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"Give us Palestine and we'll
bring you those Americans"

Dear Lord Rothschild,

I have much pleasure in conveying to you,
} on behalf of His Majesty's Government, the following
declaration of sympathy with Jewish Zionist
aspirations which has been submitted to, and approved
by, the Cabinet.
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"His Majesty's Government view with favour the *
establishment in Palestine of a national home for the

Jewish people,and will use their best endeavours to {
facilitate the achievement of this object, it being clearly
understood that nothing shall be done which may
prejudice the civil and religious rights of existing
non-Jewish communities in Palestine, or the rights and
political status enjoyed by Jews in any other country."

I should be grateful if you would bring this declaration
~ to the knowledge of the Zionist Federation.

&

g Yours sincerely,

 TFotbes Samss Beifoe

Christine Miller

In 1961 Benjamin Freedman, Jewish, gave a talk
in the Willard Hotel in Washington. The gist of the

talk was the exoneration of Germany and the
indictment of Zionism.
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In 1916 WWI was more or less won by Germany. After the
horrendous bloodletting at Verdun whole units of the French
Army mutinied. Due to the submarine warfare the English had
about two more weeks of supplies left and then had to give

up . Germany offered an equitable
the status quo beforet he war with no winner
Enter the Zionists. This is what

do not have to give up. Give us Palestine and we bring the
United States into the war on yo
wanted something in writing which they received in 1917 i the
Balfour Declaration.

The Zionists kept their promise, and as we all know the United
States entered the war against Germany April 1917. How did
the Zionists accomplish that feat? They used their control of
the media and swamped this country with anti-German
atrocity propaganda. In his book 1984 George Orwell
describes the frenzy of the weekly two minutes of hate. For
the German minority this frenzy of hate directed against them
lasted several years. In a subdued version it is still with us.
Testimonials

My family and I moved to Marshfield in 1970. At that time
there were still oldsters left who as youngster lived during
Wwi . | me t two of them and t hat 4
Wendt : AWe had a farm of f ort yteda
the sheriff and his deputy paid us a visit. The sheriff
irecommendedo to my father to buy
his pistol out of the holster and was twirling it. My father went
to the bank and took out a loan of $500 with which to buy the
bonds. This was at a time when a pound of butter went for a
few pennies. We were e never able
Related Ms. Roddies, daughter of a timber baron and
respected doyenne of Marshfield.
lovely doll with long, blond hair. One day when she was
combing the hair of her doll she noticed on the back of the
neck the trade mark o6Made in Ger
tremendous amount of turmoil. On one hand it was her most
beloved doll, on the other hand, her beloved doll was made by
the enemy, the Huns. ALoyalty an
and she threw her doll into the p

Magisterial mobs

| £l
Ernst Zundel — victim of Canada's Zionist Jew anti-German hate propaganda.

Ms. Roddis went on how the German minority saw the light
and turned themselves into goodly war supporting Americans
who were ready to Kkill their own. An aside: While
accompanying my husband to a meeting in Toronto it just so
happened that Ernst Zuendel had to appear in front of the
Human Rights Commission. It was pathetic. On a small table
next to the wall sat Ernst Zuendel with his two lawyers.

The middle of the room was occupied by a slew of Jewish
lawyers who spelled each other trying to have Ernst Zuendel
convicted of hate crimes. The Jewish lawyer for the
prosecution, a Mr. Posner called two German witnesses. One

of the witnesses, an elderly Ger
was in the Hitler youth.o

Mr . Posner, the | awyer: AAnd you
for Jews. 0

sNoahedvas ot & lias. d can.say the same thing, namely that

uNow backl te the antisGenmaraHystgria.tAmeng dhe wsst tragic

m%hﬁad nedrwl mg,rggtnwrag me i&\ the ﬁ\rqegigan flap when you
bur y8 me . 0 ’ '

The German witness: 0 Weateddntehatedor
anybody. The word Jew was never m
Mr. Posner, returning to his seat, with his back to the tribunal
but facing us, the audience, mut t
preaca .| ifareltdo us go back to

wa were rohrindbctrinatedtift@ hate far briykoldy, indludimg the
Jews. | never even heard the word

of these acts of fipatrioti smo was

Prager on April 5, 1918, in Collinsvillle, Illinois.

When war broke out with Germany, Prager felt a strong sense
of loyalty to the United States. By 1917 he was working in a
coal mine. At that time a rumor was circulating around town
that German agents planned to blow up the mine with the
miners still in it. Several local persons came under suspicion
and were forced to publicly declare their loyalty and kiss the
American flag. Prager too was suspect. Prager was stripped
down to his under wear, draped in the American flag and
forced barefoot to stumble through the streets of Collinsville.
At this point, some level headed citizen called the police who
took Prager into protective custody. The police hid Prager in
the basement and told the mob he was no longer there. They
allowed an Army veteran named Joseph Riegel inside to
confirm the claim. When the police opened the door the mob
swarmed in. They found Prager and took him back outside.
The police followed the mob, but did nothing to stop the
procession. When the mob crossed the city line the police
simply stopped following.

German, therefore guilty
Prager was dragged to a tree. Someone had made a noose out
of a tow rope. As many as fifteen grabbed the rope. When
their effort to kill him failed someone suggested Prager be
allowed to say something. He wrote a quick goodbye to his
parents. He asked for and was granted permission to pray.
After asking forgiveness for his sins, and once again stating
his Il oyalty Prager spoke his | as

WEgeL was yanied pack intg the gir and hagaedy 4 ¢ e
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Twelve persons were charged with murder. The trial took three
days. After forty minutes of deliberation the jury found all of

the defendants not guilty.o The
and written up by John Heinl.
Letds turn to the presen

George Will of the New York Times is equating Vladimir Putin
with Adolf Hitler. In the established media Hitler is featured as
the incarnation of evil. Evil Hitler equals evil Putin who has to
be stopped before he can commit More Evil.

Let 6s go b9%.cYeltsin,othel ddunkard, was the head of
the Russian government.

Boris Yeltsin
Under him the Jewish oligarch plundered and thereby
impoverished the Russian people. The Duma (the Russian
parliament) objected and tried to put an end to the Jewish

plunder. Yeltsin, under the thumb of the oligarchs had the
entrances and the exits of Duma building barricaded, brought
in tanks and artillery and began the massacre. In the
Milwaukee Journal this event was worth a notice of six lines.

R

On October 4, 1993, tanks fired at the House of Soviets in Moscow to end
the most severe political crisis in post-Soviet Russia. The two-week standoff
between the president and the parliament, which culminated in a three-day
armed struggle, saw over 100 people dead. Police, military and civilians
were killed, with none of the politicians involved in that power struggle
among the victims.

In retrospect

German Chancellor Adolf H}tler Russian President Vladimir Putin

Yes, Putin is ano ther Hitler. For Hitler brought back the

German nation from the abyss i politically,
economically and  morally. The crowds  who
enthusiastically cheered Hitler were in the thousands. |

have seen nobody cheering for Merkel, the patsy for

USA. | saw nobody che ering for Yel tsin
approval rating is in the high 80%.

What are the approval ratings of our politicians?

Christine Miller was born in Muensterhausen, Germany

in 1935 and now lives in Marshfield, Wisconsin.

She is t he author of Reality Check  a book of compiled
letters and articles published in the Marshfield News
Herald and The First Freedom

Christine can be reached at: millercbm@amail.com

*k%

From: The First Freedom , Oct ober 2014.

Holocaust Denier Fredrick Toben and changes to Racial Discrimination Act in Australia
March 30, 2014
https://furtherglory.wordpress.com/2014/03/30/holocaust -denier -fredrick -toben -and -changes -to -racial -
discrimination -act -in - australia/
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Quo Vadis

. Revisioni

sm? .

Joseph P. Bellinger
The late Joseph Bellinger had intended the current article to be a chapter in a book that remained

unpublished at the time of his death, The Prohi

Over the past twenty-five years, throughout much of the
western world, historical revisionism has sustained ever-
harsher assaults on freedom of conscience and expression
aimed directly at it. Explicitly anti-Holocaust-denial criminal
statutes impose the consequences: question the Holocaust, go
to jail. Unrepentant revisionists convicted under these
oppressive laws can expect to serve lengthy sentences and
appeals in most cases are routinely denied.

As of October 2008, fourteen countries had enacted laws
either specifically prohibiting
or expressi ons Theke cduntried asenisrael, France,
Germany, Switzerland, Belgium, Austria, Spain, Czech
Republic, Lithuania, Poland, and Slovakia, Denmark, the
Netherlands, and Luxembourg.

Penalties range from the draconian 20 years in Austria (in

g

fisevereo cases) to up to one yedit dodrot Bwalngi unhéast Bhawpinion ca
against Raci sm. o Mor eover, cour tissohmeweneowdbet ethe tdfef epnudbeldi cby it , o
display of the verdict and its publication in one or more | of genocide is a question which must be decided by
newspapers at the expense of the offender, and/or the | historians.4

forfeiture of the offender ds ci vi|lNeverthelesss dppositiomp tot sucth enleghtereed views s
In Austria, if the offense is considered to be a minor | becoming increasingly more apparent, even in Switzerland,
infringement, a specified administrative fine is applicable. and to date no resolution has yet been adopted by either the
In the Czech Republic, denial of communist genocides and Swiss parliament or via referendum that would repeal or revise
crimes against humanity are equally punishable under Article | the oppressive law.

261a, Penal Code.Pol andds Article 55 LawSomilkael y,nsitn tidaemgarfy | bolya Davi
National Remembrance is similar to that of the Czech Republic | rejected a proposal from the Federation of Hungarian Jewish
and concerns National Socialist or communist crimes | Communities in May 2001 for a law that would make
perpetrated between September 1, 1939 and December 31, | Hol ocaust deni alSuch i B dagva | would fibe
1989 against Poles or Polish citizens. unconstitutional , o0 the minister s

Denmar k 6 s-RdicAinsg mo law i s not app
deni al o cases, whi | ads,icasest relativeNte t
AfHol ocaust denial o are routinely

Articles 137c and 137e of the Penal Code.
In Luxembourg the court may order the forfeiture of the
convictbds civil rights and a ban
to 10 years.

Holocaust Heresy
On November 1, 2000, French historian and sociologist Serge
Thion, fifty-eight years of age and father of three was
summarily dismissed from the Centre national de la recherche
scientifique [CNRS]  without salary or severance pay as a result
of his scholarly revisionist writings.
Five days later, the University of Lyons II instituted dismissal
proceedings against revisionist scholar and publisher Jean
Plantin to revoke his advanced studies degree. The final
decision in the matter was left t o Franceés
Minister, Jack Lang. Lang also happens to be a major figure in
the French Socialist Party. The University shamelessly joined
in the fray and announced that they hoped to strip Plantin of
his mastero6s degree.
Similarly, in 2000, Jean-Louis Berger, 53, a French literature
instructor at Lemberg High school in eastern France, was
sentenced to 10 months' imprisonment and a fine of $20,000
for merely telling his class of 15-year-ol ds AConce
camps were in fact labor camps. Gas chambers were used
only to kill lice. There were no six million dead in the camps
but only one million. o
Bergerds defense was that he had
The fact that he had innocently attended a revisionist meeting
in Paris earlier that year was used as a basis to secure
conviction, and proves that the government went to great
lengths to spy on him. The proceeds from his fine were doled
out to the voracious LICRA and the family of one of his
students who complained.2
Heeding perhaps the call of sanity, justice and reason in the
midst of such madness, Swiss Justice Minister Christoph
Blocher announced his determination on October 6, 2006 to

| i @ead metroou@ Hplkrotasstonal

Je

bition of fAHod &k aust Denial . o
revise Swit zenadissadawd §i 1 awiaint peopl e
to express themselves in Switzer
feven if their opinion dogdsndt ap

During the course of a recent visit to Turkey, the justice
minister had remarked that the 1994 anti-racism law,
including sections aimed at squelching revisionist opinions,
fgave him a hElheaote.ister 6s av
unleashed a torrent of adverse criticism, prompting Pascal
Couchepin, Swiss Minister of the Interior, to remark that the

md np s1ieg isn gc ofimtielna csa uwsetr ed efnu md cc e p

no intelligent reasons in support of that opinion.

The enlightened Swiss minister enunciated his profound belief
that freedom of expression is more important than protecting
the sensibilities of hostile minority groups, and that Swiss law
should serve as a beacon to other nations. The minister said,

opi ni ons%
hNevettleless, the Jewish community vowed to press the
ragtter furehdr. by the courts wunder

The voice of sanity reigned again in Denmark, when on July
15, 2002 the Sociali st Peopl eds

oefused | td adqgeiesceh in nag lava outiawingt Hodogaust fdenial 5
com

throughout the European Union,
be very careful about outlawing political matters that have
nothing to do 6vith racism.o

The proposed European Union law against Holocaust denial
was based upon the following criteria:

Offenses concerning racism and xenophobia.

Public incitement to violence or hatred for a racist or
xenophobic purpose or to any other racist or xenophobic
behavior which may cause substantial damage to individuals
or groups concerned;

Wubkchinsitd wrc thiteat® towards individuals or groups for a
racist or xenophobic purpose;

Public condoning for a racist or xenophobic purpose of crimes
of genocide, crimes against humanity and war crimes as
defined in Articles 6, 7 and 8 of the Statute of the
International Criminal court;

Public denial or trivialization of the crimes defined in Article 6
of the Charter of the International Military Tribunal appended
nto the tandon Agreement of 8 April 1945 in a manner liable to
disturb the public peace;

Public dissemination or distribution of tracts, pictures or other
material containing expressions of racism and xenophobia;
Dsérectinig e supparting af, dr fparécéatimpin thie activities of a
racist or xenophobic group, with the intention of contributing
to the organizationds criminal
I'n January 2000, British Home
informed reporters that the British government rejected plans
to enact Holocaust denial legislation supported by Prime
Minister Tony Blair. Jewish groups reacted with dismay and
di ssatisfaction,
laws failed to result in a sufficient humber of prosecutions and
convictions.7.
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Operating on the dictum that t hg
grease, 0 a number of Jewish org
urged and subsequently applauded the successful suppression
and prosecution of fAdeniers.o
Deborah Lipstadt, who was hired to teach Holocaust history at
the Jesuit Pontifical Gregorian University closely affiliated with
the Vatican, candidly wrote, i Da
year jail sentence for having denied the Holocaust has been
met with a chorus of cheers d@8n th
Deborah Lipstadt was right. Jewish organizations do generally
applaud the prosecution of people who express dissident
opinions concerning the Holocaust. For example, Shimon
Samuels, the international relations director of the Simon
Wiesenthal Center, expressed his satisfaction that the rising
prosecutions of revisionists were part of an overall trend in
Europe to try and atone for the Holocaust.

Shi mondés approbation, however, h g
how the prosecution of fAdenierso
what did or did not occur during the Holocaust. Shimon
stressed the point of view that
much difference in Europe between hate speech and hate
crime. And there seems to be a new willingness to use those
laws when it comes to Holocaust den9 al . o

n

A heretic of an earlier time, Galileo Galilei was forced by
the Inquisition in 1633 to retract his belief that the
Earth moves around the Sun i or face a sentence of
death.
Source: Ottavio Leoni [Public domain], via Wikimedia
Commons

International Th ought Crime
Israel may have assumed the lead in enacting Holocaust denial
|l egi sl ation when t he nati on ena
Deni erso bill in t he Knesset
unprecedented | aw outl awed iHoI
committed overseas or outside of Israeli territory and was
passed by unanimous vote. In theory, the law would enable
the state of Israel to demand the extradition of any individual
overseas for fAHolocaust denial .o
The bill was drafted by Knesset member Aryeh Eldad of the
National Union party as a counterthrust against former
Palestinian Authority Prime Minister Mahmoud Abbas for a
doctoral dissertation he had authored twenty years prior in
which he estimated that less than one million Jews had
perished at the hands of the Nazis.10
In effect, the bill provides for any Holocaust denier to be
prosecuted in |srael El dad has
if a Holocaust denier publishes a book in England, he will be
considered a c¢criminal in | srael
amnesty for such deniers even if they should change their

r

Jutke Ministery Tomimye ddpid gsecorededt that denying the
Aol atciaws s HMealar camep eAayoeed inyolved in this
belongs to the group of criminals whom our arm must reach
anywhere in the worl déWe wil!/l not
know that they are on our list of criminals. I am very satisfied
and happy that this wild.l bé2 enter.|
Frénch Nationaldost leader Breno Gallnisth, whao serwes as a
professor of Japanese civilization and Japanese law at Lyons
eUniversity 4Ib, facednsimilarittayailsoas Jean Le Pen when he
remarked that the existence of Nazi gas chambers was a
matter of legitimate debate for historians. Gollnisch stated,
AThere isndt a serious historian
conclusions of the Nuremberg Tri 4
existence of concentration camps, but on the number of
deaths, historians can discuss it. As to whether gas chambers
existed, thatds up to theldhistori
rTHel Jgwish Bress @ sepens ttelde tihadsu e hef si mpl e
oGoflnéschs rembvied drom vhés posto @se an eprofessbro at the
University of Lyon III, while the European Parliament could
Wanlctiok &ollniach, Awhe risi alsa ,a nembear ef the legidative
body. o
The article we n't on o report t hat
shelter for a far-r i ght kernel, o of
apparently supporting the notion that left or far-left academics
are the only people who should be employed at universities.
Serge Cwajgenbaum, secretary-general of the European
Jewi sh Congress, opined that Gol
that Aithis man, who calls himself
of history, o alleging without pra
were finot academic,dbutdepbbgtcdal )
Joining the campaign to stifle Gollnisch, the Paris-based
International League against Racism and Anti-Semitism,
[LICRA] demanded that the European Parliament take action
against Gollnisch. In a letter to Josep Borrell, parliament
president, LICRA President Patrick Graubert urged the
parl i ament t o enforce sanctions
revisionist comments which place in doubt the historical
veracity of the existenckl of the
Borrell hardly needed encouragement, and quickly joined in
with the chorus of those demanding Gollnicsh be held legally
l'iable for his statements. Borrel
held accountable for your 1&l ander
In 1991, Gollnisch had already aroused the ire of the left when
he publicly <called for Arespect

t t he

educators who exercise a critical perspective towards the
pains to distance itself fando aalleds o
of
Upon being informed of these fact
phrase, but | assume responsibili
8]
eVihy ate,a—héadlng of lthe t
Genocide Envy
denial of genocide. Jewish groups such as the Anti-Defamation
uni queness of the Holocaust. o
resolution put forward by Representative Adam Schiff of
OresBIBtRA T €Nt

history of the Second Wor Ild War . 0

upon Franceds minister

donot know i f | am going to be
refused to issue an apolo y for h|s statements and criticized
O P

OSQaQe” sdf 1R 't@ ' F?ave € ¥rRilBss Idiscussions about
A recent trend has emerged in which various ethnic groups
League (ADL) registered their displeasure over such attempts
A controversy was ignited in the United States in August 2007
ecalfdtiizetd offidlal Rdognize the Afmedhiah gkdbéde. The
Abraham Foxman, then director of the ADL, referred to the

opinions. iOnce a deni¥ér, al ways

The so-c a | | e driglitfharr bor i ng Uni versity
proceedings.

Japanese civilization and law or even put in prison for this
cthednfaho o||(9 OS5 @Ys consi

t2hq

reparatlBdons. 0

seek equal status and recognition under laws prohibiting the
based upon their belief that sthe
when the ADL voiced its opposition to a Congressional
ADL had conS|stentIy Iobbled agal_nst adoptlon of the
areddiBitibh &< "cc‘}hnterproductlve" and expressed concerns as
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to the possible negative effect the legislation would have on
Jews living in Turkey.19

Rather ironically, leading representatives of the Armenian
community in Boston accused ide
deni 20l . Armenian National Committee representative
Grace Kehetian Kulegian lambasted the ADL for preaching
itol erancerdacwhiicliengp Adi vi si v2Bness
John Walsh, a commentator for Counterpunch Magazine, was
even more explicit in his criticisms of the ADL and its
controversial director, writing that

éthe ADL has |l ong denied that t h
million Armenians from 1915 to 1923 amounted to genocide.
Turkey is of course an ally and arms purchaser of Israel's, but
the denial antedates this alliance. A good friend of mine, an
Israeli expatriate, tells me that when he went to school in
Israel, mention of the Armenian genocide was verboten so as
not to detract from the "uniqueness" of the Jewish genocide
under the Nazis and to maintain a "monopoly on suffering," as
he puts it. Shoah business does not like the competition.22

In an effort to defuse the situation and maintain cordial
relations with Turkey, the Israeli embassy in Ankara proffered
that the Jewish state acknowledges the "horrible events" and
the "terrible suffering" the Armenians endured, but urged Jews
not to take sides.23

Israeli President Shimon Peres phoned Turkish Prime Minister
Recep Tayyip Erdogan t o assur e
maintain close bilateral ties.

Within days, Mr. Foxman and the ADL reconsidered their
position and called upon the mediation of Elie Wiesel to
smooth over the dispute. According to John Walsh,

Upon reflection and with the help of that great humanitarian,
Elie Wiesel, who seems to be acting as a kind of Jewish Billy
Graham and who has never acknowledged the injustice done
the Palestinians, Foxman [now] thinks that it was a genocide
after all. (Of course according to their newspaper ad of several
days back this means that the national ADL is now abandoning
Turkish Jewry to a horrible fate.)24_

Elie Wiesel had momentarily saved the day.

Nearly a year earlier, on October 12, 2006, France passed the
AAr meni an Genoc4d @émr act ahad was strongly
denounced by the Turkish government. This legislation now
makes it a crime in France to deny that the Ottoman Turks
massacred an estimated 1.2 million Armenian Christians
during the years 1915-1917.

The five-hundred-thousand-strong Armenian community in
France had pressed for the bill. Patrick Devedijian, an
Ar meni an politician in France, a
justify the imposition of the | 4
second that Germany today denied the Holocaust. It is totally
unaccept28bl e. o

Jewish groups tend to concur with such analogies, since they
lend legitimacy to their own position. This fact was not lost on
legal minds including Harvard Law School Professor Alan
Dershowitz, who, in wunison with Massachusetts State
Representative Rachel Kaprielian, used the controversy as a
opportunity to buttress the foundations o f fithe Hg
I ndustry. o Dershowitz and Kapri el
For any organization or official to believe that there are
differing sides to the Armenian Genocide is as much an
outrage as it would be for Germany to say that the work of
Jewish scholars, witnesses, and victim testimonies represented
merely the 'Jewish side' of the Holocaust.26

In a rather amazing admission, Jonathan Sarna, a professor of
Jewi sh history at Brandeis Unive
huge irony here. The Armenian community is using all the
strategies we invented to degral wi
Highly critical of the passage of this new law was Timothy
Garton Ash of the Guardian , who wrote,

What a magnificent blow for truth, justice and humanity the
French national as s e mb layFrahca!s Bus tetr
this be only a beginning in a brave new chapter of European
history. Let the British parliament now make it a crime to deny
that it was Russians who murdered Polish officers at Katyn in

France used torture against insur

legislate historical truth. In so far as historical truth can be

established at all, it must be found by unfettered historical

@eseafch,L withohistoridng enguing over the evidence and the

facts, testing and disputing each

prosecution or persecution.

&ar drord enedtind new legally enforced taboos about history,

national identity and religion, we should be dismantling those

that still remain on our statute books. Those European
countries that have them should repeal not only their
eblasplemly i laws buta alse atheirelaws f on 1Holbcaust denial.

Otherwise the charge of double standards is impossible to

refute. What 6s sauce for the goo

gander.28

Ash was likewise critical of French-Jewish philosopher Bernard-

Henr i Levi, whom he charged with

impressive intellectual contortions to explain why he opposed

any laws restricting criticism of religion but supported those on

Holocaust denial. It was one thing, he argued, to question a

religious belief, quite another to deny a historical fact. But this

wo n 0t h.wssorical facts are established precisely by their
being disputed and tested against the evidence. Without the
process of contention i up to and including the revisionist
extreme of outright denial i we would never discover which
facts are t rnlylwhenhne rarképared to allow our
hdowm mast sacred coave to s pokkd mitheeye rtam we credibly
demand that Islamists, Turks and others do the same. This is

a time not for erecting taboos but for dismantling them. We

must practice whadt we preach. o

Ironically, some European nations today practice and preach a

message radically different from

view. Few countries evince more energy in prosecuting
fdeni erso than France. Sadl vy, tod

France of Voltaire, who famously wrote:

One man cannot say to another: 6 Bel i eve what |

what you can not believe, eve, oy b u

detest thee; believe or I shall do thee all the harm I

canéMonster, you do not share my

thing of horror to your neighbors, your city, and your

provi 8ce. 0

Limiting Free Speech

The number of prominent individuals prosecuted for thought

crime is steadily increasing. On January 3, 2006, Georges

Theil, 65 years old and a former elected official from the

Brit i s h National Front, was found

humanity for denying the Holocau
b fb&yasbte Act of oJuly B3 199H.0 Theik ad sdaréd to opublicly
wguestior the rekistange, andi operatiph rofe Nati gas chambers

when, during the course of a television program, he referred
to Nazi gas chambers as fa fantag
sentenced to six months' imprisonment without parole,
saddled with the substantial costs of publishing the verdict in
two newspapers, and ordered to pay a $12,000 fine along with

a remittance of $4,800 to each of the eleven plaintiffs who

lodged a complaint against him. An additional remittance of
| $¢,8Q0uts each of the plaintiffs to recover their court costs,
isamd wa otpe,y ment of 090 to cover p

imposed by the court.31

In July 2006, Robert Faurisson stood trial for comments he

made on Iranian television early in 2005. Judgment was

rendered three months later, when Faurisson was sentenced
to three mont &dsifprisansene and ordered to pay

a fine of u7500. I'n addition he
reamggespractd aithed0 @fhHhdreeglas aexpen

organizations that brought charges against him. Such
t drgamizatioms aowtnely dabuse &hle . jostice system by filing

harassing lawsuits designed to exhaust and financially cripple
their perceived opponents.

Arguments advanced in support of enacting Holocaust denial
L taw<t ¥re virevariably weak and unconvincing. For example,
Robert A. Kahn, author of the book Holocaust Denial and the
Law: A Comparative Study , advanced the following arguments
in defense of Holocaust denial laws, proclaiming that even in

1940. Let the Turkish parliament make it a crime to deny that

gen
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the United
According to Kahn:
One of the most important restrictions on speech applies to
what the Supreme Court ref er sThig
category includes acts such as threatening the life of the
president, as well as burning a cross with intent to intimidate
another.

Kahn argues that fibot h of vanthte ¢he
Hol ocaust deni a%eekiog ta provide 0a rational

States, Aifreedom of

argument for Ger manyo0s rigid pr
writes,
Just as Americans view a threat

serious national security matter, Germans view Holocaust
denial as a veiled attempt to rehabilitate the Nazis, a serious
concern given the countryos
only Holocaust denial but also the swastika, the Nazi salute

past .

and the singing of the first vers
Ka h n éasgument is poorly reasoned and emotive, for
Germanyodés national anthem dates

adopted as the anthem of the NSDAP.32_

Kahn asserts that nations are s
denies crimes committed in its n
Zionist government are blatantly
and one is tempted to suspect thal
them.

Specifically referring to fAdenier
arguments and scientific evidenc
yet the purpose of historical inquiry is not based upon
concerning itself with peopl ebds

what can be historically and scientifically documented and

proved. The psychiatristds couch
addressing peoplebds feelings and
Kahn proclaims fAwhen the Ger mans

mention of Israel) decide to ban Holocaust denial, they do so
in the context of a history of restricting speech that insults
groups. This tradition stretches back to the early 20th century
when it was illegal to insult the military, judges and large
property owners. o0

Kahn raises issues that contradict each other and are
ultimately irrelevant. By the same token, one may also argue
that it constitutes a grievous insult to the German people and
their descendants if they are wrongfully accused of heinous
crimes, which they in fact never committed or approved of.
Thus, Kahndés points may be
Kahn cites the case of Beauharnais v. lllinois [1952] as proof
that the United States Supreme Court held that group-libel
laws were constitutional. The case in question was a rather
late decision of the Supreme Court in 1952 under Felix
Frankfurter.

The Court upheld an Illinois law making it illegal to publish or
exhibit any writing or picture portraying the "depravity,
criminality, unchastity, or lack of virtue of a class of citizens of
any race, color, creed or religion." In rendering his opinion,
Frankfurter argued that the speech conducted by the
defendant breached libel, which he reasoned to be outside the
protection of the 1st and 14th Amendments.

However, Kahn fails to supply the evidence in support of the
suggestion that revisionists are willfully libeling anyone.
Moreover, the criterion obviously does not apply to revisionist
historians and application of the law would appear to be one-
sided, as revisionists are libeled, smeared and lumped in the
same group -@emifitaenstd or fihate mon
protests in their defense. Thus, it may be argued that
revisionists are denied equal standing under the law.

Kahn appears to be more concern
deterrent or psychological effect Holocaust denial laws may
have in dissuading prospective revisionists from publicly airing
their views. Thus, the objective in such a case would serve to
intimidate individuals from freely expressing their opinions
because they are objectionable to specific parties.

In fact, Kahn applauds the Soviet-style show trials and the
rough justice directed against revisionists in Europe, and lauds
the news blackout with respect to the trials.

argued

€

Omeecihs ia$ smodt rwrclki nbiyt etdhed aut hor g
upon the #fAright wing.o0 By way of
vain for any similar criticism of the left. This leaves the reader

b with ¢he impressien thah a soaial stigtna ought to be attached
to right-wing ideologues. Thus, one can easily arrive at the
distinct conclusion that the right wing is being singled out as a
criminal enterprise or conspiracy against the rest of mankind.
pSa¢hi absoletes nearly alway$ eonstitute an imminent danger
to our basic human rights and civil liberties in general.

Kaho srtumphantlyo f p rfiodce naii enrss ,toh alhe iHo!l oc a
a fAsignal that society has taken
oind otelse npt edegentdédenliifhgr iassona ng d
Yet, i f Hol ocaust deni al |l aws do
deniers, o Kahn must expl ain swirg
Ianiguishing sehimdch hars GleroughoutsEuroenfor npoetisely that
reason. Even granting the possibility that Kahn is correct, what
epraztical ¢difference ddek atnndake, wieethera thé accuséd are
imprisoned, calumniated, slandered, libeled, mischaracterized

b and kiehtimanize@? All clmanadterizatisns mevitably lead to the

same inevitable denouement: contempt for the offender and

b wstradismvrem radinstueam dosigie ech t hat

a Kabn wisely sidesteps ehe dssuie mfevehetbef the brdted States
ouglttta aelapt l[aws pmascriibing Hdlozaust Heni@lj ut it is clear
tthak hehhas moasglid whgectionsmte lupholdimgetimeystatus quo in
those countries that do.33

5 Ino fadt,a the media fregsientlyh antd imespohssbly o nefers tto

ehiasrteorfiicmmdulrteivighozoa s gD o9 0ps SBpéemb
Belgian court convicted Siegfried Verbeke of minimizing the

f Holotaust @ffer distrdbuting pamphlets. i Stripged ,of Hisu divil
rights for 10 years and sentenced to one-year suspended
prisanaterms Verbeke, bae 63t-year-eld uBelgidno of German
eantraction,nranhainedi untepentant and confirmed to the press
athafr enec hst( Kakhn iomet shualdir ed per ce
centuries ago people were burned at the stake, so a one year
pri son sentence is not that bad, o
The Belgian court asserted that Verbeke had shown no respect
for the victims of the Nazi extermination of six million
European Jews.

Attorney Paul Quirijnen, an atto
of ficiahciigemdi center, which had i
against Verbeke under a law banning Holocaust denial,
grumbl ed, AThere is a |imit, whi ¢
ithe historical truth® could not
Yett,herf wayhe Hol ocaust believed
truth,d why does it require puni
What historical o6truthdo is rdecabedc
into question or revised? What
harsh punishments in cases of hon-compliance?

Ernst Z¢ndel 6s appeal was reject
Court in Mannheim on September 12, 2007. The appeals
court upheld trial judge Ulrich Meinerzhagen, who in rendering
hi's judgment decl ared, Al t i s
whether the Holocaust happened or not. Denying it is a
punishable offense. That is the only thing that matters to the
court. o

In the fallout following the Ziindel trial, the Mannheim state
attorneyés office filed charges a
notably Juergen Rieger and Sylvia
masses. According to a statement
of fice, Zé¢ndel 0s att or utedy and pleyed a
down the alleged genocide of Jews in World War Two. The
esrtsa,toe and ommegmwmes of fice is seekin
In April 2007, after six years of discussion and negotiations,
the European Union approved criminal measures against
di Hwil tolt a n b & | Reém@rgsembatives tram the 27-nation bloc
agreed to impose jail sentences upon those who deny or
trivialize the Holocaust.

The controversial proposal calls for the courts to impose a

S

0

sentence of three yearso6 impriso
genocide. 0o

Supporters of the legislation proclaimed that the rules would
faim to penalize anyone who incit

anyone who publicly condoned, denied or grossly trivialized

crimes of genocide, crimes against
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Naturally revisionists of other histories are exempt from the
list of those who might be exposed to public hatred and
contempt. When a number of Baltic nations demanded that
those who denied major Soviet atrocities should be included
on the list, their proposal was rejected. Thus the alleged
genocide of the Jews during the Second World War is the only
genocide referred to under the new rules, which will still
require the ratification of national parliaments as well as the
European Par3dbi ament. o

In Australia, revisionist Frederick Toében, director of the
Adelaide Foundation, faced troubles of a legal nature after
being denounced by Jeremy Jones, the former president of the
Executive Council of Australian Jewry. Newspapers gloated
that Tében was unable to find a lawyer to defend him against
all egations t hat he has Airai se
Hol oca3bst . o

During the course of a night hearing, Jones importuned the
Federal Court to jail Dr. Toben for allegedly breaching a four-
year-old court order because his website suggested fii t
unlikely that there were homicidal gas chambers at
Auschw37t z. o

Dr. Tében had previously spent seven months in a German
prison in 1999 on a bogus charge of
Dr. Tében had served as one of the keynote speakers at the
so-cal | ed fiHol ocaust deni al o conf
President Mahmoud Ahmadinejad in Tehran in 2006.

On its website, the United States White House issued a
statement condemning the conference:

The United States condemns the conference on the Holocaust
convoked by the Iranian regime on Monday in Tehran. While
people around the world mark International Human Rights
Week and renew the solemn pledges of the Universal
Declaration on Human Rights, which was drafted in the wake
of the atrocities of World War II, the Iranian regime perversely
seeks to call the historical fact of those atrocities into question
and provide a platform for hatred. The gathering of Holocaust
deniers in Tehran is an affront to the entire civilized world, as
well as to the traditional Iranian values of tolerance and
mutual respect. The United States will continue to support
those in Iran and elsewhere who seek to promote human
rights and dignity, and will stand with them in their efforts to
overcome oppression, injustice, and tyranny.38

The Whi t e Ho utadnduss statlerment betrayed a
smugness and air of moral superiority vis-a-vis hypocritical
references to fAtolerance, mutual
and dignityo whi |l e seeking t o
attendees of the conference.

Neither does the White House statement nor the sentiments
expressed therein accord with the disgraceful manner in which
the President of Iran was treated during his recent visit to
Columbia University, where he was characterized by University
President Lee Bol | i ngyer and a sruel 4
dictator, 0ébrazenly provocatiyv
uneduca3d3ed. o

In response to these gibes, the Iranian President stated,

In Iran, tradition requires when you invite a person to be a
speaker, we actually respect our students enough to allow
them to mak e their own judgmen
necessary before the speech is even given to come in with a
series of complaints to provide vaccination to the students and
faculty.40

The subject of the Holocaust was naturally raised by Bollinger,
who remarked,

é y o held a two-day conference of Holocaust deniers. For the
illiterate and ignorant, this is dangerous propaganda. This
makes you, quite simply, ridiculous.

Bollingerdéds comments imply that
the form of f@Hol ocaustbe Buppressed,and
President Ahmadinejad receive public censure for upholding
the democratic principle whereby all people should be allowed
an opportunity to freely express their opinions without fear of
retribution by the government.

Particularly discomfiting to critics of the Tehran Conference

at the function. Austrian Rabbi Moishe Ayra Friedman used the
occasion to lament the fact that the Holocaust was being used
to legitimize the suffering of other peoples and that he wanted
to break the taboo on discussing it. The enlightened Rabbi

The spirit of intolerance that today characterizes much of
Europe has seeped by steady increments into mainstream
academic institutions in the United States. For example,
DePaul University recently
Norman Finkelstein, the controversial author of The Holocaust
Industry and a consistent critic of Zionist policies.

In an astounding statement loaded with irony and hypocrisy,

others é 142

Fiskelstein, who is Jewish, has long criticized the way Jews
have handled the Holocaust and has called leaders of
American-Jewish groups "Holocaust mongers." His views led
the university to cancel Finkelstein's only course, "Equality in
fpocralcludtice' @ week béferenfald classes began. According to
the Chicago Tribune , Dean Chuck Suchar found Finkelstein's
eteazhinge to be conficting wigh "DePaul’si Vangentian Values"
which include respect for the opinions of othersd leading us to
wonder why the university doesn't respect his.43_

Another flagrant example of intolerance occurred at
Georgetown University in 2007, when Bruce Leichty, an
immigration lawyer who has defended Ernst Zindel, was

escorted off campus by security guards for passing out leaflets
to members of the German Lawyers Association.44_
A thought-provoking article penned by Gerard Alexander, a
scholar from the American Enterprise Institute, identified a
specific methodology at work in Europe, which he perceived as
t he figreatest erosion of
advanced democraci s since 1945,
Citing three disturbing trends used to stifle free speech,
Alexander notes that archaic anti-Nazi laws are being adopted
in nations where no threat of Nazism is present. Moreover,
cleverly formulated laws provide provisions to sanction any
speech determined by the powers that be to i nci t e
against groups based upon religion, race or ethnicity. Third,
the | aws themselves are interpre
mets pjeed © exntdr efimhiussmanvireiwghtodét mai
d Alexandet indesszores the fadt that since 19415 ethe extremely
marginalized right wing has never posed any serious threat to
Germany or Austria, and has never garnered more than five
percent of the popular vote in regional elections.
Nevertheless, anti-Nazi legislation in Germany and Austria has
dramatically increasedd a fact that Alexander describes as
Afumfpett unat e, 0 -Naziclawms gmadudlly mxpanded to
coveorr othastbnssbhirnghy events. o
Alexander cites the case of the eminent Princeton historian of
the Middle East, Bernard Lewis, who was asked in an interview
with Le Monde about the mass murder of Armenians in Turkey
during World War I. While conceding that terrible massacres
hadnindked dagurrid, Lewis quedtiondd twhether genocide was
really intended as part of a preconceived plan undertaken by
the Turkish government.
Lewi sd6s comments fell foul
Il aws, whi ch prohibit deni al of
Several activist groups filed a formal complaint against Lewis,
who was subsequently found guil
enougho in regard t o historical
parliament had officially certified as genocide.
i Thasm dher States arnpgatep &og ikselfd the @uthority to dictate
oaonpuisiort of belief on pain of punishment, presuming to
dictate to individuals what they may or may not believe on the
basis of precapproved fdpolitically
laws are being used as a deterrent to compel historians to
parrot the politically correct interpretation of certain historical
events or else suffer dire consequences.

of

was the fact that a number of Orthodox Jews also participated

Alexander notes with evident alarm that,

remarked that the main thing fAwas
past but the wuse of the Holocaus
military and mddia power . 0

said

Deani €bsckdoSwubcthambattenphteed to ju
on grounds t hat hi's teachings
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éa stream of rul es now prohibit
online, of any program or ad thatinci t es déhatred
racial or ethnic origin, religion or belief, disability, age or
sexual or i entceutidllp h & offensive to religious or
political beliefs.47_

These rules are frequently employed by governments to
disband political parties of which they disapprove.

o

In the context of modern society, it is no longer the
provenance of any Church ors prheel my
and fiheresyo; it is now up to the

Much of the responsibility for this sordid state of affairs
appears to rest with organizations referred to by Alexander as
the flantiracism industry, 0 wh i
organizations as LICRA or MRAP [Movement against Racism
and for Friendship between Peoples in France, and the Muslim
Union of Italy, which routinely file complaints and suits and
often serve as the direct beneficiaries when fines are
imposed.

Al exander asserts #fthe
laws is not so much guilty verdicts, as an insidious chilling of
political debate, as people censor themselves in order to avoid

l egal charges and the stigma and
Europeds speech |l aws are written
leave activists on the political left free to whitewash the crimes
of leftist regimes while inciting contempt and hatred against
the usual betes noires of the left.

Al exander notes with some degree
and extreme-left political parties have played central roles in
the design of free speech laws and sends an important signal
to the broader culture when Hitler is the symbol of evil while
Stalin and Mao are given a pass, and when, in effect, Pat
Buchanandéds ideas risk iicmdiedt nionot
protecd8ed. 0O

The perceived ultimate targets of such laws are religious
bodies, moderates and conservatives, who are with increasing
frequency denounced and reviled
In underlining the inherent danger in such laws and policies,
Alexander writes,

Laws against any speech that ca
because they have the insidious effect of conflating bigoted
speech and constructive criticism, two kinds of speech that
should be sharply distinguished from each other. The result is
the stigmatization of certain kinds of thinking about social
problems and public policy that American conservatives,
moderates, and even many liberals recognize as a legitimate
part of serious debate. These speech laws will not ultimately
silence extremistsd whose careers will not end if they are
called bigots and who often seek out controversyd but they
can silence reasonable people who do not want that label and
do not want a scandal.49_

These laws are in fact the fruits of a deliberately cultivated
policy designed to suppress a hu
possession and right: our reason and the right to freely
express our opinions without fear of government repression.
Alexander supports the suggestion adopted by Human Rights
Wat ch, w h iistshthati gavernments should ban speech
only when it 6éconstitutes i mminer
other unlawful acts and urges reform of these laws, including
repeal of Holocaust deni al | aws .
As laws restricting freedom of speech continue to proliferate, it
is only inevitable that a backlash must ensue as enlightened
individuals question the authority and disinterestedness of the
State, even while recognizing that the true value of a
democracy does not lie in extending the right of expression to
government-approved opinions but in granting the same right
of expression to all citizens i especially those who express
unpopular or controversial opinions.

Where is revisionism going? Perhaps this question can best be
answered by recalling the case of Galileo Galilei, who was
forced by the Inquisition in 1633 to retract his heretical belief
that the Earth moves around the Sun i or face a sentence of
death. On the occasion of his recantation, Galileo is said to

a

0

s In 8 kimilarbmamred, cevisionists, i timecHenetics nfgour modern

ages thayaecitesire unjson with the spirit of Galileo,

Astill, it moves. 0

Notes:

1 Latin: "Where are you going?" A well-known religious usage
of this phrase comes from the a

Peter is fleeing Rome where he faces likely crucifixion. Along
the way, he meets a risen Jesus. Peter asks Jesus "Quo
goiadisA," too wipiadhn iJeshis fidplies, "Romam vado iterum
cautifigit "I am going to Rome to be crucified again"). Peter
thereby gains the courage to continue his ministry and return
to Rome where he is martyred by being crucified upside-
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Setback to the Struggle for Free Speech on Race in Australia, Part 1

Nigel Jackson
I am well acquainted with all the arguments against freedom of thought and speech i the arguments which claim
that it cannot exist, a nd the arguments which claim that it ought not to. | a
me and that our <civilization over a period of four hundred years ha
to choose a text to justify myself, | should ch oose the Iine from Milton: fABy the known
wor d ffanciento emphasizes the fact t hat i noaed Itraddionuvéttout fvhick eadrom i s
characteristic Western culture could only do arythifgatall, it meansithe tight to. I f
tell people what they do not want to hear. - George Orwell, Proposed but Unpublished Preface to Animal Farm 1
| It was henceforth against the law to racially discriminate

For two years in Australia ther e| dgaisst & person arnpersoms o reseas ifictudimgt ampleyment,
war o between those thoughtful c i t|iland,rheusinthand aceoenknpdation, thehpeovisianno€ goods and

of the freedom of speech, reform of the Racial Discrimination | services, and access to public places and facilities. The Act
Act and those others, some idealistic, who have opposed such since then has been administered by the Australian Human
reform on the grounds that it would lessen what they claim Rights and Equal Opportunity Commission, later renamed the
are needed protections for vulnerable persons against racial | Australian Human Rights Commission.
vilification and racial hatred. In August 2012, in an address to 1
the Institute of Public Affairs, the then leader of the federal | In 1994 the ALP Government led by Paul Keating announced
Opposition, Tony Abbott, inaugurated debate by promising | that it intended to introduce a new bill styled the Racial Hatred
that, if the Liberal-National coalition which he led were to be | Act to extend the coverage of the Act so that people could
elected to office at the next elections, it would legislate a | complain to the Commission about racially offensive or abusive
partial repeal of the Act. Twenty-four months later, now the | behavior. Supporters of the change presented it as an attempt
Prime Minister, Abbott suddenly announced that no reform | t o fistri ke a balanceo between the
would take place after all. A battle for free speech has been | and the right to live free from vilification. This proposal led to
lost. This is the story of that battle, which has lessons for | an intense national debate.
freedom-lovers the world over. The proposed bill had been preceded by a draft bill in 1992,

Il which itself depended upon three earlier government-initiated
The Racial Discrimination Act in its first form was a statute | or supported inquiries. In introducing the 1994 bill in the
passed by the Australian Parliament during the Prime House of Representatives, the Attorney-General (Mr. Lavarch,
Ministership of Gough Whitlam, leader of the Australian Labor | t he member for Dickson) referred
Party. Whitlam, whose party won the national elections in | inquiries have found gaps in the protection provided by the
1972 and 1974, introduced massive changes to the Australian | Racial Discrimination Act. The National Inquiry into Racist
political order which can broadly be summed up as | Violence, the Australian Law Reform Commission Report into
internationalist rather than nationalist, left-wing rather than | Multiculturalism and the Law, and the Royal Commission into
right-wing and socialist rather than liberal-conservative. As a | Aboriginal Deaths in Custody all argued in favor of an
result mainly of gross mismanagement, the Whitlam [ extension of Australiabs human r
Government 6s nag rterminated Wy the Governor- | protect the victims Df extreme r a
General, Sir John Kerr, in November 1975 in lawful but | The Oppositionds s dgendralw (Mra tWillkams, e

controversial circumstances. member for Tangney) responded to
The Act was enabled by a questionable interpretation of the [ may have prompted a racial hatred bill, it is difficult to see
fexternal affairsd power <cont ai ne bdowitmeir &eoonmerdatiors hre xeflecked in aHis bill.hAdl three

Australian Constitution, an interpretation later upheld by the | reports recommended against the creation of a criminal
Australian High Court. The Act was legislated to conform to the | offense of incitement to racial hatred or hostility. This bill
authority of the International Convention on the Elimination of | creates such an offense. [In the long run this did not become
All Forms of Racial Discrimination, an article of the United law.] The reports favored the creation of a civil offense of

Nations Organization. incitement to racial hatred where a high degree of serious
Racial discrimination would occur under the Act when someone | conduct is involved. This bill establishes a civil offense with the
was treated less well than someone else in a similar situation | si gni fi cantly |l ower threshol d o f
because of his or her race, color, descent or national or ethnic insult s, humi |l iates or intimidates. o

origin. Racial discrimination could also be caught under the Act | the hurt feelings which the Human Rights and Equal
when a policy or rule appeared to treat everyone in the same | Opportunity Commission rejected as the basis for a civil
way but actually had a deleterious effect on more people of a | offense, concerned that such a low standard could lead to a
particular race, color, descent or national or ethnic origin than large number of trivial compl ai n3t s. 0

others.
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A more serious objection to the inquiries was mentioned by
the man whose speech was, in my judgment, the best of all in
the debate, that of Graham Campbell, ALP member for
Kalgoorlie. Campbell, already a rebel within the parliamentary
partyodés ranks, would soon after wag
For some time after that he continued to hold his seat of
Kalgoorlie as an Independent, while endeavoring
unsuccessfully to launch a new political party named Australia
First. Campbell said: alt is cle
net working between the authors o
report of Irene Moss [The National Inquiry into Racist
Violence] supported criminal sanctions which were contained
in the 1992 draft bill and are also contained in the 1994 bill. I
would urge interested academics who still care about free
speech to analyse this Moss report closely, because this
document, which I believe to be intellectually corrupt, is the
main justification for federad r
He may have been correct on at least two scores in his charge
of intellectual corruption. That inquiry, which had been set up
by an earlier ALP government, was placed in the hands of two
representatives of minority ethnic groups who were thus
interested parties and should never have been invested with
such a task, nor should they have presumed to undertake it.
Such an inquiry should have been in the hands of clearly
impartial as well as qualified persons, and there should have
been a majority of persons drawn from the majority British
ethnic group, so that justice could be seen to be done as well
as be done.

Secondly, it is plain from the text of the report that
submissions made by individuals and groups holding views
contrary to those of Ms Irene Moss (the Chinese wife of a Jew)
and her assistant, Mr. Ron Castan QC (a Jew) were not fairly
taken into account. This can be
adequately define the key terms
its scandalous mistreatment of the Australian League of
Rights.

Mr. Campbell had further pertinent remarks to make:

In any consideration of the new Racial Hatred bill, the public
consultations and the written public submissions on the 1992
draft bill should have been taken into account and the results,
at the least, made public. I placed a question on notice about
the bill and, among other things, asked about the results of
the 1993 public consultations and submissions. The attorney-
general took three months to answer and made it clear that he
would not be making the results public. This was a typical
display of arrogance.

A public submissions process was conducted, yet the public
was not to be informed of the result. I strongly suspected that
the reason for this was that the results were not what the
attorney-general wanted to hear. And so it proved. Freedom-
of-information documents revealed what I had expected.
Written submissions ran almost seven to one against the bill
and the attempt to stack the public consultations process had
clearly failed. The attempt of the attorney-general to cover up
the results is merely a measure of the misrepresentation,
intellectual corruption and deceit which has marked the entire
sorry history of the push for suc
ét he bul k needia is geite happy to countenance a
partisan like Irene Moss acting at one and the same time as
advocate for supposed victims of racial intolerance and
inquirer into such supposed intolerance. Not only that, but she
was also to have administered the civil section of the
legislation she called for, as her successor will do if the law
before us is passed.

There is absolutely no understanding or appreciation of just
how improper it is for the same person to be advocate, judge
and jury in one. Those who rightly uphold the general principle
of division of powers in our wider political context should be
deeply concerned about the blurring of such responsibilities in
quasi-judicial bodies like the Human Rights and Equal
Opportunity Commi ssi on éof.new ddss law
we are evolving 7T a de facto judicial system in which an
accusation is taken as proof and the publicists are also the

a

6

prosecutors and the judges. Not only that, but determinations

of the commission can be registered in the Federal Court and
become legally binding 7 a star chamber usurping the
authority of a proper court.5
Campbell made other very serious criticisms
rGlosv ebren nfeonrt cdesd hoauntd | oi fn gt hoef AtLHPe
supposed to lie on the table while people made submissions. A
member of my staff asked the attorney-gener al 6s
people could obtain the bill and was told it could be obtained
afromigoverninent boekshops. Hen asked ttWwe pemplewia stwo
sepdrates states topring doseénment Gookshops dne ask for the
billand no-one in either bookshop
He then wrote letters, published in The Age on 24 December
and The Australian Financial Review on 31 December 1992,
bringing attention to what was happening.
It was only at the very end of 1992 that the Attorney-
General 6s public affairs se-otdinae
cthea dellingi of the ibitl 4o the mediaeand ®l oaganize ra. pablic
consultation process. There was no proper submission process
in place until then. It was clearly an afterthought.
Advertisements appeared in early January 1993 letting people
know that a submission process on the bill would be conducted
and offering to send people copies of the bill, the second
reading speech and a fact sheet. The written submission
process, however, was held over the holiday break when most
people would be thinking about anything else but politics, or
perhaps so it was hoped.
The Attorney-Gener al 6s Department al so
of the travelling consultation process by holding meetings in
venues of groups most likely to support the bill, such as ethnic
affairs commissions and so on. It also sent out letters asking
those organizations to mobilize their members i that is, likely
supporters of the bill i to be at the meetings. The attempt to
staak thenmeetings, hewewver, t séesns rte have déen taogely
ruasuecéssfald 6ér aci smé and al so in
Twenty-six members spoke after Campbell and effectively
ignored his thesis, which leads to the strong presumption that
it was correct.
Others, however, rebuked the Government for its handling of
the preparations for and mode of presentation of the bill. Mrs.
Sullivan (the member for Moncr i
unseemly haste with which this bill is being pushed through
t hi s c¢hanMseWorth (the member for Adelaide) added:
AThe fact that the Coalition
given less than a week to discuss the [bill] is indicative of a
government which has little regard left for the opinions of the
wider community and the due
Cobb (the member for Par kes)
says that we have had plenty of time to look at it because we
knew it was coming. Sure we knew it was coming, but we did
not know which form it woul d
haveal so not been | argeBy
Several speakers from the Coalition argued strongly that there
was no adequate evidence that the Australian people as a
whole wanted any such bill. Mr. Nehl (the member for Cowper)
reported: il t is interesting,
first brought in its bill, in 1992, it had community consultations
hrighteagourd |Aastralia.nTéere were 646 submissions on the bill
received from the public, and 563 were opposed to the
l egislation. There wer e @ Opposiidh
speakers also claimed that the bill did not really have the
support of ethnic minorities in the nation, it being seen as
unnecessary and potentially divisive; Government speakers
claimed otherwise.11
Overall, t he unsatisfactory
introduction of such legislation suggested that by subterfuge a
piece of devious social engineering was being attempted. As
Mr. Cadman (the member for Mitchell) said, it seemed that the
ALP was Aisetting an agenda and
values for Australia not sought out from the Australian people
themsell2es. 0o
the sort \%
In the 1994 House of Representatives debate only five of the
thirty-nine speakers tried specifically to define the key term
Afaci sm. 0 There were, however,
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speeches, as well as attempts to define associated terms such
as Araci al hatredo and #dAracial

both sides sought to distance themselves from racism. Two
speakers warned about the misuse of such terms for ulterior

\"

and questionable purposes. Campb
anyone who wins an argument wi t h
key issues such as immigration, multiculturalism and

Asianization we have a tyranny of the minorities and a
disenfranchisement of the majority. This bill is the starkest
indicator of that process so far. The elites who have been
pushing these policies realize that, even though they dominate
the bureaucracies and academia, they are losing the
intel l ectual argument. Their <crude
are proving less and less effective. Now they want a piece of
legislation to complement the declining power of the social
sanctions againstl3speaking out. o
Mr . Cameron (the member for Stir
correctness law, however, there is no accepted definition of
what constitutes racial hatredé . . Some sectio
community, however, regard any statement against the

perceived interests of a minority group as racist. For example,
Tracker Tilmouth of the Central Land Councill4 reportedly
claimed that the Greens and the Coalition were racist for
daring to propose amendments to the land fund legislation.
Those with extreme views are well represented in the race-
guilt enforcement industry charged with responsibility for the
side 16 f

civil the | aw. 0

George Orwell (25 June 1903 . 1 21 January 1950) wrote

in his unpublished Preface to Animal Farm il f |
means anything at all, it means the right to tell people
what they do not want to hear. o

Source: By Branch of the National Union of Journalists

(BNUJ). (http://www.netcharles.com/orwell/) [Public

domain], via Wikimedia Commons

In general, Government speakers tended not to express
concern about the terminology of the bill, but many Coalition
speakers were very critical of alleged ambiguities. Several of
these argued that international and overseas jurisdictions had
avoided the term 6racial hatredo
defining t he war dMrihaTueidey (th
O6Connor ) sState & Klapgrdttn , the Supreme Court of
New Jersey held that a statute that made it an offense to utter
any statement inciting hatred, abuse, violence or hostility
against a group by reason of race, color, religion or manner of
wor ship, was void for uncertainty,

b

%

6abused and 6hostilityd albe abstr

Mr . Filing (the member for Moor e
i imstrdmenta whidh rforrd th# aomstitutsopad aulpmort for this bill
avoided reference to O6incitement
that o6hatredd is too 3wobrt®assess.eln a
tHe USAa and :Canédda, corecerm bas alsoolmeany expressed that
thee temmnlis itoo uundertaina & istandard .to @dude in penal
|l egislationé. . Chi ef Justice Bro
possible to say when ill will becomes hatred. He noted that
there is no norm to say when such an emotion comes into
being, and that it cannot be made a legitimate standard for a
penal stldtute. O

Concern was also expressed by Opposition speakers about the
vagueness wseéd lyr the bik indits apmogosedr amendsnerd to
provide for a civil prohibition (which in due course became the
law). Mr. Ruddock (the member for Berowra) commented:
AfThe Commonwealth standard of 6i
broad pnd yaguedin oufi Wawdre that prnodxtiraorndinary range of
statements are likely to be included under this
ndse f o i18tiMoen . Nugent (the member for
problem with using ter ms such
6Ohumiliated6 is that they are | ar
courts inthe UKhavehad troubl e interpreti
in relation to public order legislation, and there have been
similar probl em39 MrnCohnoldy (tH&Smember for
Bradfield) compl ai ned: ANo other
ci vil standards comparable to thg
find words such as 6of fendo
6intimidateo6oé. . osay |assodatedd svith cvalue
judgmeR2d s. o

Oddly, the topic of race itself was almost totally ignored. It
may be that the House collectively showed an ostrich-like
attitude to the issue and indirectly encouraged a Lysenkoist
attitude to the science of races. Traditional anthropology,
before the changes and innovations most of all associated with
Franz Boas (a Jew), did not accept the currently fashionable
doctrine of racial equality. Some students of race still do not.
William Gayley Simpson provided a profound consideration of
the topic in his book Which Way Western Man? 21 He wrote,
inter alia:

A race is a major division of the human species. Its members,
though differing from one another in many minor respects, are
nevertheless, as a whole, distinguished by a particular
combination of features, principally non-adaptive, which they
have inherited from ancestors as alike as they are themselves.
These distinguishing features are most apparent in body,
where they are both structural and measurable, but manifest
themsel ves al so in 6innate capad
emotional devel opment 6, t emper amg
this we may compare Professor Be
6Raceé is a term that can be ap
homogeneous human group that has preserved its hereditary
characteristics almost unchanged through a long succession of
generations. o

Wh a t then is a 6racisté? For al
acute need of honest and fearless inquiry about what race is,
grgj ap tmosphere of free discussion out of which might have
come s mething like a scientific consensus as to whether or
not racial differences are real and, if so, how much attention
they require. But 6racistodo is a
invented by the equalitarians to prevent such investigation and
discussion.

Simpson devoted four pages to |listing thirty-three
distinguished scientists who rejected the doctrine of racial
equality. He provided details of each of them and of their
careers.

Ap LNPQFEPQtEShOBt ollqc IétudM p tlge racg aye tion ig Race
an I% e on Putham. 22tIn the introd ctlon by R.
Ruggles Gates enry E. Garrett, R. Gayre of Gayre and
Wesley C. George (four of the scientists listed by Simpson)
these authorities made an important comment on the
corruption of science by pol i tid

Pyt ichf nont- h
Sé:l t{n]t'%féf(!: d:ld"'ngIoch(;lep %;sr['l?re;ri%an\]/s:ors\aéaﬂés%tg gzl(%\rgtrléts in the
|

Ias thlrty years, often resulting in the suppression or
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di stortion of truthé..we have no
our disapproval of what has been all too commonly a trend
since 1930. We do not believe that there is anything to be
drawn from the sciences in which we work which supports the
view that all races of men, all types of men, or all ethnic
groups are equal and alike, or likely to become equal or alike
in anything approaching the foreseeable future. We believe on
the contrary that there are vast areas of difference within
mankind not only in physical appearance, but in such matters
as adaptability to varying environments, and in deep
psychological and emotional qualities, as well as in mental
ability and capacity for development. We are of the opinion
that in ignoring these depths of difference modern man and
his political representatives are likely to find themselves in
serious difficulti22s sooner or
Putnam argued that wide-scale dishonesty characterized
American discussion of racial controversies. Commenting on
the Supreme Court desegregation decision of 17 May 1954, he
had this to say about it he
cited in favor of integrationo:
either to belong to Negro or other minority groups or to have
prepared their studies under the auspices of such groups. To
expect these groups to present impartial reports on the
subject of racial discrimination is like expecting a saloon-
keeper to prepare an impartial
point of view is important and deserves consideration. Many of
them are brilliant and consecrated men. But to permit them to
provide the overwhelming preponderance of the evidence is
mani festly n2@t justice. o

Putnam denied that there was virtual unanimity among
scientists on the biological equality of the Negro with the other
two major races:

There is a strong northern clique of equalitarian social
ant hropologists wunder the
has captured important chairs in many leading northern and
western universities. This clique, aided by equalitarians in
government, the press, entertainment, and other fields, has
dominated public opinion in these areas and has made it
almost impossible for those who disagree with it to hold
jobsé. . T-kqualitari@m scientists have been forced
largely into the universities of the South where they are biding
their time.

It is folly to talk of freedom, either of the press or of any other
kind, when such a situation exi
conspiracy, fraud and intimidation: conspiracy to gain control
of important citadels of learning and news dissemination, fraud
in the teaching of false racial doctrines, and intimidation in
suppressing those who would preach truth.25

Particularly germane to the present Australian situation is
Put nambs analysis of political
factor in party politics involving discussion of racial issues.
Leaders of both major political parties in the USA, he said,
close their eyes to tardy [itishthhosgh
ignorance of its scientific validity. But this ignorance they are
inclined to cherish, and to avoid correcting, because of the
bal ance of power held by Negro
The tragedy is that the great majority of Americans are
dividing their votes on other issues in such a way as to give
this issue into the hands of t h
question be isolated so that it could first be thoroughly
debated and then voted on by itself alone, the minority would
beswampe2d. o

In a subsequent book, Race and Reality, 27 Putnam pointed out
that racial discrimination is sometimes both scientifically and
ethically justifiable: Al 1l n
to discriminate legally against the exceptional Negro on the
basis of a racial average?06] We
exceptional minors by not allowing them to vote, though
certain of them may be more intelligent than many adults.
Discriminations of this sort are necessary to the practical
administration of human
salvation to all true believers, but this has nothing to do with
status. Status has to be earned, in religion as elsewhere, by
merité.. Christ was a man bufheiwad

I a

paten

hypnosi

b popndatings nsicisntific a theorées ocone rdispked nfgr

V O

answe

affairsé.

hrots a tmeah i06 maudhn prl wndiscnimginatimg seatomemtality.
Christds I|ife, among other things
in firm disc2i mination. o

Putnam supported the age-ol d |l ove of kith
natural impulse of men to group themselves around their own
ki n@9. e also stressed the importance of racial
discrimination in those contexts where races must be
considered as wholes, as opposed to contexts involving
individuals of races: i But ntirhfading
the fact that, as individuals differ in merit, so averages differ
among races in those attributes

when we are confronted with a situation where a race must be
considered as a race, there is no alternative to building the
system around the average. The minor handicap to the

t exeeptional individual, if such there be, is negligible compared

to the damage that would otherwise result to society as a
whol 3. o
Putnam defended the importance of the traditional meaning of

tt lpearwdrad i i i sodfr itnhien aa u tomar: i thil ess t
fiar differente jbetween yight &nd twhomg, ebetwgep beatber and

worse? It has become the vogue to condemn discrimination
without asking what the reasons for the discrimination may
b e 310

One of the greatest intellects of last century, the
tnuetaphysicfan amd writer brn dadred rtraditions, TFnihjofr Schuon,
stressed the importance of true discourse on race:

éRace is a forme.. It is not po
race is something devoid of meaning apart from physical
characteristics, for, if it be true that formal constraints have
nothing absolute about them, forms must none the less have
their own sufficient reason; é
human di fferences of another orde
In order to understand the meaning of races one must first of
sall pedlizet that they are desived éronh fumdarnentakaspects of
humanity and not from something fortuitous in nature. If
racialism is something to be rejected, so is an anti-racialism
which errs in the opposite direction by attributing racial
difference to merely accidental causes and seeks to whittle
away these differences by talking about inter-racial blood-
groups, or in other words by mixing up things situated on
di fferent | evel grés may Bagoodaor detrinental
according to the case.32

An important recent study of the impact of ideology upon
tastéh r. o ploTlhoegriec ailsJscaenceéel ogny d The
Culture of Critique .33 1 n a chapter on @ Tdef
Anthropology and the Decline of Darwinism in the Social
Sciences, 0 MacDonald concluded:
chapter has been that scientific skepticism and what one might
term Oscientific obscuranti smb
deeper
reaso3ds. o

Ideological interference with the Australian political order in
fmatteasc of racefinfost of all was manifest some three decades
earlier. Mr. Filing (the member for Moore) referred to the
influx of Asians into the nation:
tgewveramenh in Marcht 1966nthat ebplisised ance ané for all the
White Australia policy i a decision which enabled the welcome
inflow of so many people from such a wide range of ethnic and

¢ racdl backgriotingd® and sire tihéndincltding peopdecfrom Asian

nations particularly, es pe @5 &drrher
Prime Minister Bob Hawke (ALP) eventually admitted publicly
that the termination of this policy had been brought about by
a semi-secret agreement between the Coalition and the ALP,
with the Australian people themselves not being asked in
radvance foh & mandatesforisoch momentousdchandetthraughf aa i
referendum, since it was considered likely that they would
dotes Bla. i This nia tore ofethhe ImMogt seggifaicant shistorical
developments in Australian affairs to call in question the
nationos habdésatlti psied as a
democracy. 0

.In tthise coBtext,i the ieathusiasenl bfg sevemal spebkens sfor
feducati on a g a i3é sounded amoists suspect. It
seemed that members from both political sides were equally
rdgereto cseenjna placé can program that would constitute
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indoctrination into the ideology of racial equality rather than
an academic inquiry into the nature of racial and ethnic
differences and different ways of addressing these within
nations.

\%
The argument over whether or not the proposed bill was a
justifiable limitation of free speech was, in my view, clearly
won by its opponents. In introducing it the attorney-general,
Mr . Lavarch, asserted that in
balanced against the rights of Australians to live free of fear
and racial harassment.037 This smooth argument had for
some years been advanced, notably, by Jewish spokespeople
in the press and seems to have been devised to try to get over
the otherwise embarrassing obstacle of the fervor with which
British nations have traditionally defended free speech. The
argument assumes that such a balance is necessary (false)
and that the two goods being balanced are of equal worth
(false). Implicit is the assumption that we cannot have a
national climate reasonably free for all citizens from fear and
from racial harassment and also have freedom of speech
(false). In short, the argument is worthless casuistry.
Government speakers often pointed out that, as Mr. Tanner
(the member for Mel bour ne) said,
an absoluteo. Many examples were
qualified what could be legally expressed. These related to a
wide range of subject matter, including (1) defamation and
libel; (2) copyright; (3) obscenity, child pornography and
censorship; (4) official secrecy, national security, the state and
federal Crimes Acts; (5) contempt of court; (6) contempt of
Parliament, rules for Parliamentary speakers that forbid
attacks on the Royal Family or the financial probity of fellow
members, the Parliamentary Privileges Act, the Public Order
(Protection of Persons and Property Act of 1971) which
enables protesters in the gallery to be dealt with, and
penalties applying to people who display posters in the gallery;
(7) consumer protection, the Trade Practices Act which
imposes restrictions in order to ensure that business activity is
conducted fairly and honestly, false advertising law, and fraud
laws; (8) broadcasting regulations; and (9) criminal laws
about the counselling of others to commit a crime. None of
these constituted the same degree of erosion of free speech
that the bill did, for it broke new ground in striking at the
freedom of each citizen to publicly make basic political
comment and criticisms concerning major issues of national
policy and direction.
Many important concerns were raised by the Coalition
speakers. Mr . Ruddock (the membe
consultations have revealed that some people do have grave
reservations about the fact that people can be jailed for what
they say as distinct from what th
a government should ever introduce or endorse legislation
which will send people to jail for offenses that are not clearly

defined in pra3gtical terms. o

Mr. Filing (the member for Moore) enlarged on the
Oppositiond s objections t o t he prop
amendment t o t he Cri mes Act of
fundament al di fferenceé bet ween
however odious, and threatening violence to personal
propertyeé. We on this side upgpbrta

criminal sanction for expressing a view and encouraging others
to adopt it when you are not inciting people to damage
property or3persons. 0

Mr . Forrest (the member for Mall
some concerns about how this bill basically neuters what I
consider to be the reasonable expectation which all Australians
have come to treasure i the right to free speech. That right
preserves the capacity for people to speak out on a whole
range of issues which they consider to be in the public
interest. Sometimes these views may require comment in
regard to ethnic origins, whether in respect of immigration,
foreign policy or any other matter. I see legislation such as
this, in the hands of fringe minority groups, being used to
constrain such freedomé. Al t hou

offense may not be the purpose of such speech, it is
sometimes amazing whatpeopl e can be o040f ende
Mr. Cameron (the member for Stirling) pointed to another
serious implication of the bill:

All laws restricting speech contain a penumbra, a twilight zone
in which a person cannot be sure if his statements infringe the
law, and therefore cause the prudent and the timid to refrain
from making a much wider range of statements than the law
tntendeld rte erohiip. eSawchionshimposed bye the courts will
probably not be the major practical impediments to free
speech.

Those who control access to the forums for disseminating
ideas i the publishing houses, the media and academia i will
be forced to walk on egg shells when dealing with any issue
touching on race. They will, most perhaps from a genuine
desire to act lawfully i but some from a cynical desire to
suppress debate i cite the law as a reason not to publish
anything at variance with contemporary wisdom on
multiculturalism.41

Mr . Slipper (the member for Fishe
silence our opponents, we question our own commitment to
the cause and acknowledge the st
pid s ieteidomé .of Wepesbbuid Bnobt be con
gdaekseto reguiatel opinisns ardawhicha declarasdtige truth and
then seeks to suppress any deolicea
are to be let loose. This government will be setting up a type
of offense which will see political prisoners created in
Austra2ia. o

Government speakers clearly failed to rebut the free speech
argument. Mr. Latham (the member for Werriwa) tried to set
up an alternative ideal of nfai
tolerance and u @3 €hiss igreores ithe gfacd that
people have varying degrees of understanding, different ideas
of what should be tolerated and different ideas about what is
or is not fair speech. Ms. Henzell (the member for Capricornia)
did not want the | aw fAto per mit
groups to be seriously harmed by more powerful
groupid However, the billds suppor

completely to produce evidence o
ethnic minorities within Australia on a sizeable scale. Mr.
Theophanous (t he member for Calwell) s

limits to utterances when they promote racial hatred and
under mi ne mul ti c u45tThis éghored cheifatt that o
many Australians might want to argue in favor of a
homogeneous, if not monocultural society, and that such a
position in no way automatically indicates that they are racial
I hateost LatBrethi® speaker made a thost sigbificant interjection:
it is to stop Nazis and others
this bildl has b46ehe nuay ghadvertertly 'have
eppintdd . a. setet ademdanhbehindt the bilk desigred in the
interests of one particular ethnic minority i Jews. Mrs. Easson
(the member for Lowe) sai d: AThi
tolerance of racist speech. If we declare our intolerance of
racist speech, the social ethos will evolve over time away from
osadi ¢Bndhs ismnacks 6ndre (Ofa social engineering than
asdistahek)of vulrmerable peesonsi. And Mr. Hollis (the member
fexmpr Blsrso silgy ) ams aw ptime omi, | | as reje
out and practic48 Ftolreihi nor agdrohap
evere haaympeople wihd Idisagreed with himself on issues
involving race. To sum up, the Government speakers were
bent on censorship, proud of their moral virtue and unwilling
or unable to countenance the existence of, and the expression
ef) a planalitye aft véetvs oni mattkra \involving trace - or the
possibility that their own views might be to some extent
erroneous.

=

3

Vi
A feature of the 1994 debate was the apparently complete
obsequiousness of the Australian Parliament to the United
Nations Organization. A number of speakers cited the UNO as
having provided the constitutional basis for national legislation
on racial issues.49 Ms. Worth (the member for Adelaide)
quoted the preamble to the Convention on the Elimination of
g Al It hFeo rdmesl iobfe rRaatcei adgi Diisgr bmi nat ofo

superiority based on racial differentiation is scientifically false,
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morally condemnabl e, socially un
there is no justificati onb0fTbereis a
dangerous odor of institutional infallibility about that article. It
is also regrettable that it r etquud
court when, properly, it should only r epudi ate o6un
di scriminationd. Such <carelessne
intended manipulation?) does not encourage confidence in the
UNO. Putnam exposed the unscientific nature of a UNESCO
Statement on Race published in 1950.51 UNESCO was forced
to first publish a modification and later a booklet rebutting
both the initial statement and the modification by fourteen
scientists of world standing. Putnam went on to show how the
scientistsdé correction was | ater
media, politicians, the entertainment industry, scientific
hierarchy and educational establishment.
Not one speaker in the debate was prepared to address the
unreliability, if not outright mendacity, of the UNO, or to
di scuss whether it really was in
by any of its declarations i or to what extent Australia should
co-operate with it. The UNO has been the subject of
unfavorable scrutiny in a number of important books.52 One
of the great questions of our time is whether or not the UNO
was deliberately established as the prototype of a future world
government, the ANew World Order,
global tyranny of certain elite groups. Ms. Worth also referred
t o it he standards t h atunity has agréed i
upono; but it is doubtful that an
said to exist, let alone that it was properly consulted, with
every adult person in every member state being well informed
about the standards beforehand.

1
One explanation for the appearance of the 1994 Racial Hatred
bill is that it formed part of a program to transform Australia
from its original status as an e
something else. The key word used to describe that something
else is one with a sliding range of possible meanings that
easily enables deception and causes confusion. That word
ismulticulturalism It is possible to make the idea of a
O6mul ticultural Australiad sound r
the truth that variety is the spice of life. On the other hand,
perhaps such an Australia might be easily made into a satrapy
of the New World Order, in which a demoralized citizenry of
quasi-slaves have no peoplehood left, no folk or kin group to
protect them from the tyrants. Understandably, proponents of
multiculturalism tend to be in favor of plenty of immigration
and from as many different ethnic groups around the world as
possible. This raises the question of whether the bill was seen
partly as a means of inhibiting public expression of opposition
to high levels of immigration and to multiculturalism.
Mr. Robert Brown (the member for Charlton) had this to say:
I believe that in Australia we have developed and refined an
important concept when we talk about a multicultural society.
In the process of doing that, we have, in effect, adopted a
positive and practical policy of
We have a society which consists, quite deliberately, of people
from varied and diverse ethnic, racial and cultural
backgroundsé. . ewleped a cauntry which has a
great number of stimulating, exciting, diverse and interesting
qgualitiesé..
I think it is one of the greatest social and inter-racial initiatives
ever undertaken anywhere in the world. I believe that it
represents a deliberate attempt to bring together people of
diverse cultural and racial backgrounds on the basis of their
simply being peopleé..
There can be little doubt that the vibrant culture that exists in
Australia today is a welcome replacement of the narrow
xenophobicAustralia of the pasté.. we
energetic, thoughtful, forward-looking and outward-looking
society than we ever were in the past.53

Wh a t identity? Wh a't qualities?
p e o p Imead ? The speech is vague; the language turgid; it
|l ooks I|ike politiciansd cant. N o

past (the times of the pioneers, the explorers and the soldiers

j Mst batdhanmnangeheusmembdé. .for
iindéed dlansiroark rdegislation. olh . répresents an
l andmark in Australiads
impmoewdturadl r aariety | tod ias c outwarddaokingp ntélerant,
jasntf irdemita |
5 §he wdcanth paste wimidhnsaw dtgelf aq part of @ noble and
magni ficent empire of
not seem to have occurred to the speaker that unity of culture,
based upon unity of race, may also mean strength and
profundity of culture , while multiculturalism, like syncretism in
religion, may mean disintegration and decadence. And how
tolerant is this new society to be of those who criticize it? Not
ivgry, dhredill suggestedhe bi g battalions of
Putnam issued in 1961 a warning of the dangers of
undiscriminating i mmi gration policy:
many millions of people into the USA, particularly during the
past eighty years, has brought together here the greatest
Aassottment dfadthmic istotks rire the wordd @nd pbobably din
history. If the lessons of European experience have any
meaning, such a conglomeration of racial and ethnic elements
renders a serious cultural decline inevitable. Symptoms of the
decline are already apparent in the deteriorating state of some
aspects of our culture, in the irresoluteness and confusion of
courwnationdt leaders faredcin ther witulenice bfeframk anti-social
behavior among our people far in excess of that encountered
daln Wesim European countries,
yexcessiveh hoonixicen arnedsany juceaite delingulency bred other
crimes with their tremendous cost in suffering and treasure,
we are paying the price for our reckless generosity to peoples
of otherb5 ands. 0o
Mr. Campbell (the member for Kalgoorlie) hit one nail right on
the head: AThis billé is
on matters such as immigration and multiculturalism at a time
swhem t badh | wre B rincrieasindly neming n inton t puélic
di sr e p56 tArd two Coalition speakers pointed to anomalies
in the bill. Mr. Cameron (the member for Stirling) supported
t he concept of Airacially bl
analogous to the government prohibiting theft from migrants
ionlp. @ne dwoedersi whiy ntbe Gavernneexta i péxeending a
protection which all Australians should enjoy only to members
of minority racial groups. The obvious, if cynical, answer is
that the Government will not earn kudos from the multicultural
lobby by passing a law with a general operation. The rest of us
are entitled to feel
me mber for |l saacs) added: ATo
importance to this country is one set of laws for a group of
people who choose to live in this country and call Australia
homeé. . | f we are going to bri
country and develop an interest as Australians for Australians,
we should not introduce legislation that enables racial
qualifications to be placedinfront of 88hem. o
VI
The most important political pressure group in Australia to
ncansistently thalfenge the dectriaen af rdcidleequality lyaé been
the Australian League of Rights. This organization, founded in
1960, grew out of the Social Credit movement of the 1930s. It
has always supported the Christian and British ethos of the
nation, it has tended to be wary of programs for Aboriginal
fadvancement o and fAland rightso
divisive of the political order), it has tended to oppose non-
European immigration and favor the maximum possible ties
with Britain and the former British dominions of Canada and
New Zealand, it has favored patriotic nationalism and been
very wary of the UNO, and it has often been critical of Jewish
influence within national and international politics (which it has
seen as often hostile to its own ideals and policies). It has
beeane easmof®rsiuccepofiul, cal
and fA-8emitic. o
An important feature of the 1994 debate was what may be

important

Whlked thedsd easn d dirsfi enptl yo fb etihdeg fAwixtt h etmte e

as main target. For example, National Party Leader Tim

BEbbgheit (timvwomembers| aoadeFamni ert)henp

this house will know that over the years I have been involved

in two great wars) in order to flatter the present.

in many battles against what we call the Far Right, the League
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of Rights and other organizations from the extreme Right,
some members of whom hold the sort of odious racist views
that this bill is intended to address. From that experience, I
have come to know that these people do not think rationally
about such issues. They interpret the actions of others,
governments in particular, in terms of the twisted international
conspiracies t3eSomeée might welleseethis sort of
vague language as reckless vilification. Fischer went on to
add: Aln this respect, as in m
opposition to the Far Right, my record stands me in good
stead and provides a self-evident defense against those who
would seek to place the racist tag on my back or on the back

of any member of the parli aelentar
Government spokesman Mr. Latham (the member for
Werriwa) had this to say: AYet a

racist organizations do express and seek to incite racial
intolerance and hatredé. . We do
and we do have in election campaigns organizations such as
Australians Against Further Immigration, which run their
campaigns on a r agliAstimpprtid afabtysismof o
both the named groups might also find evidence of unjust
vilification here too.

Mr. Snow (the member for Eden-Monar o) sai d:
plenty of intolerance and bigotry about. For instance, the
League of Rights has been mentioned in this debate. The
League of Rightshas a phobia about Zioni
some ethereal threat, which I have never been able to
perceive in spite of all the writings of those who are on the
right, such as those i n 62t That wasnroy
an intellectually substanti al
commentaries on Zionist and Jewish influence in politics. It
was vilification offered in defense of an anti-vilification bill!

At least seven other speakers participated in the
slanderfest.63 Not a single speaker in the whole debate

sought to stem this avalanche of misinformation and
defamation. A significant body of Australians was being
demonized, leading to the strong presumption that the

discussion was not the completely free exchange of views it
might seem to be. What power within the political order could
be so powerful that it was able to frighten both major political
parties into such a dishonorable group attack?
IX

It seems that Jewish influence played a large part in the
formulation of the Racial Hatred bill of 1994. That is, if
Graham Campbell is correct in claims made in his speech.
Campbell said: i Mr . Keating fing
would definitely be introduced before the end of 1994 at the

36th biennial conference of the Zionist Federation of Australia.

The outgoing president of the ZFA, Mark Leibler, was one of

those who had most strongly pushed for this bill, with criminal

sanctions. The choice of venue for the announcement

underlined from where the major lobbying pressure for the

introduction of such a bill had come. Of course, other ethnic

groups and academics have been involved and Aboriginals

have been used as a stalking horse, but the main driving force

has clearly been téle Zionist | obb
Mr. Campbell gave other examples of Jewish influence in

Au st r alatianmalspolitics: (1) At the same conference Mr.

Keating announced the formation of a multicultural advisory

council to advise the Government on cultural diversity

dimensions of the centenary of Federation and the Olympic

Games 7 and nominated as first (and at that stage only)

member a lobbyist from the ZFA; (2) The imposition on

Australia in 1988 of a fcost | yproducative wao-u

crimes trials processo [purely s
(3) The sacking of the secretary and deputy-secretary to the

Immigration Department in 1990 because they resisted

opening up a separate immigration category for Soviet Jews;

and (4) The achievement of changes to the immigration rules

which fAwere used to block contro

from entering Australia.o

British historian David Irving

Source: Photo taken from the Irving website that

states: "These photographs are provided for use

copyright free unless otherwise indicated" [Public

HomAirg, Vi®& wikim&dia Commons

In dealing with the attempt by Jewish spokesman Jeremy

Jones to deny the truth of the third of these charges (which
S a6 been éxp&sédi i the Calfei®aSTimes by journalist Verona

Burgess), Campbell said:

Neither the Zionist lobby nor anyone else has the right to use
I etate fautfolrity tb Sdery inconvenient facts of history and
reldn trthallen@etl. Nor hsBould LwReaftterfigt Sto suppress

peopl e who make such deni al sé. .

approach those who deny the Holocaust. They should be met

with the facts and arguments in open debate and not
suppressedé. . This bill is also

of history as holy writ. All aspects of history, no matter how
horrible and distressing to some people, should be open for
critical examination and discussion. We cannot rule a line on

the study of the past. I really believe that if we do not make a

stand on this bill, then the authoritarian excesses will get

worse.65_

Campbell raised these matters with an admirable mixture of

directness and tact: Al want to

the Zionist lobby, I am not talking about the great majority of

Jews, many of whom, I know, are totally opposed to this bill. I

am talking about a relatively small group in the Jewish
| cbrifmurdity,n @idprop&rlonately @ Eompobedl ob i duthoritarian

zealots who have crushed or silenced internal opposition. Due
to a combination of money, position, relentless lobbying and
the manipulation of their victim status, they have a very
power f ul influence, bot h 66 Alkhaugh
many other speakers referred to Jewish matters, most being
sympathetic to Jewish interests,67 none of the twenty-six who
followed Campbell made any significant reference to his
comments about the role of the Zionist lobby in promoting the
bill and otherwise strongly influencing Australian political
Yafffirs. The natural presumption is that they knew they could
not refute his thesis but did not wish to be associated with it.
X

After being passed in the House of Representatives (the lower

house of the Australian Parliament) on party lines 71-59 the

bill was sent for consideration to the Australian Senate (the
upper house), which arranged for its joint (all-party) Legal and

Constitutional Committee to investigate it. As a result some
NpuBlic hearings were heard and 1 attended the one in
E Melbolrnet 6n 24H Fébruary | 1995¢ thavihg zdrrardged in

advance to be allowed to make a submission. What occurred

there, I believe, casts considerable light on the nature of both
the bill and its eventual acceptance by the Senate (after which
in amended form it became law as part of the Racial

Dls&immatio Act).t AFteribaifg ifAad itd! adlirést the Bearing

by its chairman, ALP Senator Barney Cooney, I began by

explaining that I appeared as a private citizen and
representative of a long line of British and European writers

who had defended free speech. I continued as follows:
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Within the last 24 hours I have nearly completed a first
reading of the transcript of the hearing held by this committee
in Canberra a week ago on 17th February. This convinces me
that there is still widespread confusion and error in many
people about the nature of this bill and its implications. I
remain convinced that the bill should be completely rejected at
this stage, and that a new inquiry should be set up into
relevant matters of society and race in this nation, an inquiry
which is indisputably and manifestly impartial.

On page 276 of that transcript, we read that Senator Abetz

said a week ago: ALet us say | w
of the academic view and said, o}
did not happen.d There are some p
of history.o He indicated that he
the promotion thereof Awoul d off
would be done fbecause of the r 4
revisionists say these thingso b

Jews have perpetrated a fraud on society and got them to
accept a version of history that
comment ed: AYou may very well h g
faith but, nevertheless, it may not be reasonable in the
circumstances to pr omulgga2B® Senaterm
Abetz talked about a neo-Na z i and asked: fil

neo-Nazi meeting to which only neo-Nazis were invited to hear

some revisionist history, would t
Later he referred to #Athis outr
hist oryo. Later still he referred
Hol ocaust as fAjust diatribe.d Thgeg

throughout the transcript show that an inadequate background
of knowledge is being brought to the public deliberations on
this bill and that a crudeness and lack of subtlety of
terminology are being employed, which means clearly that the
nation is not yet ready to have legislation on such
controversial matters of race and society framed, debated,
legislated and enacted. A Miss Chungsai d, on page
can never wai t for the perfect
time, the present context, is grossly imperfect, so the voice of
wisdom says, fiNot yet, not yet. o
I end with a series of challenging assertions which I am
prepared to defend to the best of my ability. The bill is too
vaguely worded and offers insufficient safeguards for
intellectual freedom. The terms
vague for adequate debate. They are unscientific in the sense
used by Professor Eric Voegelin of the term Afasci
seminal work, The New Science of Politics , published by the
University of Chicago Press in 1952 in America.68 iDeni a
the Holocausto and allied terms
misleading. Revisionist historians, David Irving and the
Australian League of Rights, as well as many other individuals
and groups in the so-called far right spectrum, are honourable
and decent people who deserve a fair hearing. Their exclusion
from public debate on this bill by the major media is a national
intellectual scandal. The member for Kalgoorlie in the House of
Representatives, Mr Graeme Campbell, was correct to state
that the major impetus for this bill has come from Jewish
Zionist pressure groups and individuals, as he said in the
House debate of 15th and 16th November. Jewish Zionist
influence on our national politics has become excessive and
needs to be curbed.69

The chairman in response suggested that there was no
problem Aunder this bill i n dgangti
occuro and I|ikened such a claim
not bombed in World War Two, that the Kokoda Trail did not
exist, that there was no Burma Railway built by the Japanese
with prisoner of war labor, or that William III was a
homosexual [that is, a series of obvious absurdities]. In
response I said:

I think that is arguable. In any case, this bill needs to be seen
in a context that goes far beyond that of Australia; a context
that includes a number of other countries that have been
mentioned in debate on this matter, such as Britain, France,
Germany, Austria, Canada, America, where it is quite plain
that there is what appears to be a worldwide campaign to

controversial views on various topics associated with race, of
which the Holocaust and the degree of Jewish influence in
national and international politics is one.
The chairman asked why I picked out the Holocaust. I replied:
Mr. Chairman, I am a writer. I believe it is necessary, as
[Joseph] Brodsky, one of the Nobel Prize winners for literature,
said, to speak the whole truth fearlessly. It is necessary to go
to the heart of the matter. This I believe is where the heart of
the matter is. Moreover, when I look at the transcript of last
weekbdés hearing, | see that there
acf referencesuto dewisk oatters,) te Wazésim o meo-8lazism, the
THolcalisb &nd s@ ans Thisdis a venyoimportant aspect of this
ebdlpl e with that strange view
Bhe thiaienvan depeatied his qgeiesttom ared I vepliedn a n d
eBedausa I think Théswtakeshus gtraight toethle heart of the socio-
cpelitical ddreextaid avkich thishkill hadi bebre presented to the
e paaliareent. { havg refemddi te \thee writhngs of AanhDallas. I
have one of his books here i a magnificent piece of writing
called SThe em Symphonie e s @f Gobka Korfige 170 &le is a Muslim
Isdeikh. He $sea ntame bfi ae fexstradrdinarg cange of knowledge
and intellect and he would argue that I am doing just that,
. that Dam gpiag to the heart of the matter. The other matters
f you hefer t® mewebedmpartant but they are not as important
as the one I am referring to.71
hTdaere mew accpreeld | ain cexipdomdin@y dntervention. It so
h bappened thateim thisismalli reom, cortaining some difteen or
4o perdomsg one af therm was mone pthev thanmMark fLeibtelh) ehe
svery poweerfuin amdy praomtinkeret rlewishk faetivistnan@ $eader to
whom Graeme Campbell had referred in his House of
Representatives speech. Leibler now passionately intervened:
i Mr . Chairman, this is a new
been before a Senate committee and listened to something
which is really straight out of The Protocols of the Elders of
Zion . Now that we are here, perhaps Mr. Jackson ought to be
agked, to éxplain. What he is obviously telling us is that all the
illsmef the wdtld are atEibutable baek te the Jewsn that this is a
worldwide conspiracy and the Jewish people are responsible
for everything. I think it would be of interest to the committee
if perhaps you asked Mr. Jackson to explain how all this
happens, for example, how the Jews control the government
here, how the Jews control the international community.
AMagbet o/ oan ds hfiorua cdi s im0 v iatr 8 Rathem takeo
aback by this onslaught and its intellectual crudity, I had the
$emling that Lefblelswas acting a role, a familiar role for him, in
which a person or a group or a view was not to be so much
| diszussed as rubbished and hissed off the stage.
ahlee anglr the udhaireniara | for aa dfews enomentss digcussed
implications of Holocaust denial and its relationship to the bill.
Leibler likened such fidenial o to
exi st or the sun or t78 d¢e #hanr rerfewed
his attack on me: ABut Mr . Chai
here to something which I have never heard but I have seen
on TV. This is The Prot ocols of the Elders of Zion This
gentleman is talking about a worldwide Jewish conspiracy
controlling all governments, controlling the world. I would like
to know how this is done. He
Fortunately I was able to respond to these diatribes and the
whole conversation is on the public record. I replied:
It should be quite plain, Mr. Chairman, that Mr. Leibler has
grossly misrepresented what I said and given a superb
nexample aof whah & wasotélkingaabeut when I talked about
t inadexjnadet itarmginologya tandD ere simhdeqguate a background
knowledge. I said nothing whatever about the Jews being
responsible for nal | the ills o
about a conspiracy engineered by the Jews. To suggest that
reality of the sun and the moon is comparable to the reality of
a controversial historical event is nonsense. I resent very
strongly the imputations that this gentleman has made about
me.74
Leibler was plainly on the back foot now, as he had clearly
ascribed to me views I had neither directly nor indirectly
expressed, exaggerated statements I had made, and come up
with a ludicrously stupid comparison. Leibler meanwhile

inhibit as much as possible the expression of certain

continued in a very sarcastic
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Chairman. It was not the Jews; it was the Zionists.
Cor r eftIPevidently did not occur to him that an apology
was in order.

There now occurred another memorable exchange. The
Chairman turned to a Mr. Pearce, a representative of the
prestigious Victorian Council for Civil Liberties, and asked him:

i Mr . Pearce, what do you say abo
what Mr . Jackson said?0 Pearce re
what he 76 #iadazed and disappointed me that this

man said nothing in support of my free speech position
and nothing about the way in which Leibler had clearly
misrepresented me. I had the conviction that foremost in his
mind was the desire not to be associated in any way at all with
what he regar d-8d miatsi sfimenot i And, i f
that shows the degree to which a taboo has infected Australian
society: an eleventh commandmenti iSay no il |
Pearce went on to argue, effectively I thought, that Holocaust
denial would become illegal if the bill was passed. Along the

(o]

way he remarked: AWe are here to
the international Ziloni st controv
| managed t o get another i mpor
di stinction has been made yet be
the Hol ocaust o and bet ween re
responsi bl e and intellectual calibe
Hol ocaust 6 but who are arguing 1{1h

something which any historian should be perfectly free to say
about any particular historical :
of the Holocaust 6 constantly evades fac
that it is not a matter of denial. It is a matter of questioning

the extegdt of. o

Soon the chairman was again comparing Holocaust denial to

saying that no Australian troops were killed on the Burma

Railway, and I was able to make an important point about

that: il am not aware of any sig
academic and intellectual quality who are making any denials

about the Australian activities in the Burma railroad et cetera

and, therefore I am afraid that comparison is quite irrelevant.

But there is such a body making these sorts of comments

about the Holocaust. Some of them are in jail in certain

countries and I feel that this legislation is at least a step in the

direction of putting Australian intellectuals who are dissidents

in gaol .o

Mr . Leibler soon remar ked: il q
seriously. It is best that I say no more. I would hope that no-

one else takes it any mor88 I sheughto
his tone petulant; and it occurred to me that he was used to

saying publicly the sort of defamatory things he had been

saying about me without being effectively challenged. The

major media often published Jewish attacks on their
opponents but rarely if ever opi
extreme righto. But now, al | of

debating opponent from that stable who was being given
opportunity to reply to him i and it was all going onto the
public record. It seemed that he had grasped that he had
better not take the debate with me any further.

A representative from the Australian Civil Liberties Uniongl,
Mr . Geof f Mui rden, now uttered a
feel that matters raised by the revisionists should be a matter
of open debate. If the Jews take exception to it, as they
apparently do, they should be able to meet the revisionists in
open debate. There should not be this attempt to suppress
David I rving from e82 ering Austra
The conversation moved to the topic of combating racism by
means of educational programs and, after several speakers
had given their views, I was able to speak:

We tend to assume in public discussions in this country and in
other Western countries that education is a great good. It is
surprising, however, how much written material by top quality
minds now exists to suggest that modern mass education has
in many respects been a very harmful influence. I can quote
simply one top writer, Frithjof Schuon, one of the Perennialists
School. He is a Muslim writer [Schuon is not a Muslim 7 ed.]
but he has argued this in quite a number of essays.83 I have

been listening with interest to what has been said in the later

part of this discussion and it convinces me that the education

first needs to begin among the people in this room and others

who speak the kind of language that they speak. For I say
again that if you use words |I|ike
using unscientific terminology, as Professor Voegelin said.

I'n response to
u beent reduced td the yahaoolbayg tactie ofwmindbess derision.
pWhiateod eartih Wadtnty speeah toudm Iwitty Hitieo? hlerespdnded:

AfDespite Mr . Leiblerds recent

serious matter, as | say. The

carefully examined; it will be found that it is used in many
contexts wi t h many ranges of meanings
to sweep aside my insistence on careful defining.85 I replied:

AISH @oming back t® ¢your question relating to racial hatred,

incitement to it and so forth, can we afford as a nation to

f framie eand) passs in dthe parliament legislation that flies too

much in the face of truth? I think that is a question that has
not been adequately answered at all today. I agree with what
tMa. Wakira has said in his colloguial languwagedi ihlomay put it
ethat yaydi that a hell of a lot of work has to be done in order
tta reversepstereatypes.nidhadve beenfobserving that just today,
t beearise althbugh Iphavearsade athdreber of pointsfwhich have
v dertdinbynnos been lnswearedr by aamyone lefe, people have
gonér merrdyr adongntbeir wayd simy tha gld dteremtypes that I
ahta viet qhuae®8 ibeedend exagger at ed
The chairman tried to get Mr. Pearce to agree that legislation
\against. racldm i i gecasdary ip kb rnaultieultral eociety; but
iPnega ruwcpe twomo utl i sn od u ebset idorna wn : i We
which this bill will proscribe threatens social or public
orderé. . That is because there is
seen that the conduct which this legislation seeks to proscribe
does threaten public8Zand soci al o]
He was supported by Liberal Part
n thétiwbat Mt. Pdarwel ig sapifg ishthag in @ rtdleaamtssoctety you
have room for free speech, and he is saying that if you curtail
that principle you strike at the very principle of tolerance itself
and ultimately you undermine a multicultural
soci €88 YPearce went on to explain that there were only
itwo very discrete and small
bill proscribed that were not already proscribed by other laws:
fhate speecho and fdAgiving
insisted: AThere is simply no evi
adenoastrates tthatrcemallict gf thatakind in tAbstralia in 1995
threatens so&i al order . o
uls hay askddafor definidoms; o0Pearce had asked for evidence;
neither of us had been satisfied in this hearing. I was allowed
the final say by the chairman wh
very good contribution this aft er noono. | sai d:
something about the matter of conciliation which was
irased?.a.r. itiwasl seggesteg thatrthetHaman Riglits ahd Bqual
Opporiuhidye GCommibseon ¢ornadiliatars areameathal. é think that
that is a questionable statement. I think that, in the social-
political context in which that body was set up, and in which it
operates, an individual Australian citizen may well be entitled
not to have confidence that such neutrality exists. I would ask
every senator who s presena whiter
Argan dAustraliars i@ porLtei fbdrer mesnefielr i ngl y
would like to ask every senator here to see what I have had to
say about that in my short 9-page letter of late January
because I made a very serious comment for the senators
about justthi s matter of 9Qonciliation.
IWhay. 0 di d one of Australiads mo s t
Jewish leaders feel a need twice to try to undermine my
remarks by associating me, without any justification from my
words, with Nazism and Hitler? I left the hearing strengthened
in my conviction that Jewish will was a prime motivation
behind the bill and that it was not at all benign towards those
who would oppose it, no matter how decent they were as
people, no matter how eloquent and logical they were in
argument. I also felt that I had witnessed an all-too-typical
timidity in others when confronted by manifestations of that
will.
XI
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Three cases brought under the Racial Discrimination Act in its
new form which became applicable in October 1995 (without
including criminal sanctions for persons found guilty of inciting
racial hatred, since the Australian Parliament had rejected
that) aroused concern among supporters of free speech. In
each case the defendant was found to have transgressed the
Act and was accordingly punished. Two were bankrupted by
lengthy legal processes which they had to some extent
themselves initiated; these were Olga Scully, a Tasmanian
woman of Russian ethnicity, and Dr. Fredrick Toben, a
Victorian of German origins. The third defendant was a gun
journali st from Mel bourneébs ma s
the Herald Sun , Andrew Bolt, of Dutch ethnicity; and his case
became a cause célebre . Indeed it is widely understood that
the verdict in Boltds case was
promise reform of the Act in 2012 and to attempt this,
unsuccessfully as it has turned out, after he became prime
minister.

It appears that Scully had been making a practice of dropping
unsolicited political pamphlets and videos in letter-boxes, as
well as selling these and various books in a public
marketplace. The record of proceedings states that some of
these materials claimed that Germany did not engage in
organized brutality during World War Two, and that Germans
had been wrongly depicted as fiends. It was argued that the
bodies of concentration camp victims were not burnt in gas
ovens, but had ordinary cremation. The camp at Auschwitz
had a swimming pool, school and theatre.91

It was also reported that Scully had distributed pamphlets
alleging that the Holocaust was a lie, the Talmud encouraged
pedophilia, Jews orchestrated the Port Arthur massacre92 ,
communism was a Jewish plot and the world banks, media and
pornography are under Jewish control.

Some of the material she placed in Launceston letter-boxes
included The Inadvertent Confession of a Jew , The Jewish
Khazar Kingdom , Russian Jews Control Pornography , The Most
Debated Question of our Time i Was There Really a
Holocaust? , and an untitled excerpt on which was written in
|l onghand: AThe white Christian
Il srael 6 The synaigwhpway thely ar8 dudean 6
but are lying frauds, are trying to force the white race to
mongrelize. o There was al so & WhHatd
Ar e Japands Moti ves?0, in whi ch
names of three individuals mentioned in the article, including
that of Mr. David Rockefeller of Chase Manhattan Bank, and
written in the margin next to t
photograph of Rockefeller she had
forehead.93

Mr. Anthony Cavanough QC, the Human Rights and Equal
Opportunity commissioner, gave his decision on 21st
September 2000. He found that Scully had breached Section
18C of the Act. Factors that contributed to his finding included

w

n

t he istridSemliyi adtitone of her

inflammatory tone of the publicat
Scully that she made a clear distinction between
ATal mudic/ Zionist/ Communist Jews?o

out that her leaflets for the most part made no such
distinction, but attacked Jews generally.

Justice Cavanough explained why he did not believe that the
exemptions allowed in Section 18D (which Scully had, in any
case, failed to invoke) would have exonerated her. He felt that

t he Il eafl ets did not bear filon t
reasonabl eness, good faith and
Rat her , they appeared to be #dAint
Jews o, whet her or not they had o
that fit h me makurer of the imputations made, the

intemperate and inflammatory tone of the leaflets and the
great variety of subject matter which have been made vehicles
for the i mputations against JewsJ
of the reasonableness and good faith required by Section
18Dé and a |l ack of the requisite
The judge further explained that he did not think the
exemption of iin good faitho <co

scritecionr foo |egemiption).

invoked by Scully just because gh
her negative views about Jews.

As for the criterion of fAreasonab
have succeeded with this either, as her material was
funverified and | acki ngHeiavideptéyrdidu g

not feel that Scully had taken care prior to publication to

establish the truth of the asser
checked them for accuracy, or tha
knowl edgeo which would justify pu

not believe that her activities were carried out for any
fgenui ne academic, artistic or
Rathers pha psaw , them as the
fhate propagandad.
or as touching on

S

H
f

spreading of
as fAreportso

h since their dopigst as d whble wegre tad braad to fitt the statutory

concept. A fAsubject of public i
general abstraction unrelated to the conduct of particular
individuals. o Finally, the judge
as ficomment o0, aliet calm® e t i fo

It is worth noting at this point some of the definitions
contained in the AGui deé Aot d hpulRla
the Australian Human Rights Commission on its website. The
phrase #fAin good faithodo is stated
publication] must have been done without spite, ill-will or any
other improper motiveo. | f tredkless
and callous indifferenceo to inju
group would be likely to experience, this also would establish a
lack of good faith. Moreover, if publication was found to be

Afunpersuasiveo and having fa main
denigrateo a person or group, t he
excuse it.

The AHRC <cl ai ms that t he test f
objective: AWhether or not the pu

reasonable, it is the ordinary person whose assessment is
relevant. The context of the act or publication, community
standards of morality and ethics and the impact on the
community, on the targeted person or group and on race
relations are all relevant.o

aWhab is oneato eake bfethet signiicansee a&f ¢the &Eully case?

Was justice done? In my judgment Scully, despite her
obviously genuine desire to witness to the truth and defend
thosenshe felnhad beere uhfaiilMErdluced, was considerably at
faudtu II1 geentsatd mentthat rsheé rhadd become fanatically
obsessed with her political views, so that she relied on writings
of unworthy quality, lost to some extent her sense of the

h leumanityn @fn ¢hose fishe vasw sriticizin@ n losh the crucial
dawawrenéss thatrtherg dnight de amatheo side totthesnatter, lost

the awareness that she herself might be in error to some
extent, and failed to realize that dropping unsolicited material
into letter-boxes is an invasion of privacy that is to be avoided
if possible.

Her Jewish adversaries had grounds for complaint. Whether

nthey everie avise anchabmpaéassibnate in proceeding is a different

iismssu.ed Het riej eftared ftocbal mebg tha
any seriously dangerous threat to the Jewish community.
Panhabs it gvowd lbavel leeers noblerotd ighdren this case of a

|l oner with fAa bee in her bonnetof
bankruptcy is excessive, but she partly brought this on herself
by stubbornness and mismanagement of her case.

What is perhaps most important is the inevitable subjectivity
that entered the judging of her case. The language of the Act
hitselfr is imexzitably vadue, amlrigqueua mradncapableoof different
gietarpretationse by diffefent pabsepvers.e Same of Justice
e@alvan auwg hddesf aonei minadnsi nappear cont
tehrerrorpuapod s es.udiHe ybeiln es ethe of S
appears also to have been some truth in them, possibly
dissident truth that deserves dissemination; and there is a
danger that successful litigation in such a case has the effect
od o mitihmeodvi fntgo oud g d dhet bablyaek t h

Xl
60Ay more impertaats more sensafianal @ods lkettér known case
brought under the Racial Discrimination Act was that initiated
u dgainsth Dv. e Fredréck nToberu dyg elsrerhyu 1Jdngs and the
committee members of the Executive Council of Australian
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Jewry in 1996, a matter that was to drag out until 2009.
Toben had established a revisionist website under the name of
the Adelaide Institute. The complaint was that Tében through
his website had engaged in malicious anti-Jewish propaganda.
He had denied the Nazi genocide of the Jews and blamed Jews
for the crimes committed under Stalin. Hehad st at ed t h &
well-connected Jewish lobby wants to signal for those who are
aware of their various rackets and schemes, that, if you cross
them as an individual or as a nation, then they will boycott,
persecute and ultimately punish you, using Gentile
gover nment agencies and Gentil e
day in the not too distant future the tables might well have
turned and the aroused Gentile world will mete out justice and
vengea®te. o

A hearing took place before the Human Rights and Equal
Opportunity Commission in 1998 and on 10th October 2000
the Commission ruled that Tében must remove from the
Adelaide Institute website material considered to be hate
speech and refrain from republishing such or similar material.
This ruling was confirmed by Justice Branson in the Federal
Court on 17th September 2002. The offending material
included: (1) claims that there is serious doubt that the
Holocaust occurred; (2) statements that it is unlikely that
there were homicidal gas chambers at Auschwitz; (3) an
accusation that Jewish people who are offended by and
challenge Holocaust denial are of limited intelligence; (4)
claims that some Jewish people, for improper purposes,
including financial gain, have exaggerated the number of Jews
killed during World War Two and the circumstances in which
they were killed; (5) a home pag
the Adel aided |l nstitute. o

Like Scully, Tében had declined to make use of the exemptions
allowable under Section 18D. In the Scully case Justice Hely
had noted: fAThe present proceedin
the truth or falsity of what was distributed by the respondent;
rather, it was concerned with whether her leaflets were
reasonably likely to offend, insult, humiliate or intimidate Jews
inAustr al i aé.. The fact, if it be a
the leaflets may be wrong or inaccurate does not of itself
establish a contravention of Section 18C. A true statement, or
one which might in some way be shown to be true, does not
mean that the statement s incapable of being
of f e n Q7 Affeontied by this situation, Scully and Tében
preferred to refuse to participate in what they claimed were
show trials in which truth was not a defense.

In the Toben case Justice Branson stated:

The applicant gave evidence that the Australian Jewish
community has the highest percentage of survivors of the
Holocaust of any Jewish community outside of Israel. Each of
the first two of the imputations identified in [88] above thus
challenges and denigrates a central aspect of the shared
perception of Australian Jewry of its own modern history and
the circumstances in which many of its members came to
make their lives in Australia rather than in Europe. To the
extent that the material conveys these imputations it is, in my
view, more probable than not that it would engender feelings
of hurt and pain in the living by reason of its challenge to deep
seated belief as to the circumstances surrounding the deaths,
or the displacement, of their pa
that it] would engender in Jewish Australians a sense of being
treated contemptuously, disrespec
éit is more probable than not th
imputations identified above, by reason of their calumnious
nature, would offend, insult, hurt and wound members of
Australian Jewry.

On these grounds the relevant publication was deemed to
have been |likely to fdoffend and
criteria of Section 18C) Australian Jewry. Justice Branson then

expl ained why t he ot her t wo c
humiliateo) were also applicable.
accessed websitewas | i kely to ficause dan

self-respect of vulnerable members of the Australian Jewish
community, such as, for example, the young and the

communityé mi ght we | |
unconsciously, pressure to renounce the c
that identify them as
Australian Jews might

ibecome

e X p e rdugyn ore |
ultural differences

part of t h
f ea

Wide Web to search for information touching on their Jewish

tcultire héecause of the risk of insul t.
Justice Branson also mentioned that none of the material
produced by T°ben established th

faigdh. o
In April 2009 Toben was found guilty of contempt of court for
t laxipgabyeachadba comrt arder.éHe urdeservedly apologized for
this, but was nevertheless jailed for three months. Tében has
now become the highest-profile Holocaust revisionist in
Australia. The media have widely reported his imprisonment in
1998 in Mannheim Prison in
dead, 0 his attendance at
on the Holocaust in Iran in 2006, and the unsuccessful
attempt by Germany to extradite him from the UK on a
European arrest warrant in 2008.
It is difficult to resist the impression that Toében has an
excessively combative personality and that on occasion he has
pursued what, for him, has become a veritable crusade in an
inappropriate manner. Attitudes and language published on
the Adelaide Institute, which still operates but now under a
different director, have at times, one feels, been unnecessarily
aggressive as well as intemperate. In short, as with Scully, the
Jewish community may have had some legitimate grounds for
concern. At the same time, as again with the Scully case,
there is reason to fear that the Racial Discrimination Act, as
einveked against Mdbenhlecatd @l unjugt rejaction of dissident
views, sincerely and seriously offered; and some of Justice
Bransonds argument, quoted
Notes:
dlsFirst epubklished tin The mTinesr hiterdry Buppldment , 15
September 1972 and later included in the Penguin Books 1987
edition of the novel.
2 Hansard (record of the House of Representatives debate on
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THE EXTERMINATION OF MAINSTREAM
HOLOCAUST HISTORMGRAPHY
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Inside the Gas Chambers: The Extermination of
Mainstream Holocaust Historiography by Carlo

Mattogno.

The fAHol ocaust debateodo is, at
the regnant account, something of a kabuki dance. The
tiny, furious cadre of revisionists dances impotently
around the lumbering bulk of the defenders, throwing
vicious punch after punch and landing them solidly with
practically no visible effect on the immovable monolith.
The monolith, for its part, contents itself mostly with
the occasional utterance of epithet s i ke f
ficonspiracy t he®e mietsi, ®, -WNaaztrt,ad
just plain ANazi .o But now an
impregnable heights deign to go through the motions of
refuting or even opposing the fulminations of the
indefati gablseguacdothat presumés to attack
its iron grip on opinion and information. Even these
feigned responses 0bma jgobed dayal
Airevisioni smd ar e btboxing,iirs wHich s
well-paid hacks gather for colloquia in expensive
venues, there mostly to ignore the particulars so
stridently proclaimed by the revisionists, never to
address any of them by name, and for the most part to
pass off mere repetitions of their own observations as
vigorous counterattack. This suffices for their
benefactors, and insults and infuriates the revisionists
who seek at least counterargument, if not explicit
acknowledgement of their personal existences.

Ezra MacVie
From this process, a good deal of what might be called

Aliteratured has arisen from
this exercise, and a somewhat lesser volume of
impassioned, strenuous, even tedious and at the same
time inspired counterattack from the revisionists in
their forever unrequited quest for engagement with the
behemoth that outweighs them a hundredfold. The
three musketeers intrepidly parrying and thrusting with
their foils at a column of Merkava tanks.
The defenderséb broadsi des
hardcover and proudly displayed on the shelves of
bookcases i n homes and
fusillades, if not downloaded free from websites, are
sparsely bought in economical paperback form, and
kept out of places where the opinions they imply will
not catch the eye of any of those many who would
swiftly develop a jaundiced view of their owners.
Neither, it turns out, is much read by their possessors,
who are in any case most of them in a state of carefully
preserved ignorance as to just what the other side is
going on about lately.
Cadm sMattdgooy, il trfaestrod enéseimod e af s Hadotaust
arcana, has expended on a recent initiative of the
Holocaust industry, a quantum of energy and insight
that for an average person (this reviewer, for one)
woul d represent the greater
Sig. Mattogno, compared with the massive work he has
already done and published on the revisionist side,
cheweiver,r it seems the effort might be closer to that
exented by a cow brushing pesky flies off her back with
dhert thile © have hoé peruseddteer veorkésd two ok them
actually, in succession) that our maestro demolishes
in Inside the Gas Chambers , but the numerous
quotations he makes from them leave me with the
impression that his exhaustive, scrupulous attentions
oareonpt even quite deserved by the insipid scrivening
shatsdorstdtotes the great bulk of the works he flatters
with his opprobrium.
The unfortunate objects of his withering attentions are
two books, published in 1986 and 2011, that together
form something between a prequel/sequel and a series,
as their titles imply: first,Nationalsozialistische
Massentoétungen durch Giftgas (Nation al Socialist Mass
Killing with Poison Gas ) and 25 years later, Neue
Studien zu Nationalsozialistischen Massentétungen
durch Giftgas: historische Bedeutung, technische
Entwicklung, revisionistische Leugnung (New Studies in
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National Socialist Mass Killing wi th Poison Gas:
Historical Meaning, Technical Development, Revisionist
Denial ).

The titles almost rhyme, sort of. As Mattogno
repeatedly points out, the authors of the later book,
while going through the motions of updating or merely
extending their own side of the argument, fail
conspicuously (and, it is suspected, deliberately) to
update or extend their recog
oeuvre that they pretend to debunk. Fortunately for
those who donot, as Mattogno
earlier of these two books was published in 1994 in an
English translation as Nazi Mass Murders . The latter
work, it appears, has not been translated to the most-
widely spoken Western language, at least not yet.

But Mattognobés masterful ripo
translated to English from its original Italian and, I have
learned, also to German, which version in fact
constituted the source for the (English) version
reviewed here. Thus, the present work is a translation
of a translation, though I have been assured that
Mattogno himself has vetted the English translation as
faithful to his original (Mattogno reads English, but
wisely does not author in any other than his native
language).

The English translation is credited to one Henry
Gardner, and of his work here reviewed, I must say
that he (together with those working with him) must be
a master of the translation craft. The end result, unlike
so many translations I have had the misfortune to read,
is a coherent, eminently readable, not to say
persuasive, presentation of rather intricate, technically
challenging material. Nowhere did I experience that
nasty feeling I have come to expect of mediocre
translations where the text just sort of trails off into
inchoate nonsense (well, maybeone pl ac e, b ut
an incredibly high score for material of this kind, and is
as likely due to my sometimes-too-close reading as to
any deficiency in the end product). I make these
remarks as one who has himself undertaken translation
of comparable material, and been most thoroughly

humbled in the process.

Speaking of translation, Mattogno has written a critique
of a work that as yet has seen the light of day only in
German (an English translation would seem to be
expectable). But for the numerous (translated)
quotations, this critique could be meaningless, at least
to someone who did not have, or was not able to read,
the German-l anguage fAtarget. o The
earlier (1986) work, which is available in English, but
nthe quotations fire (trarslatéddfrom) thd latert wiork. So

é t o ynic, the kabuki dance would seem to be
dayered,stillrorealevel Geepema n, t he
Regardl ess, this book affordsg

l'iftingo of revisioni sm, s ome
has long held a leading position. It amounts to a study
in demolitiond here, of course, of the flaccid assertions

s of @aid Hadks whordaliver la simuldceum obrefatation of
the ineluctably growing body of revisionist criticism of
the petrified propaganda that is the legally enforced
account of wartime National Socialist dealings with Jews
and other opponents. As such, it is a volume for
flent husdtaltsdsed who ficandt get
revisionist riposte to the ubiquitous lies that today

provide <cover for |l srael 6s t
oppression of non-Jews within its control, obscene
claims to being a flight unt o

rest of the transparent posturing that today undergirds
t he hijacking of Americads
irresistible power into the service of Jewish agendas.
When, i f, and as t h econfell eoutein
English, this work will gain considerable value for those
whose interests and abilities
into German-language disquisitions by the centurions of
the Holocaust Legend. In the meantime, it is something
to Al ay i nthat dayaand $o peruse with close
attention for those whose interests center on the
weiaknass 60§ the defense of the Holocaust Legend
through junket-colloquia in the former capital of the
Third Reich.
http://inconvenienthistory.com/archive/2014/volume 6
/number 4/inside the gas chambers.php

Ezra Levant loses libel case, must pay $80,000 to
Islamic
Joseph Brean | November 27, 2014

I'n his blogging about Canada éwingh
personality Ezra Levant defamed a young law student as a
serial liar, a bigot and a Jew-hating #dAilliberal

bent on destroying Canadads trad
judge has found.

For these unfair, false and fi g
comments, which were motivated by i | | will,o
ireckl ess di sregard for t he tru
Khurrum Awan $80,000, Judge Wendy Matheson of Ontario

Superior Court ruled Thursday.

Mr. Awan is now a lawyer in Saskatchewan, but in 2007 he
was the public face of a campaign to protest the
representation of Muslims in Ma c | e amadagine. This led to

three failed human rights compl 4

man he defamed 6illiber

fascisto
| Last Updated: Nov 27 9:23 PM ET

afirgt ordipee altune wam ever, the hatehspeech section of the
Canadian Human Rights Act.
Thatl lavmhas sirfca lseen repealéd by the Harper government
iand this case was one ef tkeexlpst baese erads in the broader
conflict. As a total victory for Mr. Awan, it represents the
xterveemegley ofsetrh @ us®ocWwr puppet . o
dhisdwas the woedkscanding nickname Mr. Levant and others
tusedofor Miim onlLtbe dhedry tmar dawv stpdemt was being
manipulated in his anti-Islamophobia advocacy by Mohamed
Elmasry, former head of the Canadian Islamic Congress (CIC),
who had earlier torpedoed his own credibility with
inflammatory comments about the Mideast conflict on a
television talk show.

ints and spurred Canadads
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But Mr. Awan did not have as close a relationship with Mr.
Elmasry as Mr. Levant repeatedly claimed, nor did he share his
controversial views, Judge Matheson found.

As she put it, AMuch of what [ Mr.
attri al related more to Dr. EI masr
She ruled there is fAample eviden
express malice on the part of [ Mr
he Aadi d | i tt | echeoking megardifiga the posts
complained of, either beforeoraf t er t heir publi
Al find that [ Mr. Levant 6s] domin

was ill will, and that his repeated failure to take even basic
steps to check his facts showed a reckless disregard for the
h

trout

»

tional PostKhurrum Awan and
Ezra Levant outside court in January 2014. heir dispute

was one of the last loose ends in the broader conflict

over the now repealed hate speech section of the
Canadian Human Rights Act.

Matthew Sherwood for Na

Mr . Levant fought to h a vilee sériowsn
ramifications of his words on the reputation of this law
student. Yet, at trial, he repeatedly tried to minimize his
mi stakes and his | ack of
The judge rejected the argument of Iain MacKinnon, Mr.
Levant 6s |l awyer, r e@ dveulds noto fake hhiss
comments fat face valueo because
of Mr . Levant 6s penchant to st
outl andish comments. o

She ordered Mr. Levant to remove the posts from his website
within 15 days 6 they have been posted there for years &
and pay Mr. Awan $50,000 in general damages plus $30,000
in aggravated damages.

diligencl|e

AThis is a shocking case of 1libel
Canadian who is worried about radical Islam, and the right to
call out anti-Semi ti sm in the public sgq
emaeik ant] wanted to talk about

vithanht e [rMd. nAwans] . all be operdsedson os t

c enydne Wwhorcampaigns againsb antitSenaitismn I is a national
.0 glaegv ammrtdero, ewpechalhlay tthhee fafcftect
critics of anti-Semi t i sm. 0o

clalte omo@®ts of Mr. Awands case go
avicitous debatie weer Seatioh h3 the hatd speechpataase of the
Canadian Human Rights Act.

That debate began in 2007,
published an excerpt fr oAmelMahldie St
entitled AThe Future Belongs To |
Offended by the article, Mr. Awan and three fellow law
students complained to the magazine about its depiction of
Muslims as a threat to the West and cited several other
articles in Ma c | e @m the same theme.

*

b

when Ma c | e anadgagine

6l f this ruling is allowed to sta
on anyone who campaigns against anti - Semitism. Itis a
national gag order6

%

Initially, they sought space for a rebuttal, but when that failed,
they filed a human rights hate speech complaint in Ontario.
Others followed federally and in British Columbia, brought by
the Canadian Islamic Congress.

Judge Matheson describes
said their meeting with
Aisignificant failure of communicat
Ailronically, while their original
frge@acw %f exBrpssion, their perceived attack on the article
and the venerated Ma c | e amadgagine resulted in their
portrayal as attacking that very
vyr%te.

The failure of the hate speech complaint became the primary
expmple for the argument human rights tribunals had run

1arﬁ1q§<yas W%ulprbg ceg%ors.ﬁ'l;pg fiquco MRS, 3 Iéey motivation
iforcdfer gy P Mephigospgepeal of Se

the | aw
Macl eand

I r
hate law

This massive national pivot on hate laws, which leaves criminal
prosecution as the only legal response to hate speech, was in
response to a blog-based campaign led by Mr. Levant, and
marked a flip-flop for the federal Conservatives, who had

i Mr . Awan is very pleased with tﬁ@pog%dcsﬁ%'(?nolﬁ' and is grateful
that at long last he has been v[iVPaPostey o5 said his I|awyer,
Brian Shiller. A’ "E ma jprean@nationalpost.com
* *Christie Blatchford: If only Ezra Levant was a little bit kinder
6l find thatntfdWw]. demianant moti ve E 80 Q_ﬂ @E?Q be&:tgrg%rchbearer for free speech
posts was ill will, and that his repeated failure to take Christie Blatchford: At Ezra Le
even basic steps to check his facts showed a reckless gellcate sensitivities are on_the fullest dlsplav )
disregard for the trutho Ezra Levant | ibel trial ki c kspeeohf f
* debate enters new chapter
Responding to the ruling, Mr. Le i‘?‘.%x%eaqqicmuqlivt AQlelr i Galo ] | Rgb @
andSaidhefeltcompelledtoappeal. Ezr a Levant agal ns't oOmaster of | &
Merkel: Merkel's centre-right government has pledged to take quick
dircumcision ban could make Ger maaction tb protgdt the gight bfolevks'and Muslims to circumcise

17 July 2012 - Lastupdated 06:50AM

Germany's Chancellor Angela Merkel told her party the country
risked becoming a "laughing stock" over a court ruling calling
religious circumcision a criminal act, according to a report
Monday.

The mass-circulation daily Bild said in an article to be
published Tuesday that Merkel warned the board of her
conservative Christian Democratic Union (CDU) that Germany
must restore legal protection for circumcision.

"I do not want Germany to be the only country in the world in
which Jews cannot practise their rites," Bild quoted Merkel as
saying, citing several CDU members who attended the
meeting. Otherwise we would make ourselves a laughing stock

baby boys on religious grounds, and voiced concern about the
ruling by the court in Cologne published in June.

The court said the removal of the foreskin for religious reasons
amounted to grievous bodily harm and was therefore illegal, in
a judgement that prompted an outcry at home and abroad.
Diplomats admit that the ruling has proved "disastrous" to
Germany's international image, particularly in light of its Nazi
past, following uproar from religious and political leaders in
Israel as well as Muslim countries.

http://www.eju.org/news/europe/merkel-dircumcision-ban-
could-make-germany-laughing-stock

among nations."

24

bar
and
of

ack

eyn
51 a

nd,

st

0|
ob

cti



mailto:jbrean@nationalpost.com
http://fullcomment.nationalpost.com/2014/03/11/christie-blatchford-if-only-ezra-levant-a-little-bit-kinder-hed-be-a-much-better-torchbearer-for-free-speech/
http://fullcomment.nationalpost.com/2014/03/11/christie-blatchford-if-only-ezra-levant-a-little-bit-kinder-hed-be-a-much-better-torchbearer-for-free-speech/
http://fullcomment.nationalpost.com/2014/03/10/christie-blatchford-ezra-levant-libel-trial/
http://fullcomment.nationalpost.com/2014/03/10/christie-blatchford-ezra-levant-libel-trial/
http://news.nationalpost.com/2014/03/03/ezra-levant-libel-trial-kicks-off-as-canadas-noisy-hate-speech-debate-enters-new-chapter/
http://news.nationalpost.com/2014/03/03/ezra-levant-libel-trial-kicks-off-as-canadas-noisy-hate-speech-debate-enters-new-chapter/
http://news.nationalpost.com/2013/10/14/exceedingly-political-libel-case-pits-free-speech-advocate-ezra-levant-against-master-of-lawfare/
http://news.nationalpost.com/2013/10/14/exceedingly-political-libel-case-pits-free-speech-advocate-ezra-levant-against-master-of-lawfare/
http://www.eju.org/news/europe/merkel-сircumcision-ban-could-make-germany-laughing-stock
http://www.eju.org/news/europe/merkel-сircumcision-ban-could-make-germany-laughing-stock

