump has an entente with Xi and Putin
that his Cabinet officers simply are not privy to. See my
recent article, Robert Steele, “Xi, Putin, and Trump for
Life – A Few Thoughts — What If We Could Bury the Deep
State & Create Peace & Prosperity for All?,” American

Herald Tribune, March 22, 2018.
Gina Haspel is an extraordinary individual who deserves
to be considered but she will be a failure -- a placeholder
-- unless she embraces the five specific suggestions that
I have made in my public endorsement of her being
considered.
Your readers can see these five
recommendations at Robert Steele, "Gina Haspel’s
Confirmation Challenge," Phi Beta Iota Public Intelligence
Blog, 14 March 2018. There is nothing central -- or
effective -- about CIA in its present configuration. It is
simply a platform for doing great evil on the margins
while 90% of its employees -- good people trapped in a
bad system -- go through the motions. CIA provides 4%

"at best" of what the USA needs in the way of
intelligence (decision-support) and there are no
prospects of its getting any better in the near term.
John Bolton is a suspected swinger, rapist, and
pedophile, according to Larry Flynt, who published a
press release to this effect, John Bolton’s Divorce –
Group Sex Allegations 13 May 2005. This information
came as a surprise to me. I have always known Bolton
to be corrupt and stupid, in the pocket of the Zionists,
but I had not anticipated such serious allegation -which, incidentally, suggest that Trump made the
appointment impetuously, without consulting the FBI, or
if he did consult the FBI, they held this information back
from Trump as a way of punishing him for firing their
Deputy Director (who should not only have been fired,
but indicted). I do want to note that in light of what I
was told by Princess Kaoru Nakamaru, Chair of the
International Affairs Institute for World Peace and a royal
family conduit to the North Korean leadership, with
respect to Trump's having already made the deal on
Korea -- a certain Nobel Peace Prize for him and Xi and
the respective leaders or North and South Korea -- the
appointment of Bolton could be seen as very clever -- a
means of distracting and sidelining the Zionists and neoconservatives by keeping their mouthpiece "under
control" within the White House.
What will these changes affect the foreign policy of the
Trump government? Which US foreign policy domains will
be more affected by these changes?
There are two answers to this question. First, the
changes below the presidential level will not impact on
the foreign policy of Donald Trump, he makes his own
foreign policy as he goes, in direct consultation with Xi
and Putin, and none of his Cabinet officials appear to be
privy to those conversations or where Trump is going.
Second, more subtly, there will continue to be at least
seven foreign policies pursued by diverse elements of the
US Government -- there is always the Deep State or Wall
Street foreign policy, the Zionist foreign policy (close to
but distinct from the Deep State foreign policy), the
military-industrial system foreign policy, the agricultural
complex foreign policy, and of course the secret
intelligence foreign policy that includes continued
smuggling of gold, guns, drugs, cash, and small children
from the 1,000 US military bases around the world
whose primary purpose is not national defense, but
rather the enabling of such smuggling.
The 26th of March -- tomorrow -- is the beginning of a
new economic era, the post-Western economic era likely
to be dominated by China and Russia but with the
possibility of a US role if Trump nationalizes the federal
reserve and issues a gold backed dollar to match the
gold backed yuan. I continue to believe that Donald
Trump understands that Iran is not our enemy, that
Zionism is the enemy, but he must tread very carefully in
dealing with the Zionist enemy, not because of voters -there are only nine million Jewish voters in the USA, but
because of Zionist bribery, blackmail, terrorism, and
outright assassination -- everyone should remember that
the Zionists were full participants in the assassination of
John F. Kennedy, they sought to murder all our sailors on
the USS Liberty, and they were the architects of 9/11.
Whether they have nuclear bombs planted in key
Western cities is a mystery to me -- if that is so, one of
Trump's priorities must be to neutralize that threat,
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perhaps with a very deliberate dead hand plan for wiping
Tel Aviv from the face of the Earth if any major
catastrophe should befall Washington DC.
With the Pompeo and John Bolton approach, how do you
assess the future of this agreement?
Iranian leaders would benefit from reading my two major
pieces, “Zionism in America – Steven Strikes &
Counting…,” Veterans Today, 14 December 2017, and “Is
Zionism Over? From Korea to Syria to the Latest
#GoogleGestapo Purge, President Donald Trump’s
Divorce from Zionism Appears Increasingly Possible,”

American Herald Tribune, March 4, 2018. The center of
gravity for defeating Zionism and stabilizing the Middle
East is in my view the American public, not the American
government. The American public is now acutely aware
of the concepts of Deep State, False Flag, Fake News,
and the difference between Zionism -- a subversive
group that should be banned from all countries -- and
Judaism, a religion that merits tolerance when it is not
being managed by Zionists.
I must observe that neither Russia Today nor Press TV
are world-class operations. While the USA sets a low
standard in terms of integrity, the Crap News Network,
the New York Crimes and the Washingon Compost -- as
we patriots call them -- do reach hundreds of millions of
people. There is a need for a "truth channel" that can
offer every American the truth -- not propaganda (some
of Irans propaganda has been as stupid as the
propaganda devised by the CIA).
Neither Pompeo nor Bolton are in charge of anything of
significance. Donald Trump -- and the American public -are the "deciders" if Iran is clever. I recommend that
those in Iran who wish to understand the possibilities
read my article on "Xi, Putin, and Trump for Life," -Trump is under constant attack by subversive forces
within the USA, led by the Zionists on behalf of the Deep
State, and Iran is doing nothing useful at this point to
help Trump honor his instincts, which are to get us out of
the Middle East.
John Bolton has recently announced that Iran's nuclear
deal is not reformable and will not be reformed through
US-European talks. Some believe, that Bolton's choice is

for more Scoring about nuclear deal. What is your
assessment?
John Bolton, apart from being a corrupt and very stupid
man in the pockets of the Zionists, is now -- according to
Larry Flynt -- an alledged swinger, rapist, and pedophile.
I would not spend any time at all thinking about John
Bolton. Think instead about the post-Western economic
paradigm that starts tomorrow, and the emergent postGoogle Internet that will be based on blockchain
technology and cannot be censored or manipulated by
the Zionists -- my article “How The Deep State Controls
Social
Media
and
Digitally
Assassinates
Critics:
#GoogleGestapo – Censorship & Crowd-Stalking Made
Easy,” American Herald Tribune, November 7, 2017

remains an important definition of all that is wrong with
the Western Internet. I would be interested in seeing
Iran, China, and Russia discuss -- as Putin has called for
-- a post-Western Internet.
The USA has not had a serious National Security Advisor
since LtGen Dr. Brent Scowcroft, USAF (Ret.). John
Bolton is a pontificating posturing piss-ant. Ignore him.
Focus on Donald Trump and the American people and the
creation of a truth channel that arms the American
people with facts that will help them drive Zionism out of
America.
***
Mr. Robert David Steele, a former Marine Corps infantry
officer and former spy for the CIA, was recommended for
the Nobel Peace Prize in 2017. He is a proponent for
election, governance, information technology, and
intelligence reform. Learn more about his work at
*http://robertdavidsteele.com
Interview by Javad Heirannia
*https://en.mehrnews.com/news/133015/Former-CIAofficer-evaluates-changes-in-Trump-s-national-security

********

*https://www.9news.com.au/national/2018/03/26/16/
05/aust-govt-worsened-holocaust-effects-mps

*Maas in Israel: „Ich bin nicht der Deutschen wegen,
sondern wegen Auschwitz in die Politik gegangen“
http://www.anonymousnews.ru/2018/03/26/maas-inisrael-ich-bin-nicht-der-deutschen-wegen-sondernwegen-auschwitz-in-die-politik-gegangen/

_________________________________________________

Is this also the mindset of Peter Rushton, as revealed in the foregoing correspondence, now found and expressed in
the British government’s attitude towards the unresolved Skripal Affair. What it does reveal is an abusive attitude that
attempts to incite hatred against Russia and to make Russia liable for the use of nerve gas on British soil – without any
proof offered to support the allegations. This is following the mindset that matters HOLOCAUST afflicts.

***

Some Further Thoughts on the Skripal Affair
Published on March 28, 2018
Barrister at Law James O’Neill offers some
reasonable doubt, and a prohibition on prejudicial prethoughts on the Skripal case and the recent
trial comment, it all seems like a very distant past.
judgement by Mr Justice Williams in the High Court
The latest development has been a group of nations,
Let the jury consider the verdict” the King said. “No, No”
largely in the European Union, but also including United
said the Queen: “sentence first, verdict afterwards”.
States, Canada, Australia and European minnows like
“Stuff and nonsense” said Alice.
Albania and Macedonia, joining the collective hysteria
The furore surrounding the alleged nerve gas poisoning
and expelling, at the time of writing, more than 100
of Sergei Skripal and his daughter Yulia shows no signs
Russian diplomats.
of abating. It continuously puts one in mind of the quote
That action will achieve nothing, other than to the poison
from Lewis Carroll’s Alice in Wonderland at the head of
the cold war atmosphere eagerly promoted by the
this article.
intellectual lightweights so prominent in the governments
For those of us with fond of memories of some of the
from United Kingdom to the United States to Australia.
traditional virtues of common-law justice, such as the
The few sane voices in this cacophony of nonsense, such
presumption of innocence, the onus of proof upon the
as those of the governments of Portugal, Greece and
accuser, a verdict based upon evidence beyond
Austria, or Die Linke’s Andreas Maurer in Germany who
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noted in various ways that not jumping to conclusions
and actually waiting for the results of the now extant
OPCW’s Technical Committee investigation, might be
preferable to rushing headlong to a possible nuclear
confrontation with Russia, are scarcely heard.

…another restaurant photo of Sergey and Yulia Skripal

British Labour leader Jeremy Corbyn made similar
remarks, only to be savagely attacked by members of his
own party, as well as Tory leaders such as May, Johnson
and Williamson.
The careful and cautiously worded judgement of Mr
Justice Williams released on 22 March 2018 has been
largely ignored by the politicians and the mainstream
media alike.
Justice Williams was delivering the judgement on an
application by the Secretary of State for the Home
Department for permission to be given for the taking of
blood samples from the Skripals for analysis by the
OPCW experts in accordance with the terms of the
Convention on the Prevention of Chemical Weapons.
The Skripals were admitted to Salisbury Hospital on 4
March 2018 and it took until 14 March for the British
government to invite the OPC W to assist in the technical
evaluation of what had caused the Skripal’s illness.
The Judge did not comment on why it took 10 days for
this invitation to issue, particularly as the Russian
government had correctly pointed out that it should have
been done much earlier in accordance with the article 9
of the Convention.
Indeed, May had issued peremptory demands for Russia
to, in effect, prove its innocence within 36 hours. The
application by the Home Department was necessary as
the Skripals, because of their stated medical condition (in
a coma, but stable) were unable to give an informed
consent. The Judge presumed, probably correctly, if they
were able to give consent they would do so. They have a
greater interest than anyone else in determining who
was responsible and holding them (or their government)
to account.
The Russian government, which clearly was an interested
party as among other reasons Ms Skripal was a Russian
citizen, was not a party to the proceedings, nor, it
seems, were they even advised that the application was
being made. The Russian government have certainly
stated that, and the British government has made no
denial.
The absence of the Russians from the application would
ordinarily have invited a query from the Judge. He may
well have done so, but as the proceedings were held in
camera, we cannot establish that. His Honour appears to
have accepted a submission from Mr Sachdeva QC,
acting for the Skripals, that the Russian authorities had
made no attempt to seek access to the Skripals or their
medical records.
This is prima facie highly improbable, particularly given
the case’s high profile. The Russian government to the
contrary has claimed that all their requests for access,

medical details and related evidence were ignored or
refused by the British government.
It is not possible to definitively resolve that conflict, but
the weight of logic, common sense and the evidence we
do have would tend to support the Russian position.
There is no reason at this point to question the integrity
of the OCPW technical evaluation. It seems likely
however, that they may well not be able to ascertain
precisely what substance was used to affect the Skripals.
Almost certainly, neither will they be able to specify its
precise origins, much less who administered it. More than
three weeks after the attack we still have no clear idea
as to how the poison, if that is indeed what it is, was
administered.
That qualified conclusion, which is surely known to the
British government, may be a major reason why such a
huge propaganda effort is currently being made before
the likely inconclusive results are published. It may also
account for the meaningless terminology used in
statements by the UK government and others that the
poison was “of a type developed by Russia.”
That statement in itself is inaccurate. It has zero
evidential value, but is clearly seen as having a powerful
propaganda effect. Most casual readers of the
mainstream media or viewers of the BBC and their
foreign equivalents will be unaware of any of the history
of nerve agents, or their possession and use by multiple
countries, not least the United Kingdom itself.
Perhaps the most depressing conclusion to be drawn
from this saga is the one expressed by the commentator
known as the Saker (What Happened to the West I was
born in? 26 March 2018). He argues that during the
previous Cold War, although the West was hardly a
knight in shining armour, the rule of law did matter, as
did some degree of critical thinking. Now, the West is
ruled by an “ugly gang of ignorant, arrogant
psychopaths”.
Their hubris will lead to making fatal miscalculations
about the degree of Russian resolve, and the ability of
Russia, (as was demonstrated so effectively by Putin in
his address to the joint sitting of the Russian Parliament
on 1 March 2018), that rather than “shutting up and
going away”, as Williamson hoped, the simple fact is that
Britain will be a heap of radioactive ashes long before
Russia “goes away”.
It is significant that China’s Global Times, an official voice
for the thinking of the Chinese government, sees the
current attack on Russia as a prelude to a similar assault
upon China as the crumbling Anglo-American Empire
tries to maintain its hegemony. China has not joined the
Western chorus of condemnation of Russia. Instead it
sees what it describes as the “Russia China
comprehensive strategic collaborative partnership” as the
best safeguard against Western attack. It is for this
reason that the Saker is probably too pessimistic. For the
sake of our grandchildren one hopes that he was indeed
wrong.
James O’Neill is a Barrister at Law and geopolitical
analyst. He may be contacted at
*joneill@qldbar.asn.au
*https://off-guardian.org/2018/03/28/some-furtherthoughts-on-the-skripal-affair/

--------------------------------Comment:

Fredrick Toben March 28, 2018
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It is so obvious that this whole affair is serving another
purpose, that of setting up Russia as a scapegoat in
order to unite a floundering western democracy
consisting of the UK,, USA, Europe, Canada, Australia
and some minor countries cow-towing to the former. it is
so reminiscent of how WWI and WWII was set up, then
blamed on Germany that eternal irritation of those
beholden to the global capitalists from which, especially,
Adolf Hitler liberated his Volk. This liberation is also again
occurring with China on the move and Russia frustrating
the plans set up to create a larger “from the river to the
sea” Eretz Yisrael.
Why are basic procedures in this police investigation
frustrated. The Russian Ambassador to Australia on this

evening’s news complained about the lack of
transparency in the investigations where Russian
requests that it participate in them has been rejected.
Such one-sided affair offends against the principles of
Natural Justice – Russia is blamed for having attempted
to poison two people in Britain, but no physical evidence,
no proof is offered to sustain such an allegation.
It is reminiscent of what occurred during the infamous
1945-46 Nuremberg War Crimes Trials, and more
recently, in the allegation that Germans during WWII
used homicidal gas chambers with which to kill
concentration camp inmates. This particular murder
weapon has never been forensically investigated, let
alone found.

_______________________________________________

How Debussy slipped past Wagner into the unknown
Richard Bratby reviews the City of Birmingham Orchestra’s Debussy Festival and finds the
Frenchman sounding more than ever like the last true radical
Live Music
Richard Bratby, 31 March 2018, 9:00 AM

Mirga Grazinyte-Tyla conducts the CBSO at the Debussy
Festival. Photo: Andrew Fox

A spectre haunted the first weekend of the City of
Birmingham Symphony Orchestra’s Debussy Festival: the
spectre of Richard Wagner. Debussy’s relationship with
Wagner began with infatuation, and ended (as so often)
in open rebellion. The young decadent who declared
Parsifal ‘one of the loveliest monuments of sound ever
raised to the serene glory of music’ later ranted that ‘30
million Boches cannot destroy French thought’ even
while, tormented by cancer, he laboured to complete
three late sonatas of near-infinite subtlety and grace. But
there’s always the sense, as Debussy put it as early as
1890 that ‘I don’t see what can be done beyond Tristan’.
So there it was: Wagner’s Prelude and Liebestod,
sprawled full-stretch across the end of Mirga GrazinyteTyla’s opening orchestral concert. Coming out of
Debussy’s Nocturnes, Grazinyte-Tyla approached it
coolly. When the cellos began their long unwinding song
she held back, even beyond the moment when the violins
sweep upwards and most conductors let fly. Only as she
approached the huge, ominous full stop towards the end
of the Prelude did she let the orchestra rear up to its full,
awful height, and with excited gestures she propelled the
Liebestod forward on the same wave of ecstasy. Debussy
was right; there’s no answer to this music. Michael

Tanner, who should know, has called Tristan und Isolde
the defeat of criticism.
Still, who could argue that it was an intruder at
Debussy’s feast? Crammed into just two weekends, with
six orchestral concerts plus a city-wide flurry of chamber
recitals, talks and YouTube-ready PR stunts (a piano duet
on the Wednesbury to Birmingham tram; which, believe
me, takes more than merely artistic courage), the
Festival was concentrated enough to generate a sense of
occasion (‘See you tomorrow morning!’ yelled GrazinyteTyla from the podium). Crucially, it made no attempt at
completism, and other composers got a look-in:
Szymanowski, Stravinsky, Boulez and Tristan Murail
(who took a bow, beaming, in a crumpled suit) all
featured during the first weekend. Messiaen, Ravel and
Britten appeared in the second.
That actually worked to Debussy’s advantage. It wasn’t
just a matter of spotting early influences or isolating
Debussyian trace elements in his successors either —
though it was fun to pick out the active ingredients
(Massenet plus a generous glug of Lohengrin) in his
student cantata La Damoiselle élue, and delightful to
hear the authentically Gallic, citron pressé tone with
which the CBSO’s Youth Chorus cut through all that
syrup. More surprising was how dense Boulez’s Dérive 1
sounded after the transparency of the previous night’s
Nocturnes, while the spectral rustlings and shrillings of
two nature-inspired works by Murail felt naively literal,
despite pristine playing from Birmingham Contemporary
Music Group. Interestingly, the sheer stylistic busyness
of Murail’s 1969-vintage Couleur de mer came closest to
meeting Debussy on his own terms.
Which were? Well, having established Wagner as the
immovable Other, the sonic diversity and quicksilver
fluidness of Debussy’s orchestral works felt more than
ever like a genuine attempt to slip around him and out
into the unknown. Grazinyte-Tyla conducted two different
versions of the Prélude à l’après-midi d’un faune on
successive evenings. A 1920s Viennese transcription for
chamber ensemble resembled a perfumed idyll, with a
harmonium wrapping everything in a soft haze. On the
full orchestra, it became a new world. Marie-Christine
Zupancic phrased her opening flute solo as a question,
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rather than a sigh, and Grazinyte-Tyla clarified the
textures throughout, relishing the sudden, savage bite of
a horn and the off-key chime of the antique cymbals.
It was unsettling. So was the machine-music aggression
that Grazinyte-Tyla found in the central ‘Fêtes’ from
Nocturnes, and the accelerating, out-of-control death
waltz that the CBSO’s associate conductor Michael Seal
generated out of the sly wit and simmering sexuality of
the 1913 tennis ballet Jeux. If you buy the idea that
artists before 1914 somehow detected the coming
apocalypse, here was your proof that the supposedly
escapist Debussy was every bit as attuned to the modern
condition as his noisier contemporaries. How that
squares (or doesn’t) with the caressing tenderness of so
much of Debussy’s music — the grey velvet that he could
conjure like no one else from the low strings; or the
smiling melancholy of his toyshop fantasy La boîte à
joujoux (Jonathan Bloxham conducted, with loving care)
— feels to me like the heart of the matter.
Because if Debussy saw no escape from Wagner’s starry
abyss, he at least tempered despair with compassion. At
his most expansive, like the rapturous triptych-within-atriptych
Images
(played
with
primary-coloured
immediacy by Grazinyte-Tyla and the CBSO Youth
Orchestra), he continually enlarges the possibilities of
what music can express. On the final day BCMG
presented Le Tombeau de Debussy, a collection of short
memorial works written in 1920, coupled with world

premières of newly commissioned tributes by living
composers — a sort of double exit poll, then and now, on
Debussy’s posthumous influence. Once again, he came
out ahead of the field. Of the older composers only Ravel
and Bartok, and of the newcomers only Julian Anderson
and Frédéric Pattar — whose tiny half-whispered song
cycle (…de qui parlez vous?), woven from skeins of silver
and black sound, was performed with breathtaking
finesse by cellist Ulrich Heinen and soprano Ruby Hughes
— left any real sense of being part of Debussy’s
expanding musical universe.
George Benjamin’s Ringed by the Flat Horizon was
abandoned after a member of the orchestra passed out,
but La Mer closed the festival and after a fraught opening
— understandable in the circumstances — Grazinyte-Tyla
piloted it to a climax of shining ferocity. It sounded, in
fact, rather as Debussy once described Parsifal,
‘incomparable and bewildering, splendid and strong’.
Dead at 55, Debussy was lost to modernism before he
could play an active role in shaping its course, leaving us
to a century of factions, theories and music about music.
At the end of these two weekends, 100 years to the day
since he died in Paris, Claude Debussy sounded more
than ever like the last truly radical master to create the
real thing.
https://www.spectator.co.uk/2018/03/how-debussyslipped-past-wagner-into-the-unknown/

__________________________________________________

We don’t even know what’s right anymore. Spin obliterates substance. We’ve all become opportunistic
looters, grabbing what we think will protect us and castigating those things the herd says are evil in
order not to draw attention to ourselves and incur the penalties given to those who are deemed
politically incorrect. When anti-Semitism becomes an official disease and a bonafide crime, the whole
world is going to jail, and the Jewish conquest of Planet Earth will be complete. Then the original
human species will die out and be replaced by totally controllable kosher replicas.
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Kuru karma
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The erasure of morality by the bottom line
AMERICA IS ROTTING FROM WITHIN
By John Kaminski
Note: Kuru — spongiform encephalopathy or human mad
cow disease — is an incurable neurodegenerative disease
transmitted via cannibalism.

***
Service paves the road to heaven. Everybody who gets
old realizes this. All that time we spent piling up trinkets
for our need to escape reality is seen, at some advanced
point in life, as mostly wasted time. The things we
thought we needed pale into memories of chances we
missed to help at least one person in the world in
desperate need of one slim hand of help.
Today it seems like tragedy is everywhere and inspiration
is increasingly hard to find. Government can’t be trusted
to investigate crimes because it is committing most of
them and disguising these as the work of terrorists, who
are highly paid actors hired to sabotage and/or murder
all those opposed to the billionaire demons in control of
the world.
This is what happened on 9/11/2001. These stunning
deceptions continue to happen with sickening regularity.
Dozens of staged atrocities all rely on the lone nut theory
with media complicit in covering up all the government
approved pre-positioning that takes place before each of
these suspicious events.
This is not what I call freedom of speech. This is
government by deceit trying to enslave its prisoners, who
are, by the way, you and me.
Also not freedom of speech is followers of Bernie Sanders
advocating the murder of conservatives. This is actually a
crime called criminal threatening, and if the cops were
actually here to enforce the law (instead of facilitating
the complete militarization of society), they would arrest
you for it. Instead, they like it because it always brings
them more business and more reasons for sadistic new
crackdowns.
If advocating the murder of political opponents is our
new rule, our nation will not survive; it will collapse into
military controlled anarchy and slavery, featuring
prominent Latin American and Asian gangs as the new
Jewish-controlled mafiosi. With no reliably impartial
central authority, chaos and anarchy, followed by an
intense political genocide on the order of the old Soviet
Union, are unavoidable (and on the way!).
Terror government
Could the rot be so deep that even the town officials we
know and love be complicit in the disinformation tactics
that veil these terror events in premeditated mystery?
Las Vegas? Sandy Hook? Parkland? They are stories that
never really add up, and yet are crammed down our
throats by law enforcement agents and armies of paid
shills who threaten us to accept their inflexible narrative
(Stephen Paddock, Lee Harvey Oswald, Adam Lanza,
Nikolas Cruz — lone assassins!) or face jail time.
As a result, the people of the United States have
devolved into an army of indifferent idlers. There are no
more loyal citizens, only opportunists willing to commit
treason for the right amount of cash. And loyal to what?
The neocon monstrosity?
We have all witnessed in recent years in America the
total erasure of morality by the bottom line, which is
totally controlled by Jewish bankers and plastic politicians
they hire as their conscienceless flunkies.
This all did not begin to happen yesterday. The same
Deep State shadow which today still puts the terror in all

our dreams has really been darkening the world for
longer than most of us can remember.
Recall that in the post-Civil War era (1881), President
James Garfield opined
“Whoever controls the volume of money in any country is
absolute master of all industry and commerce. And when
you realize that the entire system is very easily
controlled, one way or another, by a few powerful men at
the top, you will not have to be told how periods of
inflation and depression originate.”

Shortly after making this statement, Garfield was
assassinated.
Things were no better in 1920 when retired President
Woodrow Wilson uttered his futile mea culpa.

“I am a most unhappy man. I have unwittingly ruined my
country. A great industrial nation is controlled by its
system of credit. Our system of credit is concentrated.
The growth of the Nation and all our activities are in the
hands of a few men. We have come to be one of the worst
ruled, one of the most completely controlled and
dominated Governments in the world – no longer a
Government of free opinion no longer a Government by
conviction and vote of the majority, but a Government by
the opinion and duress of small groups of dominant
men…. Since I entered politics, I have chiefly had men’s
views confided to me privately. Some of the biggest men
in the U.S., in the field of commerce and manufacturing,
are afraid of somebody, are afraid of something. They
know that there is a power somewhere so organized, so
subtle, so watchful, so interlocked, so complete, so
pervasive, that they had better not speak above their
breath when they speak in condemnation of it.”

These are items they should teach in school. The
situation has not changed substantially since these words
were spoken.
Wilson, of course, earned his everlasting infamy by
signing into passage the Glass Owen Act of 1913 that
established the Federal Reserve System. And we have
been ruled ever since by the Jewish mystery men to
whom these presidents alluded.
The biggest question in my mind is how could the
American people be fooled so often and for so long by
swindles that become crystal clear (and also
irreversible!) with the passage of time. Yet when these
events happen, a persuasive and manipulative press
assures us they are for our own good.
We don’t even know what’s right anymore. Spin
obliterates substance. We’ve all become opportunistic
looters, grabbing what we think will protect us and
castigating those things the herd says are evil in order
not to draw attention to ourselves and incur the penalties
given to those who are deemed politically incorrect.
When anti-Semitism becomes an official disease and a
bonafide crime, the whole world is going to jail, and the
Jewish conquest of Planet Earth will be complete. Then
the original human species will die out and be replaced
by totally controllable kosher replicas.
America is rotting from within
Perhaps the ultimate human horror is “the laughing
disease”, the colloquial nickname for Mad Cow Disease,
which occurs only as a result of cannibalism.
The longtime sexual depravity in Washington, D.C., has
always been ignored by mainstream media. Occasionally
a titillating tattletale will emerge from the paparazzi mill,
but until Bill Clinton’s cigar episode, the general run of
sexual nastiness remained largely invisible. Trying
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desperately to maintain that tradition, the recent Fake
News pronouncement about Pizzagate and Pedogate by
all the major networks was meant to cover up
participation by those slimy scions of society who are too
powerful to arrest because they own things like networks
or newspapers.
The pivotal figure in these matters is Hillary Clinton,
whose odd physical behavior over the past few years
appeared to mimic the classic symptoms of Mad Cow
Disease, progressive neurological problems ranging from
behavioral changes to tremors to loss of coordination.
Only protected by her powerful friends from going to jail
for life for all the crimes she has committed, will Hillary
Clinton now become the poster child for this malevolent
affliction?
You contract this horrific disease only by cannibalism, by
chewing and swallowing a piece of a member of your
own species. It spread throughout cattle herds back in
the ’80s, but doctors even then warned it could infect
every cow in the world. Again, it was caused by cattle
eating feed that contained portions of their own species
— cannibalism!
I think it’s safe to say that America is in the hands of
some very sick people and that the number of them is
considerable, affecting many networks of people
including law enforcement. We can’t permit them to
continue in power and expect to live healthy lives. Our
safety is at risk as long as they’re in power.
You could say — and I will — that America as a nation
has Mad Cow Disease, to let all these lame excuses for
terror incidents — such as “They hate our freedoms!” —
go unchallenged. Hell, George W. Bush was talking about
himself and nobody realized it.
Note: Kuru — spongiform encephalopathy or human
mad cow disease — is an incurable neurodegenerative
disease transmitted via cannibalism.
https://fellowshipoftheminds.com/2018/03/07/richarddawkins-says-we-should-get-over-our-yuck-tabooagainst-cannibalism/

So we have both an actual and metaphorical case of
kuru.
Clinton Kuru Disease Diagnosis and
Involvement in Spirit Cooking (Video)
https://thelightinthedarkplace.wordpress.com/2017/05/
31/clinton-kuru-disease-diagnosis-and-involvement-inspirit-cooking-video/

So the rich morons who participate in modern day
satanic cannibalism rituals find themselves the equals of
the prehistoric Kore tribe of New Guinea, whose
ceremony of eating the remains of departed relatives
resulted in hundreds of unnecessary deaths before their
superstitious practice was abandoned.
But theirs was a relatively innocent ritual. What happens
today to many thousands of kidnapped children is an
outright act of Satan, the deity worshipped by the Jews.
The final act?
So I’ve been trying to find a way to explain the comatose
behavior of the American people. How can they have so
passively accepted so many lies that led to so many
deaths? How have they permitted such perversions to
assault the public, to hold it, via political correctness, by
the throat?
So we voted for Trump so Hillary couldn’t start World
War 3. And now Trump is trying to start WW3 as fast as
he can.
His new Secretary of State Mike Pompeo says freedom of
speech in the U.S. is only for Americans.

All the pronouncements of government are fake now.
They all masque some other venture, usually illegal and
involving staggering amounts of cash.
Humanity has been fooled. You can’t throw a million
dollars at the darkness and hope to achieve anything.
Humanity is not ready to face the consequences of its
own actions.
Until an American president admits the fraud of 9/11
we’re going nowhere.
It is corporatization that has made the country cruel. It
took away the necessity for neighborhoods, for people of
their own kind to band together as a community. It killed
all the small towns with their poisonous corporate
brands. Overpopulation and urbanization have erased
America’s most important qualities, which was kind of a
country hospitality that made everybody feel at home, an
innocence that has been ground to dust under the heels
of greedy merchants and the twisted perverts who run
the banks.
In a hundred years (and if the species survives) the
white race will be an emaciated subspecies of brown
humans confined to a few small air conditioned areas,
while the remainder of humanity will scramble for
subsistence on a planet that has become 50 percent
landfill, a toxic mush of poisonous trash. Muslims will
have savaged Europe and then died of their own
diseases. Mass death by poisoned water had come and
gone and the rich still lived as before.
In the United State of Kuru today, things are going to
according to plan. The population is primed to be
reduced either by war or plague, diminished by twofaced media and sabotaged by phony politicians, and
reaching new lows of tastelessness as to what become
popular trends at this brain-damaged point in the life of
our country.
The only real reason these left wing communists want to
kill you is to take your property. That’s what all the wars
are about, too.
America’s decision to hold onto Afghanistan in perpetuity
is ultimately what will kill both countries. Somebody told
Alcibiades that to needlessly prolong a war is to reap
disaster, but he didn’t listen and Greece lost its empire.
The long term philosophy of breaking up families to
better train children in the ways of the New World Order
has injured everyone, from the children who are sucked
into the foster care system and sold into sex slavery to
the parents who give them away for money and drugs
and likely wind up either in prison or dead after
overdosing.
Does it matter that a rotting brain is ordering you what
to think?
What
is
most
important?
Personal?
Family?
Neighborhood?
Country?
Nationality?
Religion?
Cosmology? Maintaining life on Earth?
Have we figured it out yet?
Kuru karma. Kosher kuru karma. People who have kuru
are cannibals. So are nations that have leaders who have
kuru.
It is also known as the "laughing sickness" due to the
pathologic bursts of laughter which are a symptom of
the disease. It is now widely accepted that kuru was
transmitted among members of the Fore tribe of Papua
New Guinea via funerary cannibalism. Deceased family
members were traditionally cooked and eaten,
which was thought to help free the spirit of the
dead. Women and children usually consumed the brain,
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the organ in which infectious prions were most
concentrated, thus allowing for transmission of kuru. The
disease was therefore more prevalent among women and
children. https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Kuru_(disease)
I fear this is the deepest level of Washington politics.
***
John Kaminski is a writer who lives on the Gulf Coast of
Florida, constantly trying to figure out why we are
destroying ourselves, and pinpointing a corrupt belief
system as the engine of our demise. Solely dependent on

contributions from readers, please support his work by
mail: 6871 Willow Creek Circle #103, North Port FL 34287
USA.
http://johnkaminski.org
http://johnkaminski.info/
http://www.rudemacedon.ca/kaminski/kam-index.html
http://www.serendipity.li/john_kaminski_articles.htm
http://web.archive.org/web/20040323232319/http://jo
hnkaminski.com/
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Judging by Appearances

March 17, 2018 — Leave a Comment
F. Roger Devlin
other for 15 minutes and rate each other on personality
traits, simply by appearance. Each participant also sat a
personality test. For three traits — Extraversion,
Conscientiousness and Openness — the students‟
appearance-based judgements significantly positively
correlated with the actual personality scores (Passini &
Warren, 1966).
A later follow up study replicated the results for
Extraversion
and
Conscientiousness
using
only
mugshots.
Many homosexuals claim to have a “gaydar,” or faculty
for recognizing other homosexuals at sight. A recent
well-publicized study has provided empirical support for
such claims. Kosinski and Wang (2017) designed a
computer program that could distinguish between
photographs of homosexual and heterosexual men with
81% accuracy. A control group of human judges
achieved 61% accuracy. Figures for distinguishing
between lesbians and heterosexual women were slightly
lower, both for human judges and computers. This may
indicate the greater importance of social factors in the
etiology of lesbianism.
How to Judge People by What They Look Like
Body type can also be revealing. Endomorphs tend
https://www.amazon.com/Judge-People-Whattoward
extraversion,
ectomorphs
are
high
on
They-Look/dp/1977067972
conscientiousness and and neuroticism, and mesomorphs
Edward Dutton, Self-published, 2018
are low on conscientiousness. These findings partly
107 pages, $14.19 paperback, free in Kindle
reflect differences in testosterone level.
Anthropologist Ed Dutton will be familiar to some readers
Obesity in the West correlates with low socio-economic
for his work with Richard Lynn (including the book Race
status, low intelligence, and poor impulse control, but
and Sport) and as an occasional contributor to The
also with being friendly and gregarious. Slimmer people
Occidental Quarterly. He has just published a short book
tend to be more conscientious, while unhealthy thinness
on physiognomy, i.e., the relation between physical
is associated with neuroticism, depression, and anxiety.
features and behavioral tendencies.
Many
physiognomic
signals
are
mediated
by
We often hear that it is not possible to judge others from
testosterone, i.e., testosterone levels help determine
appearance, but there is plenty of evidence that we all do
both physical and personality/behavioral traits, so that
so, and not only in the context of mate-seeking. Dutton
the latter can be inferred from the former. High
draws our attention to the General Prologue to Chaucer’s
testosterone in men, e.g., tends to be associated with
Canterbury Tales, where the poet carefully describes the
shortness, muscularity, broadness of the faces, chiseled
physical appearance of each of the pilgrims, matching
jaws and even “shovel hands,” i.e., relatively slight
these with their personalities as revealed in their
differences between the lengths of fingers. High-T men
behavior and the stories they tell. The Reeve’s thinness
are also hairier—except on the tops of their heads, where
of build is supposed to suit his irritability and quickness
they are likelier to be bald. All these traits, therefore,
to anger. The Wife of Bath has a gap between her front
tend to predict competitiveness, low impulse control, low
teeth to suggest her sexual aggressiveness. There was a
empathy, and greater visuospatial, mathematical and
whole body of physiognomic teaching in Medieval
systemizing capabilities.
Europe, where the subject was taught in universities until
Similar traits are even found in higher-testosterone
the sixteenth century. Unfortunately, much of medieval
women. Dutton reports:
physiognomic lore had an astrological basis, limiting its
I was at a conference at University College London in
scientific usefulness.
2015. The university was trying to promote the idea that
Might it not be time to reopen the question?
women have made an important contribution to science.
In 1966 psychologists at the University of Michigan
The wall of the student refectory was decorated with
conducted an experiment on 84 undergraduates who had
photographs of living, relatively eminent female
never met. They had to sit in complete silence with each
scientists. It was remarkable (to myself and my
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colleagues from the conference) how masculine the faces
of these women scientists were.
Prominent secondary sex characteristics, such as large
breasts in women, tend to correlate with a faster life
history (r-selectedness), i.e. a tendency to live in the
present.
Small breasts would betoken the fact that the woman
was less programmed to sexually advertise, meaning a
slower life history [= K-selectedness]. So, it would make
sense for a slower [life history style] man to be more
attracted to smaller breasts in order to attain a slower
[life history] female.
Some physical traits are revealing within races, while
comparisons across races are more problematic. For
example, within races there is a correlation of about 0.1
between intelligence and height. But height comparisons
between men of different races may not display this
pattern, since northerly latitudes favor both higher
intelligence and stockier builds.
Two Chinese researchers, Wu and Zhang, have found
that certain physical traits tend to characterize criminals.
The angle “from nose tip to two mouth corners is on
average 19.6% smaller for criminals than for noncriminals and has a larger variance.” In addition “the

upper lip curvature . . . is on average 23.4% larger for
criminals,” and the distance “between two eye inner
corners” is slightly narrower (5.6%) for criminals than it
is for non-criminals. Criminals also have less symmetrical
faces and greater variation in features generally, possibly
because of an association between criminal tendencies
and higher mutational loads.
Some traits proverbially associated with red hair may
result from the MCIR.3 gene, which causes not only red
hair but greater susceptibility to pain and cold.
Good looks in general predict religiosity, traditionalism
and acceptance of social hierarchy.
It is important to remember that most physiological
correlations are low, often around 0.1, so any individual
trait is not likely to be especially revealing. A
combination of several traits is necessary for more
reliable predictions.
This is a fascinating book on a topic that has generally
been ignored in the research literature. Highly
recommended.
http://www.theoccidentalobserver.net/2018/03/17/judgi
ngbyappearances/?utm_source=feedburner&utm_mediu
m=email&utm_campaign=Feed%3A+theoccidentalobser
ver%2Ffeed+%28The+Occidental+Observer%29
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‘I’m a Holocaust sleuth’:
Has David Irving changed his mind?
Bryan Appleyard, The Australian, 12:00AM April 8, 2017

David Irving in 2010.
David Irving emails me: “I will be at the airport with my
Rolls.” And there he is, in the small crowd at arrivals in
Inverness, Scotland: black-belted overcoat, cord trousers
that seem a little short. The once-handsome face looks
crumpled, angry and anguished. He leads me out to the
Rolls-Royce — an old, restored Silver Spur.
After a short drive through snow-covered fields we arrive
at a big, brown classical house with a grand, curved
Doric portico. There are, he says, 40 rooms; these are
split, seemingly at random, between Irving and another
tenant. Inside, there are antlers everywhere and an
organ. The two occupiers are feuding about many things.
Irving says this will eventually drive him out of this little
Highland paradise. We struggle down a corridor lined
with a hundred-plus cardboard boxes. “These,” says
Irving grimly, “are from the trial.”
They are, in fact, why I am here. The trial in question
happened in 2000 and there is the new movie about it,
Denial. Irving lost the case catastrophically, the judge
concluding “that he is an active Holocaust denier; that he
is anti-Semitic and racist and that he associates with
right-wing extremists who promote neo-Nazism”.
“He couldn’t do anything else,” says Irving of the judge.
“If he had found for me, it would have been the end of
his career. It was pressure of circumstance.”
Irving was ruined professionally and financially; costs of
£2 million were awarded against him and he was

bankrupted. Yet he remains defiant and convinced that,
when he self-publishes his memoir in, perhaps, three
years, he will be vindicated. “Straight away, before you
get to it,” he says urgently: “Am I a Holocaust denier?
The answer is: no, I am not a Holocaust denier … I’m a
Holocaust sleuth and I’m looking outside the box.
“How can you call someone a Holocaust denier who every
year takes 25 or 30 international tourists to the
extermination sites — Sobibor, Treblinka, Belzec and
Majdanek — which I do? And if you have that
background, they can’t go round saying these ridiculous
things.”
Irving says he was never a denier, though there seems
copious evidence that he was. Now he believes at least
four million and possibly six million Jewish people died,
many of disease, though unquestionably most were
murdered. He does not believe many died at Auschwitz,
however. The current official figure is about 1.1 million.
“Auschwitz has been grossly inflated. They use it now
because it has an airport nearby and it’s got hotels
everywhere and there’s a McDonald’s and a hot dog
stand actually in the parking lot, which makes it very
agreeable for tourists and visitors. It’s highly
commercialised in the sense that Disneyland is
commercialised.” This is an odd complaint since he
arranges tourist trips to death camps.
He suggests the rarity of Heinrich Himmler’s visits to
Auschwitz
shows
it was
unimportant.
This
is
contradictory because he also says the full extent of the
Holocaust was kept from Himmler by Reinhard Heydrich,
who everybody agrees was the prime architect of the
program. This leads to his central and most improbable
belief: that Hitler knew nothing of the Final Solution
because Heydrich also kept it from him. “Hitler’s actions
were in favour of the Jews,” Irving says. “He did what he
could to protect the Jews against Heinrich Himmler. I
don’t think Hitler was anti-Semitic.”
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So does Irving admire Hitler? He has certainly expressed
admiration in the past. “That’s neither here nor there. As
a biographer you can’t admire somebody or hate them.
You have to have a completely dispassionate view.”

In Denial: Timothy Spall as David Irving.
Finding the Führer innocent on the charge of antiSemitism leads to his next improbable belief: that there
was moral equivalence between the allies and Nazi
Germany. The bombing of Dresden and Hiroshima, he
suggests, were our versions of the Holocaust. He says
135,000 people died in the allied raid on Dresden in
February 1945. The official estimate is about 25,000.
“I find it difficult to understand [the difference between]
the evilness of killing people because of their religion or
race and burning them alive when they happen to be
German on the wrong side of the frontier,” he says.
But, I point out, the Germans bombed civilian targets in
Britain. “Where? Coventry — 390 people?” he replies.
“And Coventry was a military target; it had factories
around it.”
But German expansionism started the war. “That’s a
political characteristic, a political event. There’s no
question the Germans wanted to get back what they had
lost, and they found a man who was capable of doing it.”
They hadn’t lost France, I say.
They lost a large chunk of France — Alsace-Lorraine.”
That’s a very small chunk.
“But they wanted to give the rest back,” he says, a
reference to his belief that the Nazis would eventually
have returned France to the French.
The invasion of Poland, which brought Britain into the
war, he dismisses as an aspect of Hitler’s desire for lands
in the east, implying it was the fault of the Poles
themselves. And the catastrophic invasion of Russia was
launched because Russia was about to mount an assault
on Germany. And so on.
The Jewish people are the primary source of Irving’s
anger. He says: “They have spent the last 50 years
trying to destroy me.” This will be a chillingly familiar
idea to anybody who knows about the Nazis: I don’t like
the Jews, but that’s their fault.
Sometimes he evokes “the Jews” directly, sometimes
with a sort of absurd coyness. I ask him why he is always
in the midst of a storm of controversy. “Big money. I
underestimated the effect of money. They decided I was
a threat to their existence.”
Who?
“The people who put up big money.”
The Jews?
“I’m not going to say it.”
Of the film Denial, he says: “It hasn’t done well in
America. It’s the kind of film they don’t care whether it
makes money or not. The people behind it have money
and it’s going to serve their cause and they don’t care
who gets thrown out of the business in the process.
Eventually, the people who made the film, even the
actors and actresses involved, will be exposed for what
they’ve done.”

The film, Irving says, is “full of lies” — though he also
says he has only seen the trailer. He adds that he wishes
Steven Spielberg, the Jewish director of Schindler’s List,
had made it. Noting my amazement, he says: “Well, he
would have cut me to pieces but at least it would have
been a good film.”
Irving makes money by self-publishing and selling his
books and concentration-camp tours via his website. He
also has Christmas appeals to which sympathetic rich
Americans contribute. He is finishing a book on Himmler
and his multi-volume biography of Churchill; then he
promises the memoirs. His struggles for restored
respectability will continue, he says, until “there’s an
amber light and then a red” — his euphemism for death.
It is one of the strangest interviews I have ever done, by
turns creepy, absurd and pathetic. At moments I feel
pity. Afterwards, however, I discover a tab on his
website I had not noticed: “David Irving’s Daily
Newswatch on Freedom of Speech and Human Rights”.
This turns out to be a toxic cauldron of Jew-baiting,
probably for his American revisionist audience and
donors. Pity evaporates. My mother was a Jew. That
makes me a Jew. So, Mr Irving, on behalf of my people,
f. k you and the Rolls you rode in on.
© The Sunday Times
*https://www.theaustralian.com.au/life/weekendaustral
ianmagazine/imaholocaustsleuthhasdavidirvingchangedh
ismind/newsstory/f9560bc91a1e1543cc957df5434469ed
*Anti-Semitic 'historian' David Irving claims new support
from teenage Holocaust-denying Trump fans
https://www.independent.co.uk/news/uk/homenews/david-irving-holocaust-denies-claims-inspiringnew-generation-supporters-donald-trump-youtubea7528171.html
*Antisemite, Holocaust denier … yet David Irving claims
fresh support
https://www.theguardian.com/uknews/2017/jan/15/da
vid-irving-youtube-inspiring-holocaust-deniers

********
Syrian Army Reportedly Finds NATO, Israeli-Made
Weapons in Daesh Arsenal
© AFP 2018/ STRINGER Military & Intelligence 15:32
05.04.2018(updated 15:36 05.04.2018)

The discovery comes amid several ongoing operations by
the Syrian military to secure and clear areas freed from
the jihadists in the country's east and southwest.
A Syrian army mop up operation in the villages of alSalehiyeh, al-Dowayer, al-Kashmeh and Sabikhan
in eastern Deir ez-Zor governate has discovered several
major Daesh (ISIS) weapons and ammunition depots
containing Israeli and NATO weapons, the Syrian Arab
News Agency reports, providing video evidence of the
find.
The stocks of weapons shown in the video include rocketpropelled grenade shells and mortars, large caliber
ammunition, heavy rockets, as well as improvised
explosive devices, suicide belts, and chemical warfare
kits. Some of the arms have clear Israeli and US
markings.
An officer speaking to SANA said that many of the
rocket-propelled grenades were discovered in a secret
Daesh arms cache in al-Salehiyeh, with the al-Dowayer
depot containing rocket launchers and several types
of mortar shells. Anti-tank missiles were found in alKashmeh. Finally, Sabikhan was the home to roughly
60,000
rounds
of ammunition,
as well
as barrels
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of chemicals
of explosives.

used

for the
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creation

© REUTERS/ Omar Sanadiki
Syrian Army Reportedly Finds Documents in E Ghouta
Linking Terrorists to the US

A second video shows artillery shells, anti-tank missiles
and stocks of ammunition found in a village. The
weapons were thought to be used by Daesh during the

siege of Deir ez-Zor, which lasted for over three years
before being lifted in September 2017 after the Syrian
army and its allies freed it of the militants.
Elsewhere, in the recently liberated areas of Eastern
Ghouta, Syrian forces continue to discover caches
of militant weapons, crude shell-making facilities, tunnels
large enough to drive vehicles through, and more. The
finds have included the rockets and artillery used to shell
the nearby capital of Damascus for several years
before Eastern
Ghouta
was
cleared
in Operation
Damascus Steel, which has entered its final stage.
https://sputniknews.com/military/20180405106324103
7-syrian-army-finds-weapons-stockpile-in-deir-ez-zor/

__________________________________________________
Planned Parenthood:
‘We Need a Disney Princess Who’s Had an Abortion’
Walt Disney Pictures
By Dr. Susan Berry27 Mar 2018

The Pennsylvania affiliate of Planned Parenthood tweeted
– and then deleted – its statement announcing its wishes
for a Disney princess who has had an abortion and who
satisfies the left’s fantasy of identity politics:
The Wrap notes the tweet was deleted about two hours
after it was posted. The social media screed did not go
unnoticed, however. The entire tweet was captured
before its deletion by Alex Pfeiffer, associate producer for
Tucker Carlson Tonight.
It read:
*We need a Disney princess who’s had an abortion
*We need a Disney princess who’s pro-choice

*We need a Disney princess who’s an undocumented
immigrant
*We need a Disney princess who’s actually a union
worker
*We need a Disney princess who’s trans
The tweet comes as many congressional Republicans and
President Donald Trump broke their promise to their prolife base by agreeing to provide taxpayer funds in the
omnibus spending bill to Planned Parenthood – an
organization that profits from abortion and is under a
federal investigation due to allegations it illegally profits
from the sale of body parts of babies aborted in its
clinics.
Sen. Ted Cruz (R-TX) said he voted against the omnibus,
in part, because, “It continues to fund Planned
Parenthood, a corrupt organization whose horrifying
abortion practices should preclude it from receiving
taxpayer dollars”:
Planned Parenthood receives some $500 million in
taxpayer funding every year through Medicaid and Title X
grants for family planning.
http://www.breitbart.com/bighollywood/2018/03/27/p
lanned-parenthood-need-disney-princess-whos-abortion/

______________________________________________
Robert Faurisson:

The Man, the Scientist, and his Method of ‘Exactitude’
By Fredrick Töben , Published: 2004-02-01
Introduction
feel somewhat despondent about not achieving that final
victory in their lifetime. It is hoped that the following will
When I was asked to contribute towards the Robert
clarify what kind of victory can be expected, and that the
Faurisson Festschrift, I recalled my own student days
battle cry will rise towards an affirmation of love of life
during the 1970s in Germany where I had regularly come
that transcends resignation and defeat.
across such publications. The German word Schrift
Hence, the other meaning of the word fest comes to
means writing or a piece of correspondence. The word
mind: to be firm, hard, solid, unwavering, to hold on to
Fest has become part of the English language, and few
one’s belief in face of adversity, persecution, in defeat
English speakers would not have heard of the
even. How appropriate this sense of the word is when
Oktoberfest where festivity and celebration goes hand-inwriting about Robert Faurisson will, I hope, become clear
hand with inebriation, a celebration, a commemoration of
in my following reflections.
life in its totality.
I well remember meeting Robert Faurisson personally for
However, a Festschrift attempts to balance both the
the first time in 1997 when, before my first trip to the
inevitable passionate life-affirming Dionysian intoxication
Auschwitz concentration camp in Poland, my niece and I
with the Apollonian sense for order and beauty. It is
briefly stopped in Paris, there to meet Serge Thion and
hoped that a picture of Robert Faurisson, the object of
Robert’s sister, Yvonne Schleiter. Having made our first
this written exercise, will emerge and be transported
acquaintance with the two pillars that have been
beyond the temptations of despair, the doom and gloom
towering giants of support for Faurisson, we then
that so easily befalls revisionists. There are men and
journeyed on by train to Vichy to meet the man himself.
women who for decades have been in this struggle
against historical falsifications and who justifiably may
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Before taking us on a tour of his home town, Robert
invited us for lunch. As we entered the restaurant, he
excused himself surprisingly and asked us to wait inside
the entrance. Where was he off to? Surely, I thought,
this is some strange French mannerism befitting an
absent-minded professor who had been struck by some
thought that propelled him to leave us standing near the
doorway.
Surely, I thought, this is an example of French
rationalism that is good on presenting analytic word
pictures, an approach Ingrid Zündel would refer to as
producing "itsy-bitsy, picky-picky news." Rationalism on
its own, like British empiricism on its own, has problems
offering us a synthetic whole. In contrast, German
idealism enables us to extricate ourselves from this
swamp of particulars and to develop a holistic worldview
where the practical (body) and theoretical (mind) are
synthesized, united into a somewhat consistent whole.
My example of the dinner table is instructive here. While,
for example, English and German tables have side plates
for bread, the French dispense with such and place the
bread – the French rolls – on the tablecloth next to the
main plate. The bread crumbs are free to fall anywhere.
Yvonne Schleiter showed me how in cultured households
the bread crumb problem is solved: a little ornate brush
scoop, often gold enameled, cleans it all. So, the
rationalist mindset is here concretized, as it moves from
bread to breadcrumb removal, but cannot synthesize and
think of a side plate that would also solve the problem of
bread crumb practicality (empiricism) and neatness
(idealism).
My musings passed the time as we stood there in the
restaurant waiting for Robert’s return. A few minutes
later a smiling Robert emerged from somewhere within
the body of the filled restaurant saying: "It’s alright to
eat here. The toilets are clean."
Exactitude
I was impressed by this incident because it indicated to
me that Robert Faurisson had achieved a balance
between mind and body where neither the intellectual
nor bodily functions are separated. This balance is sadly
lacking within some of those who call themselves
intellectuals. It was clear to me that Robert Faurisson
demanded standards of physical cleanliness. I already
knew that he demanded mental cleanliness where
accuracy and precision guarded against committing
errors, where exactitude is the guiding principle that
seeks out fact and truth.
These two words are so maligned in current academic
endeavors, more so in various legal spheres where
matters ‘Holocaust’ are litigated. In Australia, in Europe,
in Canada, in particular, truth is no defense in legal
proceedings, and a reference to factual events emerging
out of scientific research is irrelevant. Such is the state of
mind that attempts to uphold a lie with brutal legal force.
I thus had no difficulty in wholeheartedly embracing
Faurisson’s approach to the ‘Holocaust.’ The German
word Gründlichkeit comes to mind that describes the
process Faurisson himself called ‘exactitude.’ Or, as
Faurisson puts it:
"Sometimes also I would say in French that what I was
seeking was ‘la vérité mais au sens de vérité verifiable.’
A play on words difficult to render in English." (Faurisson
to Countess, Sept. 28, 2003)
Robert Countess prefers ‘exactitude’ over the use of
‘revisionism,’ as the latter has too much baggage
attached to it. For example, the Communist/Marxist

ideology branded and vilified any dissenter a ‘revisionist,’
and this was then enough for a dissenter to be sent to
the GULag (acronym of Glavnoye Upravleniye
Ispravitelno-Trudovikh
Lagerey,
or
the
Main
Administration of Corrective Labor Camps). My
preference is still for ‘revisionism’ because it is merely a
method, an heuristic principle used by any thinking
person who attempts to construct/create a world view
that is not merely derivative and copied.
Faurisson, the man, attempts to lead by example, and
hence his love of tennis and skiing where, if one wishes
to achieve a certain standard of proficiency in these
sports, body and mind need to work together as one.
In earlier years of our association, Faurisson had once
chastised me for a certain slackness that he noted in my
approach to collecting newspaper articles. I must admit
that although I have a solid German-Austrian heritage,
my having lived for over 50 years in Australia has rubbed
off on me. As my English professor at Stuttgart
University, Dr. Lothar Fietz, reminded me, in Australia we
are rather pastoral, and without too many intellectual
structures in the mind! That was the perception of a
cultured German who generalized from having met a
person who had been raised on a farm in Australia, and
concluded therefrom that all Australians are like that.
The fact is that most Australians are urban, not
necessarily urbane, dwellers.
Once I had sent Faurisson an item quoting the source but
forgetting to cite the date. I was informed in no uncertain
terms that I was wasting his time, and mine. It didn’t
happen again because even then I noticed impatience in
Faurisson’s voice. I tried to rationalize this away by
thinking how wearisome it must be for Faurisson to
welcome newcomers to the field of revisionism. Those
few individuals in the world who develop a moral cause
to embrace ‘Holocaust’ revisionism become anxious
newcomers whose only formal qualifications for this
particular field of enquiry are an innate sense of truth
and justice.
The ‘Holocaust’ Lie
This impatience with individuals who do not measure up
to his set standards befell others who have sent
Faurisson items.
Emphasizing the word ‘Holocaust’ is a Faurisson habit
that I have adopted so as to indicate that, when we
speak of the alleged German-Jewish holocaust, this event
is not a given, not a factuality, not an historically
undisputed fact. Far from it, because it also indicates
that, what has been claimed to be a unique historical
event, the ‘Holocaust’ is anything but unique. Perhaps as
a hoax, yes!
In 1994, I entered the Australian revisionist scene on a
full-time basis where John Bennett had reigned supreme.
He had been there in California with Faurisson, Butz,
Zündel, Smith, and others, when in 1979 Willis Carto
founded the Institute for Historical Review. Bennett, ever
the lawyer, has been playing it safe, claiming that "the
extent of the Holocaust has been exaggerated." He would
not go beyond that point, which at that time was
considered serious enough for him to be defamed and
vilified in the media, in particular in the Jewish press.
Faurisson went beyond this pussy-footing approach, and
gained prominence by claiming that "the ‘Holocaust’ is a
lie!" He formulated his uncompromising stance thus:
"Show me or draw me a Nazi gas chamber! Stop giving
me words. Stop showing me a building, a door, a wall or,
sometimes, only hair or shoes. I need a full picture of
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one of those fantastic chemical slaughterhouses. I need a
physical representation of the extraordinary weapon of
an unprecedented crime. If you dare to say that what
tourists are shown in some camps is, or was, such a gas
chamber, come on and say it…"
I liked this approach, this clearly expressed attitude of
mind that demanded proof of what was being claimed.
On Faurisson’s part there was no awe, no deferential
stance, and no acceptance of the message that Jews
were indeed the victims of a massive injustice of
oppression and murder, a most heinous crime. Ever the
analyst, the scientist who brushed aside biased emotional
subjectivity, Faurisson still passionately asks for proof
that would substantiate claims made about an alleged
horrendous event. It did not win Faurisson any prize for
popularity. But his moral and intellectual integrity is
intact!
During the 1980s and early 1990s, I continued to
interact with both individuals who ‘believed’ in the
‘Holocaust’ and with those who had the courage to
question aspects of it. I then realized that I was hitting
the so-called establishment brick wall where Jewish
academics, such as Melbourne’s Dr. Paul Gardner, invited
me to stop questioning the factuality of the ‘Holocaust’
because "it did happen." In various published letters-tothe-editor in our local newspaper, Gardner et al. wished
to suppress an open debate on the issue. Sydney’s
Professor Konrad Kwiet, another one of Australia’s
‘Holocaust’ experts, advised me that this "thing is bigger
than both of us, so let it be."
Yet, I also now knew Dr. Wilhelm Stäglich, Ernst Zündel,
Dr. Robert Faurisson, Professor Dr. Arthur Butz, and
Adelaide locals such as Werner Fischer and Christopher
Steele, who vigorously presented convincing arguments
against the view that this ‘Holocaust’ topic was off-limits,
beyond open discussion.
In 1983, The League of Rights mounted a successful
challenge against the ‘Holocaust’ lobby by staging in
Adelaide an exhibition at the Constitutional Museum. It
was a brilliantly conceived plan to stage such a public
exhibition, which visually illustrated the skepticism about
the orthodox version of the ‘Holocaust.’ The curator of
the museum refused to be intimidated by the objections
to the exhibition, and so for one month the whole
argument against the homicidal gassing story was aired
in Adelaide.
Werner Fischer, that unapologetic member of the former
SS, had sown the seeds that sprang from Arthur Butz’s
The Hoax of the Twentieth Century. The pleasure for
many then to meet Butz in person in Adelaide attending
Adelaide Institute’s 1998 International Revisionist
Symposium was immense.
All the more disappointing, of course, that Robert
Faurisson could not make it to Australia for that
conference on account of his numerous ‘convictions’
against him in France for claiming that this whole
‘Holocaust’ business is one big lie.
Asking Questions
It is against this background of revisionist warriors that
legitimizes my personal questioning of the orthodox
‘Holocaust’ view. Why should I not continue to question
the factuality and the veracity of the claims made by
some alleged ‘survivor’? Why should my mental
processes be switched off, and why should my mind bypass ‘Holocaust’ matters when on a daily basis through
all media outlets we are saturated with one-sided atrocity
stories about the ‘Holocaust’?

Worse still, why pull back from investigating physical
structures, analyzing and testing survivor claims, when
all I am given as a reason to desist is that there is no
debate about the ‘Holocaust.’ That’s blocking open
inquiry, something I find quite disagreeable because by
depriving my mind of vital information there is thus no
possibility of my reaching a balanced view of an
extremely contentious historical matter.
During the early 1990s, as the revisionist argument
became more well known through the uncensored
Internet, the countering argument used was that
"everyone believes in it", and that "denying the
Holocaust is like believing the moon is made of cheese or
believing in a flat earth theory." Faurisson called such
responses ‘not serious,’ and he implored revisionists to
be serious and not get lost in ‘busy work.’
This flat-earth statement was Professor Deborah
Lipstadt’s favorite response whenever she had to deflect
difficult questions. However, an academic who does not
offer reasons for an expressed view on matters
withdraws from an open discussion on a contentious
historical issue, thereby adopting an absolutist attitude
and interpretation of an event that is far from settled. My
experience tells me that there is a raging ‘Holocaust’
debate, and the existence of the revisionist movement
attests to that, and to much more. One significant
example of character assassination and of an academic
witch-trial comes from New Zealand. Academic Dr. Joel
Hayward fell foul of the Jewish ‘Holocaust’ lobby because
of his 1993 MA thesis wherein he claims the revisionist
argument stands up to intellectual and academic rigor. In
2000, after the Irving-Lipstadt London defamation trial,
Hayward recanted, claiming that new evidence emerging
from that trial convinced him that he had ‘stuffed up’ in
his MA conclusion. To date he, like Lipstadt, have not
delivered the goods on the Faurisson challenge: "Show
me or draw me a Nazi gas chambers!" Any academic is
free to change his views on matters, especially if new
information has become available to him. However, there
is such a thing as intellectual integrity, and any change
of view needs to be rationally justified with evidence
provided of the material that led to a change of view.
Although I have asked Hayward for such material, on
which his change of mind is based, it has not been
forthcoming. Need I wonder why?
Overcoming censorship
The main public media outlets monopolize the flow of
information to the extent that revisionism and
revisionists had great difficulty getting their arguments
aired in public. Thus, all the more importance fell on
individual revisionists to keep the momentum going.
Robert Faurisson is one such individual who has the
courage to swim against the stream of popular opinion.
Faurisson’s greatest exposure in the world press occurred
during the Zündel Toronto trials of 1985 and 1988,
where he and others conceived the plan that resulted in
Fred Leuchter producing his sensational forensic reports
about the Auschwitz crematoria, among others.
Further, the advent of the Internet enabled somewhat
isolated revisionists to communicate world-wide in an
instant and independent of any form of censorship. The
moral well-being of revisionists has certainly been
enhanced by this new medium that permits anyone to
ask difficult questions and to oppose those individuals
whose sole task, so it seems, is to block open enquiry.
In 1974, philosopher Karl Popper related to me how this
blocking mechanism had been used on him by Ludwig
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Wittgenstein at Cambridge where Wittgenstein had
invited Popper as a guest speaker to a seminar.
Wittgenstein introduced Popper to the audience by
stating that, according to his philosophy of language, all
that is needed to solve problems is correct language use.
Popper responded by saying that first we need to accept
that there are problems that need to be solved. He thus
asked Wittgenstein what happens to moral problems in
language analysis. Wittgenstein responded, "There are
no moral problems!" because correct language analysis
eliminates them. Wittgenstein picked up a fire poker and
waved it at Popper who responded:
"What about the moral problem when a host threatens
his visitor with a fire poker?"
It is not quite clear what happened, but Popper informed
me that Wittgenstein stormed out of the room. During
the early 1990s, a Wittgenstein devotee, Dr. Graeme
Marshall
of
Melbourne
University’s
philosophy
department, advised me that the whole incident was not
as dramatic as Popper makes out it was. Of course, what
happened in this incident is significant, because Popper
brought back the moral imperative as a legitimate
adjunct of scientific inquiry, if not itself the object of
study and reflection.

Scribbling on the Wall in France: Faurisson is Right!

Faurisson’s scientific ideal of an open enquiry is
augmented by his principle of ‘exactitude,’ that
dialectically-tinged rational and restless approach, which
will not tolerate inexactness, fabrications, and outright
lying, far less any form of censorship in matters
‘Holocaust.’ It does not please those who wish to censor
any public debate on the topic, and all the more
surprising it was for me to learn that even self-confessed
skeptics, such as America’s Michael Shermer, are
believers when it comes to matters ‘Holocaust.’
Australia’s leading self-proclaimed atheist and some-time
Marxist, broadcaster Philip Adams, is a ‘Holocaust’
believer, and like organized skeptics the world over,
Adams has opted to embrace the concept ‘Holocaust
denialism’ as a term that appears effectively to deflect
any critical analysis of the issue, even when the
absurdity of claims made does not stand up to any
critical analysis.
The question needs to be asked: What right have I to
make such pronouncements, such statements about
individuals who uphold the orthodox view of the
‘Holocaust’? I respond stating that my tertiary training
rests, among other things, on a study and comparison of
Karl Popper’s theory of falsification and C.S. Peirce’s
principle of fallibilism. This alone eminently qualifies me
to study any aspect of the ‘Holocaust’ orthodoxy. Briefly,
C. S. Peirce developed the logical form of abduction, thus
making scientific hypothesizing a formal matter. This also
enabled Peirce to deny intuition, on which CartesianismFrench Rationalism (innate ideas) and British Empiricism
(sense data) based their dyadic, subject-object, theory of
cognition.

No Holes, No Holocaust
Professor Robert Faurisson, born in 1929, lectured in
modern and contemporary French literature at the
Sorbonne and the University of Lyon, specializing at the
latter in the ‘Analysis of texts and documents (literature,
history, media)’.
In the 1970s, he demonstrated the radical impossibility,
on physical and chemical grounds, of the existence and
operation of the alleged Nazi gas chambers. He was the
first in the world to publish the plans of the buildings at
Auschwitz abusively presented still today as having
served for putting inmates to death by gassing.
In 1988, thanks to an investigation commissioned by the
German-Canadian Ernst Zündel, the professor’s findings
were confirmed by the American Fred Leuchter, designer
of the gas chambers used in several United States
prisons and author of a report on the alleged gas
chambers of Auschwitz and Majdanek. In the early
1990s, the conclusions of the famous ‘Leuchter Report’
were, in turn, confirmed by the German chemist Germar
Rudolf, a graduate of the Max Planck Institute, as well as
by the Austrian chemists Walter Lüftl, president of the
board of engineers of Austria, and Wolfgang Fröhlich, a
specialist in disinfection gas chambers.
As a consequence of their findings, Robert Faurisson,
Ernst Zündel, Fred Leuchter, Germar Rudolf, Walter Lüftl
and Wolfgang Fröhlich have all paid a substantial toll to
the prevailing judicial and extra-judicial repression. Like
a number of other ‘revisionists’ they have, according to
circumstances, had the experience of seeing their careers
ruined, of being physically assaulted and injured,
convicted in the law courts, fined, imprisoned, exiled. At
present, Wolfgang Fröhlich is in jail in Vienna and Ernst
Zündel is being held in Toronto in a high-security cell, in
judicial and physical conditions worthy of ‘Guantanamo
Bay’.
And so to assist me in my personal quest to clarify the
issues that arise out of this ‘Holocaust’ controversy, out
of this gross distortion of world history, I adopted
Faurisson’s concise formulations: "No Holes, No
Holocaust" and "The Holocaust is a lie."
Suddenly, the eminent Australian ‘Holocaust’ scholar,
John Bennett, became irrelevant in the Australian media,
and I became the most notorious Australian ‘Holocaust’
denier. I must have done something right, because
Faurisson’s statement that the whole ‘Holocaust’
enterprise is a lie propelled me into the public battle for
truth and justice. The result of all this is that I now
operate under a gag-order imposed by the Federal Court
of Australia on September 17, 2002, and confirmed on
appeal on June 27, 2003. I am now not permitted to
dispute the six million alleged Jewish deaths, the
existence of the homicidal gas chambers, or to doubt the
‘Holocaust’ itself. Thanks for that present, Robert!
In 1994, when a group of individuals formed the Adelaide
Institute, Faurisson was there for us in the background,
as were Dr. Wilhelm Stäglich and Professor Dr. Arthur
Butz with their respective publications, Der Auschwitz
Mythos and The Hoax of the Twentieth Century. Ernst
Zündel was also there powering away from Toronto at
the ‘Holocaust’ orthodoxy and having victoriously
survived the 1985 and 1988 Toronto ‘Holocaust’ trials, at
the same time increasing his media outreach programs
by flooding the world with revisionist material. Zündel’s
1992 victory against the ‘Holocaust’ liars occurred when
Canada’s Supreme Court struck out a law, under which
he had been persecuted since 1985. When he left Canada
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to live with his wife Ingrid in Tennessee, USA, little did
we then anticipate Zündel would again face the wrath of
Canada’s Jewish-inspired judiciary. In January 2003, I
visited Ernst and Ingrid Zündel at their home, and seven
days later, on February 5, he was arrested at his home,
then deported from the US to Toronto, Canada, where he
has been in a detention center ever since. But that is
another story.
When Professor Deborah Lipstadt visited Australia in
1994, she proved to be quite a sensation, claiming on
ABC TV’s Lateline that Jean-Claude Pressac had proved in
his 1989 book Auschwitz: Technique and Operation of
the Gas Chambers that crematorium II at Auschwitz II
(Birkenau) had a ventilation system that explained how
the Zyklon B was extracted after the gassings took place.
My associates and I were mortified, but then calmed
ourselves by adhering to our own principles of seeking
the truth of an allegation. Were this 1994 Lipstadt
revelation factually true that the gas chamber’s existence
had been proven as a physical fact, then we would
simply have to publicize this fact, that indeed Auschwitz
did have homicidal gas chambers that operated and
killed millions of people.
Together with Adelaide Institute’s then South Australian
Associate, David Brockschmidt, I traveled to Melbourne
personally to meet and to hear Professor Lipstadt
address this issue. She advised us that the blueprints of
the homicidal gas chambers are there in Pressac’s book
and that the matter is now closed. She signed her book
with "May Truth Prevail!" Later, together with Adelaide
Institute’s assistant director, Geoff Muirden, I viewed the
Pressac book at the University of Melbourne’s library
where a copy was kept under lock and key. The book did
not convince me of anything at all. It was not enough
merely to look at such plans because they did not out of
themselves reveal anything at all, certainly not that
homicidal gas chambers had existed at AuschwitzBirkenau. And that is where Faurisson’s approach comes
in handy: a plan should not need an extensive
commentary to prove what it is supposed to represent.
That’s Faurisson’s meaning of the term ‘busy work’!
As regards the Lipstadt claims, Faurisson calmed our
frayed nerves by advising that the story keeps on
changing, that Pressac is not to be trusted as he knows
him quite well, and that the fellow is in league with the
Jewish ‘Holocaust’ promoters of France, Serge and Beate
Klarsfeld, who funded the Pressac enterprise.
In April 1999, I met Pressac, who passed away in
September 2003, and he modified his claims somewhat,
stating that Topf & Söhne who built the cremation ovens
for Auschwitz had the capacity also to build homicidal gas
chambers. After all, the firm was a world leader in grain
drying techniques and in crematoria designs. No wonder
that after the war the firm lost that position because of
the induced ‘Holocaust’ guilt that paralyses normal
healthy human activities and then twists them into
perversions of submissive slave-like behavior, from
which unhealthy mental attitudes flow. That alone
justifies for anyone actively to oppose anything that the
‘Holocaust’ lobby promotes. The pathetic German slavelike adherence to this ‘Holocaust’ dogma, as legally
reinforced through German penal law paragraph 130 et
al., is having tragic consequences, as Günter Deckert,
Germar Rudolf, Udo Walendy, Hans Schmidt, et al., know
so well. The English edition of The Rudolf Report
appeared in 2003, and to date its 1993 forensic results
stand firm.

Pressac said to me he never claimed that gassings
occurred, but rather that it was possible for gassings to
have occurred at Auschwitz. A Jewish group in Italy was
working on a CD that simulated that possibility. To date I
have not heard what success this group achieved. At the
time of my visiting Pressac on March 31, 1999, this
Jewish Italian group had reached the point of walking
through the undressing chamber at crematorium II and
was standing in front of the actual alleged homicidal gas
chamber. I don’t know whether they ever got inside or
not.
Pressac also informed me that he had to think about
surviving in France. What bothered Pressac was that
Klarsfeld had become so aggressive towards him –
symbolically spitting at him through the telephone just
because he would not endorse Klarsfeld’s six million
Jewish deaths claim and Klarsfeld was angry at Pressac’s
own ‘Holocaust’ definition. Pressac maintained that a
"massive massacre" took place but not a ‘Holocaust,’ and
one should get away from using that term when speaking
about this period of history.
I also had the distinct feeling that Pressac was rather sad
at having lost Faurisson as a contact point within the
revisionist scene, and so he was happy that at least Carlo
Mattogno remained on speaking terms with him.
De-Commissioning Crematorium I
Two years later a newcomer to the ‘Holocaust’ scene,
Robert Jan van Pelt, together with Deborah Dwork,
published a book: Auschwitz: From 1270 to the Present.
Much to my delight I noted at pages 363f. it is admitted
that crematorium I at Auschwitz-Stammlager had been
de-commissioned, i.e., the alleged homicidal gas
chamber shown had been ‘re-constructed’ after the war,
and that a mortuary was turned into an air raid shelter
but never into a homicidal gas chamber. Dwork and van
Pelt explain it almost in poetic language when they talk
about crematorium I ‘symbolically’ representing what
happened at crematorium II in Auschwitz-Birkenau.
Pressac informed me that he is angry with van Pelt and
Dwork because in writing their book they based it on
Pressac’s own research. They, in effect, ‘stole’ his work,
so Pressac claimed.
It took another seven years for the Auschwitz Museum
publicly to admit that crematorium I was indeed a ‘reconstruction,’ which its administrators did on the
museum’s website in 2003
– see online at
www.auschwitzmuzeum.oswiecim.pl/html/eng/zwiedzani
e/krematorium_1.html.
Vichy
And while the ‘Holocaust’ orthodoxy whittles away its
own foundations, it is Robert Faurisson et al. who
continue to face the French legal system that prevents
anyone from questioning any of the 1945-46 Nuremberg
Military Tribunal’s legal findings. It is not easy for a
devoted husband, father, and grandfather to endure such
burdens alone, isolated in Vichy. Thanks to the advances
in communication technology, especially the Internet,
Faurisson is not alone anymore.
As stated above, in 1998 we had Robert Faurisson attend
via video Adelaide Institute’s 1998 International
Revisionist Symposium. In this video, Faurisson
elaborated how Vichy is not Vichy but Vichy-Auschwitz,
so according to Serge and Beate Klarsfeld in a two
volume book of that same title dealing with so-called
‘Holocaust’ denial, wherein the claim is made that
Marshall Pétain, who resided during the war in Vichy, had
sent Jews to their death at Auschwitz.
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Faurisson takes us on a video tour of Vichy and explains
how the history of his city has been falsified. He visits
three sites within a radius of a few hundred meters and
explains how the factual things that happened there are
now presented from a distorted Jewish view of local
history, and Faurisson reminds us it is forbidden to speak
the truth in France about such historical events.
1. World War One Memorial: "Every war is
butchery," Faurisson says, "and it is good for the
victor and bad for the vanquished. 20 years after
the end of World War One, the Munich
Agreement was signed by Adolf Hitler for
Germany, Benito Mussolini for Italy, Edouard
Deladier for France, and Neville Chamberlain for
the United Kingdom. Today we are told this
agreement is a disgrace – but was it? After the
World War One butchery, was it a disgrace trying
to avoid another war?"
The March 19, 2003, invasion of Iraq comes to
mind and how the French Foreign Minister gave a
spirited reason why France should not join the
Anglo-American-Zionist-Forces, the ‘coalition of
the willing.’ Perhaps the French foreign minister
is all too conversant with history and specifically
with Robert Faurisson’s claims about the Hitler
WMDs – the homicidal gas chambers – that have
not been found though the believers have had
over sixty years to look for them.
2. On July 10, 1940, 569 members of Parliament
gave powers to Marshall Pétain, 20 abstentions,
and 80 against. Today there is one plaque that
states that 80 members of Parliament who voted
against Pétain saved the honor of the French
people!
"DANS CETTE SALLE LE 10 JUILLET 1940
80 parlementaires ont par leur vote affirmé leur
attachement à la République, leur amour de la
liberté et leur foi dans la victoire. Ainsi s’acheva
la IIIe République"
What is not stated on the plaque is that 60
countries – including the USA and the Soviet
Union – sent ambassadors to Vichy, France.
3. Hotel du Parc: There is no sign that Marshall
Pétain lived there in simple style until August 17,
1944, when he was arrested by the Germans and
taken to Germany. The little space where he
lived is closed and no visit is possible. During the
1960s, a man was arrested for placing a little
poster there saying that Marshall Pétain lived
there 1940-44. Now there is a plaque placed by
Klarsfeld:
"This is the place where Pétain decided to send
the Jews to their death at Auschwitz."
So, Faurisson concludes: "Vichy—Auschwitz."
In September 1989, Robert Faurisson was bashed in the
park by three young Jewish thugs. A young man fishing
at the nearby river heard the cries and saved Faurisson.
Later the young man said he was sorry that he saved
Faurisson.
It is comforting to know that the French lobby, which for
decades has had Faurisson firmly in its sight, is doomed
to failure, though that is not for lack of trying. Yet
Faurisson’s
knowledge,
his
meticulousness,
his
impressive archive about matters ‘Holocaust’ remains
unchallenged by anything offered by those who uphold
the ‘Holocaust’ dogma.
French Academics Capitulate

For example in 1979, a group of academics moved
against Robert’s sometime lonely fight against the
propagation of lies surrounding the ‘Holocaust,’ in
particular the existence of homicidal gas chambers at
Auschwitz. In the renowned Paris newspaper, Le Monde,
P. Vidal-Naquet, Léon Poliakov, and 32 academics
proclaimed on February 21, 1979:
"One may not ask how, technically, such a mass murder
was possible. It was technically possible since it took
place. Such is the obligatory starting point required for
any historical enquiry into this subject. This truth we
simply want to bring back into memory: there is not, and
there may not be, any debate on the existence of the gas
chambers."
In this instance one may safely refer to philosopher
Arthur Schopenhauer’s (1788-1860) much-quoted words
that shed light on where the ‘Holocaust’ orthodoxy finds
itself:
"All truth passes through three stages. First, it is
ridiculed, then it is violently opposed, and finally it is
accepted as self-evident."
The fact that French academics have (again) adopted
such a dead-end position to historical enquiry is shameful
for a nation that prides itself in carrying on the Cartesian
tradition. I place the word ‘again’ in parenthesis because
what these French academics express is perhaps a
variant of how René Descartes (1596-1650) reacted
when he felt the pressure to conform. Although known as
the founder of modern thought, Descartes withdrew his
1634 completed major work Le Monde from publication.
Galileo Galilee (1564-1642) had just been condemned for
his works that supported the Copernican heliocentric
model of the solar system as did Le Monde, and so
Descartes played it safe.
Robert Faurisson has not compromised his stance against
the pressure exerted upon him by Jews in France, far
from it. He continues to oppose superstition and
champions rationality because he has fully embraced
Voltaire’s tradition of challenging orthodox opinions. Like
Voltaire, Faurisson does not bemoan his persecution.
For revisionists who still fear the prospects of legal and
social persecution at the hands of academics, political
authorities, and the media it may comfort to know that
Voltaire (1694-1778) spent eleven months in the
infamous Bastille, exile in Holland, England, Prussia,
finally to settle in Switzerland because his home country
France would not have him.
One may well conclude that Voltaire’s reluctance in
accepting hypotheses and theories without any empirical
input stems from his time spent in England. There John
Locke (1632-1704) and Isaac Newton (1642-1727) were
firing up the empirical minds of those who wished to
learn more about the physical world, about the universe.
They in turn were influenced by Johannes Keppler (15711630) who utilized Tycho Brahe’s (1546-1601)
astronomical calculations and found planetary motion
was elliptical, unlike Nicolaus Copernicus (1473-1543)
who still adhered to the dogma of circularity of planetary
motion.
Likewise with Robert Faurisson’s background and
experience. He can claim half British parentage with a
Scottish mother, and so knows full-well the value of
empirical investigations. At the end of the 1970s, it was
his fingers that ran over the internal structure of the
cremation ovens in crematorium I to discover there
simply was no soot remnant. This physical test, among
other things, led him to conclude that what had been
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sold as an authentic cremation oven was in fact a postWorld War Two reconstruction.
Two decades later, at his 2000 London defamation trial
against Professor Deborah Lipstadt, David Irving "tried to
bring up the rebuilding of Krema I, and Judge Gray said
‘we are not interested here in what happened after the
war’, which rather stumped me and I dropped the
subject." (Irving in an email to Töben dated, October 26,
2003)
Busy Work and Definite Results
Faurisson always advises newcomers to revisionism to
remain simple and not to get lost in busy work, as was
the case with Charles Provan. At the 13th IHR Revisionist
Conference, revisionists were surprised to learn that the
Auschwitz Museum had given Provan permission to make
a detailed study of crematorium II’s roof, the object of
Faurisson’s "No Holes, No Holocaust". Of course, Provan’s
detailed study remains just that, busy work, and his
conclusion, that gassings occurred there, remains
irrelevant.
It has not replaced the pioneering Leuchter work or
Germar Rudolf’s The Rudolf Report. Nor has it been
embraced by the upholders of the ‘Holocaust’ orthodoxy,
who all too often have had to disown works that claim to
support the gassing lie, such as Australia’s Donald Watt’s
1995 Stoker. Published by Simon & Schuster, it is subtitled: The Story Of An Australian Soldier Who Survived
Auschwitz-Birkenau. The ploy to sell such nonsense as
fact, as an historically accurate autobiography, badly
misfired. On the back cover, one sentence illustrates how
the ‘Holocaust’ lobby, through its feverish mind,
attempted to hood-wink the world:
"Only now, 50 years after the end of World War II, has
Don Watt managed to come to terms with his war-time
experiences – an ordeal that he had mentioned to no
one, not even his immediate family – and reveal the full
story."
Adelaide Institute was there, ready to refute the book’s
factual content as a fabrication, and this may have
caused orthodox ‘Holocaust’ historians to disown Watt
even before any criticism emerged from the ‘Holocaust’
disbelievers. Thanks to Faurisson and his methodical
approach to the topic, we were able to stand firm and
claim the book is pure fiction. It reminded us so much of
Schindler’s List, that 1994 film based on the novel
Schindler’s Ark, written by Australian Thomas Keneally.
Initially, it too was sold as historical fact until proven to
be fiction. The fact that the film was screened on prime
time commercial television in Australia without any
commercial breaks at all raised concerns as to what its
function was in indoctrinating gullible minds with
historical propaganda and outright lies. Many who viewed
the film did not immediately recognize the anti-German
hatred that dripped from it.
The fact that Fritjof Meyer has now de-commissioned
Auschwitz-Birkenau as a homicidal gas chamber site, as
did van Pelt in 1996 with Auschwitz-Stammlager,
highlights the irrelevance of so much of what Faurisson
recognized as mere busy work. Meyer published his
sensational claims in the May 2002 edition of the
magazine Osteuropa. Relocating the homicidal gas
chambers, the actual murder weapon – Faurisson calls it
a huge chemical slaughterhouse – outside of the
Auschwitz concentration camp perimeters into two
(entirely fictional) farm houses and reducing the total
number of gassed to around 350,000 Jewish deaths is a
worry for the orthodox ‘Holocaust’ historians.

Although the world media has not run the Fritjof Meyer
concessions, revisionists have done their best to
disseminate the news. As Faurisson stated to Ingrid
Zündel in an email of October 2, 2003:
"In fact, the revisionist community reacted quickly and
strongly to F. Meyer’s article as published in Osteuropa of
May 2002. First the exchange of emails and letters was
abundant; to take only one personal example, I sent
Ernst [Zündel] a letter about it on August 14, 2002. Then
many articles were published. Nation-Europa published
three articles in September 2002, November-December
2002, and January 2003. Mark Weber published an
article in The Journal of Historical Review dated MayAugust 2002 (in fact November). Germar Rudolf
mentioned or commented the F. Meyer story in three
articles (Robert Faurisson, Germar Rudolf, C. Mattogno)
under the general title of ‘The Dwindling Death Toll’ in
The
Revisionist
of
February
2003
[and
in
Vierteljahreshefte für freie Geschichtsforschung of
December 2002]. Quite a few other revisionists, like
Fredrick Töben, Bob Countess, Serge Thion, or semirevisionists like David Irving discussed the matter on the
Web or elsewhere."
This huge concession to the revisionists made by Fritjof
Meyer can be likened to the concession made by Dr
Martin Broszat, of the Institut für Zeitgeschichte in
Munich, exactly 42 years earlier. In a letter to the
German newspaper Die Zeit, Broszat stated that in the
Dachau concentration camp near Munich no one was
gassed, something that contradicted what had become
‘common knowledge’ amongst historians, but to this day
is not known by the general public. In 2003, Dachau
received a multi-million Euro face-lift that also saw the
removal of the nonsensical sign, which stated that a
certain room was a gas chamber but that it had never
been used as such. How this new ‘investment’ in
Dachau’s refurbishment will influence the general
‘Holocaust’ industry in Germany needs to be carefully
watched.
Lex Faurissonia
The claim that Dachau had a gas chamber derives from a
film shown during the 1945-46 Nuremberg International
Military Tribunal trial. It was an American ‘propaganda’
film that showed a man standing in the alleged gas
chamber, relating his story. This was admitted as
evidence, and to this day stands as an historical ‘fact’
protected by French law.
Slowly, albeit too slowly, the orthodox ‘Holocaust’
historians have been forced to admit that their original
‘Holocaust’ story is not based on physical facts, that it is
in Faurisson’s words an outright ‘lie’ protected by law.
Faurisson could not accept that this period of history be
excised from rational thought and that it be replaced by
the superstition of the ‘Holy Writ of Nuremberg.’ At the
1985 Toronto Zündel trial, well-known ‘Holocaust’
historian Raul Hilberg attempted to explain how such a
massive enterprise of killing millions of people – without
a Hitler order, without a plan and budget, without a
murder weapon – could be executed by claiming it was
done by an "incredible meeting of minds."
Faurisson agrees that it is incredible and unbelievable,
and that is why he refuses to believe in the ‘Holocaust.’
He continues his fight against superstition and against
the French Jewish community that continues to incite
against him. On July 14, 1990, the French parliament
enacted the Fabius-Gayssot law on the pretext to stem
the rising tide of racism and anti-Semitism. It outlaws
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contesting the Nuremberg trial’s ‘crimes against
humanity,’ and the law is now commonly referred to as
Lex Faurissonia. Nonchalantly Faurisson relates how one
may receive a one month or a one year jail term, or a
300,000 F fine, then smiles and adds: "So, be careful in
France."
The Future
That the revisionist enterprise will never end is a given
fact, because any thinking person is a revisionist. A prerequisite for any effective thinking activity is a free flow
of information. Any censorship of such a flow of
information will automatically have a stifling effect upon
the brain’s development. The problem faced by
revisionists is the inordinate efforts undertaken by the
upholders of the ‘Holocaust’ lie to stifle any open debate
on the topic.
Civil libertarians often quote Voltaire in order to
overcome
blatant
censorship
and
free
speech
restrictions: "I disapprove of what you say, but I will
defend to the death your right to say it". This now
famous quote has itself been subjected to scrutiny, and
Robert Faurisson points out in his Foreword to my book
Where Truth Is No Defence, I Want To Break Free, 2001:
"In reality, a London author called Stephen G Tallentyre
(real name Evelyn B Hall) in The Friends of Voltaire
(1906) wrote on the subject of the attitude taken by
Voltaire in case of an intense disagreement with an
adversary: ‘I disapprove of what you say but I will
defend to the death your right to say it was his attitude
now’."
Faurisson says that the future of revisionism is clear:
"We shall never win because Voltaire never won his
battle against superstition because it is a never-ending
fight between reason and faith. However, if we never
win, then also we never lose, and that is the real
adventure – a dangerous intellectual adventure –
especially in France, Germany, Austria, Switzerland,
Canada, etc."
In another email to Ingrid Zündel of October 21, 2003,
Robert Faurisson clarifies his viewpoint on how
revisionists are fighting an up-hill battle:
"Dear Ingrid,
You might be interested in reading the above article that
a Sven Felix Kellerhof published on 28 August 2002 […]
in Die Welt with the title: ‘Linksliberaler Kronzeuge für
Holocaust-Leugner’ [liberal crown witness for Holocaust
deniers].
You will see that, if that date is correct, already more
than a year ago, Kellerhof had been stating that
revisionists were trying to ‘push’ Fritjof Mayer’s article
(as published in the May 2002 issue of Osteuropa).
There you have one more evidence that, as I told you,
we revisionists quickly reacted to that article of F. Mayer.
Now, even if a mainstream newspaper had not
mentioned it, it would not have been our fault. I could
give you so many examples of discoveries that we made,
that we published and that the mainstream media did not
mention for years and years. Was it our fault? To take
but one example, what I said in 1978 about the hoax of
the so-called ‘gas chamber’ in Auschwitz I was finally
admitted by an orthodox historian in a mainstream
publication only in 1995. I had to wait 17 years and,
during those 17 years, I kept repeating myself again and
again on the issue. Now see: the essay of that orthodox
historian was hardly noticed! That’s our fate. ‘Habent sua
fata libelli’: our writings, as well as our desperate
actions, have their own destiny.

Do you realize that in fact Paul Rassinier, who died in
1967, had already said EVERYTHING of the essentials? Is
it his fault if, for nearly half a century after his death, he
is still so unsuccessful with the mainstream media? And
what about Ernst? Is it surprising that we cannot swim
up the Niagara Falls?
Best wishes. RF"
In an earlier email of October 11, 2003, Faurisson’s
gloomy prediction emerges:
"I am fighting day and night for revisionism though
revisionism is collapsing. Yvonne, Jean Plantin, and
Vincent Reynouard are doing the same in France.
In
Switzerland,
Louis-René
Berclaz,
Philippe
Brennenstuhl, and Gaston-Armand Amaudruz are doing
the same. The three of them received recently a prison
sentence. Amaudruz, 83, who already was in prison for 3
months, will go back to prison for 3 months again.
Plantin is supposed to go to prison and Reynouard also
perhaps. And what about Rudolf, Weber, Graf, Mattogno,
Zündel, etc.?
Now I must admit that, if you make the total of the
people fighting for revisionism all over the world, that
total nowadays is ridiculous. That’s why I say that
revisionism is collapsing. I gave my reasons why and I
am not going to repeat myself.
Best wishes. RF"
The powerful Jewish lobby in France is doing what its
counterparts in other countries are doing – attempting to
implement world-wide legal gag orders that endeavor to
stifle open debate on the ‘Holocaust.’ Although effective
in many European countries, in Canada, and in Australia,
it has not yet had total world-wide success. For example
in South Africa in 2002, a Muslim community radio
station, Radio 786, succeeded in fending off a charge of
‘anti-Semitism’ and ‘Holocaust denial-hate speech’
leveled against it for having broadcast a talk by a
London-based Muslim cleric who stated that the six
million Jewish deaths claim is an exaggeration and that
there were no homicidal gas chambers.
The above case from South Africa also indicates how fear
is lost when information increases our stock of
knowledge. The impetus from South Africa is a hopeful
signal that the battle will be fought in our law courts, but
not only there. The fight is on at all levels of human
cultural endeavor.
Conclusion
Befitting the whole ‘Holocaust’ controversy, a new
impetus for action has arisen in the country that is
allegedly responsible for perpetrating this ‘massive
massacre’ upon the Jewish people – Germany. Horst
Mahler has taken it one stage further by forming an
association of those individuals who have been charged
with ‘Holocaust denial’ and have been sentenced by a
‘legal’ system to prison terms, as I and others were in
Germany, to a fine, as is the case in France, or to noncriminal sentence such as a gag-order, as in my case in
Australia.
Instead of writing a conclusion to my deliberations on
Robert Faurisson, it is perhaps more interesting to let
Robert speak for himself. He has summed up the
Revisionist situation in a form that has made him one of
the world’s most eminent revisionists. The following is his
response to what Horst Mahler is attempting to do from
within the heartland where ‘Holocaust’ hysteria still
flourishes, Germany:
"Robert FAURISSON
2 October 2003
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Letter to Horst Mahler
Dear Herr Mahler,
As soon as I learned of the existence of your ‘League for
the Rehabilitation of Persons Persecuted for Disputing the
Holocaust ‘ (Verein für die Rehabilitierung der wegen
Bestreitens des Holocaust Verfolgten) I applied for
membership and sent you a financial contribution.
Your initiative is ingenious, and I wish it every success. I
urge all revisionists to support this undertaking.
You have invited me to your first meeting, which will take
place on November 9. The date is well chosen, for it
marks the anniversary of the fall of a tyranny that one
might have thought would last forever. The place, Vlotho
on the Weser river, is equally well chosen, for it is
associated with the name of our friend Udo Walendy,
who has fought so hard and so long for the
reestablishment of historical truth and, at the same time,
for the cause of his German fatherland.
I would love to attend this meeting, but I think that the
German police might immediately arrest me there.
Anyway, I have too much work to do, and cannot go on
vacation, even if it were to be spent in a German prison.
With regard to freedom of historical research, I have no
confidence in the French police or the French
administration of justice. I have even less confidence in
the German police and administration of justice. Frankly
speaking, nowadays there is no country in the world that
offers a safe haven for revisionists. Even China, Japan
and Russia serve Mammon or else fear him, and so serve
him. The United States of America, in spite of its First
Amendment, as well as Canada, have just recently
shown, in the cruel treatment of Ernst Zündel, to what
depths of iniquity they can descend to please Mammon.
Ernst Zündel is a heroic figure of the German nation, an
exceptional man whom one cannot fail to admire when
one really knows him.
In 1999, I published in French a four-volume work of
more than two thousand pages, consisting of some of my
writings of 1974-1998. It commences with an ‘In
Memoriam’ note in which I mention, among the dead,
Franz Scheidl, Helmut Diwald and Reinhold Elstner. With
regard to the last named, I recall that on April 15, 1995,
he committed suicide in Munich by burning himself to
protest the ‘Niagara of lies’ against his people. The final
words in that ‘In Memoriam’ note are these:
‘May [my book] also be read as a homage for the true
suffering of all victims of the 1939-1945 war, regardless
of whether the victims belonged to the camp of the
victors, who are praised to the skies, or to that of the
defeated, whom have been humiliated and insulted
ceaselessly for nearly half a century.’
Remember that these words are from 1998. During the
past five years the situation has only worsened. The
Niagara of lies has broadened and strengthened. We do
not have the right to fold our arms and quietly
contemplate the extent of the damage caused. We must
act and react.
That is what you are trying to do.
Along with everyone else, I do not know how successful
this effort might be, but I want to join with you in it,
regardless of whatever differences of opinion or outlook
there may be among those of us who fight for a common
cause.
In December 1980, I summarized the result of my
historical research in one sentence of 60 French words.

Before pronouncing that sentence on Europe 1 radio, I
gave this warning: ‘Caution! None of these words has
been inspired by political sympathy or antipathy.’ Here is
the sentence:
‘The alleged Hitlerite gas chambers and the alleged
genocide of the Jews constitute one and the same
historical lie, which has made possible a gigantic
financial-political swindle, the principal beneficiaries of
which are the State of Israel and international Zionism,
and whose principal victims are the German people – but
not their leaders – and the entire Palestinian people.’
In my view, that sentence, now 23 years old, requires no
changes.
I have been accused of being anti-Jewish. In reality I
wish the Jews no harm. What I demand is the right to
speak of the Jews just as freely as I speak, for example,
of the Germans. And I ask that the Jews be deprived of
the right to harm me, whether physically (between 1978
and 1993, I was attacked ten times by Jews), or by
means of a special law that they finally got enacted on
July 13, 1990, and which in France is known as the
‘Fabius-Gayssot Law’, the ‘Faurisson Law’, or the ‘Antirevisionist Law’.
It is outrageous that out of the billions of events that
constitute the history of mankind, one single event,
called by Jews the ‘Holocaust’ or the ‘Shoah’, must not
be questioned – on pain of imprisonment, fines, orders to
pay damages and the costs of publications of judgments,
the exclusion from one’s profession, and so forth. This is
an enormous special privilege, and we demand the
abolition of that privilege.
This is a goal that is plain, clear and of narrow scope.
Revisionism, in my view, is not, and must not be, a
matter of ideology, but instead one of method by which
to attain the greatest degree of exactitude.
What I seek is historical exactitude and, thus, the
abolition of anything that obstructs the free striving
towards that exactitude.
My best wishes are with you.
Professor (ret.) Robert FAURISSON"
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