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The edition is mainly for local consumption of local issues dealing with trivial pursuits, real and made-

up gossip, ideal for the holiday season... and then you thought Revisionists were the only ones who 

had personal problems! Dr Gerard Henderson is stuck in the left-right political divide and so cannot see 

beyond his own blind spots, especially when it comes to Israel and the Holocaust, which for him are 

taboo topics. Then later we get into the usual clarification mode! 

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

Clive Palmer resorts to a dash for some cash 
The Australian, November 07, 2015 12:00AM 

 
 

 
Hedley Thomas, National Chief Correspondent, Brisbane 

 
Clive Palmer at the Nambour Show. Picture: Glenn Barnes 

Source: News Limited 

*** 

 
Palmer United Party leader Clive Palmer stepping off a 
private jet. Pic: Jonathon Searle Source: News Limited 

*** 

 
The Palmer resort at Coolum, home of the now closed 
Palmersaurus dinosaur park. Picture: Nathan Edwards 

Source: News Corp Australia 

 
The day before the Melbourne Cup, one of 
Australia’s biggest corporate gamblers, Clive 
Palmer — a daring risk-taker across business, 

politics and litigation with a few huge windfalls 
offset by a string of thumping, costly losses — 
began signing a document.  
Its four pages, leaked to The Weekend Australian 
yesterday, were drawn up as part of a strategy to 
produce an infusion of $2 million in cash. Palmer seeks 
the money as quickly as possible. 

As a director of Coeur de Lion Investments Pty Ltd 
(French for “lion heart”), a company Palmer controls, he 
alone signed the document 13 times. 
That is the number of ordinary resolutions the federal 

parliamentarian is proposing for an annual general 
meeting due in a fortnight as he positions for a swoop on 

most of the cash held by a body corporate of worn-down 
owners — mostly mum and dad investors with stakes in 
villas at the former Hyatt resort (renamed the Palmer 
Coolum Resort after he took it over in 2011) with its 
championship golf course on Queensland’s Sunshine 
Coast. 
Palmer wants the cash in two tranches, of $1.2m and 

$800,000, as well as the removal of the existing directors 
from the controlling entity for the properties, the 
appointment of new directors — he proposed himself, his 
wife, Anna, and his resort manager, Simon Stodart — the 
surrender of certain leases, and the cessation of all -
litigation. 
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But while more control may be helpful for the tycoon at 
the resort — which resembles a ghost town, remains 

closed for business apart from golf, and shows no signs 
of revival or Palmer’s promised renovation — it is the 
$2m, according to insiders, he needs most. 

In interviews with Inquirer, former and current staff, 
contractors, lawyers, allies and commercial rivals point to 
many signs of worsening financial stress across Palmer’s 
business group. The gambler’s luck is running out. 

When he asked Malcolm Turnbull in question time late 
last month about the federal government’s role as “the 
No 1 petitioner in the bankruptcy and liquidation of 
businesses in Australia”, Queensland Premier Annastacia 
Palaszczuk’s government was reminded of recent 
attempts by his functionaries, in closed-door talks, to 
wangle a $25m taxpayer-funded injection of capital for 

his nickel refinery. 
Palmer, who denied he personally made such a request 
for the money, tweeted: “We need to do more to stop 
struggling Australian businesses going to the wall.” 
Palmer’s intense frustration and rising anger at his 

flagship company Mineralogy’s inability to receive royalty 

funds from China’s state-owned company Citic, which is 
shipping iron ore extracted from his tenements in the 
Pilbara region of Western Australia but fundamentally 
disagrees with him on how the royalty payments can be 
calculated, is palpable. 
“They have deliberately abused the Australian court 
system in an attempt to take the benefits of the contract 

without paying royalties. It is an abuse of legal process 
and legal equity as well as being harmful to Australian-
Chinese business relationships,’’ Palmer’s nephew, Clive 
Mensink, said this week. 
Palmer insists that “Citic currently owes Mineralogy 
millions of dollars and uses the courts as part of a 
Chinese government strategy to break Australian 

enterprises and take control of Australian assets without 

paying for them”. 
Citic has lost enormous face spending more than $10 
billion on the dud project near Karratha, but it is 
prevailing in almost all the courtroom battles with 
Palmer. Citic has levelled serious fraud claims against 

Palmer (which he denies) and asked police in Queensland 
and Western Australia to investigate hundreds of pages 
of documentary evidence. 
The Chinese government-owned company said this week 
it would continue to protect its interests, adding that 
Palmer had a long history of making hollow allegations 
and empty threats — and “all have failed”. 

Until Palmer fronts up at the negotiating table, the 
ongoing stalemate means his private funds are being 
steadily drained. He faces a constant drip-feed to meet 

the running costs of almost everyone and everything he 
employs and controls — including several hundred staff 
in companies and businesses that lose money, and the 
lawyers who run his cases. 

For a tycoon with his own private jets (none of which are 
being flown — another cost-saving), who gave more than 
$1m to a cash-strapped European think tank of former 
government leaders, the Club de Madrid, three years ago 
in return for it bestowing on him the newly invented titles 
of president of the World Economic Council and 

secretary-general of the World Leadership Alliance, and 
who still describes himself as a billionaire (which he has 
never been), the appearance of wealth and status is 
important for Palmer and his political brand. 
Maintaining the appearance requires a lot of money. 

But without the arrival of a cashed-up white knight, or an 
uptick in the price of nickel produced at his Townsville 

refinery, or a legal ceasefire and negotiated payout by 
the Chinese (with whom he remains locked in costly 
litigation over royalties he is not seeing on iron ore 

reserves he controls in Western Australia), Palmer’s 
prospects are grim. 
Few people can keep funding ongoing losses from their 
personal stash indefinitely. Palmer has spent most of the 

$US450m he received from the Chinese when they first 
inked a deal to mine his tenements. 
His subsequent investments, listed in his register of 
pecuniary interests, have performed poorly. Tens of 
millions of dollars were blown on an ill-fated and now-
abandoned nickel project in Gladstone alone. 
As Palmer’s lawyer Simon Couper QC told the Federal 

Court last month about how the lack of mining royalties 
was having an effect on Palmer’s company: “This is our 
cashflow, we’re not getting cashflow, and it’s causing us 
problems.” 
When Palmer’s finances were healthier he used the 

trappings of his apparent wealth and his businesses to 

boost his political appeal. Voters were attracted to a self-
made, self-proclaimed billionaire who promised to build a 
Titanic replica and (falsely) told a media conference that 
he could sustain losses “because I earn $500m a year in 
royalties in Western Australia from the Chinese. The 
Chinese pay me money because I found the iron ore and 
I just put it in the bank, I spend it all (around) the world 

and I enjoy myself.” 
His royalties claim was wishful thinking about what he 
might potentially receive in royalties but the number is 
fanciful. It is also possible he could lose his tenements 
altogether. Amid his repeated attempts to shut down the 
Chinese project in Western Australia, the increasingly 
exasperated Colin Barnett-led government, which 

awarded him the tenements, may be goaded into taking 

them back. The government in Perth has no quarrel with 
the Chinese who are paying royalties into the state’s 
treasury. 
The Weekend Australian asked for an interview and put 
several questions about the cashflow and financial 

challenges for his businesses, but Palmer yesterday 
declined to discuss the matters. He replied with a two-
word text message yesterday: “Not true.” 
The Palmer United Party founder and federal member for 
the Sunshine Coast seat of Fairfax runs a usually 
effective line in the media when it comes to increasingly 
awkward questions about the hundreds of jobs he has 

cut from his businesses since entering federal 
parliament, the string of legal defeats that ratchet up his 
costs and commercial pressures, and the red ink 

blemishing the balance sheets of his cash-starved 
companies. 
With some notable exceptions, his response is that he is 
“retired from business” and he is “a full-time politician”. 

It is designed to end the conversation about his business 
woes, and permits Palmer to project as a happy-go-lucky 
billionaire without a financial worry in the world; an 
outstanding businessman cum parliamentarian 
untouched by everyday realities such as insolvency; and 
a leader who leaves his troubled nickel refinery in 

Townsville, his shut-down dinosaur park and resort at 
Coolum on the Sunshine Coast, his emptying commercial 
building at 380 Queen Street in Brisbane and, the most 
important of all, his iron ore reserves in Western 
Australia — which are being mined by the huge Chinese 



3 
 

company Citic without him seeing the benefit of a royalty 
flow — to the hired help, including his nephew Mensink 

and a few other long-time confidants. 
But it has always been a facade. Palmer remains very 
closely involved in the running of all his businesses and 

companies. He still signs most of the cheques. He 
appears to be hedging his bets in his electorate, too. 
Voters this week received a glossy six-page brochure on 
his achievements in the seat. 

Ted O’Brien, the Liberal National Party candidate who is 
running again after being pipped by Palmer by a handful 
of votes in 2013, tells Inquirer that he “still spends like a 
billionaire when it comes to political advertising here in 
the seat of Fairfax”. 
“As someone who helps others create their own jobs 
through entrepreneurship and start-ups, I’m gutted at 

what I’ve witnessed at the Palmer Coolum Resort. Jobs 
have been lost and lives have been ruined,’’ O’Brien 
says. “Due to what he has done to people here locally, he 
is feared. Every now and then you meet people who have 
dealt directly with Palmer personally and their stories are 

awful.” 

Before Couper’s acknowledgment in the Federal Court 
about the financial stress of Palmer’s flagship company, 
similar concerns were documented by his former 
accountant and friend for almost 30 years, Bill Schoch, 
who told the Supreme Court the Palmer companies were 
on the brink of insolvency with an unpaid bill of $US15m 
shortly before he achieved political office and the balance 

of power in the Senate. 
Schoch, who was a candidate for the PUP, ran the resort 
and now alleges he was dudded by Palmer on salary and 
other entitlements, claims corporate collapse was 
avoided only thanks to a $45m settlement from the tax 
office two days after the September 2013 federal 
election, in which Palmer had wrongfully siphoned more 

than $20m (which he has since repaid) in Chinese funds 

for his campaign and a welter of advertising. 
Schoch says Palmer told him the tax office owed $90m 
“but for payment I settled for half”. The relationship 
ended abruptly with the tycoon sending Schoch a text 
message in December 2013 that said: “Your f. king 

contract is for $150,000. Leave by Tuesday. Sue me.” 
Schoch sued and a decision in their Supreme Court 
dispute has been reserved. 
Palmer previously has acknowledged in an affidavit in 
another case that he bought the nickel refinery in 
Townsville four years earlier in the expectation that if it 
continued to run at a loss, he could fund it with royalties 

from the Chinese — royalties that are still not 
forthcoming. He swore that the continued operation of 

the refinery “including the livelihood and employment of 
approximately 1000 employees and contractors is 
dependent upon (his company) Mineralogy receiving 

royalties …” 
The following is a brief synopsis of how Palmer’s three 
main businesses are performing: 
●The Townsville nickel refinery in Townsville: An old 

asset once owned by Alan Bond and effectively given 
away to Palmer by BHP Billiton in 2009, it has been 
starved of funds for maintenance in recent years. 
Machinery breakdowns are commonplace because of the 
shoestring budgets. The refinery has ongoing 
environmental issues arising from the highly toxic sludge 
it produces and stores in tailings dams that have had 

damaging run-offs on the edge of the Great Barrier Reef 
Marine Park. As the world nickel price is about $US4.50 a 
pound, the refinery loses money every day of production. 
Its estimated 550 staff (previously 1000) have been 
assured by Palmer their entitlements are safe. 

● The former Hyatt resort on the Sunshine Coast: Closed 

to staying guests nine months ago when it became clear 
the dire occupancy levels were not going to recover, 
there are now fewer than 20 staff (outnumbered by the 
dinosaurs) at a resort that employed 650 when Palmer 
bought it from Lend Lease, and sacked Hyatt as 
operator. The golf course, which hosted the Australian 
PGA until it exited because of his demands, draws only 

two dozen golfers on a good day. Residents of nearby 
developments have been affected by a decline in 
property values due to the resort’s failure. Retailers in 
Coolum blame Palmer for the loss of business from 
golfers and tourists and sacked staff. 
● The iron ore reserves in Western Australia’s Pilbara: 
This should have been Palmer’s permanent cash cow, an 

astonishingly lucrative bonanza funded by the Chinese 

who paid him $US450m for the rights to mine it, and -
entered into agreements for ongoing royalties. But as the 
Chinese bought a low-grade lemon that will never be 
profitable and has cost more than $10bn to develop, they 
are determined they will not be made fools of twice — 

hence the legal disputes in which they are prevailing, 
including those revolving around Palmer’s interpretation 
of royalty agreements. 
http://www.theaustralian.com.au/news/inquirer/clive-
palmer-resorts-to-a-dash-for-some-cash/story-e6frg6z6-
1227599491148  

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

Media Watch Dog: 
Leunig; Q&A inquiry; Manne; The Saturday Paper 

 
Gerard Henderson, Columnist,  

The Australian, May 29, 2015 5:00PM 
STOP PRESS  
● DUCK LOVING LEUNIG A REAL QUACK: TAKE 2 
How wonderful to see that The Age’s house leftist Michael 

Leunig rocked-up to talk to ABC1 News Breakfast 
presenters Michael Rowland and Virginia this morning. 
[Was your man Leunig wearing sandals — of the kind 

which he wore when interviewed by Andrew Denton on 
Enough Rope all those years ago? — MWD Ed]. 

The duck-loving Leunig arrived at the Southbank studios 
to flog his latest collection of cartoons titled Musings 
From the Inner Duck (Penguin Australia, 2015). This 
demonstrates that at least one duck-lover is a real 

quack. 
This tome includes Leunig’s recent cartoon supporting 
parents who refuse to vaccinate their young children 
against such dreadful illnesses as whooping cough and 
the like. You see, in Sandalista Land there is opposition 
to vaccines. 

Discussion soon turned to this matter as Young Mr 
Rowland (recently returned from his leadership role in 
the Aunty Invasion Force to the Dardanelles) and La 
Trioli expressed surprise at Leunig’s ambivalence about 
vaccinations. Let’s go to the transcript towards the end of 

http://www.theaustralian.com.au/news/inquirer/clive-palmer-resorts-to-a-dash-for-some-cash/story-e6frg6z6-1227599491148
http://www.theaustralian.com.au/news/inquirer/clive-palmer-resorts-to-a-dash-for-some-cash/story-e6frg6z6-1227599491148
http://www.theaustralian.com.au/news/inquirer/clive-palmer-resorts-to-a-dash-for-some-cash/story-e6frg6z6-1227599491148
http://www.theaustralian.com.au/author/Gerard+Henderson
http://www.theaustralian.com.au/
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the interview where The Age’s Sandalista-in-Chief is 
defending his opposition to vaccinations and all that: 

*** 
Michael Leunig: So we don’t tolerate the outsider voice 
that says the improbable thing? That’s what my job is, 

Virginia. It’s not to march entirely with science — it’s to 
be the improbable. And, of course, people like yourself 
and you Michael or anyone else to get head up and say: 
“Stop this, what is this, what is this fierce, anti-

vaccination, why so emotional about it? I’m emotional — 
Michael Rowland: It’s called public health, Michael …. 
Michael Leunig: What’s that? 
Michael Rowland: It’s called public health. 
Michael Leunig: Oh, if we cared about public health we 
wouldn’t design cities like this. We wouldn’t have 
appalling television, dreadful media, you know. Public 

health is at disarray on so many levels — and all we’re 
worrying about is this tiny little needle. I mean if we care 
about public health let’s be serious about public health, 
the full spectrum — 
Virginia Trioli: We’re going to let the viewers have the 

argument at this and it will continue as when you leave 

but it’s good to have the argument with you on air this 
morning Michael Leunig. 
Michael Leunig: But I’m not standing for — against 
vaccination, it’s this thing the individual conscience. As a 
matter of conscience, I was a conscientious objector in 
the Vietnam War, right? So I understand about it. 

*** 

Yeah, right. Leunig was a conscientious objector in the 
late 1960s and, consequently, avoided being called up 
for military service during the Vietnam War. How 
frightfully interesting. So this means, apparently, that 
The Age’s in-house leftist is somehow qualified to give 
advice about the best way to contract whooping cough 
by dodging “this tiny needle”. Or something like that. 

And what about Leunig’s view on public health? At a time 

when Australians have never lived longer, The Age’s in-
house leftist reckons that Australians experience poor 
public health because of the design of our cities like 
Melbourne, bad TV programming and our “dreadful 
media”. So why worry about whooping cough while 

Rupert Murdoch still controls Melbourne’s Herald-Sun? 
What a load of tosh. 
   

● MR ALY’S DEFINITIONAL SLUDGE RE TERRORISM 

Fairfax Media columnist and Monash University politics 
lecturer has come up with this definition of terrorism in 
The Age and the Sydney Morning Herald today: 

*** 

Terrorism is an offence against our public selves. The 
scale of its repugnance lies not in the direct damage it 

does, which is limited, but in the symbolic damage, 
inherent in such a violent rejection of the collective us. 

*** 
So there you have it. The victims of the 9/11 attacks in 

the United States and the 7/7 bombers in London and 
the Lindt Café siege in Sydney and more besides — 
according to Aly — suffered only “direct damage” which 
was “limited”. However, the rest of us suffered “symbolic 
damage”. In Waleed Aly’s opinion, the essential problem 
with terrorism is that it involves a “violent rejection of 
the collective us”. 

This is complete nonsense. Waleed Aly has not stated 
precisely who comprises the “collective us” which 
allegedly experiences feelings of “violent rejection” 
following terrorist attacks. Mr Aly is an academic. 

● MARK SCOTT’S “PRETEND” Q&A INQUIRY 

WHY DOESN’T NICE MR SCOTT JUST ASK LEFTIST 
PRODUCER PETER MCEVOY WHY HIS Q&A PROGRAM 

LEANS TO THE LEFT? 

As reported in The Australian last Thursday, ABC 

managing director and (so called) editor-in-chief Mark 
Scott has agreed to order a review of issues covered on 
Q&A. This commitment followed criticism of the ABC as 
Senate Estimates on Wednesday. 
Nice Mr Scott also said that the ABC would investigate 
some of the taxpayer funded public broadcaster’s post-

budget interviews. Presumably those done by Leigh Sales 
(7.30), Emma Alberici (Lateline) and Michael Brissenden 
(AM). 
Don’t hold your breath on the outcome. Last year the 
ABC commissioned former journalist Colleen Ryan to 
review the 2014 post-budget interviews. Ms Ryan found 
that in 2014 the 7.30 presenter Sarah Ferguson’s 

inaugural question to Joe Hockey was “emotive”. Colleen 
Ryan also found that Hockey was not treated with 
sufficient respect and that the interview breached the 

ABC’s impartiality guidelines on two occasions. 
What happened? Well, Nice Mr Scott’s managerial team 
dismissed the Ryan findings. That’s what. Ms Ryan also 
criticised parts of an Emma Alberici interview on Lateline. 

This was also dismissed by the ABC. 
Nice Mr Scott is supposed to act as the ABC’s editor-in-
chief. So he should not need to order a review of Q&A. 
All he needs to do is watch the program with a critical 
eye. 
If he did, Mark Scott would soon discover that most 

weeks Q&A has three left-of- centre panellists to two 
right-of-centre panellists. Like next Monday — when 
Anthony Albanese, Jack Charles and Miriam Lyons will go 
up against Josh Frydenberg and Judith Sloan. Q&A 
presenter Tony (“I was an anti-Vietnam War 
demonstrator when in short pants”) Jones invariably 

sides with the left-of-centre types against the right-of-

centre types. 
Like last Monday, for example, when Joe Hockey 
appeared all-alone in front of an essentially hostile 
audience and a sneering presenter. As The Australian’s 
“Cut & Paste” section documented on Wednesday, the 
Treasurer was ambushed by Jones who had a copy of a 
Labor Party commissioned report which was not available 

to Mr Hockey. 
Soon after, Jones called on a prearranged question from 
a certain Mark Travers who sought to embarrass the 
Treasurer since, when in Canberra, he rents 
accommodation from his Sydney-based wife. As an avid 
MWD reader has pointed out, this Mr Travers bears a 

certain resemblance with the radical left CFMEU trade 
unionist of the same name. 

Then Tony Jones constantly interrupted Joe Hockey as he 
tried to finish a sentence or two on the Abbott 
government’s superannuation policy. 
If Nice Mr Scott really wants to know why Q&A constantly 
tilts to the left, perhaps he might ask Q&A executive 

producer Peter McEvoy. Mr McEvoy is a leftist of long 
standing. No formal inquiry is necessary. 
  
● MELBOURNE WRITERS’ FESTIVAL: THE (VERY) LATEST 

PRESENTING HENDO’S COLLECTION: ITEM 1 

There has been overwhelming interest among MWD’s 
hundreds of thousands of avid readers about the state of 
your man Hendo’s wardrobe — in case he accepts a 

possible invitation to address the Melbourne Writer’s 
Festival in August. 
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Comrade Gerard. 

In last week’s issue, MWD provided a preview of Hendo’s 
gear — from the Che Guevara beret to the Che T-shirt, to 

the Che trousers, to the Che sandals, to the Che jacket 
and to the Che carry bag (containing a copy of Lenin’s 
State and Revolution). 
Earlier this week, Hendo took his first item of apparel on 
a road-test, so to speak. Impressive, don’t you think. 
And sure to bowl-over the Sandalista inner-city left — 
destined to attend the Melbourne Writers’ Festival per 

courtesy of much taxpayer subsidies. 
   
CAN YOU BEAR IT? 
● HOW MARK KENNY FORGOT GREG HYWOOD’S AGE AND 

COLOUR 

Did anyone read Mark Kenny’s piece in the Sydney 
Morning Herald on 15 May 2015 titled “Stupidity of 
Abbott and Hockey indicate they have not learnt from 
last year’s budget”? Possibly not — since it has only 

recently been drawn to MWD’s attention by an avid 
reader. 
This is how your man Kenny commenced his column: 

*** 
You would have thought Tony Abbott and Joe Hockey had 
learnt their lesson — after all, it had very nearly cost 
them their political lives. But no. The paid parental leave 

debacle now consuming an otherwise soft and friction-
free budget, is testament to the stubbornness of ageing 
white men and to the durability of their ideas, even really 
bad ones. 

*** 
Now the very white Mark Kenny is not a young man any 
more. Moreover, Tony Abbott was born in November 

1957 and Joe Hockey was born in August 1965. 
However, Gregory Hywood, Fairfax Media’ managing 
director, was born in — wait for it — September 1954. Mr 
Hywood is also white. 
So there you have it. Fairfax Media’s Mark Kenny 
whinges about “the stubbornness of “ageing white men” 

without apparently remembering that the stubborn and 
white Mr Hywood is older than both the Prime Minister 
and the Treasurer. Can you bear it? 

[Er, no. Not really. Perhaps someone should take your 
man Kenny to Professor Triggs’ Human Rights 
Commission for some counselling about gender and age 
discrimination awareness issues — MWD Ed]. 

  
● SCOTT BURCHILL’S TERRORISM AND CONSTITUTIONAL 

CONFUSION 

It was great to learn that Deakin University academic 
Scott Burchill had a full load on board last Tuesday — 
which made it possible for him to drop into the ABC1 
News Breakfast studio in Southbank studio on his way to 
the tip. Nancy’s (male) co-owner very much liked the 

black number worn on set by Dr Burchill (for a doctor he 
is) since it tends to hide oil stains which can be part of 
anyone’s tip experience. 

So what did your man Burchill — who has risen to the 
exalted rank of senior lecturer at Deakin University — 

have to say? Well, as it happens — lotsa. 
First up, Burchill bagged Tony Abbott for allegedly 
beating up on terrorism. Let’s go to the transcript: 

*** 
Virginia Trioli: What’s on your list today? 
Scott Burchill: Well, terrorism again. Mr Abbott’s going 
to appoint a new anti-terrorism tsar as well as give the 

new Minister for Justice an additional title, so we’re 
gearing up for the terrorism threat again. 
Virginia Trioli: Well the terrorism threat is clear and 
present and real. 
Scott Burchill: Well, this is my first point. I have a 
specialist American friend who looks into this. Americans 
are more likely to get involved in an act of terrorism than 

any other nationality in the West. And you are more 
likely to get struck by lightning twice in your life than be 
involved in a terrorist incident. 
So you need to put this in perspective and just exactly 
how much of a threat this poses. And my first question to 

Mr Moriarty, the new anti-terrorism tsar, would be: “to 

what extent has our involvement in bombing ISIS in Iraq 
increased the terrorism threat to Australia?” 

*** 
Burchill seems unaware of the fact that in recent years 
large parts of New York, Washington DC, London, 
Madrid, Paris, Sydney and more besides have been in 
lockdown for one or more days due to terrorist attacks. 

This has never occurred with a lightning strike. Most of 
these terrorist attacks took place before the birth of the 
so-called Islamic State (or ISIS). 
Then after a discussion about Iraq, attention turned — as 
it invariably does on the taxpayer funded broadcaster — 
to same sex marriage and all that. Let’s go to the 
transcript: 

*** 

Michael Rowland: Let’s go to The Age. It has the focus 
this morning on the same sex marriage debate in 
Australia and the possibility of a vote in parliament 
sometime this year. 
Scott Burchill: Yes. The Greens are going to introduce a 

bill next month, and I think there’s another one coming 
as well, from an independent Senator. 
Virginia Trioli: David Leyonhjelm. Is putting together a 
bill, yes. 
Scott Burchill: Now what’s interesting about this, do 
you remember Mr Abbott said yesterday that we only 
have referendums on constitutional matters? Do you 

recall — you’re not as old as I am — but do you recall a 
referendum on the national anthem? That we had to 
choose? ... It had nothing to do with constitutional 

change, it was a plebiscite to see what … And it was a 
referendum that had nothing to with constitutional 
change, it was to try and get the public’s views on what 
should be the national anthem, so I don’t see why we 

can’t have something like that on same sex marriage. 
*** 

What a load of tosh. Scott Burchill claimed on no fewer 
than two occasions that Australia had a “referendum” on 
the national anthem — or national song — and once, in 
passing, he mentioned the word “plebiscite”. 

In fact Australia has had three plebiscites. Two — in 
1916 and again in 1917 — on conscription for overseas 
service. And one — on 21 May 1977 — on the national 
anthem. Not one was a referendum — which, unlike a 
plebiscite, leads to a change in the Constitution. 
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Tony Abbott was correct. Australia only has referendums 
on constitutional issues — so far at least. Australia could 

have a plebiscite on same sex marriage — but its 
introduction does not require constitutional amendment. 
Consequently, it does not require a referendum. 

Dr Scott Burchill (who teaches politics at Deakin 
University) does not seem to know the difference 
between a referendum and a plebiscite and uses the 
words interchangeably. Can you bear it? 

  
● ROBERT MANNE CONDEMNS AUSTRALIANS AGAIN 

May 2015 — and it’s The Monthly’s 10th Anniversary 
edition — Hip, hip, hooray and all that stuff. 
To celebrate the occasion, editor Nick Feik rolled out the 
usual quota of leftist contributors who put their thoughts 
to paper — in between advertisements for Penfolds 

Grange, the Sydney Film Festival, Academy Travel, the 
Belvoir Theatre, Rolex watches and so on. The Monthly is 
read by the Sandalista class, you see, who enjoy a 
Grange during the interval at the Belvoir in inner-city 
Surry Hills before checking the time on their Rolex 

watches as to when the second act commences. 
Your man Manne’s contribution to The Monthly’s May 

2015 edition is yes — you’ve guessed it — yet another 
rant at Tony Abbott in particular and Australia in general. 
Oh yes, Manne (who now is an out- and-proud Greens 
voter) has a go at Labor — but from the left, of course. 
However, his piece is essentially a rant against the 
Coalition, John Howard, Tony Abbott, etc. It is dedicated 
as follows: “For Malcolm Fraser, who saw what was 

happening.” Enough said. 
Towards the end of the piece, Emeritus Professor Manne 
went into his familiar the-end-of-the-world-is-nigh mode: 

*** 
…Abbott’s ministers and their cheerleaders in the 
Murdoch press were outraged when US president Barack 

Obama spoke to students at the University of 

Queensland about the dangers facing the Great Barrier 
Reef. Even British Conservatives now regarded Tony 
Abbott’s climate change views as “flat Earther, “baffling” 
and “eccentric”. Australia has now not merely the 
developed world’s leading per capita carbon polluter. It 
was almost universally acknowledged to be the world’s 

most recklessly and brazenly irresponsible nation with 
regard to action on climate change. How many times 
must it be said? On this question the future wellbeing of 
humankind depends. 

*** 
How about that? According to Robert Manne, the future 
wellbeing of human kind depends on Tony Abbott. Really. 

By the way, the anonymous British Conservatives to 
whom Manne referred were Lord Deben (aka John 

Gummer), Tim Yeo and Gregory Barker. Deben/Gummer 
quit the House of Commons in 2010 and currently works 
for an environmental consultancy group. Barker and Yeo 
stepped down from the House of Commons at the 2015 

general elections. 
In other words, none of the British Conservatives to 
whom Manne referred are in any way significant. Manne’s 
(unacknowledged) source was Fairfax Media journalist 
Paola Totaro who seems to have travelled the streets of 
London looking for a Conservative who would criticise 
Tony Abbott. (See her piece in Fairfax Media newspapers 

on 21 November 2014). Ms Totaro could do no better 
than Lord Deben and Messers Yeo and Barker. 
Professor Manne concluded his May 2015 The Monthly 
piece as follows: 

*** 
…the melancholy fact that the lucky country [i.e. 

Australia] has in the past few years steadily and 
cheerfully forged its present character, and embraced 
without shame its present reputation, as the developed 

world’s most comfortable, complacent, privileged, self-
absorbed and selfish nation, seems, to me at least, 
beyond serious dispute. 

*** 

So there you have it. Robert Manne has spent his entire 
adult life in employment which was paid for, or 
subsidised by, taxpayers. And yet, in semi-retirement 
and essentially living off a taxpayer subsidised 
superannuation, Professor Manne condemns Australians 
as a complacent, privileged, self-absorbed and selfish lot. 
Can you bear it? 

  
LEGACY ISSUES 

PROFESSOR MANNE’S MEMORY OF AN EVENT THAT NEVER 
HAPPENED (CONTD) AS OFFER FOR EVIDENCE 

INCREASES TO $8000 

While on the topic of Robert Manne, Gerard Henderson 
has decided to increase his offer to Professor Manne to 
$8000 — to support an asylum seeker charity of his 
choice. All the learned emeritus professor has to do is 
produce evidence for one of his evidence-free claims. So 

far the professor has not accepted the challenge. 
As avid MWD readers will be aware, Robert Manne 
claimed in 2011 that Gerard Henderson demanded that 
The Age dismiss Manne as a columnist in 1993. Or 
maybe it was 1995. Your man Manne is not too sure 
about this — having previously cited both dates. 

Professor Manne says that the 1993 (or perhaps 1995) 
the demand was made in a “dossier” on Manne which 
Henderson faxed to The Age’s opinion page editor Paul 
Austin. So Mr Austin (allegedly) has the original. Manne 
says that Henderson sent a copy of the dossier to Morag 

Fraser who is one of Manne’s besties. It is not at all clear 
why Hendo would send a copy of so sensitive a document 

to one of Manne’s friends — but the allegation is part of 
Manne’s story. So Ms Fraser (allegedly) has another copy 
of the document. And Manne says that Austin gave him a 
copy of the document. So Mr Manne (allegedly) has a 
third copy of the document. By the way, Mr Manne 
changed his original assertion that the dossier was sent 
to Paul Austin in 1993 to 1995 since it was brought to his 

attention that Mr Austin was not working at The Age in 
1993. How about that? 
So here’s a reminder of the upgraded challenge. Hendo 
will hand over $8000 to Robert Manne — for a 
designated asylum seeker charity of his choice — if the 
learned processor can produce the “dossier” written by 

Gerard Henderson to Paul Austin demanding that Manne 

be sacked as an Age columnist in 1993 or perhaps 1995 
or whatever. 
If such a dossier exists, this should be an easy task to 
locate it. After all, Robert Manne (allegedly) has a copy 
and so (allegedly) does Paul Austin and so (allegedly) 
does Morag Fraser. They could all get together at The-

Guardian-on-the-Yarra and exchange documents while 
enjoying a Chai Latte. 
Robert Manne’s failure to produce the document after 
four years — even with the inducement of a generous 
offer — provides further evidence that he has an 
appalling memory. You know, the kind of “memory” you 
have when you “remember” events which never 

occurred. Just like the time when Robert Manne 
remembered marching under a “Neither Washington Nor 
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Hanoi” banner in the 1970 Vietnam Moratorium march — 
a banner which his mate Rai Gaita has acknowledged 

they never got near. It was a kind of virtual banner for 
an academic with a vivid imagination. 
We’ll keep you posted about the $8000 offer. But don’t 

hold your breath. No such document was ever written — 
and Robert Manne is just too embarrassed to withdraw 
his false and unprofessional allegation. [Interesting. You 
should remind avid readers next week of Robert Manne’s 

faulty memory on the Soviet agent in Australia — a 
certain Ric Throssell — MWD Ed]. 
  

WHAT GUY RUNDLE FORGOT (CONTD) 
ALBERT LANGER’S SUPPORT FOR THE KHMER ROUGE IN 

ARENA, NO LESS 

Due to popular demand, this feature examines Guy 
Rundle’s recent comment that left-wing hero Tom Uren 
— along with “many people” — said “silly things” about 

the Khmer Rouge in the 1970s. Just silly. Nancy’s (male) 
co-owner’s favourite Marxist comedian has also asserted 
that the left only said “positive things” about Pol Pot’s 

murderous regime “when reports of the Khmer Rouge 
rule were few and frequently disbelieved”. 
This is absolute tosh since — as MWD has documented — 
evidence of Pol Pot’s crimes was available as early as 

July 1975 — i.e. only a few months after the Khmer 
Rouge came to power in April 1975 — and the left 
supported Pol Pot until communist North Vietnam 
invaded communist Cambodia in December 1978. 
Among what your man Rundle would call the “silly 
things” the left said about the Khmer Rouge, is left-wing 

radical Albert Langer’s turgid article “Kampuchea: The 
Problem of Facing the Facts” which was published in 
Arena No 55, 1980. 
Yes, this is the very same Arena — a journal of Marxist 
opinion, no less — which Guy Rundle later came to edit. 
It is said that during Mr Rundle’s time as editor of Arena 

magazine you could not move in the tea-room without 

bumping into a one-time barracker for Pol Pot who 
supported the Khmer Rouge when the Cambodian killing 
fields were choked with corpses. 
Here is Albert Langer’s opening paragraph in response to 
an article by one-time Khmer Rouge supporter Gavan 
McCormack who had changed sides and became a Pol Pot 
critic some time in 1978: 

*** 
The bulk of Gavan McCormack’s article was a detailed 
refutation of the case against the Khmer Rouge, as made 
out in 1975-77 by people like Father Ponchaud, [John] 
Barron/[Anthony] Paul and company. This successfully 
proved that the “case” rested on crude fabrications by 

malicious propagandists, and is contradicted by other, 
more credible, evidence. Verdict — “not guilty”. An even 

more thorough demolition job on this “case” will be found 
in 160 pages of Chomsky and Herman’s recent book — 
an invaluable reference for any one seriously concerned 
to seek out the truth about Kampuchea. 

*** 

In his 1980 Arena article the “silly” leftist Langer also 
wrote: 

*** 
... I certainly don’t believe the Khmer Rouge were 
responsible for the deaths of hundreds of thousands, let 
alone millions, let along deliberate executions. 

*** 

As the Marxist comedian and one-time Arena editor Guy 
Rundle would say: How SILLY was the leftist Albert 

Langer in 1980? And how SILLY was the leftist hero 
Noam Chomsky to earn Langer’s praise on Cambodia. 

Next week — if Nancy’s (male) co-owner can find the 
1979 tome The Political Economy of Human Rights: 
Volume II, by leftist Noam Chomsky and leftist Edward 

S. Herman — MWD will publish an extract of “Silly” Noam 
Chomsky’s one-time positive views on the Khmer Rouge. 
[I can barely wait — MWD Ed]. 
  

THE [BORING] SATURDAY PAPER — AN UPDATE 
SOMETHING NEW AT LAST 

As avid MWD readers are aware, Nancy’s (male) co-
owner reads Morry Schwartz’s The [Boring] Saturday 
Paper on Mondays. It’s that boring that there is no 
reason to follow the pretentious sludge until after the 
cock crows on Monday morning. 

Take last weekend’s edition, for example. In between 
advertisements for the exclusive Supernormal restaurant 
in Melbourne, James Turrell’s “A Retrospective” at the 
National Gallery of Australia, the Emerging Writers’ 
Festival, Morry Schwartz’s The Monthly Today, the 

Sydney Film Festival, Morry Schwartz’s Quarterly Essay, 

Morry Schwartz’s The Saturday Paper, Aesop’s signature 
stores (Newtown and Fitzroy of course), Morry 
Schwartz’s The Monthly and Mercedes-Benz cars there 
are invariably long boring articles by such left-wing 
scribblers are Martin McKenzie-Murray (he of what Paul 
Keating once termed “the hyphenated name set”), Mike 
Seccombe and Paul Bongiorno. Yawn. 

But, wait. The most recent edition of The Saturday Paper 
contained some REAL NEWS. To wit, a grovelling apology 
to Liberal Party Senator Cory Bernardi which read as 
follows: 

*** 
APOLOGY TO SENATOR CORY BERNARDI 
On February 21, 2015, The Saturday Paper published an 

article by Kate Doak regarding Senator Cory Bernardi. In 

discussing the financial and business dealings of Senator 
Bernardi, the article falsely alleged that one of the 
senator’s companies had been forced to surrender its 
security dealers’ licence after a review by ASIC, that the 
senator improperly used his electoral office as a place of 

business, that the senator withheld funds from a 
children’s charity, and that the senator breached 
parliamentary obligations in failing to comply with 
parliamentary disclosure requirements. 
The Saturday Paper and Ms Doak retract those 
allegations and apologise to Senator Bernardi for the 
distress and damage caused to him by their publication. 

*** 
As Herald-Sun columnist Rita Panahi tweeted on 
Saturday morning: “Umm did they get anything right.” 

According to Sharri Markson’s “The Diary” in The 
Australian last Monday, the terms of settlement included 
“compensation for damages and legal costs”. 
You wonder how The Saturday Paper’s editor Erik Jensen 

let through so many of Kate Doak’s howlers. [No I don’t. 
Young Erik is not a fact-based kind of guy — MWD Ed]. If 
only property developer Mr Schwartz had adopted 
Hendo’s long-standing gratuitous advice to Schwartz that 
he should employ a fact-checker, none of this might have 
come to pass. 

http://www.theaustralian.com.au/opinion/columnists/media-watch-
dog-leunig-qa-inquiry-manne-the-saturday-paper/story-fnkqo7i5-
1227374694972 

_______________________  

http://www.theaustralian.com.au/opinion/columnists/media-watch-dog-leunig-qa-inquiry-manne-the-saturday-paper/story-fnkqo7i5-1227374694972
http://www.theaustralian.com.au/opinion/columnists/media-watch-dog-leunig-qa-inquiry-manne-the-saturday-paper/story-fnkqo7i5-1227374694972
http://www.theaustralian.com.au/opinion/columnists/media-watch-dog-leunig-qa-inquiry-manne-the-saturday-paper/story-fnkqo7i5-1227374694972
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Now, a review of a forever puberty blues issue; or is it 

pure decadence? 

Review: The Argonauts 
By Stephanie Kelley on 28/05/2015 

 
In an interview, Maggie Nelson once explained the 
thinking behind her distinctive style of writing: “Leaning 
against other texts, thinking with other minds, letting 
another person’s writing (or art, or being) haunt you, 
inhabit you, inspire you, bother you, quite thoroughly, 
isn’t just a means of spurring one to produce thoughts or 

books. It’s also a wager about how deeply intertwined 
our consciousnesses may be.” This belief – that literature 
should be just like thought, messily inarticulate and 
aware of its connectedness to culture and art – pervades 
Nelson’s latest book, titled The Argonauts. It’s not quite 
poetry, not quite a novel, and not quite a memoir, but a 

slender volume that gives the reader the pleasant and 
peculiar sensation of peering into Nelson’s mind, 
thoughts, and bookshelf all at once. 
In Bluets, predecessor of The Argonauts, Nelson 
combined deeply personal meditation on a painful 
breakup with quotes from philosophy, poetry, literature, 
and songs alike; in The Argonauts, quotes in italics blend 

seamlessly with her own writing, sources unobtrusively 
indicated in the margins. If every person’s mind is 

saturated with all we have heard and experienced – what 
the linguistic theorist M.M. Bakhtin called “varying 
degrees of otherness or ‘our-own-ness’” – then Nelson’s 
work is an artful orchestration, a symphony of voices. 
She affirms the idea that we carry what we read with us, 

that the books we love never quite leave us. Martin 
Heidegger once enigmatically proclaimed “the poet’s 
work is only a listening,” and Nelson has taken this 
sentiment to heart. What precipitates is the germ of her 
brilliance: the marginalia she spent years writing in a 
mode of listening and observation, she later transforms 
into poems. 

In a society and culture whose rigid dichotomies and 
binaries – man/woman, mother/father, gay/straight, and 
so on – have radically come into question in recent 
decades, Nelson’s fierce renegotiation of modern love is 

remarkable. She writes about queerness, pregnancy, 
motherhood, and her relationship with her gender-fluid 

partner Harry Dodge. Speaking of how female sexuality 
has been socialized by the portrayal of sex in films 
(widening age gaps between vulnerable young women 
and men in power; coy disrobing and unbendingly 
heteronormative love-making), there is an undeniably 
bitter tone: “I don’t even want to talk about “female 
sexuality” until there is a control group. And there never 

will be.” 
 …the books we love never quite leave us. 
After reading the book’s first draft, Harry Dodge was 
disturbed by the highly personal nature of what Nelson 
divulges in The Argonauts. At times when reading, I too 
felt a shadow of that frustration: was Nelson, in 

portraying her partner’s gender dysphoria and surgical 
procedures, identifying too intensely with the terrain of a 

landscape she had never encountered, whose ridges she 
had never fully felt? When it comes to the experience of 
marginalized groups, the “shared consciousness” Nelson 

often talks about becomes problematic – there are some 
encounters that belong always in the domain of those 
who experience them. But toward the book’s end, 
Dodge’s voice surfaces in the same way all others do: as 

an italicized stream of consciousness (a simple note 
“Harry” identifying the source in the margin) relating the 
heart-breaking experience of a mother’s death after a 
long illness. Dodge’s voice speaks at length, and the 
reader realizes then that Nelson has not been speaking 
over Dodge, but with Dodge, her relationship “ablaze 
with our care, its ongoing song.” 

Nelson offers a narrative that widens the breadth of 
representation that queer and trans people have been so 
often denied. It is not merely about subverting norms, 
but turning social and sexual conventions upon their 
head and rebuilding them – nothing is destroyed, but the 

result is a new shape, entirely unique to one’s own 

identity and relationships. Nelson describes the difficulty 
of transcending “a lifetime of unwillingness to claim what 
I wanted, to ask for it.” This is as much about life as it is 
about love and sexual orientation. Most of all, The 
Argonauts proves that the “radical” nature of any non-
heterosexual, unconventional relationship is not an 
encounter with sameness, but a “shared, crushing 

understanding of what it means to live in a patriarchy.” 
This gem of a book is about the realization that everyone 
carves out their own narratives, inextricably intertwined 
with others: “the possibility,” as Adrienne Rich says, “of 
life between us.” 
http://oxfordstudent.com/2015/05/28/review-the-
argonauts/  

*** 

So much for the continuation of playing the victim 

– blaming patriarchy! – now for an update of this 
victim-mindset, where the normal has become the 
new abnormal. Here is more nonsense where the 
assertion is made that women are either bisexual 
or gay, but not heterosexual! 

Women are either bisexual or gay but ‘never straight’ 
A study has found that most women who say they are 
straight are in fact aroused by videos of both naked men 
and naked women  

 
By Eleanor Steafel, and agencies 

1:44PM GMT 05 Nov 2015 

Most women are either bisexual or gay but “never 
straight”, a study suggests. 
Research has found that though lesbians are much more 

attracted to the female form, most women who say they 
are straight are in fact aroused by videos of both naked 
men and naked women.  
The study, led by Dr Gerulf Rieger from the Department 
of Psychology at the University of Essex, involved 345 
women whose responses to being shown videos of naked 

men and women were analysed.  
The results, which were based on elements such as 
whether their pupils dilated in response to sexual stimuli, 
showed that 82% of the women tested were aroused by 
both sexes.  

http://oxfordstudent.com/author/daniel-haynes/
http://oxfordstudent.com/2015/05/28/review-the-argonauts/
http://oxfordstudent.com/2015/05/28/review-the-argonauts/
http://www.telegraph.co.uk/journalists/eleanor-steafel/
http://www.telegraph.co.uk/women/sex/10624669/Lesbian-sex-life-Avoid-measuring-your-sex-life-by-how-often-you-do-it.html
http://www.telegraph.co.uk/women/sex/10624669/Lesbian-sex-life-Avoid-measuring-your-sex-life-by-how-often-you-do-it.html
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Meanwhile of the women who identified as straight, 74% 
were strongly sexually aroused by videos of both 

attractive men and attractive women.  
This was in contrast to lesbians, who showed much 
stronger sexual responses to women than to men.  

The researchers said lesbians were the most like men in 
their responses because it is usually men who show 
distinct sexual responses to their favourite sex.  
Dr Rieger said: “Even though the majority of women 

identify as straight, our research clearly demonstrates 
that when it comes to what turns them on, they are 
either bisexual or gay, but never straight.”  

Dr Rieger also said his study showed that lesbians who 
may dress in a more masculine way may not have more 

masculine behaviours.  
“Although some lesbians were more masculine in their 
sexual arousal, and others were more masculine in their 

behaviours, there was no indication that these were the 
same women,” he said.  
“This shows us that how women appear in public does 
not mean that we know anything about their sexual role 

preferences.”  
http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/uknews/11977121/
Women-are-either-bisexual-or-gay-but-never-
straight.html  

__________________________________________  
...and the temptation to get back on track is ever present, 
especially since the Israeli Prime Minister has 
backtracked on his public comment that Adolf Hitler only 
wished to expel the Jews from Europe and that it was the 
Mufti of Jerusalem’s idea to “burn” the Jews.  
And so here is a three-year-old article by Paul Eisen, 
which fits into the category of Jewish exceptionalism: 
Jews get away with things that non-Jews don’t. This is 
the case in matters Holocaust, among other things. It is 

87-year old Ursula Haverbeck who claims that “the 
Holocaust is a great lie”, and for that she, as before her 
countless others, have been legally persecuted. Not so 
when Jews make such claims, as the following illustrates 
so well. Paul Eisen even favourably endorses David Cole’s 
tasteless and twisted autobiographical account of the 
Revisionist scene in his Republican Party Animal.  

* 

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

Why I Call Myself a Holocaust Denier 
By Paul Eisen 

W e d n e s d a y ,  5  D e c e m b e r  2 0 1 2  

 
Paul Eisen 

My family were ordinary folk – ‘twice-a-year Jews’ we 
used to call them. But like most of us second and third 
generation, upwardly mobile, North London Jews, our 
Jewishness filled our lives. And, at that time, that meant 

Zionism and the Holocaust. For me, my family and our 
friends, a post-Holocaust Israel meant quite simply 
‘never again’.  
But, while seemingly ordinary, my family was also rather 
extraordinary. My father was unusually tolerant and free-
thinking, and my mother too was unusually lively in her 
thinking. A born rebel, there was nothing she loved more 

than to burst a balloon. As for me, I started off, first as 

the family tsaddik – awfully concerned with God and my 
Jewishness (though always strangely at odds with other 
Jews) - then the family dissident-intellectual. By young 
adulthood, you would have found me somewhere on the 
Zionist left – unquestioning in my support for the Jewish 

state but wishing it would not behave quite so badly and 
stop embarrassing me in front of my friends. However, 
when it came to the Holocaust, my faith was 
unwavering.  
Then through the museum and its unfolding narrative: 
Concentration, Deportation, Selection, Extermination. It 
wears you out, it really does. Like countless others, we 

stand dumb in front of the little slave-labourer’s shoe in 
the glass case and also like countless others, we know 
we’ve had enough. 

Then to the shrine itself: The bunker with its dulled metal 
floor, off-centre the smoky flame flickers, through the 
hole in the roof, a trickle of black smoke, a world 
destroyed. Then outside, from the gloom into the brilliant 

Mid-Eastern sunshine and up the few steps, and there it 
is: after the fall, redemption and the future – the blazing 
panorama of Jewish Jerusalem. We Jews really do do 
these things awfully well.  
From We Stand with Israel by Paul Eisen 
 
That was 1978 and I didn’t then know what I now know: 

that, as I came out of that bunker - that 
universally  known symbol of Jewish suffering, and took 

in that perfect view - I was looking straight at that 
completely unknown symbol of Palestinian suffering, the 
village of Deir Yassin. Of course, I didn’t know then about 
Deir Yassin, and even if I had known, I probably wouldn’t 

have much cared.  
Thinking back, I suspect my response would have been 
something like: Ah yes, Deir Yassin, the one stain on an 
otherwise unblemished Zionist record. (The line had 
come, pretty much verbatim from my reading (age 
eleven) of the blockbuster Exodus.) And anyway, I would 
have reasoned, was not the fevered anguish of the 

Zionist leadership (later referred to by me as ‘Jewish 
breast-beating’) yet more evidence of an essential Jewish 
moral grandeur? 
Sure, I’d known about Deir Yassin – both the village and 
the massacre – but I had not known, nor probably 

wanted to know, about the close to five hundred other 
destroyed or depopulated Palestinian villages or about 

the seventy known massacres which accompanied the 
ethnic cleansing of Palestine. 
Like the child who does not, cannot, or will not see the 
lamb chops on his plate as skipping round the farmyard, 
so for now, I did not, could not and would not see those 
refugees, terrorists or biblical shepherds on my TV 

screen as those same folk – those safely de-personalized 
and de-humanized ‘Arabs’ – who had lived in what was, 
and as far as I was concerned, had always been, Israel. 
But I must not blame myself. I do not blame myself. 
Even after digging through the accumulated layers of 
indoctrination to which any Jewish child could expect to 
be subjected, this was still some story. After two 

http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/uknews/11977121/Women-are-either-bisexual-or-gay-but-never-straight.html
http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/uknews/11977121/Women-are-either-bisexual-or-gay-but-never-straight.html
http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/uknews/11977121/Women-are-either-bisexual-or-gay-but-never-straight.html
http://pauleisen.blogspot.com.au/
http://pauleisen.blogspot.co.uk/2012/02/im-bit-nervous-about-posting-this.html
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thousand years of exile, an ancient people return to their 
ancient homeland – a land given to them by God, or, (for 

the more secular amongst us), by History. 
Because mine was no run-of-the-mill Zionism. What was 
claimed by so many Jews (particularly of the anti-Zionist, 

Marxist variety) to be an essentially political ideology, 
just a Jewish version of imperialism or an add-on - an 
essentially practical solution to an ever-present anti-
Semitism, was for me – and I now know, deep-down, for 

most Jews – a deep, emotional, spiritual, even religious 
affiliation. For my Zionism was a true sense of my 
Jewishness – a feeling that came deep from within 
Jewish history and even destiny – a feeling that I, with 
all Jews, had stood at the foot of Mount Sinai and, also 
with all Jews, had marched through history – a history 
which, at the time, I had not yet dreamt of questioning. 

But question it I did. Here I am again in 1996 on the 
phone to the first name listed under “Palestine” – PSC: 
the Palestine Solidarity Campaign:  
“Hello, look, I’m doing a bit of research, trying to find the 
name of a Palestinian village on the site of a particular 

kibbutz…I used to stay there….” 

“Which one?” 
“I’m sorry...?” 
“Which kibbutz?” 
 “Yad David. It’s in the north, about five miles from....” 
“Hang on…..” Then fifteen seconds later… 
“It’s al Zawiyyeh” 
“How did you do that? 

“We’ve got a list… It’s from a book. It lists all the 
villages...”  
“Can I get a copy?” 
“Well, you may get it in a couple of bookshops... Try Al 
Hoda on the Charing Cross Road.” 
One hour later I arrived at the Al Hoda Islamic bookshop 
in the Charing Cross Road and headed for the shelves 

marked ISRAEL(OCCUPIED PALESTINE). This is heady 

stuff, and there’re some interesting things too, “The 
Zionist in Literature” is one, with an intriguing essay on 
Ari Ben Canaan, which I really must read sometime, but 
nothing really on the villages. Most of it’s about this-way-
to-peace or that-way-to-peace, so I’m there about three 

quarters of an hour before I find what I came for. It’s 
been misplaced on the wrong shelf – so that’s why I 
missed it, and it looks like it’s been there for quite a 
time. Not surprising, when I see the forty-five pound 
price tag. But it is what I’ve come for, All That 
Remains by Whalid Khalidi, with the names, locations 
and the fate of four hundred and sixteen Palestinian 

villages destroyed since 1948. 
“By the end of the 1948 war, hundreds of entire villages 
had not only been depopulated but obliterated, travellers 

of Israeli roads and highways can see traces of their 
presence that would escape the notice of the casual 
passer-by: a fenced-in area, often surmounting a gentle 
hill, of olive and other fruit trees left untended, of cactus 

hedges and domesticated plants run wild. Now and then 
a few crumbled houses are left standing, a neglected 
mosque or church, collapsing walls along the ghost of a 
village lane, but in the vast majority of cases, all that 
remains is a scattering of stones and rubble across a 
forgotten landscape.”  

There are photos too, mainly of piles of rubble, which, to 
tell the truth, are a bit disappointing. After all, when 
you’ve seen one pile of rubble… a few stones… 
rubble…deserted site… rubble, overgrown with thorny 
plants… rubble… a few carob trees, piles of stones, 

crumbling terraces… rubble… a few stones… no 
landmarks… rubble…rubble… rubble. 

But then there is something. As I hold the book in my 
hands it’s as if I’m holding something important, a 
record, a testimonial, a symbol of resistance, if you like. 

I move on to the business at hand. District of Tiberias, 
23 out of 26 villages destroyed… District of Bisan, all 28 
villages destroyed… District of Safed, 68 out of 75 
villages… Safed! Yad David is near Safed. Then I spot 

something… Kfar Yitzhak… I know that place. It’s a 
couple of kilometres from Yad David. I used to cycle 
there…Founded in 1943 on the site of the village of 
Qaytiyya… population predominantly Muslim… from 
agriculture and animal husbandry… had its own grain 
mill… …at midnight June 5th 1949 army trucks encircled 
the village and Israeli troops swept down… rounded up 

the villagers and dumped them on a hillside south of 
Safed… villagers treated with brutality… kicks and 
curses… All that remains are a few stones… much of the 
lands absorbed by the settlement of Kefar Yitzhak… 
I cannot believe what I’m reading, but I manage to turn 

the page just one more time and see what I’ve come 

here for: 
“Yad David… founded in 1946 one kilometre north of the 
village of al Zawiyyeh…The village now lies under the 
cotton fields of Yad David.” 
As I’m going out, I show the man the slip of paper on 
which I’ve written the name al Zawiyyeh and I ask what 
it means. He looks at the paper. “Corner?” He says as if 

asking me whether such a thing could really be so. Then, 
as I’m leaving and just as an afterthought I ask: 
“There’s this word I keep seeing. Nakba. What does it 
mean?” 
“al Nakba… the Catastrophe “  
From “1996” by Paul Eisen 

*** 

In 1998, I met Dan McGowan founder of the Palestinian 

solidarity organisation “Deir Yassin Remembered,” but 
not once in our short conversation or in the extended 
interview he gave afterwards did Dan mention the 
proximity of Deir Yassin to Yad Vashem. I read about 
that later, in the leaflet Dan gave me, on the London 

Underground, somewhere between Gloucester Road and 
Holloway Road.  
“The Holocaust museum is beautiful, and the message 
‘never to forget man’s inhumanity to man’ is timeless. 
The children’s museum is particularly heart-wrenching; in 
a dark room filled with candles and mirrors, the names of 
Jewish children who perished in the Holocaust are read 

aloud with their places of birth. Even the most callous 
person is brought to tears. Upon exiting this portion of 
the museum, a visitor is facing north and is looking 

directly at Deir Yassin. There are no markers, no 
plaques, no memorials, and no mention from any tour 
guide. But for those who know what they are looking at, 
the irony is breathtaking.” 

From "Deir Yassin Remembered" by Dan McGowan 
*** 

For Dan, a conservative American patriot, no more was 
needed than to note both the fact and the irony. But for 
me, with my leanings and obsessions, searching as I was 
for some meaning to the jumbled mass of my Jewish 

childhood and to the Holocaust, Israel and Palestine, it 
was epiphany. Deir Yassin was one thing but Deir 
Yassin in clear sight of Yad Vashem was quite another. 
Of course, it was only much later, long after I had begun 
to think, write and speak about these things, that I was 
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able to properly articulate even to myself that it was 
precisely this ‘breathtaking irony’ of Dan’s that had so 

held my attention. But even if I didn’t then know it, I 
certainly hung onto it – from that moment I was a 
messenger who had found his message. 

And takers there were a-plenty. Palestinians, long 
resigned to Jewish suffering being placed at the centre of 
their own tragedy, were still pleased with the surge of 
publicity that the story and the resulting Jewish 

participation brought to their cause, and Jews were, as 
ever, delighted to have themselves and their suffering 
once more centre-stage. Deir Yassin gave Palestinians a 
new and effective narrative for resistance, and Jews an 
activism, sufficiently challenging to seem courageous and 
meaningful, but not so challenging as to necessitate any 
loosening of tribal bonds. And the rest – the Christians, 

the Marxists and the various non-aligned – well, as 
usual, they just went along with the Jews. 
Now I had it all – Palestinian suffering/Jewish suffering, 
abused/abuser. Okay, so, my much-loved Jewish victim 
was now the perpetrator but no matter, Deir Yassin could 

be viewed only from Yad Vashem – and the suffering of 

the Palestinian people could be seen only through the 
prism of my beloved Jewish suffering. 
Unfortunately or fortunately (it really does go both ways) 
it didn’t stop there. Here I am in 2004: 
It is understandable that Jews might believe that their 
suffering is greater, more mysterious and meaningful 
than that of any other people. It is even understandable 

that Jews might feel that their suffering can justify the 
oppression of another people. What is harder to 
understand is why the rest of the world has gone along 
with it.   
And... 
That Jews have suffered is undeniable. But 
acknowledgement of this suffering is rarely enough. Jews 

and others have demanded that not only should Jewish 

suffering be acknowledged, but that it also be accorded 
special status. 
Jewish suffering is held to be unique, central and most 
importantly, mysterious. Jewish suffering is rarely 
measured against the sufferings of other groups. Blacks, 

women, children, gays, workers, peasants, minorities of 
all kinds, all have suffered, but none as much as Jews. 
Protestants at the hands of Catholics, Catholics at the 
hands of Protestants, pagans and heretics, all have 
suffered religious persecution, but none as relentlessly as 
Jews. Indians, Armenians, gypsies and aborigines, all 
have been targeted for elimination, but none as 

murderously and as premeditatedly as Jews. 
Jewish suffering is held to be mysterious, and beyond 
explanation. Context is rarely examined. The place and 

role of Jews in society – their historical relationships with 
Church and state, landlords and peasantry – is hardly 
ever subject to scrutiny, and, whilst non-Jewish attitudes 
to Jews are the subject of intense interest, Jewish 

attitudes to non-Jews are rarely mentioned. Attempts to 
confront these issues are met with suspicion, and 
sometimes hostility, in the fear that explanation may 
lead to rationalisation, which may lead to exculpation, 
and then even to justification. - from Speaking the Truth 
to Jews by Paul Eisen 

And again a few months later... 
The issue (of Jewish suffering) is complex and cannot be 
fully debated or decided here, but the following points 
may stimulate thought and discussion. During even the 
most terrible times of Jewish suffering such as the 

Crusades or the Chmielnitzky massacres of seventeenth 
century Ukraine, and even more so at other times in 

history, it has been said that the average peasant would 
have given his eye-teeth to be a Jew. The meaning is 
clear: generally speaking, and throughout most of their 

history, the condition of Jews was often far superior to 
the mass of the population. 
The above-mentioned Ukrainian massacres took place in 
the context of a peasant uprising against the oppression 

of the Ukrainian peasantry by their Polish overlords. As 
has often been the case, Jews were seen as occupying a 
traditional position of being in alliance with the ruling 
class in their oppression of the peasantry. Chmielnitzky, 
the leader of this popular uprising, is today a Ukrainian 
national hero, not for his assaults on Jews (there are 
even references to his having offered poor Jews to join 

the uprising against their exploitative co-religionists – 
the Jews declined) but for his championing of the rights 
of the oppressed Ukrainians. Again, the inference is 
plain: outbreaks of anti-Semitic violence, though never 
justified, have often been responses to Jewish behaviour 

both real and imaginary. 

In the Holocaust three million Polish Jews died, but so 
did three million non-Jewish Poles 
Similarly, the Church burned Jews for their dissenting 
beliefs but then the church burned everyone for their 
dissenting beliefs. So again, the question must be asked: 
what’s so special about Jewish suffering? 
And... 

The Holocaust, the paradigm for all anti-Semitism and all 
Jewish suffering, is treated as being beyond examination 
and scrutiny. Questioning the Holocaust narrative is, at 
best, socially unacceptable, leading often to social 
exclusion and discrimination, and, at worst, in some 
places is illegal and subject to severe penalty. Holocaust 
revisionist scholars, named Holocaust deniers by their 

opponents, have challenged this. They do not deny a 

brutal and extensive assault on Jews by the Nazi regime, 
but they do deny the Holocaust narrative as framed by 
present day establishments and elites. Specifically, their 
denial is limited to three main areas. First, they deny 
that there ever was an official plan on the part of Hitler 

or any other part of the Nazi regime systematically and 
physically to eliminate every Jew in Europe; second, they 
deny that there ever existed homicidal gas-chambers; 
third, they claim that the numbers of Jewish victims of 
the Nazi assault have been greatly exaggerated.  
But none of this is the point. Whether those who 
question the Holocaust narrative are revisionist scholars 

striving to find the truth and are shamelessly persecuted 
for opposing a powerful faction, or whether they are 
crazy Jew-haters denying a tragedy and defaming its 

victims, the fact is that one may question the Armenian 
genocide, one may freely discuss the Slave Trade, one 
can say that the murder of millions of Ibos, 
Kampucheans and Rwandans never took place and that 

the moon is but a piece of green cheese floating in 
space, but one may not question the Jewish Holocaust. 
Why? Because, like the rest of the Jewish history of 
suffering, the Holocaust underpins the narrative of 
Jewish innocence, which is used to bewilder and befuddle 
any attempt to see and to comprehend Jewish power and 

responsibility in Israel/Palestine and elsewhere in the 
world. – from Jewish Power by Paul Eisen 
It was while writing the above and more that I came 
across Joel Hayward’s ill-fated M.A. thesis The Fate of 
Jews in German Hands 1933-1945. That Hayward 

http://pauleisen.blogspot.co.uk/2005/01/speaking-truth-to-jews.html
http://pauleisen.blogspot.co.uk/2005/01/speaking-truth-to-jews.html
http://pauleisen.blogspot.co.uk/2005/03/jewish-power.html
http://www.vho.org/aaargh/fran/livres8/hay.pdf
http://www.vho.org/aaargh/fran/livres8/hay.pdf
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recanted mattered not one jot, and his credibility was 
only enhanced by his own clear astonishment at what he 

was writing - an astonishment fully matched by my 
own at what I was reading. That the Holocaust was 
exploited and abused, I had understood, but its veracity? 

No way. Now, for the first time ever, there could be 
doubts. 

Holocaust Denier 
It’s always worth defining your terms. Not that it does 

that much good – the inquisitors will see what they want 
to see and claim what they want to claim. But for the 
record here’s what I do and do not question. First, what 
I do not question: 

 I do not question that the National Socialist regime 
brutally persecuted Jews. 

 I do not question that Jews in Germany were 

discriminated against, violently assaulted, dispossessed, 
imprisoned in camps and expelled and that many Jews 
died as a result. 

 I do not question that Jews in countries occupied by 
Germany or within the German sphere of influence were 

pitilessly assaulted, dispossessed and subjected to brutal 

deportations, many to forced labour camps where many 
hundreds of thousands died. 

 I do not question that many Jews were executed by 
shooting in the East. 
But enough of this negativity – here’s what 
I do question: 

 I question that there ever was an official plan on the 

part of Hitler or any other part of the National Socialist 
regime systematically and physically to eliminate every 
Jew in Europe. 

 I question that there ever existed homicidal gas-
chambers. 

 I question the figure of six million Jewish victims of 
the Nazi assault and I believe that the actual figure was 

significantly less. 

And finally, one more thing I do not and do question: I 
do not question the horror of what was done to Jews by 
National Socialists or the right of Jews (including myself) 
to regard that horror any way they wish. I do, however, 
question their right to compel the rest of the world to feel 

the same.  
Deny the Holocaust! 

For my money, a child of six can see that something’s 
not right about the Holocaust narrative, and the science 
simply confirms what I already suspect. But I differ from 
the Holocaust Revisionists. They are scholars – historians 
and scientists who apply ‘truth and exactitude’ to 

determine the truth or otherwise of the Holocaust 
narrative. I’m no scholar. I care nothing for the chemical 
traces in brickwork or the topological evidence for mass 

graves. But I’ve read the literature, and it just doesn’t 
add up.  

That Jews suffered greatly from 1933-1945 is not in 
question, but the notion of a premeditated, planned and 
industrial extermination of Europe’s Jews with its iconic 

gas-chambers and magical six million are all used to 
make the Holocaust not only special but also sacred. We 
are faced with a new, secular religion, a false god with 
astonishing power to command worship. And, like the 

Crucifixion with its Cross, Resurrection etc, the Holocaust 
has key and sacred elements – the exterminationist 
imperative, the gas chambers and the sacred six million. 
It is these that comprise the holy Holocaust which Jews, 
Zionists and others worship and which the revisionists 
refuse. 
Nor is this a small matter. If it was, why the fuss, why 

the witch-hunt, why the imprisonment of David Irving, 
Ernst Zündel and Germar Rudolf? And it’s not just them. 
What may be a massive lie is being used to oppress 
pretty much all of humankind. The German and Austrian 
peoples who, we are told, conceived and perpetrated the 

slaughter; the Russian, Polish, Ukrainian, Lithuanian, 

Latvian, Estonian, Rumanian, Hungarian, peoples etc. 
who supposedly hosted, assisted in and cheered on the 
slaughter; the Americans, the British, the French, the 
Dutch, the Belgians, the Italians (but not the Danes and 
the Bulgarians) etc. who apparently didn’t do enough to 
stop the slaughter; the Swiss who earned out of the 
slaughter, and the entire Christian world who, it seems, 

created the faith-traditions and ideologies in which the 
slaughter could take place, and now the Palestinian, Arab 
and Muslim peoples who seemingly want to perpetrate a 
new slaughter – in fact, the Holocaust oppresses the 
entire non-Jewish world and indeed much of the Jewish 
world as well. Stand up and have done with it. 
So here’s something else. The Holocaust revisionist 

scholars and researchers are dedicated and skilled 

students of historical evidence, and for them‘Holocaust 
denier’ is but a term of abuse to be hurled as ‘witch’ 
might have been hurled in the Middle Ages. But for me, 
‘Holocaust Denier’ is a label I accept. This is not because 
I don’t think anything bad happened to Jews at the 

hands of the National Socialists – for what it’s worth the 
real story of brutal ethnic cleansing moves me far more 
than any ‘Holocaust’ – and it’s certainly not because I 
think any such assault is right and proper. No, I deny the 
Holocaust because, as constituted, exploited and 
enforced, the Holocaust narrative is a false and abusive 
god, and I wish to put as much moral distance between it 

and myself as I can. 
http://pauleisen.blogspot.com.au/2012/12/how-i-
became-holocaust-denier-by-paul.html  

________________________________________________________________________________ 

 
Unrealistic Expectations from a Reader 

http://pauleisen.blogspot.com.au/2012/12/how-i-became-holocaust-denier-by-paul.html
http://pauleisen.blogspot.com.au/2012/12/how-i-became-holocaust-denier-by-paul.html
http://www.eliewieseltattoo.com/unrealistic-expectations-from-a-reader/
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Image uploaded by Loupi Smith to convince people that 
Elie Wiesel has a tattoo on his left arm. But why is the 
picture cropped on the right? 

*** 

I received a letter from “Heidi” and I was a little 

uncertain whether it was real or not. I have now 
decided that, unfortunately, it’s for real. But oh my, then 
we have another instance of a racial brethren who has 
fallen under the spell of the Elie Wiesel “Con.”  Wiesel 
has an industry behind him that assures massive support 
for “his story” … or his version of history. 

In all her good-hearted but overdone and misdirected 
sympathy for the sufferers of the world, Heidi becomes 
nothing more than a brainwashed tool, who is fooling no 
one but herself. 
I wrote back calling her a “brainwashed Canadian,” which 
she took as an insult, mainly because to her way of 
thinking it separated us as Canadian and American – 

different – when in reality we have common ancestors. 
She may think that is bad, but it’s really much worse. 

Here is her letter to me;  my commentary follows. And I 
would like to hear comments from the readers too. What 
do you think? 

* 
3 November 2015 

Hi Carolyn, 
I’m reading Wiesel’s book, Night, for the 2nd time, in 
French. I have never read it in English, as there were no 
English copies available at my library. I strongly 
encourage you to interview Wiesel about the questions 
you have. I believe he would be more than willing to be 

interviewed—I just can’t see him turning it down, unless 
if you were to attack or accuse him, I suppose…that 
would make anyone feel uncomfortable, you know? After 
all, he is human, and so are you, so I just don’t see how 
it couldn’t work. I would be curious to know what he had 

meant by the “silent/mute blue” he saw in the fire.  To 
be honest, I was quite refreshed by his book that it’s the 

first time Nazis/SS are differentiated from the German 
people (I’ve read the comic book, Maus, by Art S, which 
never attacks Germans either) I think it would be 
important to ask him why he doesn’t hate Germans. I’m 
sure he’d be able to explain that question—I have my 
guesses, but I don’t know the real reason. I have a 
feeling he’d show you his left arm, if you were to ask 

him; I looked it up—apparently, it’s there—just faded: 
(now, you maybe won’t like me! :P ) 
https://plus.google.com/u/0/111151465916941421669/
posts/ihdownSArMG?pid=… 
I think that a major issue is that the world didn’t know 
just how bad things were in Germany after WW1. Things 

just got worse and worse. The poverty was very bad and 
traumatizing—a lot of men were killed as soldiers, often 

leaving behind poor widows with a ton of kids to feed. 
Certain German children did a lot of child labour, picking 
potatoes in their bare feet, just to eat. Unfortunately, 

there was no social aide, so anxiety and fear became a 
way of life for a lot of people. Of course, I wasn’t there, 
but I would never have wanted to be, as things just got 
worse and worse. Nonetheless, not all German kids were 

poverty-stricken if they were lucky enough to have been 
born into wealth. The problem was to actually find a job, 
with the economy being so bad. Good jobs simply 
couldn’t be found… 
I think it’s worth a try to contact Wiesel. 
Sincerely, 
Heidi (last name withheld, but it’s German) 

* 
First, Elie Wiesel is 87. He hasn’t made a public 
appearance for a couple of years. Is our Heidi aware of 
that? Probably not. 
Even when much younger, Wiesel has only allowed 

interviews when very strict ground rules about what can 

be asked, and what not, have been laid down in advance. 
It is rare, if not never, that he allows any interviewer, 
Jew or not, to ask him any non-softball questions. Is 
Heidi aware of that ? Probably not. 
On this website, I have already attacked and accused 
Wiesel of many things, mainly pointing out the many lies 
he has told.  He has made no attempt to answer any of 

it.  Has Heidi read most of what is on this website? 
Surely not. She has read the sidebar with the Wiesel 
Quotes, and the title. She wants Wiesel to explain what 
he meant by the “silent, blue sky” at night – she’s sure 
he can.  But Heidi, Wiesel didn’t write that he saw the 
blue sky in the fire, as you say,  but that the fire was 
burning under the silent blue sky … at night. Please keep 

things straight — one thing I can’t tolerate is sloppiness 

when talking about Wiesel. 
Heidi compares the Jewish book “Night” to the 
Jewish comic book, “Maus,” by Art Spiegelman, and 
admires them both because they “differentiate the 
SS/Nazis from the German people,” she thinks. But they 

don’t. Elie Wiesel has famously written, “”Every Jew, 
somewhere in his being, should set apart a zone of hate 
— healthy, virile hate — for what the German personifies 
and for what persists in the German. To do otherwise 
would be a betrayal of the dead.”  He also thinks its 
perfectly proper and even necessary for ordinary 
Germans, 70 years after the war ended, to continue to 

supply “survivors” and Israel with billions more euros … 
money these innocent Germans are taxed for. But Heidi 
doesn’t stop to think things through. If she would read 

more of Wiesel’s writings than just “Night,” she would 
learn far more about the real nature of the man. If she 
would read everything on this website, she would really 
learn about him. 

Wiesel has also said that he will never  knowingly be in 
the same room with a holocaust denier! He wants 
nothing at all to do with them. I am not only all German, 
but a holocaust denier. So how would he give me an 
interview? 
Heidi makes a distinction between German and Nazi, but 

I do not. She will say, “Oh, no, not anti-German, but 
anti-Nazi.” In a second letter that I received from her she 
told me about her grandmother’s life in Germany right 
after the war and said of her family, “They weren’t 
Nazis.” I say, too bad, what were they then? 

https://plus.google.com/u/0/111151465916941421669/posts/ihdownSArMG?pid=6115901264202169938&oid=111151465916941421669
https://plus.google.com/u/0/111151465916941421669/posts/ihdownSArMG?pid=6115901264202169938&oid=111151465916941421669
http://www2.iath.virginia.edu/holocaust/spiegelman.html
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Loupi doesn't give a source for this photo. Where else can 

it be seen? 

*** 
About Wiesel’s left arm, she sends me to the page 
put up by Loupi Smith, a notorious Jew liar who 

probably photoshopped the b/w picture of the young 
Wiesel. If you zoom in on it, nothing that looks anything 

like numbers shows up. We have seen plenty of pictures 
of Wiesel’s arm where nothing is visible. As to the color 
photo of the older Wiesel (above) – I have seen a b/w 
version of that same picture that shows more of his arm 
and that darker smudge turns out to be nothing but a 
shadow. Absolutely – it is not a number. To prove Wiesel 

has a tattoo, Loupi has to do better than that. Maybe a 
bit of cooperation from the tattooed person himself  
would help. Because all the evidence points to the fact 
that he took another man’s number for his own after the 
war. The evidence of his handwriting is also conclusive. 
And the world today – at least anyone who has any 
interest in it – does know how bad things were in 

Germany after WWI.  

That information has been widely disseminated. Most 
people have sympathy for the Germans of that time, too. 
Heidi shouldn’t be so quick to think she knows about 
something that others don’t. But she wants to equate the 
suffering of the Germans after WWI with the suffering of 
the Jews during WWII!  Jews, however, and Elie Wiesel in 

particular, will never go along with that! Why doesn’t 

Heidi have anything to say about the even worse 
suffering of the Germans after WWII? 

Heidi got even more carried away in her second letter: 
 My grandmother suffered terribly from the poverty in 
Germany after the 1st war—she was only a year old 

when her father died as a soldier in 1914, and her 
mother was left with many children to take of, all on her 
own, as NO social assistance was available at that time. 
 My Oma had no shoes.  She picked potatoes in her bare 

feet for Jews.  You could never possibly understand such 
suffering, could you?  Where were you during that time? 
Where was I? Just like Heidi, I wasn’t yet born! How old 
does she think I am? 
I advised Heidi to write to Elie herself and get her 
own interview — if she thinks it is possible that such a 
request would even get to him. She answered that she 

did intend to write to him at his Foundation, a kind of a 
fan letter, but she didn’t expect to receive a reply. She 
said: 
My only intent would be to express the empathy I feel 
for all that he suffered.  We are all humans, are we 

not?  I believe that he wrote the book while experiencing 

dreadful pain of those horrible memories, done by war 
criminals, not the common German citizen of that time. 
 He is very intelligent and well-educated—a special 
person to me, as he understands human suffering on a 
very deep level. 
Heidi, in her high-mindedness  is deeply ignorant. Wiesel 
did not suffer; he made other people suffer. Those who 

ran the concentration camps were not “war criminals” 
and were not different from the common German 
citizens’  like her family, who she pointed out were “not 
Nazis.” And Wiesel was not well-educated – he was 
barely educated except by his odd assortment of rabbis. 
His doctorate is “honorary.” So she strikes out all the 
way around. Our Heidi is just another brainwashed 

German who bows down to kiss the feet of the Jews, 

thinking that it will be reciprocated and everything will be 
made right thereby. After all, we’re all humans, aren’t 
we?  ~~ 
http://www.eliewieseltattoo.com/unrealistic-
expectations-from-a-reader/

______________________________________________  
Drowning in Altruism:  

Thoughts on White Pathology and the Invasion of Europe 
Andrew Joyce, April 28, 2015 — Comments 

 
‘The worst of charity is that the lives you are asked to 

preserve are not worth preserving.’ 

Ralph Waldo Emerson, The Conduct of Life–1860 

Here at TOO we are increasingly concerned with the origin, 
nature, and expression of pathological altruism in Whites. While 

there are a number of causes behind our rapid biological and 
cultural decline, this is surely one of the most potent, and it 
requires urgent and ongoing attention. I recently spent an 
evening reading a large amount of material on the deaths of 
Africans attempting to illegally enter Europe. It wasn’t long 
before I was confronted with an outpouring of White angst over 
the drowning of a disputed number of African invaders. On 
webpage after webpage, in one of the strangest contortions of 
logic imaginable, I witnessed Europe being slandered with 
murder for failing to facilitate an entirely risk-free method of 
invasion. All of the tropes about evil Whites were brought into 
play. The Maltese Prime Minister said the deaths were “nothing 
less than genocide,” and Swedish MEP Cecilia Wikström 
compared the deaths to “the Holocaust”: 
I think that my children and grandchildren are going to ask why 
more wasn’t done to help people running away from Isis, or 

violence in Eritrea or wherever, when we knew that people were 
dying in their thousands. People will ask the same question they 
did after the war, ‘if you were aware, why didn’t you do 

http://www.eliewieseltattoo.com/signatures-prove-lazar-wiesel-is-not-elie-wiesel/
http://www.eliewieseltattoo.com/unrealistic-expectations-from-a-reader/
http://www.eliewieseltattoo.com/unrealistic-expectations-from-a-reader/
http://www.theoccidentalobserver.net/author/andrew-joyce/
http://www.theoccidentalobserver.net/2015/04/drowning-in-altruism-thoughts-on-white-pathology-and-the-invasion-of-europe/#comments
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something?’ In Sweden we allowed our railroads to be used to 
transfer Jews to Nazi death camps. 
The hand-wringing of the politicians was matched by an 
outpouring of fashionable grief from White social justice types. 
On social media platforms Whites are straining to display their 
moral credentials, and thus increase their social status among 
peers, by trying to express the most indignation at ‘Europe’s 
failure.’ Academics, along with the media one of the main 
sources of cultural control, joined in the European festival of 
self-hate. Consider the remarks of Dr Tom Vickers, of 
Northumbria University’s Department of Social Sciences: 
The people drowning in their hundreds in the Mediterranean are 

the victims of securitised immigration controls, imperialist wars, 
and an approach to immigration policy that places profit before 
people. Of course we should demand that EU states do 
everything possible to save people from drowning, and we 
should also demand a safe means for them to cross into Europe 
and equal rights with citizens when they arrive. 
What Vickers is proposing is nothing less than the obliteration of 
European borders, and the subsidization of the African 
usurpation of the European peoples. It is a blueprint for Europe 
to abolish itself, especially given Africa’s 1 billion plus 
population, their high fertility, and the violence and poverty that 
are endemic to the region. Vickers’ ill-informed comments would 
be comical in their naivety, and scandalous in their implications, 
if they were not so widely held and endorsed by millions of like-
minded Whites. On England’s Brighton beach, around two 
hundred of these maladaptive imbeciles, evidently with nothing 
better to do, climbed into body bags as part of a protest 
organized by Amnesty International. 

 
More stunts by the intellectually and morally stunted 

I hasten to add that, amidst the tears, Facebook ‘sharing,’ and 
other trend-following nonsense indulged in by espresso-sipping 
White ethno-masochists, a number of vital facts have been left 
unaddressed. For a start, last year’s UN figures showed that the 
annual death rate for would-be invaders was less than 1.5%. To 
put this into some kind of perspective, the number of Africans 
who die annually trying to reach Europe is around the same 
number killed each year by a hippopotamus. These are just the 
recent figures that have whipped Whites into a self-hating 
frenzy — in 2012 an African was six times more likely to be 
killed by a hippo than die while trying to enter Europe. Making 
an attempt to cross and enter Europe is seen by would-be 
invaders as exceptionally easy and, for an illegal endeavor, very 
safe. In fact, the crossing is a victim of its own success. As it 
became more and more attractive, it eventually became slightly 
less safe due to the increase in numbers attempting to make the 
crossing, fuller and less stable boats, and a rise in demand 
enticing more unscrupulous people traffickers. The key to 
stopping the flow, and reducing any danger, is not to make it 
safer for invaders, but rather to stop them at their point of 

departure or decimate demand for crossings by making it known 
that Africans have no place in Europe. Instead, Europe is 
shaming itself because it isn’t able to ensure the same previous 
levels of safety and assistance that brought about the invasion 
boom in the first place. 
The sober reality of the situation hasn’t prevented the majority 
of White Europeans from incorporating the latest collateral 
damage of the African invasion into an increasingly frenzied 
moral panic about the Continent’s reception of ‘refugees.’ 
Pathological Whites are clamoring for it to be made extremely 

easy and safe for those trying to enter Europe illegally and they 
are basing this on an incredibly dysfunctional set of precepts: 
*That Africans have an innate and unchallengeable ‘right’ to 
enter Europe. 
*That Europeans have an ‘obligation’ to ensure illegal Africans 
can enter Europe safely. 
*That African deaths in transit are a result of European 
indifference rooted in racism, and that this somehow ties in with 
European ‘responsibility’ for Jewish deaths during World War II. 
*That the illegal African invading force is saintly, and consists 
largely of women and children. 
These people are operating in a dreamscape entirely detached 

from reality. Going solely by statistics, these invaders set sail in 
order to take the resources bequeathed to Europeans by their 
ancestors, to rape European women on an unprecedented scale, 
and to speedily fasten themselves like ticks upon European 
social welfare provisions. Pathological Whites are beholden to 
the image of boats filled with saintly men, women and children 
seeking peace, prosperity and inter-ethnic harmony. This is due 
mainly to the fact that much of the media propaganda 
circulating on the Mediterranean deaths attempts to convey the 
image of drowning families, women, and children. CNN 
screeched about ‘pregnant women,’ while other news sources 
peddled tales of toddlers waiting to depart Libya for European 
shores. This fabrication cleverly appeals to the Titanic-like 
‘women and children first’ heartstring that appears to be so 
easily plucked in Whites. However, it remains a calculated 
misrepresentation — UN statistics confirm the vast majority of 
illegal African invaders are male. Even a cursory glance at 
photographs of the invasion fleet reveals the personnel to be 
overwhelmingly young males — precisely the demographic 
profile one would expect of an invading force. However, the 
controllers of the media want the maximum emotional impact 
for their tale of woe. Boatloads of what looks like a casting call 
for Boyz N the Hood won’t suffice, so the narrative is skewed 
away from reality in order to stoke the moral panic. 
What do these illegal male African immigrants do once they 
have safely arrived on European soil? Well, according to 
statistics, in Denmark they have a crime rate 73% higher than 
the Danish male population average. In Finland they will form 
2.2% of the population but commit 21% of rapes. In Germany 
they will commit crimes five times more often than natives. In 
Greece they will be responsible for half of all criminal activity. In 
the Netherlands their youth will be responsible for 63% of 
juvenile crime. In Norway, they committed all assault rapes in 
2007, 2008 and 2009. They comprise 69.7% of the Swiss prison 
population, and have a crime rate 600% higher than the Swiss 
average. In Sweden they will commit 25% of all crime, and are 
five times more likely to commit a sex crime than natives. In 
England they will commit a third of all sex crimes. In Italy they 
will be responsible for 40% of rapes. 

 
Another boat full of ‘women and children’ 

Nevertheless, pathological Whites want it to be made easier for 
these men to get to Europe. Once here, the pathology continues 
as the invaders are greeted by Whites who are indoctrinated to 
see them as no different from anyone else. The invaders are 
trusted. Relationships develop. Relationships like that of English 
nurse Kate Cullen, who extended her own welcome to ‘asylum 
seeker’ Iman Ghaefelipour by involving herself romantically with 
him. Ghaefelipour reciprocated by stabbing her in the head 130 
times. But no lessons were learned, and the pathology 
continues. The saintly seafarers must be rescued. These Whites 
are agonizing over the safety of African invaders who will 
inevitably bring misery to themselves and their progeny. 
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Blame ourselves instead 

Why are so many Whites seemingly incapable of seeing the 
situation as it truly is? Despite all facts to the contrary, they 
clearly persist in seeing self-interested crime-prone invaders as 
saintly victims traversing a terrible sea in search of peace and 
harmony with their new White friends. According to the 
pathological narrative, the peace-loving ‘women and children’ 
drown as victims of a heartless, racist ‘fortress Europe.’Part of 
the reason for White blindness is that Whites are very consumed 
with the emotive qualities of the false narrative. The ‘women 
and children’ fantasy, together with an emphasis on Europe’s 
moral ‘obligations,’ is very prominent in discussions of this 
issue. It appeals to Whites on an instinctive level. 
However, these putative White instincts are redundant without 
triggers, and these have been ably provided by the media and 
its direction and manipulation of public opinion. There is thus a 
potent mix of manipulative media narrative and emotive triggers 
which combine to move the sensibilities of Whites. Exactly the 
same situation prevailed in the West in the early 1880s when 
Whites were fed false narratives of the Russian pogroms. Then, 
Whites rushed to protest against Russian violence and support 
the innocent Jews (women and children were prominent in the 
narrative of Jewish victimization), oblivious to the fact the 
violence was invented. The Jews weren’t peace-seeking 
‘refugees’ at all, but were flooding the West in search of wealth 
and power. The reason for White ignorance was a contemporary 
media monopoly, Jewish propaganda, and the careful control of 
the popular narrative. 
It is true that Whites appear exceptionally altruistic at times, but 
it must be acknowledged that this is exacerbated and directed to 
a great extent by media and cultural influences which dictate to 
Whites where the moral boundaries lie. It’s no coincidence that 
examples of White suicidal altruism, in issues of ethnicity and 
race, began around the mid-nineteenth century, precisely the 

same period that witnessed the rise of the modern mass media. 
The concept of a ‘moral panic’ may be useful for our 
understanding of the interaction between a manipulative media, 
cultural Marxism, and White sensitivity to moral issues. Moral 
panics are traditionally conceived as intense feelings expressed 
in a population about an issue which appears to threaten the 
social order. Common examples provided in this context are the 
panic over video games in the early 1990s, and panics in several 
countries over ritual satanic abuse. In these cases, the media is 
said to be volatile and play a large role in stoking a level of 
public concern about the issue which is disproportionate to the 
true level of the threat. There is normally also a sense of 
hostility towards an identified ‘folk devil.’ The concept has been 
readily accepted and pushed by Jews and the Left because 
Leftist academics commonly associate moral panics with 
allegedly irrational Right-wing or traditional beliefs. Some have 
even attempted to construct ‘anti-Semitism’ as little more than 
a moral panic. I believe the model remains useful, but not in the 
way it has been utilized by Jews or the Left. 
I think the best conception of a moral panic is to see it as 
intense feelings expressed in a population about an issue which 
appears to threaten the moral order, rather than the social 
order. This allows us to better understand the manipulation of 
the immigration debate, and the recent White reaction to the 
deaths of African invaders is a classic example. Suicidal White 
altruism on behalf of African invaders is brought about and 
encouraged by the framing of African deaths by the media and 
the controllers of culture as a simple and explicitly moral issue. 
There is an overwhelming focus on European ‘obligations’ in 

current discussion and this is accompanied by maudlin ‘it’s the 
right thing to do’ chattering. The deaths are carefully 
quarantined from discussions about the impact of immigration or 
immigrant crime. We are instead encouraged to focus just on 
the ‘women and children’ and the boats. 
The intensity of European public feeling is thus stoked by a false 
narrative, including continuous stories about ‘pregnant women’ 
and children, until the feeling of concern is greatly 
disproportionate to the actually quite minimal risk taken by 
African men. The issue, as it exists in the public mind, is thus 
greatly different in scale and content from the situation as it 
actually occurs. The resultant extreme moralism on the issue is 

thus a product of the European concern with morality as social 
currency (an internal factor), together with a significant amount 
of manipulation and direction via domination by hostile elites of 
the media and intellectual high ground in the West (an external 
factor). The ‘folk devil’ in this case, as in all others involving 
race, is European man himself. He is encouraged to keep 
pushing his government to introduce ever more lenient border 
measures (which are designated as inherently immoral) until 
they are finally abolished altogether. Only when non-Whites 
have unfettered access to his land and resources will his internal 
guilt be assuaged. 
The seed of the notion of Europeans as folk devils is sown from 
a young age in European minds through ‘Holocaust’ education 
and skewed lessons on the history of slavery and race relations. 
The eradication of the White’s sense of ethnocentrism (indeed, 
the cultivation of his active disdain for it) is completed with his 
college education, where he is exposed to the radical critique of 
his culture and its past. Throughout his education and growth 
into adulthood he is surrounded by a rapidly degenerating 
culture in which there are no certainties, no traditions. He 
unthinkingly absorbs the prevailing dogma: gender is a 
construct, race is a construct, sexuality is fluid, and the 
traditional family unit is despotic. Stripped of all sense of pride 
and identity, the young (often successful and educated) are then 
primed to begin a life of conscious or unconscious self-hatred. 
Kevin MacDonald has pointed to young, childless, 30-something 
Whites who fit exactly this profile. They join organizations like 
Doctors without Borders, where they risk being murdered and 
work for peanuts helping non-Whites. They then return home 
where they showcase their inter-ethnic altruism for social 
approval. 
This self-hatred can be relatively dormant, to the extent that it 
is often sub-conscious, but will spike when the media or other 
cultural influences discover a suitable issue and build a false 
narrative around it. When the false narrative goes mainstream, 
replete with emotive moral triggers, White self-hate translates 
into activism which then takes on a life and momentum of its 
own. The moral crusade quickly becomes fashionable, spreading 
on trend-facilitators like social media, gaining more and more 
blind followers. The true facts behind the original issue are by 
this point buried under layers of socially constructed debate, 
stunts, and protests of the ‘body-bag-on-a-beach’ variety. 
Counterarguments are at this stage designated as subversive, 
and as an extension of the folk devil of Europe’s ‘racist’ past. 
Even ‘indifference’ and any mention of the costs of immigration 

are treated with contempt. Those individuals who are alert to 
the ruse and actively organize behind a counterargument, such 
as PEGIDA or nationalist political parties, are designated as folk 
devils incarnate. Confronted with these folk devils, White 
moralism reaches its zenith. 
An excellent example of reaction to a specific ‘folk devil’ in this 
instance is the furore caused by Katie Hopkins, a journalist for 
England’s The Sun. Hopkins refused to accept the false 
narrative, and sent pathological Whites into a tailspin by writing 
a piece titled ‘Rescue boats? I’d use gunships to stop migrants.’ 
She wrote: “NO, I don’t care. Show me pictures of coffins, show 
me bodies floating in water, play violins and show me skinny 
people looking sad. I still don’t care. Because in the next minute 
you’ll show me pictures of aggressive young men at Calais, 
spreading like norovirus on a cruise ship.” 
Hopkins’ crime here was her refusal to display the expected 
emotional response to the trigger propaganda, along with her 
refusal to adopt the tunnel-vision of events advocated by the 
media. She refused to see only the bodies and the boats. She 
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stuck to the bigger picture — the picture of a Europe invaded by 
“aggressive” Africans who are “spreading like norovirus” across 
Europe. Hopkins refused to accept the false image of vulnerable, 
victimized women and children. She wrote, “Make no mistake, 
these migrants are like cockroaches…they are built to survive a 
nuclear bomb. They are survivors. Once gunships have driven 
them back to their shores, boats need to be confiscated and 
burned on a huge bonfire.” 

 
Katie Hopkins: Refusing the False Narrative 

Reaction against Hopkins was swift. A petition calling for her to 
be fired from her job has now gathered well over a quarter of a 
million signatures on Change.org, that cesspit for pathological 
White activism. The page pertaining to Hopkins proudly 
announces it has raised around $50,000 for the African 
invaders, and features ‘Twitter mentions’ for self-important 
White moralists who have condemned Hopkins as ‘vile,’ ‘evil,’ ‘a 
Nazi,’ ‘loathsome,’ and ‘repulsive.’ The United Nations, urged on 
by the social outrage fashion-followers, described her comments 
as “pro-genocide propaganda (!).” 
Finally, after a complaint by the Society of Black Lawyers, who 
alleged that Hopkins was guilty of incitement to racial hatred, 
the ‘specialist crime and investigations directorate’ of the 
Metropolitan Police is now considering whether Hopkins should 
be prosecuted under the Public Order Act (the racial aspect of 
which, as I have previously documented, was introduced thanks 
to Jewish efforts). We thus see the full performance of a trifecta 
of White handicaps — the destruction of White culture, the 

manipulation of White opinion and moral outrage, and the 
repression of pro-White counterargument through cultural and 
legal controls. 
Aside from active factors in the White malaise, we must also 
consider the passive factors. It is an unfortunate reality that the 
majority of people in any given society are relatively unthinking. 
Many are intellectually lazy or are otherwise pre-occupied with 
other aspects of their lives. These people, and we all know many 
of them, unquestionably accept widely circulating information as 
factual, acceptable, and rational. Many either can’t or won’t 
engage in independent thought, and it is therefore unsurprising 
that many Whites are happy to ‘like’ and ‘share’ and ‘comment’ 
on the invader deaths in the manner commensurate with their 
indoctrination, but refrain from ever conducting independent 
research into the matter. 
If they did possess such initiative, they would find that many of 
the deaths are murders committed by the migrants themselves. 
This would undoubtedly have an impact on their view of the 
situation. It appears that the majority of cases invader deaths 
on the Med are murders, carried out for tribal or religions 
reasons, or by unscrupulous smugglers. For example, less than 
two weeks ago fifteen Muslim invaders threw twelve Christian 
invaders into the Mediterranean, where they drowned. Was 
Europe to blame for this? Of course not, but the twelve will be 
quietly added to the death toll, which will then be used by 
Europeans for self-flagellation. Last year, according to the New 
York Times, “smugglers deliberately rammed a boat carrying 
some 500 refugees who refused a transfer to a smaller boat 
they felt was not safe. The smugglers reportedly laughed as 
terrified men, women and children sank into the sea. Only nine 
people are thought to have survived.” 
Is this an example of a ‘genocide’ carried out by Europe? 
Pathological Whites believe so, and they are rushing to give 
assuage their guilt by devoting their time, energy and resources 
to assisting the African invasion. 

On such couple is Chris and Regina Catrambone. These 
millionaires are spending an average $445,000 each month 
operating a 40-meter floating medical center. Their operation 
has helped more than 3,000 Africans reach Europe since 
launching late last year. The case of the Catrambone’s illustrates 
the array of social and cultural influences bearing down on 
Whites and encouraging their activism on behalf of African 
invaders. The couple say there were inspired by a sermon from 
Pope Francis in which he criticized what he called the “global 
indifference” to the ‘refugee crisis.’ 
This brings us to another contributing factor of White pathology 
— the total failure of modern Christian religious institutions to 

protect the ethnic group that brought the Christian religion to its 
greatest fulfilment. As Kevin MacDonald has pointed out, a lot of 
this has to do with the corruption of the Church by the secular 
Left, and the fact that after the 60s eventually even Christians 
adopted a lot of the attitudes of the era. But a major failing of 
Christianity is that, unlike Judaism or comparable racialist 
religions like the Nation of Islam, is has no ethnic component 
whatsoever. Christianity is fundamentally universalist and this 
renders it completely ineffective as the driving force for a White 
group evolutionary strategy.  Christianity may have worked in 
the past, but it is not going to help us now. Christian moralism, 
when combined with Christian universalism, is a death sentence 
for White ethnic interests. When morality is defined as 
essentially universal, it can have no ethnic application. In fact, 
in the context of intense ethnic competition, such a moral 
scheme will inevitably contribute to the rapid decline of the 
universalists. As I have written previously, 
In the past, when Europe, North America and other White 
homelands were ethnically homogenous (and confidently so) 
some of the fundamental conflicts between ideas of the 
“universal man under God,” and an acknowledgement that one 
was part of a specific ethnic community with concrete interests, 
could be masked. Not so in this brave new world. Only since the 
1950s can we assess the utility of the Christian faith in acting as 
a boon to the folk who for centuries granted it lordship over 
them. And in the assessment of this writer, it has been found 
wanting. 
I have no real hostility to Christianity. I believe simply that it 
will only be an asset to White ethnic survival when it recognizes 
the genocide of Whites and designates it as a moral evil and 
contrary to the wishes of God. Unfortunately, I see no signs of 
this occurring. 
Morality is not, in itself, a bad thing. But history is replete with 
examples of mankind perpetrating evil in the conviction that ‘the 
right thing’ was being done. A great evil is underway in Europe 
— the slow but steady genocide of an indigenous people — and 
it is being carried out under superficially ‘moral’ precepts. All 
one needs to do in order to engineer such an evil among a 
people prone to altruism and sensitive to moral concerns, is to 
redraw the moral boundaries of that people — to make them 
their own folk devil. We at TOO know better than most how and 
why our society has been transformed and its values inverted. 
And we know who lies behind it. 

*** 

Monotheism vs. Polytheism 
Posted: 28 Apr 2015 12:00 AM PDT 

This piece below was first published in Chronicles -
A Magazine of American Culture, April 1996. 

Can we still conceive of the revival of pagan sensibility in an age 
so profoundly saturated by Judeo-Christian monotheism and so 
ardently adhering to the tenets of liberal democracy? In popular 
parlance the very word “paganism” may incite some to derision 
and laughter. Who, after all, wants to be associated with witches 
and witchcraft, with sorcery and black magic? Worshiping 
animals or plants, or chanting hymns to Wotan or Zeus, in an 
epoch of cable television and “smart weapons,” does not augur 
well for serious intellectual and academic inquiry. 
Yet, before we begin to heap scorn on paganism, we should 
pause for a moment. Paganism is not just witches and witches’ 
brew; paganism also means a mix of highly speculative theories 
and philosophies. Paganism is Seneca and Tacitus; it is an 

artistic and cultural movement that swept over Italy under the 
banner of the Renaissance. Paganism also means Friedrich 
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Nietzsche, Martin Heidegger, Charles Darwin, and a host of 
other thinkers associated with the Western cultural heritage. 
Two thousand years of Judeo-Christianity have not obscured the 
fact that pagan thought has not yet disappeared, even though it 
has often been blurred, stifled, or persecuted by monotheistic 
religions and their secular offshoots. 
Undoubtedly, many would admit that in the realm of ethics all 
men and women of the world are the children of Abraham. 
Indeed, even the bolder ones who somewhat self-righteously 
claim to have rejected the Christian or Jewish theologies, and 
who claim to have replaced them with “secular humanism,” 
frequently ignore that their self-styled secular beliefs are firmly 

grounded in Judeo-Christian ethics. Abraham and Moses may be 
dethroned today, but their moral edicts and spiritual ordinances 
are much alive. The global and disenchanted world, 
accompanied by the litany of human rights, ecumenical society, 
and the rule of law—are these not principles that can be traced 
directly to the Judeo-Christian messianism that resurfaces today 
in its secular version under the elegant garb of modern 
“progressive” ideologies? 
And yet, we should not forget that the Western world did not 
begin with the birth of Christ. Neither did the religions of ancient 
Europeans see the first light of the day with Moses—in the 
desert. Nor did our much-vaunted democracy begin with the 
period of Enlightenment or with the proclamation of American 
independence. Democracy and independence—all of this existed 
in ancient Greece, albeit in its own unique social and religious 
context. Our Greco-Roman ancestors, our predecessors who 
roamed the woods of central and northern Europe, also believed 
in honor, justice, and virtue, although they attached to these 
notions a radically different meaning. Attempting to judge, 
therefore, ancient European political and religious 
manifestations through the lens of our ethnocentric and 
reductionist glasses could mean losing sight of how much we 
have departed from our ancient heritage, as well as forgetting 
that modern intellectual epistemology and methodology have 
been greatly influenced by the Bible. 
Just because we profess historical optimism — or believe in the 
progress of the modem “therapeutic state” — does not 
necessarily mean that our society is indeed the “best of all 
worlds.” Who knows, with the death of communism, with the 
exhaustion of liberalism, with the visible depletion of the 
congregations in churches and synagogues, we may be 
witnessing the dawn of neopaganism, a new blossoming of old 
cultures, a return to the roots that are directly tied to our 
ancient European precursors. Who can dispute the fact that 
Athens was the homeland of Europeans before Jerusalem 
became their frequently painful edifice? 
Great lamenting is heard from all quarters of our disenchanted 
and barren world today. Gods seem to have departed, as 
Nietzsche predicted a century ago, ideologies are dead, and 
liberalism hardly seems capable of providing man with enduring 
spiritual support. Maybe the time has come to search for other 
paradigms? Perhaps the moment is ripe, as Alain dc Benoist 
would argue, to envision another cultural and spiritual 
revolution—a revolution that might well embody our pre-
Christian European pagan heritage? 

http://www.theoccidentalobserver.net/2015/04/drowni
ng-in-altruism-thoughts-on-white-pathology-and-the-
invasion-of-europe/ 

*** 
Augment the above with this: 

The Holy Hatred 

By Ernst Hiemer – 1943 

One is overcome with horror upon reading the history of the 

Jews, as for example in an unabbreviated and unfalsified version 

of the Old Testament. One feels horror at the unique depravity 

of the Jews, at the crimes they have committed, at the devilish 

hate they have from the beginning directed against all those 

who did not want to bow to the yoke of Pan-Jewry! This horror 

becomes terror when one reads the rabbinical writings and 

reads such outbursts of Jewish rage as one finds in the Talmud 

Schulchan-Aruch. There it is written: 

-- From Mt. Sinai: What does Sinai mean? Sinai is the mountain 

on which Moses received the Jewish laws from the God Jahwe. 

From this mountain, the hatred of the Jews against all other 

peoples of the world has spread. (Schabbath, 89a) 

-- Every Jew has the obligation to see that Christian churches 

are burned down and wiped out. The faithful must be insulted 

and the clergy killed. (Schulchan Aruch, Jore dea, 146, 14) 

-- The Gentile is human shit. He is just as unclean. (Orach 

Chajim, 55, 20). 

That is what the “holy” books of the Jews say. Every Jew, 

regardless of whether he lives in Germany or America, whether 

he speaks Russian or Spanish, whether he lives in the ghetto or 

on Wall Street, thinks and feels as the Talmud commands him. 

The term “Old Testament hatred” expresses the deep antipathy 

Jews feel toward Gentiles. Despite its inferiority, Jewry was able 

to survive over the millennia because of its satanic hatred 

against Gentiles. 

Jewish hatred today is as strong as it ever was. He who does not 

submit is their enemy. The Jew hates the enemy with all his 

heart and with all the strength of his satanic soul. One needs 

only to recall the pitiless rage Jews have always shown against 

those who have attempted to rouse the Gentile nations to battle 

against their deadly enemy by revealing the Jew as the Devil in 

human form. Following the old method, these men are defeated 

bit by bit until they are finally disposed of. The Jews 

systematically destroyed their honor and cleverly robbed them 

of their possessions until they suddenly died a “natural death.” 

We must leave to future historians the task of explaining how 

many of the “heart attacks,” “suicides” and other such causes of 

death for many opponents of the Jews were really the work of 

eternal Jewish hatred. Things will be revealed that we do not 

even suspect today. 

Deep and boundless hatred is an essential characteristic of 

Jewry. It is rooted in the Devil’s blood of the Jews and can only 

be distantly understood by the other peoples of the earth. 

Still, it is our duty to learn from history. Gentiles, above all the 

Germans, were always too “decent” and “objective” to respond 

to Jewish hatred in the same or at least similar way. As a people 

of “poets and thinkers,” we thought it beneath our dignity to 

respond with the same methods. We were not able even to 

make clear to the public the filth and depravity of our enemy. 

We were so “sensitive” that we avoided fighting the Jewish 

creature. 

Now there is war! The Jews forced us into a struggle for life and 

death. The war has forced us to give up much we formerly 

thought was necessary. It has also forced us to give up the 

“politeness” that in reality is a weakness. A boxer in the ring 

must use his fists to defend himself against his opponent. A 

fencer can only win when he uses his sword. We as a people will 

survive this war only if we eliminate weakness and “politeness” 

and respond to the Jews with an equal hatred. We must always 

keep in mind what the Jew wants today, and what he plans to 

do with us. If we do not oppose the Jews with the entire energy 

of our people, we are lost. But if we can use the full force of our 

soul that has been released by the National Socialist revolution, 

we need not fear the future. The devilish hatred of the Jews 

plunged the world into war, need and misery. Our holy hatred 

will bring us victory and save all of mankind. 

Source: Ernst Hiemer, “Der heilige Haß” in Der Stürmer, 

no. 18/1943. 

 

 

______________________________________________________________________  

Here is an example of the self-defined “Jewish tone” from New York! 

http://www.theoccidentalobserver.net/2015/04/drowning-in-altruism-thoughts-on-white-pathology-and-the-invasion-of-europe/
http://www.theoccidentalobserver.net/2015/04/drowning-in-altruism-thoughts-on-white-pathology-and-the-invasion-of-europe/
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Neil deGrasse Tyson destroys moon landing truthers: “Are you trying to blow my mind?” 
He also explains why black people never see UFOs and why aliens are so into butt stuff

 
JOANNA ROTHKOPF, FRIDAY, APR 17, 2015 10:44 PM 

+0930 

 
(Credit: Comedy Central) 

On Thursday evening’s edition of “The Nightly Show,” host Larry 
Wilmore attempted to “break” astrophysicist Neil deGrasse 
Tyson’s brain by forcing him to disprove a number of conspiracy 
theories. 
The first conspiracy Tyson had to debunk was that the moon 
landing and the accompanying video were actually staged. If 
you know anything about me (which you don’t because I’ve 
never written publicly about this before) you’ll know that my 
boyfriend, who is actually very smart in every other way, is a 
moon landing truther. It’s an odd little quirk that transforms him 
from normal New York Jewish boy into New York Jewish boy who 
you maybe shouldn’t leave alone with your children. Needless to 
say, when we watched this together last night, I physically 
mooned him because I am the winner of that argument and he 
is so, so dumb. But back to the show. 

“Are you trying to blow my mind?” Tyson asked after comedian 
Mike Cannon verbatim echoed the views of my whack boyfriend. 
“You can look at the Saturn V rocket, which got us to the moon 
and back, and calculate how much fuel is in there, and watch 
the thing take off, and ask yourself: where the hell do you think 
this thing is going? There’s enough fuel to get you to the moon, 
and stuff left over to come back. It’s not just going down to the 
grocery store — it is a Saturn V rocket.” 
He also explained why the flag seems to blow in the air in the 
moon landing footage — a detail often invoked by truthers: 
“Since there is no air on the moon, anything set into motion — 
because they set up the flag and he’s holding it and lets go, the 
flag flips back and forth and it doesn’t slow down because 
there’s no air to slow it down.” 
They also discussed why aliens are so into butt stuff, why black 
people never see UFOs, and whether or not Stevie Wonder is 
actually blind — and Tyson had a great answer to each of these, 
except for the last one. Because I am maybe a Stevie Wonder 
truther, and I can’t be won over. 
Watch the clip below: only available in the USA. 

  
Joanna Rothkopf is an assistant editor at Salon, focusing 
on science, health and society. Follow @JoannaRothkopf 
or email jrothkopf@salon.com. 
http://www.salon.com/2015/04/17/neil_degrasse_tyso
n_destroys_moon_landing_truthers_are_you_trying_to_
blow_my_mind/  
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The Hitler gun control lie 
Gun rights activists who cite the dictator as a reason against  

gun control have their history dangerously wrong 

ALEX SEITZ-WALD  

 
This week, people were shocked  when the Drudge Report 
posted a giant picture of Hitler over a headline 
speculating that the White House will proceed with 
executive orders to limit access to firearms. The proposed 
orders are exceedingly tame, but Drudge’s reaction is 
actually a common conservative response to any 
invocation of gun control. 
The NRA, Fox News, Fox News (again), Alex Jones, email 
chains, Joe “the Plumber” Wurzelbacher, Gun Owners of 
America, etc., all agree that gun control was critical to Hitler’s 
rise to power. Jews for the Preservation of Firearms 
Ownership (“America’s most aggressive defender of firearms 
ownership”) is built almost exclusively around this notion, 
popularizing posters of Hitler giving the Nazi salute  
next to the text: “All in favor of ‘gun control’ raise your right 
hand.” 

In his 1994 book, NRA head Wayne LaPierre dwelled on the 
Hitler meme at length, writing: “In Germany, Jewish 
extermination began with the Nazi Weapon Law of 1938, signed 
by Adolf Hitler.” 
And it makes a certain amount of intuitive sense: If you’re going 
to impose a brutal authoritarian regime on your populace, better 
to disarm them first so they can’t fight back. 
Unfortunately for LaPierre et al., the notion that Hitler 
confiscated everyone’s guns is mostly bogus. And 

the ancillary claim that Jews could have stopped the Holocaust 
with more guns doesn’t make any sense at all if you think about 
it for more than a minute. 
University of Chicago law professor Bernard Harcourt explored 
this myth in depth in a 2004 article published in the Fordham 
Law Review. As it turns out, the Weimar Republic, the German 
government that immediately preceded Hitler’s, actually 
had tougher gun laws than the Nazi regime. After its defeat in 
World War I, and agreeing to the harsh surrender terms laid out 
in the Treaty of Versailles, the German legislature in 1919 
passed a law that effectively banned all private firearm 
possession, leading the government to confiscate guns already 
in circulation. In 1928, the Reichstag relaxed the regulation a 
bit, but put in place a strict registration regime that required 
citizens to acquire separate permits to own guns, sell them or 
carry them. 
The 1938 law signed by Hitler that LaPierre mentions in his book 
basically does the opposite of what he says it did. “The 1938 
revisions completely deregulated the acquisition and transfer of 
rifles and shotguns, as well as ammunition,” Harcourt wrote. 
Meanwhile, many more categories of people, including Nazi 
party members, were exempted from gun ownership regulations 
altogether, while the legal age of purchase was lowered from 20 
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to 18, and permit lengths were extended from one year to three 
years. 
The law did prohibit Jews and other persecuted classes from 
owning guns, but this should not be an indictment of gun control 
in general. Does the fact that Nazis forced Jews into horrendous 
ghettos indict urban planning? Should we eliminate all police 
officers because the Nazis used police officers to oppress and kill 
the Jews? What about public works — Hitler loved public works 
projects? Of course not. These are merely implements that can 
be used for good or ill, much as gun advocates like to argue 
about guns themselves. If guns don’t kill people, then neither 
does gun control cause genocide (genocidal regimes cause 
genocide). 
Besides, Omer Bartov, a historian at Brown University who 
studies the Third Reich, notes that the Jews probably wouldn’t 
have had much success fighting back. “Just imagine the Jews of 
Germany exercising the right to bear arms and fighting the SA, 
SS and the Wehrmacht. The [Russian] Red Army lost 7 million 
men fighting the Wehrmacht, despite its tanks and planes and 
artillery. The Jews with pistols and shotguns would have done 
better?” he told Salon. 
Proponents of the theory sometimes point to the 1943 Warsaw 
Ghetto Uprising as evidence that, as Fox News’ Judge Andrew 
Napolitano put it, “those able to hold onto their arms and their 
basic right to self-defense were much more successful in 
resisting the Nazi genocide.” But as the Tablet’s Michael 
Moynihan points out, Napolitano’s history (curiously based on a 
citation of work by French Holocaust denier Robert Faurisson) is 
a bit off. In reality, only about 20 Germans were killed, while 
some 13,000 Jews were massacred. The remaining 50,000 who 
survived were promptly sent off to concentration camps. 
Robert Spitzer, a political scientist who studies gun politics and 
chairs the political science department at SUNY Cortland, told 
Mother Jones’ Gavin Aronsen that the prohibition on Jewish gun 
ownership was merely a symptom, not the problem itself. “[It] 
wasn’t the defining moment that marked the beginning of the 
end for Jewish people in Germany. It was because they were 
persecuted, were deprived of all of their rights, and they were a 
minority group,” he explained. 
Meanwhile, much of the Hitler myth is based on an infamous 
quote falsely attributed to the Fuhrer, which extols the virtue of 
gun control: 

This year will go down in history! For the first time, a civilized 
nation has full gun registration! Our streets will be safer, our 
police more efficient, and the world will follow our lead into the 
future! 
The quote has been widely reproduced in blog posts and opinion 
columns about gun control, but it’s “probably a fraud and was 
likely never uttered,” according to Harcourt. “This quotation, 
often seen without any date or citation at all, suffers from 
several credibility problems, the most significant of which is that 
the date often given [1935] has no correlation with any 
legislative effort by the Nazis for gun registration, nor would 
there have been any need for the Nazis to pass such a law, 
since gun registration laws passed by the Weimar government 
were already in effect,” researchers at the useful website 
GunCite note. 
“As for Stalin,” Bartov continued, “the very idea of either gun 
control or the freedom to bear arms would have been absurd to 
him. His regime used violence on a vast scale, provided arms to 
thugs of all descriptions, and stripped not guns but any human 
image from those it declared to be its enemies. And then, when 
it needed them, as in WWII, it took millions of men out of the 
Gulags, trained and armed them and sent them to fight Hitler, 
only to send back the few survivors into the camps if they 
uttered any criticism of the regime.” 
Bartov added that this misreading of history is not only 
intellectually dishonest, but also dangerous.  “I happen to have 
been a combat soldier and officer in the Israeli Defense Forces 
and I know what these assault rifles can do,” he said in an 
email. 
He continued: “Their assertion that they need these guns to 
protect themselves from the government — as supposedly the 
Jews would have done against the Hitler regime — means not 
only that they are innocent of any knowledge and understanding 
of the past, but also that they are consciously or not imbued 
with the type of fascist or Bolshevik thinking that they can turn 
against a democratically elected government, indeed turn their 
guns on it, just because they don’t like its policies, its ideology, 
or the color, race and origin of its leaders.” 
Alex Seitz-Wald is Salon's political reporter. Email him at 
aseitz-wald@salon.com, and follow him on 
Twitter @aseitzwald. 
http://www.salon.com/2013/01/11/stop_talking_about

_hitler/  
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Review: ICO celebrates Butler ArtsFest - By Tom Aldridge 

Though "Banned Music" was the title of Friday's ICO concert, in 
keeping with Butler's Outlaws & Outsiders ArtsFest theme, the 
ICO term seemed a bit stretched in music director Kirk 
Trevor's program.  Handel's operaAgrippina (1709) was played 
to great acclaim in Venice while Handel was there; Trevor 
opened the program with its overture.  Renaldo (1711) was not 
produced in Italy during Handel's Italian residency, but had its 
world premiere in England in the year it was written.   Trevor 
played four excerpts from it, showing a good sensitivity to the 
Baroque style, as well as in theAgrippina Overture. 
Richard Wagner (1813-1883), a musical genius, but even a 
greater one in his own mind, felt he was above the law which 
applied to ordinary mortals.  Thus he had to escape Dresden in 
the 1840s because of his leftist politics -- and avoided being 
sent to debtor's prison in other instances.  But Trevor selected 
Wagner'sSiegfried Idyll, with its world premiere on Christmas 
morning 1870 in the Wagner household as a gift to his wife 
Cosima whose birthday was Dec. 24.  It was never banned. 

Trevor gave us the chamber version augmented by extra strings 
over the few that fit on the Wagner staircase. 
Franz Schreker (1878-1934) found himself a Jew in the world of 
Nazi Germany.  But prior to that period, he wrote his Chamber 
Symphony (Kammersymphonie) for 23 Solo Instruments (1916) 
which at the time was not banned but surely was during the 
Third Reich.  Trevor expanded this short, five-movement work 
to include all his regular strings. 

It is regrettable that Trevor is retiring from the orchestra 
following his May 16 concert,  just when the group has found its 
perfect venue and Trevor has coelseced his players into such a 
unified body.  All three composers and their works were given 
top-notch readings, most especially the Siegfried Idyll, a work 
which I find to be at the summit of Wagner's creative genius, 
the Romantic era's most beautiful music.  Trevor and his players 
wove their way through Wagner's themes and counterthemes, 
each using the augmented triad (e.g. D - F# - A#) as a tension 
raiser.  Tension - relaxation - tension - resolution.  Nobody did it 
better than Wagner, and few have realized it better than our 
chamber orchestra and its director. 
Schreker's Chamber Symphony leans toward Richard Strauss 
without imitating him. The presence of such percussion 
instruments as the xylophone, cymbals, triangle, harp, piano, 
harmonium and celesta--though modestly used--contributed a 
set of timbres unique to this composer.  And Trevor balanced 
them with the rest of his orchestra, producing many tonal 

intervals against "controlled" dissonance, with each new 
movement marking a tempo change.  This was, in my 
recollection, my introduction to the work; it belongs in the 
standard repertoire. April 17; Howard L. Schrott Center for the 
Arts 
http://www.nuvo.net/indianapolis/review-icocelebrates-
butler-artsfest/Content?oid=3119466  
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