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November 16, 2015 

Carolyn puts Prof. Kevin MacDonald's statements 
about “Holocaust” revisionism made on Nordfront 
Radio this month under the spotlight, and contrasts 
his arguments with those of “convicted holocaust 
denier” and German heroine Ursula Haverbeck.  

Carolyn calls for more open discussion of why so 

many White nationalists are afraid not to believe in 
the “Holocaust” and why that is not an honest 
position. 1h23m  
 

*Need donations for Himmler speech translation - $2 
minimum to receive a copy; 
*The terror in France will bring down Merkel's 
government; 
*Dissection of 5 min. clip of KMac on the holocaust on 
Nordfront radio; 
*Ursula Haverbeck: How German judges do the work of 
the Jewish accusers and the state of Israel; 
*Fritjof Meyer 2002 article on number of Auschwitz 
victims; 
*Why being neutral about the “holocaust” is not an 
option. 

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

Comments 
carolynTue, 17/11/15 

Jews control history too 

Here is a thought that I just had: If Jewish power lies in 
their control of the media, academia, and the political 
processes, as Kevin MacDonald says ... what about their 
control of HISTORY? 
"The Holocaust" has to be a result of the Jews' ability to 

control the historical narrative. And when you control 
that, you've pretty much got it wrapped up! 
When we convince enough people that the "The 
Holocaust" is a fraud, it will be a tremendous blow to 

their entire historical facade. It's true they use the other 
areas they control to prevent that, but TRUTH WILL OUT 
eventually, and we need to give it all the help we can. 

 REPLY 

carolynTue, 17/11/15 
Poland takes advantage of false history 

The sharp exchange today between European Parliament 
president Martin Schulz and the new government of 
Poland is a good example of how history is distorted by 
the false "Holocaust" legend.  

The Poles use the Jewish WW2 "history" to bludgeon 
Germany whenever they want something or want to get 
out of doing something. They will always bring up their 
invented victimhood in WW2 without ever mentioning 
their large role in antagonizing Germany and persecuting 
ethnic Germans living on German lands that had been 

handed over to the newly created Poland after WW1. 

In this case, Poland's new interior minister accused 
Schulz on Tuesday of "German arrogance" and recalled 
Nazi atrocities in Warsaw in his reaction to Schulz's 
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criticism of Warsaw's reluctance to accept migrants 
under EU quotas. Just because Schultz is German, 
although he represents the European Parliament 

and not the government in Berlin, the Polish minister 
thought it okay to attack Schultz on the basis of 
Germany's past. 
I am not a fan of Schultz nor of the EU quotas, but 

bringing up WW2 on the man is really beyond the pale. 
This goes on all the time, and not just with Poland. For 
its part, Germany is unwilling to stand up for itself under 
this type of attack, again because of the false 
"Holocaust" for which it was forced to accept the blame. 
It really distorts the entire dialog about today's issues. 
http://news.yahoo.com/poland-accuses-eus-schulz-german-
arrogance-migrant-spat-144247269.html 

 REPLY 
Hadding (not verified)Tue, 17/11/15 

the real problem 

Dr. William Pierce did not only publicize Jewish control of 

mass-media (which I think he started doing actually in 
the late 60s). He also disputed the Holocaust. 
I think that it is important to talk about Jewish control of 
mass-media, but I can't see how that is supposed to 
make much of an impression unless the ways in which 
Jews are abusing that control are also discussed. 
Otherwise Jewish control of mass-media becomes a big 

"So what?" It is absolutely necessary therefore to debunk 
Jewish lies, and for somebody who knows something 
about it, the Holocaust is clearly one. 
I think that Dr MacDonald's problem here is precisely, as 
he says, that he is not competent to discuss it and also 
not comfortable with it. But it really is not so 
complicated, and for somebody who lives in the United 

States and is not trying to function in academia anymore, 
there really is no reason to be so uncomfortable, because 
there are quite solid facts supporting this position -- if 
one cares to learn them. One should acquire knowledge 
and then stand on that knowledge. 
I can't recall that anybody ever called Dr. Pierce a kook, 

or portrayed him as a kook, as Dr. MacDonald says 
would happen. Dr. Pierce was careful about what he said 
and just didn't come across as a kook. 
It does bother me that Dr. MacDonald seems to join Greg 
Johnson in saying that nobody should dispute this 
matter. That seems to me totally wrong. 
An aggravating factor in Dr. MacDonald's (and Johnson's) 

attitude might be, as you imply, that he's been talking to 
the wrong people about it. Mark Weber would make 

anyone think that disputing the Holocaust is an endless 
morass, because Weber doesn't even bother to define 
the issue.  
If you nail down the meaning of the word Holocaust to 
some specific claim -- an attempt to kill all the Jews of 

Europe -- then you can demonstrate like Professor 
Faurisson that it is an accusation without evidence. If 
you neglect to do that, but instead allow "Holocaust" to 
have a flexible and shifting meaning, then you will be 
stuck with Mark Weber saying, "We don't deny the 
Holocaust," and looking like a mere nitpicker disputing 

details and pleading for mercy. To argue against the 
Holocaust with force you have to define it first. 
I agreed with most of what you said, but I think you 

went off the rails at the end when you injected 9-11 
Truth. On that point I agree exactly with Dr. MacDonald. 
It doesn't help to mix this strong issue, the Holocaust, 
with a much weaker issue. 

 REPLY 
everyonesacritic (not verified)Tue, 17/11/15 

KMAC 

I haven't looked into this latest controversy... But I can 

say that... 
Kevin MacDonaald can write intelligent books. MacDonald 
isn't ashamed of his beliefs. He doesn't hide them or 
back pedal. At the same time, MacDonald holds a job in 
the public sphere. He Is one of the few people I can 
respect in the movement. 

 REPLY 

Hadding (not verified)Tue, 17/11/15 

Lighten up. 

Nobody is saying that Kevin MacDonald is an evildoer 
harming the race. He does a lot of great work. He's just 
wrong on this particular point. 

 REPLY 

carolynTue, 17/11/15 
No criticism allowed? 

Well critic, as I said in the program, I respect MacDonald 
and his work too, and I am on record with that. But I 
was shocked at his careless statements about the 
"Holocaust" because it's a crucial issue for Europe and for 

the future of White people in their own lands. He needs 
to be called to account for that. Your knee-jerk defense 
without considering the issues does not move "the 
movement" forward. 
KMac no longer holds a job in the public sphere -- he's 
retired. 

 REPLY 

Hadding (not verified)Tue, 17/11/15 
On Radio Nordfront's site 

On Radio Nordfront's site where the whole show is 
posted, there is a comment in English from someone 

called László who says this: 
I understand why the holohoax is important in Sweden, 
but at one point you all can just drop it and ignore it. 
Explain to folk that since we didn’t do it, we were born 
after 1945, we are not guilty, we are not responsible, we 
will not pay for it, happened or not. 
Concentrate on the compensation money we /Germany, 

Austria, Hungary, Poland, France, Italy/pay for 
something our grandfather may have done! 
László got 15 thumbs up, but I think that this is a really 
terrible comment for several reasons.  
In the first place, the mindset with which László 
approaches the problem is individualist -- which is not 

really compatible with nationalism. 
Through individualism he can justify totally disowning the 
deeds of recent ancestors. But then, once one has 
exploited individualism that way, disowning one's 
ancestors instead of defending them, one is committed 
to remaining individualist. This kind of alienation from 
ancestors prohibits living in a racial worldview. 

Another terrible aspect is that László shows that he does 
not care about truth, although perhaps he cares about 
money. 
Really a very bad opinion from László. I cannot imagine a 
so-called nationalist movement consisting of people who 
think this way to have very much success. 

 REPLY 

carolynWed, 18/11/15 
5 stars for this comment 

What a fine analysis of László's comment at Radio 
Nordfront. With 15 others who agreed with him, it shows 

how confused so many are about the "Holocaust." Plus 
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Poland has never paid any compensation money to 
anyone - nor probably Hungary (just maybe one lump 
sum in the beginning). I'm not sure about Italy. 

 REPLY 

Hadding (not verified)Wed, 18/11/15 
László's position is 

László's position is fundamentally unethical. 
People are defaming your ancestors? Don't worry about 
it. People are spreading lies? Don't worry about it. 
I am at the opposite extreme from this. I don't even 
tolerate people lying about my enemies. 

 REPLY 
JoshuaF (not verified)Tue, 17/11/15 

ADL Jew Abe Foxman, "We 

ADL Jew Abe Foxman, "We refuse to debate with 

Holocaust Deniers." 
Why not?... Answer...They know they will lose the 
debate! 

The one thing that they fear most is their lies and 
deception revealed for all the world to see. I can't think 
of anything they are more afarid of. 
The Holocaust is their big weakness, their Achilles Heel. 

You must attack the enemy's weakest point. 
Hammer, hammer, hammer! Attack Attack. When the 
heel crumples, the whole body collapses. 
Once upon a time I used to believe in the Holocaust. I 
decided to Google "Holocaust Deniers" to find out what 
they actually had to say. It only took half an hour to 

realise the whole thing was Bunk! Not only that,.... I 
found out they were also bilking the German People out 
of Billions of Dollars/Euros. 
Under English criminal law that is called "Obtaining 
Money by False Pretenses." 

Well done Carolyn. I recommend your site a lot. You are 
on the offensive and so am I in my small way. 

Where is the autopsy? What about the 6 million figure? 
Where is the order from Hitler? A murder weapon that 
could not possibly work?  Problems with the laws of 
Physics, Mathematics and Chemistry! Forget about lying 
witnesses. Let's put the onus of proof on the Jews! It is a 
lot easier than debunking each lie. 
The Mark Webers and Kevin McDonalds are high 

profile wastes of time. They lack the courage 
necessary...unlike Ursula, Zundel, Mahler, Faurisson, 
Stoltz, Bishop Williamson, Rudolph and many others... It 
is not necessary to go through a morass of lies one by 
one. It is necessary to go on the offensive and take over 
the moral high ground from the Jews who occupy it 

fraudulently. 
The annoying thing about McDonald or Weber is that 
they shy away from what is most important by far. The 
Holocaust and non existant gassing. They give reasons 
("Jewish Power"??!! "Can't see the profit in it") for 
not doing so but they deny their fear of the Jews which is 
the real reason. In Weber's case he looks like a Jew to 

me, and maybe he is one. 
The Jews declared War on Germany in 1934. I don't see 
anywhere where they declared Peace, Their declaration 
of War is on all White Aryan Nations, not Germany alone. 
I will no longer put up with, "They suffered terribly 
during the War and one should be sympathetic to their 
plight." No they did not suffer terribly at all. You declare 

war on a country, so what do you expect? "We love you 
to declare war on us. Do please come around and have a 
nice cup of tea with us. Why not sabotage a railway or 

two. We would love you for that!" No! They get put in 
camps; it is only natural. 
Jews always end up over playing their hand. Mass 

immigration means many more people now are ready to 
listen than 2 or 3 years ago. It is an easily provable fact 
that Jews are behind it, even admitted by Barbra Lerner 
Specter. Throw in the Holcaust at every opportunity. 

 REPLY 
Hadding (not verified)Tue, 17/11/15 

Don't say that. 

The Mark Webers and Kevin McDonalds are high 

profile wastes of time. 
No, no, no. Don't say that. We don't have anybody else 
doing what MacDonald does in evolutionary psychology, 
and it's enormously helpful. 
Weber is not all bad either. His historical talks are 
interesting and useful up to a point. He's just very weak 

in an argument, and not a good example for somebody 

trying to determine whether and how to talk about the 
Holocaust. 

 REPLY 

carolynWed, 18/11/15 
On the offensive 

I appreciate what you wrote, Joshua. 
I like your: “Hammer hammer hammer! Attack Attack.” 
Yes, I also think we are not aggressive enough. It's as 
though our folks think we have forever, but we are 
seeing now, if we didn't before - what with the crazy 
migration into Europe - that we don't. 

REPLY 
Mary Caine (not verified)Wed, 18/11/15 

"Their declaration of War is 

"Their declaration of War is on all White Aryan Nations, 

not Germany alone." 
Well said Joshua! Dov Lior, a "settler" rabbi on the West 
Bank in Israel, recently stated regarding the Paris 
attacks, that they were deserved due to what Europeans 
"did to our people 70 years ago". 

http://www.jpost.com/Israel-News/Far-right-settler-
rabbi-Paris-attacks-a... 
Besides being yet another example of Jewish arrogance 
and exceptionalism, it causes the uninformed to scratch 
their heads: "hang on a minute! Wasn't France one of 
the "good guys?" 
The Jews want to destroy all White Europeans and people 

of European descent. Natives of the WWII Allied nations 
are naive if they imagine that the Jews are grateful to 
them for defeating Hitler. 

 REPLY 

JoshuaF (not verified)Wed, 18/11/15 
OK Hadding, in the case of 

OK Hadding, in the case of Kevin McDonald: Agreed. It 
would be better if instead of giving spurious reasons, he 
just admitted his fear of mentioning the subject, being in 
the position he is in. 
In the case of Mark Weber, he has taken over the IHR, 

using it as his private piggy bank, and maintains there 
were gassings. It is unforgivable. 

 REPLY 

Hadding (not verified)Wed, 18/11/15 
Weber told everyone to give up in 2009. 

I become more and more convinced that Mark Weber is 
the real source of trouble here. 

In January 2009 Mark Weber announced that there was 
no point in Holocaust Revisionism and that he was 
therefore going to redirect the Institute for Historical 

Review, of which he was now the director, away from its 
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mission, and toward what Weber calls "the real world 
struggle against Jewish-Zionist power." 
Excerpts from Mark Weber, "How Relevant is Holocaust 

Revisionism?" (2009): 
Revisionists have published impressive evidence, 
including long neglected documents and testimony, that 
has contributed to a more complete and accurate 

understanding of an emotion-laden and highly 
polemicized chapter of history. [...] But in spite of years 
of effort by revisionists, including some serious work that 
on occasion has forced “mainstream” historians to make 
startling concessions, there has been little success in 
convincing people that the familiar Holocaust story is 

defective. [...] 
A major reason for the lack of success in persuading 
people that conventional Holocaust accounts are 
fraudulent or exaggerated is that -- as revisionists 
acknowledge -- Jews in Europe were, in fact, singled out 

during the war years for especially severe treatment. 
This was confirmed, for example, by German propaganda 

minister Joseph Goebbels in these confidential entries in 
his wartime diary: 
Feb. 14, 1942: “The Führer [Hitler] once again expresses 
his resolve ruthlessly to clear the Jews out of Europe. 
There must be no squeamish sentimentalism about it. 
The Jews have deserved the catastrophe that they are 
now experiencing. Their destruction will go hand in hand 

with the destruction of our enemies. We must hasten this 
process with cold ruthlessness.” [etc.] [...] 
No informed person disputes that Europe's Jews did, in 
fact, suffer a great catastrophe during the Second World 
War. Millions were forced from their homes and deported 
to brutal internment in crowded ghettos and camps. 

Jewish communities across Central and Eastern Europe, 
large and small, were wiped out. Millions lost their lives. 
When the war ended in 1945, most of the Jews of 
Germany, Poland, the Netherlands and others countries 
were gone. 
Given all this, it should not be surprising that even well-
founded revisionist arguments are often dismissed as 

heartless quibbling.[...] 
The Holocaust “remembrance” campaign is not so much 
a source of Jewish-Zionist power as it is an expression of 
it. For that reason, debunking the Holocaust will not 
shatter that power. [...] In my view, and as I have 
repeatedly emphasized, the task of exposing and 
countering this power is a crucially important one. In that 

effort, Holocaust revisionism cannot play a central role. 
[...] Setting straight the historical record about the 
wartime fate of Europe's Jews is a worthy endeavor. But 
there should be no illusions about its social-political 
relevance. In the real world struggle against Jewish-
Zionist power, Holocaust revisionism has proved to be as 

much a hindrance as a help.  
There are a couple of obvious criticisms to be made of 
the factual content of Weber's screed. For documentation 
of how badly Jews were treated during World War II, 
which is a major premise in Weber's argument for raising 
the white flag, Weber relies entirely on a "Goebbels 
Diary" that Weber testified convincingly in 1988 was 

spurious: 
The later entry, which I think is the 27th of March 

[1942], is widely quoted to uphold or support the 
extermination thesis. It is not consistent with entries in 
the diary like this one of March 7th, and it is not 
consistent with entries at a later date from the Goebbels 

diaries, and it is not consistent with German documents 
from a later date. […] there is a great doubt about the 
authenticity of the entire Goebbels diaries because they 

are written on typewriter. We have no real way of 
verifying if they are accurate, and the U.S. Government 
certified, in the beginning of the publication, […] that it 
can take no responsibility for the accuracy of the diaries 

as a whole.[…] I think again it is worth mentioning that 
the passage of the 27th of March is inconsistent with the 
passage of the 7th of March and the one from April, and 
I don’t remember the date exact (Transcript, p. 5820-
5821). Goebbels had no responsibility for Jewish policy. 
He wasn’t involved in that. He was the Propaganda 

Minister. He was involved only to the extent that there 
were Jews in Berlin and he was responsible for Berlin (p. 
5822-5823). 
(Page-numbes from Kulaszka, Did Six Million Really Die?) 
Why is Weber using a source that he has publicly 

identified as spurious? 
Weber asserts: "No informed person disputes that 

Europe's Jews did, in fact, suffer a great catastrophe 
during the Second World War." But that is not the point. 
The point is that there was nothing unique or uniquely 
terrible about what the Jews suffered. This is what 
revisionism demonstrates. 
Weber talks about "heartless quibbling." If anyone is a 
mere quibbler, it is Weber, for reasons that I have 

already stated. He is a mere quibbler because in his 
presentations he does not bother to define the issue 
before addressing it. He does not make delineations that 
allow one to limit the discussion to what is relevant. 
Forensically, Mark Weber is a slob, as is evident also in 
his continuing use of the Goebbels Diary 11 years after 

having exposed it as a fraud.  
Nobody ever called Robert Faurisson a quibbler. 
Professor Faurisson had this to say about Weber's 
announcement: 
Weber knows that there’s sometimes not too much 
danger in speaking out against the “Jewish-Zionist 
power.” Even some Jews and Zionists at times attack 

that power as well. On the other hand, he is also fully 
aware that it’s always highly dangerous to commit the 
least transgression against the Jews’ and Zionists’ sacred 
cow, their supreme taboo, i.e. their secular religion of 
“the Holocaust,” and this is a risk he no longer wants to 
run. http://robertfaurisson.blogspot.com/2009/04/mark-
weber-must-resign-from-...  

So there is Mark Weber telling the whole world in 2009 
that it is not useful to challenge the Holocaust. In the 
view of some established experts in the field, some with 
better credentials than Weber (not limited to Faurisson), 
Weber has taken this position because he is a coward. 
Dr. MacDonald's expressed view seems to be simply a 

summary of what Weber has said. If there is someplace 
where Dr. MacDonald has given a coherent rationale for 
his conclusion on this subject, please show me. I have 
not seen it. It seems very much that Weber, the 
supposed expert, is simply being trusted and followed on 
this. 

 REPLY 

Hadding (not verified)Wed, 18/11/15 
corrected math 

Weber relied on the Goebbels Diary 21 years after 
convincingly testifying that it was a fraud. 

 REPLY 
carolynWed, 18/11/15 
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The role of Mark Weber 

Dr. MacDonald's expressed view seems to be simply a 
summary of what Weber has said. 

Yes, and that puts him in the same boat with "Dr." Greg 
Johnson. 
http://carolynyeager.net/everything-greg-johnson-
knows-about-holocaust-revisionism-he-learned-mark-
weber 

Mark Weber is not just sitting quietly in the chairman's 
seat at IHR collecting a salary, but he is using that 

"pulpit" to give people as influential as Kevin MacDonald 
reasons to avoid the "Holocaust."  
This is a serious matter, and a matter of Jewish power. 
MacDonald is serving Jewish power when it comes to 
"Holocaust", while he is fighting Jewish power in other, 
less dangerous areas. 
Will anyone else take this seriously? Mark Weber puts on 

a facade of smooth "rationality" in his approach to Jewish 

power which appeals to those who don't want to be 
labelled. The fact is, though, that he makes no 
impression whatsoever on that power,; he is a 
completely neutralized factor. So ... does he do it for 
money, or for love? Or because he is a tool, for whatever 

reason. We don't need to know his reasons, we just need 
to put a stop to his harmful influence on pro-White 
people. Even you, Hadding, wrote here that "Weber is 
not all bad ... his historical talks are interesting and 
useful up to a point." 
I don't think mixed messages can be tolerated at all. It's 
the sign of a problem. I do believe that infiltration is the 

cause of our weakness, and inability to deal with 
it is weakness. 
*http://carolynyeager.net/mark-weber-says-millions-
jews-lost-their-lives-because-nazi-policies 
*http://carolynyeager.net/unforgivable-sins-mark-
weber 
*http://carolynyeager.net/heretics-hour-ihr-dead-horse-
or-can-it-be-revived-under-new-leadership 
*http://carolynyeager.net/mike-pipers-lonely-battle-
expose-jewish-takeover-ihr 

 REPLY 

Hadding (not verified)Wed, 18/11/15 
Mark Weber: coward, not conspirator 

I don't think that Mark Weber is deliberately doing harm. 
He's just a weak character. This is also Faurisson's 
conclusion based on his long experience with him: 
I found in him a researcher endowed with good 
intellectual qualities and also a man who, whilst openly 

showing vigorous far-right convictions, seemed without 

character. It even seemed that, if he so admired strength 
or energy, it was because he himself was weak, 
timorous, hesitant. 
[...] 
In 1989 he agreed to accompany Fred Leuchter and me 

in our examinations of Dachau, Mauthausen and 
Hartheim. He was strongly impressed by the nature of 
our investigation work, largely similar in method to that 
of police inspectors, both technical (on site) and scientific 
(in the laboratory). But truth compels me to say that he 
also, on more than one occasion, exhibited such fright 
that, in Germany, I thought to myself: “Here we’ve got a 

real softy of a revisionist, someone who may well 
abandon us should serious difficulties arise.” 
Sometimes I’ve seen him go pale at the sight of our 

boldness and, in particular, when he happened to hear 
the noisy work of F. Leuchter on site. Leuchter couldn’t 
avoid making something of a racket banging out tiny 

fragments from the walls of the so-called homicidal “gas 
chambers” with his chisel. As the pieces fell to his feet he 
took the time, keeping his protective mask on, to gather 

them up slowly and scrupulously. Had a guard come by 
at that instant, we could well have found ourselves under 
arrest. The risk had to be run but it set Weber’s teeth 
chattering. I was embarrassed for him. 

[...] 
The scene is a hotel in Munich on March 23, 1991, where 
Ernst Zündel has made an appointment with fellow 
revisionists for the “Leuchter-Kongreß.” [...] At 7 AM, we 
learn that Ernst Zündel has been arrested by the police. 
Weber is there. He’s trembling like a leaf. He tells me 

there can no longer be any question of holding the 
scheduled conference. I object, saying the arrest of our 
mutual friend makes it an obligation for us to stay the 
course. He trembles even more and, overcome with fear, 
stammers: “But, but, but, Robert, we are revisionists; we 

are not Zundelists!”  He entreats me to drop the whole 
thing, saying we’ll all be arrested. The tears well up in his 

eyes. [Robert Faurisson, "Mark Weber Must Resign from 
the Institute for Historical Review" , 3 April 2009] 
It would not be so bad if Weber as a coward kept his 
inhibitions to himself. But a coward who proselytizes is a 
serious matter. 

 REPLY 

carolynWed, 18/11/15 
Why? 

But if he's only a coward, why is he proselitizing others? 
He was proselitizing Mike Conner at VOR Radio too. Mike 
said they talked for hours on the phone and Mike was 

learning alot from him.  
And why does he hold onto his control of the IHR so 

tightly, for a rather small salary I might add and amid so 
many calls for him to resign, if he doesn't want to 
accomplish anything there? And why did he suddenly 
come to despise his former revisionist friends like 

Faurisson and Bradley Smith, and other notable 
revisionists like Rudolf and Zündel? He refuses to 
comment on any of that.  

 REPLY 

Hadding (not verified)Wed, 18/11/15 
I don't know. I suppose that 

I don't know. I suppose that he feels the need to try to 
justify himself by getting others to show the same 
weakness. The fact that he is a weak character is clear. 
Friction between Weber and some other revisionists had 
been building up for years. When I visited Faurisson in 

2000, he spent a good bit of the time complaining about 
Weber's editorial practices, especially his tendency to try 
to soften everything, sometimes doing violence to the 
factual content. 
Faurisson said that Weber was a vegetarian, and you 
know, vegetarians are like that (flips wrist). 

 REPLY 

Roy (not verified)Wed, 18/11/15 
Here is a thought that I just 

Here is a thought that I just had: If Jewish power lies in 
their control of the media, academia, and the political 
processes, as Kevin MacDonald says ... what about their 
control of HISTORY? 

Well stated.  How can anyone make a distinction 
between the two?!  I'm seeing more and more of what I 

will call the 'James Fetzer syndrome'.  
Fetzer has recently spoke out against the holocaust - 
admitting it is a fraud/fabrication.  However....he 
continues the Jewish lie of "Hitler as Evil".  Does this 
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http://carolynyeager.net/mark-weber-says-millions-jews-lost-their-lives-because-nazi-policies
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make any sense?  So Fetzer rejects the Jewish lie of the 
holocaust; but he retains and propogates the lie that 
Hitler was evil.  I see this more and more.  Other men 

are doing the same.  
Does this make any sense?  It is an insane world we live 
in.  Let us not believe in the Jew lie of the holocaust; but 
let us then believe anything the Jew may say about other 

subjects.  
How is the telling of History any different?  
Regarding Immigration --- think about this the next time 
you debate with a social justice warrior.........why is not 
the International community (jews and jew thinkers) 
suggesting China's Ghost Cities as an alternative for 

housing these people allegedly fleeing from war torn 
countries?  CBS 60 minutes has done a few 
investigations into these Ghost Cities.  It's not like the 
West doesn't know about them.  
Why not ship all of these people to China and set them 

up in these vacant ghost cities?  We give them 
money.....why not pay their way and provide them food.  

We are paying anyway.  Why not pay and have them 
somewhere else. 
But you see.............as logical as this may sound, the 
Jews and their Jew thinkers would never ever consider it 
because this is about White Genocide.  Nothing more, 
nothing less. 
I don't hear SJW's demanding China house these people.  

And we never will. 
Ps....I don't buy Fetzer's recent conversion to holocaust 
denial.  He brags like he has done something no one else 
has done.  He has just regurgitated all those who came 
before him.  Big fat coward.  

 REPLY 

carolynWed, 18/11/15 
The crux of the matter 

So Fetzer rejects the Jewish lie of the holocaust; but he 
retains and propogates the lie that Hitler was evil. 

This is the reason for many people not to want to get rid 
of the "Holocaust" ... because it will go a long way in 
rehabilitating Hitler. The first enemy of the Jews is Adolf 
Hitler and Nationalism. Hitler's successful and highly-
praised National Socialist state weakened Jewish power 
tremendously. This is not something that Kevin 
MacDonald wants to deal with either. He doesn't like AH 

or N-S. 

 REPLY 
carolynWed, 18/11/15 

From Fredrick Toben 

I received this from Fredrick Toben in an email 
yesterday ... something he also sent to a number of 
others: 
Just the other day this Holocaust matter was raised by Carolyn 
Yeager in her program –http://carolynyeager.net/heretics-hour-
kevin-macdonalds-problem-holocaust-revisionism    - wherein 
she mentions how Kevin MacDonald refuses to deal with matters 
Holocaust but instead focuses on “Jewish power” generally. She 
points out how it is the Revisionists who have forced the 
Holocaust believers to change the narrative of their tall tale 
again and again as a direct result of Revisionist research from 
Leuchter, Graf, Mattogno, Rudolf, among others. To that I 
attach a 2001 letter from Willis Carto that supports Carolyn’s 
point about the importance in dismantling the various 
contradictory Holocaust narratives through basic scientific 
research.  I tend to agree with the wisdom emerging therefrom: 
basic Holocaust research has been done and Revisionists have 
won the argument on paper. Think of Zündel’s 1985  trial where 
for the last time such physical matters were discussed, then the 
1988 trial where on 20 April Zündel presented the Fuehrer a 

Birthday present in the form of The Leuchter Report!  I can 
already sense individuals just reading this wince in whatever 
accompanying emotional intensity – my response to this is: Get 
over it! But for heaven’s sake don’t adopt the mentally tortuous 
position of “limited gassings”. That’s what PRIME UGLIES do – 
and always remember there are individuals who would like to 
ensure that the revelation is propagated by Jewish individuals 
who, unsurprisingly, are never legally persecuted. Imagine what 
David Cole did – relegated Revisionist pioneers such as 
Faurisson, Leuchter and Zündel to irrelevance. What mindset 
would wish to do that to these three courageous pioneers? And 
there are individuals who praised Cole’s autobiography when in 
fact it reveals a disgusting-pornographic  mindset as concerns 
his attitude to women. 
As commentators such as the below know, touch the Holocaust 
and that is social death, if not imprisonment, so the skirting 
around the rim continues. The pathetic half-way mark, of legally 
playing it safe, is of course the preferred option that claims 
“limited gassings” occurred. In April 1999 before the indicting 
judge at Mannheim, who was writing up the proceedings before 
him – no objective court reporters there! – asked me whether I 
would like to add anything to what he had written. I said that 
were the elusive homicidal gas chambers-murder weapon ever 
to be found, then I would be the first to publish this information. 
Upon that prosecutor Klein jumped out of his seat and dashed 
towards the judge and cried out: ‘Das ist nicht noetig – that is 
not necessary!’ I then knew I had struck gold in my case – and 
because literally I was going to be sent down I insisted the 
judge write it down, which he did. Likewise in 1997, during my 
visiting Rabbi Abraham Cooper, our cordial discussion broke off 
suddenly when I responded to his question: ‘Do you question 
the gassings?’ with ‘Of course – we must look at the murder 
weapon’, etc.  
In 1997 Dr Wilhelm Stäglich advised me that were a hundred 
German judges to refuse to enact Paragraph 130, then the law 
would simply become ineffective. But the fine tuning of the 
German re-education system has succeeded, something Dr 
Rigolf Hennig so clearly stated a decade again – induced 
madness, in: Zur geistigen Befindlichkeit der Deutschen  - 
https://kopfschuss911.wordpress.com/2015/06/25/das-
eingepflanzte-irresei...  
But just like in Australia and elsewhere, there are always judges 

who will apply the current law, then as Manuel Sotil perceptively 
states below, by using sophistry at its best, they will go with the 
flow, and their judgment will inevitably reveal their moral and 
intellectual bankruptcy.  
It is this fact that has enabled me to formulate the maxim 
concerning our universal battle-of-the-wills: ‘Don’t only blame 
the Jews, also blame those that bend to Jewish pressure.’   
So, I fully agree with Carolyn Yeager’s assessment of the 
situation, but I can also fully understand the likes of Nigel 
Jackson, who still try to keep a comfortable life-style going, and 
above all, trying to keep a marriage and family going because 
were he to leave the comfortable realm of his safe musings, 
then in Australia Section 18C awaits him. We should also note 
that for the non-German world, matters Holocaust is a most 
effective mechanism with which to retain the thumb on 
Germanic hubris. 

 REPLY 

Hadding (not verified)Fri, 20/11/15 
Mark Weber on Red Ice, 

Mark Weber on Red Ice, 18 November 2015: 
"It means really, it's suicidal. It's cultural suicide. 
Because one of the facets of the prevailing ideology that 
is fashionable in Western Europe and the United States is 
that the West, Europeans, or White people, are really 
bad. There is an enormous encouragement of a self-

loathing, of a kind of self-hatred in these societies, 
because they did all sorts of bad things. And of course, 

we are told over and over, the Germans in particular did 
the worst thing of all: they are responsible for the 
Holocaust.  But by the way other people are responsible 
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too: the Hungarians, the Vatican, the Poles. They are all 
collectively guilty. 
"Well this is crazy. This is madness. No healthy society 

can sustain itself over a long period of time based in 
large measure on feelings of guilt and self-loathing. But 
that's what in place in Europe, and the consequences of 
course we are seeing again, manifest in the headlines 

from day to day and week to week." 
What is really crazy and mad is that Weber identifies the 
Holocaust myth as a central cause of the current  crisis in 
Europe, but refuses to attack it -- even though he knows 
that it can be attacked -- and urges others also not to 
attack it. Weber evidently thinks that it's fine for 

Europeans to go on believing in the Holocaust; they just 
shouldn't feel too guilty about it. This seems to me 
psychologically obtuse. 
Northern Europeans are prone to guilt. But guilt is just 
anger turned against oneself. If it can be shown that not 

I, but somebody else -- some liar -- is the wrongdoer in 
a situation, that anger gets redirected outward, and all 

the self-torment becomes vituperation against that other 
person. This is what happens with people who endured 
some oppressive religious upbringing that they later 
threw off: they become bitter critics of that religion and 
its representatives. This is also what happens when the 
Holocaust is demonstrated to be a fraud. 
But to let people go on believing in the Holocaust while 

telling them not to feel guilty -- this is an unconvincing 
half-measure. Who is Mark Weber to tell people that they 
should not feel guilty? He is certainly not going to back it 
up by saying that the Jews deserved whatever happened, 
and he is no priest offering absolution either. Leaving the 
factual basis for guilt intact while non-authoritatively 

suggesting that people should not feel guilty is no cure. 
For somebody who lacks the authority of a priest, the 
feasible way to dispel Holocaust-guilt is not to say, 
"There there, don't feel too bad," but to use facts to 
show that the claims forming the basis for this guilt are 
fraudulent. 
You can't convince everybody with facts and reason, but 

you can reach some, and those people -- as the Swedes 
informed Dr. MacDonald -- are smart people. With smart 
people you can build something. 

REPLY 
carolynFri, 20/11/15 

My take on the red ice program 

I listened to the first hour and what I want to say is 
that Mark Weber stole the IHR and turned it away 

from Holocaust Revisionisn, which was its purpose as 

founded by Willis Carto in 1978. How does that make 
him a well-regarded figure? When the Weber-assisted 
revolt took place, one of their main complaints was that 
Carto was going to move the Journal's (JHR) content 
from PURE HOLOCAUST REVISIONISM to include 
historical revisionism, such as WWII, and even some 
current issues. Oh my, what an uproar was raised by 

that, led by Weber.  
Yet, when the Journal and the whole Institute under 
Weber's leadership was failing, he decided the problem 
was lack of interest in HOLOCAUST REVISIONISM and he 
decided the IHR would shift its attention away from 
that!!! Weber has continued to produce failure after 

failure right up until today, but he pretends he's a 

success because he has control of the popular website 
(popular because of the strong interest in Holocaust 
revisionism!), and Henrik Palmgren (and so many other 

before him) ignorantly go along with it and laud Weber 
as an important figure in ... what? Hard to say. I find it 
utterly disgusting. 

At the end Weber said he's "been director since 1993, 
but I've been associated with the IHR since shortly after 
it was founded - I came here in 1991 to work here." He's 
not telling the truth; in fact in 1993 he was editor in chief 

of the IHR's journal (announced in 1992) and it wasn't 
until 1995 that he became IHR director. 
Then he says, "And of course the emphasis has changed 
over time to take into account just the changing 
realities." He was the only one who wanted to change it, 
and he did it in the same fashion that German Chancellor 

Merkel announced that Germany was open to all asylum-
seekers from Syria and other war zones ... without 
asking the German folk if it was alright with them. When 
Weber "changed the emphasis" (lterally dropping 
Holocaust Revisionism overnight) there was shock and 

objection from most everyone who had been associated 
with the Institute for all those years. Weber refused to 

answer any questions they put to him. He really is very 
similar to Merkel, isn't he? 
In explaining himself, he finally says, "Things have 
changed and we have to take that into account of 
course." Henrik responds, "Absolutely."  Henrik never 
mentioned Holocaust once in this first hour, and Weber 
only twice in passing, the second time when he said "for 

younger people the second world war is way back there; 
they hear more about, of course, the Holocaust but - but 
- I mean, things have changed." 
He also said "if you google key words you'll find IHR #1,2 
or 3 on search pages forsubjects we dealt with in the 
past." By that, he means Holocaust revisionism -- it's in 

the past! 
So, yes, Mark Weber is the one who, in the role of an 
expert and head of the IHR, gives "permission" to White 
Nationalists to avoid addressing the "Holocaust," when 
Mark Weber is not even a White Nationalist and says so 
in the IHR Mission Statement ... the current one he 
wrote. 

In fact, the IHR steadfastly opposes bigotry of all 
kinds. We are proud of the support we have earned from 
people of the most diverse political views, and racial, 
ethnic and religious backgrounds. 
The IHR does not “deny” the Holocaust. Indeed, the 
IHR as such has no “position” on any specific event 
or chapter of history, except to promote greater 

awareness and understanding, and to encourage more 
objective investigation. 
You are right, Hadding, that Weber's cowardice knows no 
bounds, but at the same time, he is nobody's dummy. He 
knows what he's doing. I don't think there is anyone I 
have LESS respect for than him; nor therefore can I 

respect those who follow his cowardly trail. And there are 
too many of them. 

 REPLY 

carolynFri, 20/11/15 
A total ingrate 

Notice this on the IHR Mission page: 
Conferences and Meetings 
Speakers at IHR conferences and meetings have included: 
John Toland, Pulitzer prize-winning American historian, and 
author of several best-selling works of history. 
John Sack, veteran journalist, war correspondent, historian and 
novelist. This Jewish-American writer is the author of nine non-
fiction books. 

http://carolynyeager.net/comment/reply/3530/6382
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Tony Martin, professor of African studies at Wellesley College 
(Massachusetts). 
Paul "Pete" McCloskey, former U.S. Congressman (Rep.-
Calif.). This U.S. Marine Corps veteran braved enemy fire in 
Korea, opposed Richard Nixon on Capitol Hill, and spoke out 
against Israel's violations of U.S. law and the deceit of the 
Israel-first Anti-Defamation League. 
Hideo Miki, professor at Japan's National Defense Academy and 
retired Lieutenant General of Japan's Self-Defense Forces. 
Tom Sunic, author, scholar and former political science 
professor and diplomat. 
James J. Martin, an American historian with a 25-year career 
as an educator. Author of several meticulously researched 
historical studies. 
Joseph Sobran, author, lecturer, and nationally-syndicated 
columnist. 
David Irving, British historian and author of numerous 
bestselling works. 
John Bennett, Australian civil liberties attorney and activist, 
and president of the Australian Civil Liberties Union. 

Not a single Holocaust revisionist listed. What a 
scumbag. Weber's entire reputation is based on the Holo 
revisionist writing he did. The rest of what he's done is 
totally forgettable. 

 REPLY 
carolynFri, 20/11/15 

Proof that Mark Weber doesn't work 

IHR Employment Opportunity 

Institute for Historical Review 
The IHR needs a full-time staff member to join our team 
here in southern California. He or she will 
handle website formatting, posting and updating, 
maintain computer data records, work on outreach 
and publishing projects, and handle routine office 
tasks such as product shipping, customer relations 

and supply procurement. The applicant must have 
good writing and verbal communication skills, a 
demonstrated ability to produce quality work on a timely 
basis, a responsible attitude, initiative, respect for the 
ideals and goals of the IHR, and be able to work together 
well with others.  
http://www.ihr.org/news/employment2015aug.shtml 

In other words, everything Mark Weber doesn't have. As 
far as work skills, he can't even post an item on the 
website. He doesn't write anything. He can't be bothered 
with keeping track of what's bought in the "store". He 
wants this employee to take care of shipping out orders 
and ordering in supplies. Even the "outreach and 
publishing projects" (sounds like News & Views) are to be 

taken care of by this single employee. We already know 

that Weber, for years now, does nothing but read and 
clip newspapers and talk on the phone. Someone should 
get hired there as a spy and later write a tell-all book 
about it. 

 REPLY 

Hadding (not verified)Sat, 21/11/15 
Spying on Weber is not necessary. 

It seems that Weber's public statements should be 
damning enough to an intelligent person, without spying 
on him. 

If Weber is advertising for additional personnel, it means 
that IHR has money to spend. It would not be entirely 
unprecedented if some entity has promised funding on 
the condition that IHR turn away from debunking the 
Holocaust. Nick Griffin says that he was approached by 

"Zionists" who wanted the BNP to focus on complaining 

about Muslims and stop complaining about international 
banking. After BNP turned down that offer, the English 
Defence League was formed as a competing 

organization. http://nationalsocialistworldview.blogspot.c
om/2013/03/how-patriotism-is-co-opted-and.html  
Whatever the background story, Mark Weber and the IHR 

at this point have become detrimental. It is hard to 
imagine that IHR ever would have become noteworthy 
doling out the kind of weak broth that Weber now 
serves. All of the older, valuable material on IHR.org is 

available on VHO.org now. IHR serves no special purpose 
anymore, except that it soaks up support based on its 
reputation from what it used to be. Mark Weber has 
become like a cuckoo in the nest of historical revisionism, 
causing destruction to the genuine item. 

 REPLY 

carolynSat, 21/11/15 
The cucks among us 

Mark Weber has become like a cuckoo in the nest of 
historical revisionism, causing destruction to the genuine 

item. 

If Weber is a cuck, then those who follow and publicly 
express his line of thinking are cucks too. 

 REPLY 

Falcon (not verified)Sat, 21/11/15 
Practical 

I suspect the real reason Mr. Weber and Mr. MacDonald 
do not feel comfortable discussing the Hoax of the 20th 
Century, is because they hope to travel in Europe in the 
future without being arrested. 
All the draconian Thoughtcrime / Blasphemy laws in 

Europe need to be repealed! 

 REPLY 
carolynSat, 21/11/15 

False fears 

 If that were their reason, they could say so, couldn't 

they? But instead they give the reason that it is 

irrelevant or unnecessary/unimportant. Are they being 
dishonest in your opinion? 
It's not the case that Americans are liable to European 
laws, unless they say "illegal" things when in those 
countries where it is criminalized. And Mr. Weber has 
already spoken out about it plenty in the past (as seen 

on TV and elsewhere) and he hasn't been troubled legally 
because of it. Nor would Mr. MacDonald be troubled for 
simply making a few mild statements of disagreement or 
doubt here in the U.S. After all, I am in no way asking 
that MacDonald devote himself to Holocaust Revisionism, 

but only that he not call it unnecessary and unimportant. 
 REPLY 

Hadding (not verified)Sat, 21/11/15 
making excuses 

That might be somewhat credible if they said it 
themselves, but they don't say that at all. I would find 
that a more respectable explanation than what they do 

say, which is in effect: disputing the Holocaust doesn't 
accomplish anything. 
Everybody that has actually been involved with the issue 
(with the possible exception of Mark Weber) knows that 
this is ridiculous bunk. If disputing the Holocaust were so 
pointless, it wouldn't have been made (de facto or de 
jure) illegal in so many countries. 

* 
Benjamin Garland (not verified)Sat, 21/11/15 

Culture of the Holocaust 

MacDonald talks about the "culture of the Holocaust" 
in The Culture of Critique, beginning on page 49 of the 
PDF: 
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http://www.angelfire.com/rebellion2/goyim/je1.pdf 
 Aside from that I pretty much agree with your criticism 
here. I would have much more respect for MacDonald's 

position if he said "I'm not an expert in that and don't 
talk about it, but there's people you can go to if you're 
interested" rather than it shouldn't be talked about by 
anyone. 

And I also agree with Hadding about not mixing this with 
9/11 theories, as they are on much shakier ground. It's 
easy to get caught up in thinking there is a good case for 
a 9/11 inside job/mossad job while only looking at one 
side of the argument, but the fact is that most of the 
conspiracists claims have been sufficiently answered by 
debunkers. 

We really only have circumstantial evidence of possible 
foreknowledge, and it really is highly circumstantial, 
nothing that proves anything. 
For example, Larry Silverstein just happening to not 

show up for work that day can be looked at as technically 
circumstantial evidence of foreknowledge, but he could 
just as easily be lucky, and that's hardly comparable to 

the mountains of solid evidence we have against the 
Holohoax. 
The level of dishonesty that comes from the side of the 
9/11 truthers makes many people, myself included, think 
it's best to distance ourselves from them. 
Just to give two quick but very significant examples, the 

statements by Larry Silverstein and the mossad agents 
are continuously misquoted and misconstrued, and don't 
amount to much of anything when rationally analyzed. 
1. Larry Silverstein clearly says "they made that decision 
to pull" and this is constantly misquoted as "I," as in 
Silverstein himself made a decision to "pull" the building 

down with a controlled demolition (and then admitted 

this on TV!). He is talking about the fire chief making the 
decision. So the fire chief, and indeed the enitre fire 
department (as they all concur with Silverstein's story), 
would have to be in on it, if this were a conspiracy, which 
is ridiculous. 
2. Mossad agents went on Israeli TV and said "our 
purpose was to document the event." This is 

constantly, constantly misquoted as they were "sent" to 
document the event (and again, they admit this on 
TV!?). Two entirely different things. What they were 
doing was filming which means, objectively, just as 
probably thousands of others that day, they were indeed 
"documenting the event." (They are also subhuman scum 

who were celebrating it, but that doesn't mean they were 
in on it, just that they knew they would benefit from it, 
as Bibi even explicitly said the next day.) 
If this kind of evidence is the best we can come up with, 
we’re left on some pretty thin ice. 
As far as the rest we can get into details endlessly so I 
will just make a blanket statement and say they've all 

been answered. The book Debunking 911 Myths by 
Popular Mechanics should be read at the very least by 
anyone interested in 9/11, before they come to a 
conclusion about what happened. 

 REPLY 

carolynSun, 22/11/15 
Popular Mechanics? 

Hi Ben, 

Thanks very much for the reference. Yes, five pages in 
the 1998 preface to the book CofC. It's based mainly on 
two books by liberal Jews: The Holocaust in American 

Life by Peter Novick and The Holocaust Industry by 

Norman Finckelstein. Neither were holocaust revisionists 
and both profess the reality of the holohoax. There is no 
mention of any revisionist author or of the possibility that 

the holohoax did not happen as standard history 
describes it. This sentence gives the rationale for his 
position: 
"[Peter Novick] argues that the importance of the 

Holocaust is not a spontaneous phenomenon but stems 
from highly focused, well-funded efforts of Jewish 
organizations and individual Jews with access to the 
major media." 

From this one can argue that its forced importance is the 
problem, which is the work of Jews, and without that the 
holocaust would fade into the background. Thus it's just 
one aspect of Jewish power.  I say that it has become 
a source of Jewish power because if it were taken away 
Jews would lose a lot of the power they now have. It 
might be good for us that they have invested so much of 

themselves in the "Holocaust" for when we extend to 
more people the understanding of how Jews faked it, it 
will be a tremendous blow. It's happening and it will turn 
suddenly. 
9/11 
When I said there is tons of evidence that 9/11 was a 

put-up job, I wasn't thinking about who knew about it in 
advance. That's pretty much a "let-it-happen' argument. 
Nor was I thinking about Larry Silverstein's comments or 
what the "dancing Israelis" said. I'm referring to the 
collapse of the buildings. The first two could not have 
been brought down to the ground by airplanes hitting the 
top part of the building. For the third there is no 

explanation except for a few fires in the lower floors that 
would have burned out on their own. 

I read what Popular Mechanics had to say back when but 
I'm not familiar with their book. If it's the same as what 
they wrote in their articles, it's not at all convincing. How 
do they explain the 3 building collapses? And if the Fire 
Chief "made the decision to pull"  Bulding 7, then the 

building must have been already wired for demolition. 
PS. I just read some reviews at Amazon  for the 
Popular Mechanics book you recommend, and it 
apparently DOES NOT answer the questions I have 
asked. As I expected. I can't understand what you and 
Hadding are getting at. 

 REPLY 
Benjamin Garland (not verified)Sun, 22/11/15 

No Boom 

"The first two could not have been brought down to the 

ground by airplanes hitting the top part of the building." 
 Yes, they could and did. The controlled demolition 
argument falls flat right off the bat by the fact that there 
are no explosions. You can watch the towers collapse in 
coutless videos and all you hear is basically a whooshing 
sound. Look up videos of controlled demolitions and you 
will hear very loud explosions, they're heard for many 

miles around. 
You can also see clearly that the collapses start at the 
floors that were hit by the planes. All it takes is one floor 
to collapse to bring down a building (this is what a 
controlled demolition is for the most part - they blow out 
the bottom floor and let nature take its course). The 
planes weighed a million pounds alone and hit the 

buildings at a very high speed, causing massive damage 

and hundreds of gallons of jet fuel going up in flames. 
Steel is very sensitive to heat, it buckles and weakens. I 
work with it every day and as anyone who does will tell 
you, this is a constant issue, trying not to warp and 

http://www.angelfire.com/rebellion2/goyim/je1.pdf
http://carolynyeager.net/comment/reply/3530/6400
http://carolynyeager.net/comment/6402#comment-6402
http://www.amazon.com/Debunking-11-Myths-Conspiracy-Theories/dp/1588165477%3FSubscriptionId%3DAKIAILSHYYTFIVPWUY6Q%26tag%3Dduckduckgo-ffnt-20%26linkCode%3Dxm2%26camp%3D2025%26creative%3D165953%26creativeASIN%3D1588165477
http://carolynyeager.net/comment/reply/3530/6402
http://theendofzion.com/
http://carolynyeager.net/comment/6408#comment-6408
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deform steel out of parameters when putting any 
significant amount of heat to it. This damage was 
coupled with the massive weight above it pressing down, 

so once that one floor gave way, which that it did is not a 
huge surprise in hindsight, there was literally millions of 
pounds falling straight down demolishing everything in 
its path. 

There is much more that can be said about this but to 
me the argument basically stops dead at the sound 
issue. No explosion - no controlled demolition. Unless we 
are going to claim they was some kind of silent bombs, 
and then we'll be really out in theory land. 
"For the third there is no explanation except for a few 

fires in the lower floors that would have burned out on 
their own . . . And if the Fire Chief "made the decision to 
pull"  Bulding 7, then the building must have been 
already wired for demolition." 
(Firstly, again: no expolsion.) "Pull" was the decision to 

pull out because the damage was already too great to 
fight and they didn't want more people dying if the 

building fell, which turned out to be the right decision. 
The idea that "pull it" was an order to demolish the 
building is just something conspiracy theorists simply 
assert, over and over and over, with nothing to back it 
up. Again, the fire chief gave the order, and all of the 
fireman who were on the ground tell the same story, that 
it meant to give up fighting the fires. That would mean 

that the fire chief, and all the fireman, would have to be 
consciously in on a conspiracy that just killed hundreds 
of their brothers, which is ridiculous on its face. 
". . . it apparently DOES NOT answer the questions I 
have asked. As I expected." 
Yes, it most certainly does, in great detail. 

You have to hear the defense and the prosecution before 
deciding a case. People who dogmatically believe these 
conspiracy theories never realize how dishonest they all 
are. Read that book or some of the 911 debunking site 
online and you'll quickly find out how much the "truther" 
side has to rely on myths, cherry-picked quotes taken 
out of context, baseless assertions, catch phrases with 

no meaning when scrutinized, etc. 
Then think about the Holohoax. All of the arguments 
against it are solid, and there is a consensus on them, 
meaning if you asked 100 people worth their salt the 20 
top reasons the Holocaust is a hoax you will likely get 
very similar answers from all of them. With 911 you'll get 
a bunch of easily debunked nonsense, conflicting 

theories, lies and outright insanity. No matter what your 
ultimate opinion on 911 is, they are two different animals 
entirely, which I think is what Hadding was getting at. 

 REPLY 

Hadding (not verified)Sun, 22/11/15 
911 

Anybody claiming that Building 7 was taken down with 
controlled demolition will also have to explain why the 
roof sagged at one end immediately before the collapse. 
 In general I think it's not a good idea to mix unrelated 

issues. The goal in an argument should be to make it 
simpler by eliminating what's irrelevant. 

 REPLY 

carolynSun, 22/11/15 
9/11 or 9-11, not 911 

I do not normally talk about 9/11 and don't think I 
"mixed" it with Holocaust. But MacDonald had pretty 
much the same take on both so I thought it worth 
mentioning. I have not said that WTC buildings 1 and 2 

were taken down by ordinary demolition, just that they 
weren't taken down by airplanes. As to building 7, "pull 
it" does not mean the same thing as "pull out." But "all 

the firemen said they understood it that way" so okay. 
But I still don't believe it because there is NO explanation 
for why a building that size should collapse into its 
footprint because of a few fires. I disagree with Ben that 

damaged upper floors will cause all the floors below to 
collapse. If the lower floor is taken out, the floors above 
it can collapse, but not the other way around, in a steel 
building. 
Plus it doesn't have to be a big conspiracy for ordinary 
people to remain silent in order to keep their jobs, health 

insurance, pensions, and a normal life. Happens all the 
time. 
I am wondering, Ben, if you now speak so dismissively 
against "conspiracy theories" because of your association 
with Andrew Anglin. I am not being unfriendly or 

antagonizing -- it's just a natural connection to make 
since he came out so totally against conspiracy theories 

and he seems to demand a certain amount of consensus 
from his DS colleagues. People do conspire all the time, 
so it's not outlandish. 
I appreciate this input and it certainly brings me up to 
date on some topics. Thanks a lot, both of you. 

 REPLY 

Hadding (not verified)Sun, 22/11/15 
9-11 vs. Holocaust 

"I do not normally talk about 9/11 and don't think I 
'mixed' it with Holocaust. But MacDonald had pretty 
much the same take on both...." 

That would indicate only that he knows very little about 
the revisionist argument. I hope that he is learning 

something about it now, at least. 
A factor that has contributed to the strength of the 
arguments of Holocaust Revisionism is that they have 
developed under extremely hostile conditions. They had 

to be very good arguments or there would have been no 
point in even attempting to present them. 
By contrast, there is no persecution of "9-11 Truth." 
Consequently all kinds of stupid arguments for 
"controlled demolition" etc. have been free to propagate 
widely. 

 REPLY 

Benjamin Garland (not verified)Mon, 23/11/15 
Anglin 

No, Anglin doesn't demand any kind of consensus (nor 
would I give one if it were against my true beliefs), we 

are just like-minded on many things, including 
conspiracy theories, for the most part. Funnily enough, 
this is one event that we disagree with. He believes 9/11 
was a Jewish conspiracy and I don't think there is 
sufficient evidence for that. We've had some friendly 
arguments over it. 
Not really a big deal though because I have no desire to 

go against the idea of a 9/11 conspiracy too openly (i.e. 
publishing articles about it), because I know it will just 
be divisive, and its ultimately unimportant who people 
believe were behind it. A fascinating topic to me though. 

 REPLY 

carolynMon, 23/11/15 
Good to know. 

Good to know. Thanks. 

 REPLY 

Hadding (not verified)Sun, 22/11/15 
[Peter Novick] argues that 

http://carolynyeager.net/comment/reply/3530/6408
http://national-socialist-worldview.blogspot.com/
http://carolynyeager.net/comment/6410#comment-6410
http://carolynyeager.net/comment/reply/3530/6410
http://carolynyeager.net/comment/6411#comment-6411
http://carolynyeager.net/comment/reply/3530/6411
http://national-socialist-worldview.blogspot.com/
http://carolynyeager.net/comment/6412#comment-6412
http://carolynyeager.net/comment/reply/3530/6412
http://theendofzion.com/
http://carolynyeager.net/comment/6415#comment-6415
http://carolynyeager.net/comment/reply/3530/6415
http://carolynyeager.net/comment/6416#comment-6416
http://carolynyeager.net/comment/reply/3530/6416
http://carolynyeager.net/comment/6407#comment-6407


11 
 

[Peter Novick] argues that the importance of the 
Holocaust is not a spontaneous phenomenon but stems 
from highly focused, well-funded efforts of Jewish 

organizations and individual Jews with access to the 
major media. 
This really doesn't say anything that we don't all know. It 
only says that Jews have promoted the Holocaust, that it 

is a subject of Jewish propaganda. That's no rationale for 
refusing to discuss the Holocaust. 
In fact, if the Holocaust were disputed sufficiently, it 
would be counterproductive for Jews even to mention it. 
They would eventually have to drop it, because every 
mention of it would be an occasion for exposing them as 

liars. That's the advantage of going on the offensive 
against this big lie instead of trying to sidestep it. 
Individuals may avoid some conflict and difficulties by 
choosing not to dispute the Holocaust, but in the big 
picture, our collective interest is not served at all by 

pussyfooting around about this matter. 
This argument of Mark Weber's seems to be the real 

source of MacDonald's position: 
The Holocaust “remembrance” campaign is not so much 
a source of Jewish-Zionist power as it is an expression of 
it. For that reason, debunking the Holocaust will not 
shatter that power. [...] In my view, and as I have 
repeatedly emphasized, the task of exposing and 
countering this power is a crucially important one. In that 

effort, Holocaust revisionism cannot play a central role. 
[...] In the real world struggle against Jewish-Zionist 
power, Holocaust revisionism has proved to be as much 
a hindrance as a help. [Mark Weber, January 2009] 
See, Weber goes beyond what Novick said. Novick says 
that the Holocaust is a matter of Jewish propaganda, but 

Weber asserts that there is no point in arguing with this 
propaganda. 
What Weber said in 2009 is essentially what Professor 
MacDonald says in 2015. First he says that it is useless 
to talk about it; then he echoes Weber's point that 
Jewish power is the real problem: 
My view is that talking about the truth, the facts about 

the Holocaust, is just a no-win game. You can't win 
anything by it. They immediately typecast you as crazy 
and all that.[...] 
If Jewish power lessened in America, well the Holocaust 
would lessen too. The only reason the Holocaust is 
important is because Jews are so important in the media, 
etc." [K. MacDonald, 5 November 2015] 

The first point that Professor makes, echoing Mark 
Weber, is simply false. Skepticism about the Holocaust is 
something that the Jews greatly fear, and it has become 
very widespread outside of the West. 
Professor MacDonald's second point, identifying the 
fundamental problem, is true, but also irrelevant, 

because Jews in the present time do have this control of 
mass-media, and we are not going to be taking it away 
from them anytime soon. Therefore, living in the present 
and dealing with reality, it is imperative to address their 
propaganda, and the Holocaust is a major element of 
Jewish anti-White propaganda, as even Mark Weber still 

admits. 
Even if we built a substantial pro-White media-complex, 
given that the Jews will also have media, we would be 

still be using our media much of the time to address and 
debunk Jewish propaganda. The day when we can simply 
ignore Jewish propaganda is far from the present. 
Apart from this one subject, the Holocaust, the need to 

address Jewish propaganda seems to be perfectly clear 
to Professor MacDonald. It is only the Holocaust that 
must not be addressed. He makes an exception for it. Of 
course people will ask why there is this inconsistency. It 
seems to be at least partly due to the regrettable 
influence of Mark Weber. 

 REPLY 
Fredrick Toben, 24/11/15 

I am still amazed to find individuals who shudder when 
someone proposes that a consiracy is a real physical fact. 

With a little maturity one soon realizes that it is a human 

trait to conspire, or should I use the verb - "to plan"? As 
soon as two or more individuals get together, then it is 
human nature at work - to plan, to construct, to fight, to 
conquer, to kill, and perhaps then to love. Fro example, 
what is happening in Europe with the refugees is not 

relaly a conspiracy because the Coudenhove-Kalergi Plan 
has been right out in the open for decades, i.e. the plan 
to "brown" Europe and to eliminate the European race 
and merge it into a Eurasian mass. 
The official 9/11 conspiracy was designed to replace the 
old global political Talmudic-Marxist death dialectic that 
had served its purpose: Communism, which had proven 

itself to be a total economic failuure, versus Captalism-
freedom-and-democracy. The new death dialectic 
replaced the old enemy of predatory Capitalism-freedom-

and-democracy with "terrorism" - Muslim terrorism. 
Anyone who still claims that the three 9/11 buildings 
were not brought down by controlled demolition is either 
ignorant of physical facts, a liar or both.  

Equate this with the Holocaust - forget all the extraneous 
matters and focus, as do the Revisionists, on the murder 
weapon - show me or draw me the homicidal gas 
chamber. The rest is busy work. 
The 9/11 event is still open for debate and not yet legally 
protected, as is the Holocaust-Shoah narrative. 

If one wishes to gain an understanding of world events, 
then 9/11 is a must, and the Holocaust-Shoah is a 
double must!  
But then always remember: Do not only blame the Jews, 

the elites, etc. but also blame those that bend to their 
pressure. And recall that real freedom means liberating 
yourself from your own self-inflicted immaturity. That's 

as much as anyone can personally achieve so that you 
have that home within your own mind and do not have to 
play the victim or to scapegoat in order to look into the 
mirror. 
You have heard about the Viagra tablet - now  comes in 
eye drop form. What's the effect? It enables you to take 
a hard look at yourself! 
http://carolynyeager.net/heretics-hour-kevin-

macdonalds-problem-holocaust-revisionism  

______________________________________________  

http://carolynyeager.net/comment/reply/3530/6407
http://carolynyeager.net/heretics-hour-kevin-macdonalds-problem-holocaust-revisionism
http://carolynyeager.net/heretics-hour-kevin-macdonalds-problem-holocaust-revisionism
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-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 

From: michael [mailto:mazur@iinet.net.au] Sent: Wednesday, 18 November 2015 2:21 PM 
In the text Mr Carto says that the odds of two unrelated events happening on the same day in the one year are 

133,225 to 1. That means that the odds of the police, and emergency services, and the military, and the fire 
brigade, (the State) doing drills on the same day in the same five places as the terrorists hit in Paris are 6Tr to 1. 

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

mailto:mazur@iinet.net.au
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BLOGGING ON MATTERS HOLOCAUST 
Scrapbookpages Blog 

About 
I created this blog so that I can comment on news and 
events that relate to my web site Scrapbookpages.com. 
My web site is about places that I’ve been and the 
history of those places.  It has nothing to do with 

scrapbooking.  As a Journalist, I try to be objective on 
my web site, but on my blog, anything goes. 
I had a hard time deciding on a domain name for this 
blog.  Everything  that I initially thought of was already 
taken, including my own name. I finally decided on 
“further glory.” 
Here is the meaning of this obscure name:  When I was 

a Journalism student at the University of Missouri, way 
back in the middle of the previous century, there was a 
class called “History and Principles of Journalism,” 

which was taught by Professor Frank Luther Mott.  The 
grading system at the University back then was 
E,S,M,I,F which stood  for Excellent, Superior, 
Mediocre, Inferior and Failing.  It was literally 

impossible to get an E on the final in Professor Mott’s H 
and P class because there were questions on the test 
about stuff that wasn’t in the textbook.  I managed to 
get an E because I did a lot of outside reading. 
Someone wrote a poem about my E in H and P and 
posted it on the wall outside the class room.  The last 

lines of the poem were “What further glory awaits for 
thee, you’ve got your E in H and P.” 

*** 
August 12, 2010 

90-year-old Holocaust survivor was with Muslim 

leaders on trip to Dachau and Auschwitz 
In today’s news in the Jewish Forward, there is the 

story of 8 imans who went on a 3-day trip to Dachau 
and Auschwitz which was “co-sponsored by a German 
think tank and the New Jersey-based Center for 
Interreligious Understanding, and strongly supported by 
the United States government.” 
The trip, which you can read about here, was the 
brainchild of law professor Marshall Breger, an 

Orthodox Jew and former senior official in the 
administrations of Ronald Reagan and George H.W. 
Bush. 
According to a news article,  which you can read here,  
Breger said: 

‘There is a view that there is growing anti-Semitism in 

the Muslim world, reinforced by people like President 
[Mahmoud] Ahmadinejad, that there is growing 
Holocaust denial in the Muslim world.  In light of that, 
the idea was to offer education to those who might not 
have the kind of knowledge that we’ve had about World 
War II and the Jewish community, and to do this in a 
public way.” 

According to the Jewish Forward, the delegates’ level of 
knowledge about the Holocaust prior to the trip seemed 
to be fairly low. When they met with Max Mannheimer, 
a survivor of Auschwitz and Dachau, they appeared to 
be particularly affected by seeing the number the Nazis 
had tattooed on his arm, and asked many questions.  
But wait a minute! Should a survivor of Auschwitz and 

Dachau, who has lived to the age of 90, be the one to 
accompany a tour to combat Holocaust denial among 
Muslims?  Shouldn’t they have chosen someone who is 

the son or daughter of a Jew who was gassed at 
Auschwitz or Dachau? 

 
Gas chamber at the Dachau concentration camp 

You can read all about the Dachau gas chamber here. 

This quote is from the Jewish Forward news article: 
Suhaib Webb, an imam from Santa Clara in the Bay 
Area, grew up in a white Christian household in 

Oklahoma  and later converted to Islam. Walking 
around Auschwitz with tears in his eyes, he said, “It 
was far worse than I imagined.” 
“No Muslim in his right mind, female or male, should 
deny the Holocaust,” said Mohamed Magid, imam and 
executive director of the All Dulles Area Muslim Society. 

“When you walk the walk of the people who have been 
taken to be gassed, to be killed, how can a person deny 
physical evidence, something that’s beyond doubt?” 

 
Gas chamber in the Auschwitz main camp, 2005 photo 
When you “walk the walk of the people who have been 
taken to be gassed,” shouldn’t you be accompanied by a 
relative of someone who was gassed?  You can read all 
about the Auschwitz gas chamber here. 

Max Mannheimer’s family was first persecuted by the 
Nazis in 1938 when his father was arrested and taken 
into “protective custody” at Dachau after Kristallnacht, 

a pogrom in Germany on the night of November 9th 
and 10th in 1938.  Max was 18, but his mother lied 
about his age, and he was not taken to Dachau at that 
time.  After promising to leave Germany, Max’s father 
was released from Dachau and the family moved out of 
Germany, but remained in Europe. 

When the evacuation to the East of all the Jews in 
German-occupied territory began,  Max Mannheimer 
was sent to the Theresienstadt Ghetto, a concentration 
camp near Prague, in January 1943. His father had 
served in the Germany Army in World War I, so that is 

why the family was sent to this relatively mild camp. 
From Theresienstadt, Max was sent, along with his 22-

year-old wife, his parents, his 15-year-old sister and 
two of his brothers, on a train to the  Auschwitz death 

https://furtherglory.wordpress.com/
https://furtherglory.wordpress.com/about/
http://www.forward.com/articles/130013/
http://www.israelnationalnews.com/News/News.aspx/139085
http://www.scrapbookpages.com/DachauScrapbook/GasChamber/history02.html
http://www.scrapbookpages.com/AuschwitzScrapbook/Tour/Auschwitz1/Auschwitz08.html
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camp. His older brother Erich had already been 
deported to Auschwitz in 1942. 
After spending six weeks in the Quarantine camp at 

Auschwitz-Birkenau, Max Mannheimer was tattooed 
with the number 99728 on his arm, and sent to the 
Auschwitz main camp where he was put to work. He 
survived three selections for the gas chamber and an 

operation performed in the Auschwitz hospital by a 
doctor who was also a prisoner at Auschwitz. In 
October 1943, Mannheimer and his younger brother 
were sent to the Warsaw Ghetto to work in clearing the 
rubble. 

 
Max Mannheimer survived 3 selections for the gas 

chamber in the main Auschwitz camp 

In 2000, at the age of 80, Mannheimer published his  
controversial “later diary” about his ordeal in the Nazi 
concentration camps. According to the book, he and his 

brother were the only members of his family that 
survived Auschwitz. 
Mannheimer wrote that he was sent from Auschwitz, in 

July 1944, on a death march to the Dachau 
concentration camp, arriving on August 6, 1944.  After 
spending 3 weeks in quarantine at the Dachau main 
camp, Max was sent to a Dachau sub-camp called 

Allach, where he worked in a BMW factory. 
Max was later sent to another Dachau sub-camp at 
Mühldorf, where he worked on the construction of an 
underground factory where Messerschmitt ME 262 
airplanes were to be made. With the approach of the 
US Seventh Army, he was evacuated from Mühldorf on 

a train. The train was overtaken by American troops 
and Mannheimer was liberated on April 30, 1945, one 
day after the liberation of the Dachau main camp. 
This quote about Max Mannheimer is from Wikipedia: 
[Mannheimer] became known through his lectures 

about his experiences in the concentration camps. For 
decades, he never spoke about his experiences, but 

had suffered nightmares and depression. On a trip to 
the United States in 1986, he happened to see a 
swastika and fell apart, suffering a nervous breakdown. 
Since the mid-1980s, he has been giving lectures to 
young people and adults in schools, universities and 
elsewhere as an eye witness to the horrors of Third 
Reich and the Nazi era. He also gives groups of school 

children tours of Dachau. He says that the lectures are 
a form of therapy for him, that he’d like to forget the 
past because it has given him nightmares and caused 
him depression, but feels a duty to those who did not 
survive to never forget. 
Mannheimer is an honorary member of Gegen 

Vergessen – Für Demokratie (“Against Forgetting – For 
Democracy”), the chairman of which is Joachim Gauck. 
Mannheimer is also chairman of “Lagergemeinschaft 

Dachau” and vice president of Comité International de 
Dachau (International Dachau Committee). 
https://furtherglory.wordpress.com/2010/08/12/90-year-old-
holocaust-survivor-was-with-muslim-leaders-on-trip-to-
dachau-and-auschwitz/  

*** 
March 10, 2012 

French law against Armenian genocide denial 
overturned by court 

This quote is from a CNN news article which you can 
read in full here. 
A new French law making it a crime to publicly deny the 
Ottoman Empire’s genocide of Armenians a century ago 
was ruled unconstitutional Tuesday by France’s 
Constitutional Council. 
The measure, which triggered condemnation from 

modern Turkey, was given final passage by the French 
Senate and signed into law by President Nicolas 

Sarkozy last month. 
Sarkozy’s office immediately issued a statement calling 
for a new version of the law “taking into account the 
decision of the Constitutional Council.” 
“The president believes that genocide denial is 

intolerable and must be punished in this regard,” the 
statement said. 
The country’s highest judicial body reviewed it at the 
request of National Assembly members and French 
senators. 
“The Council deems the law unconstitutional,” a short 

statement from the court said Tuesday. 
The French law against Armenian genocide denial, 
which was proposed by President Nicolas Sarkozy, was 
passed by the French parliament in December 2011. 

The new law made it a crime to deny that the 1.5 
million Armenians allegedly killed by the Ottoman Turks 
in 1915 was a “genocide.”  Now the council has ruled 

that the law violated freedom of speech, which is 
protected by the French constitution. Sarkozy wants the 
law to be rewritten, so that it can be passed again. 

 
Armenian civilians are marched to a nearby prison in 

Kharpert by armed Ottoman soldiers, April 1915. 

 
Jews are marched to a ghetto in Krakow in Word War II 

So what is the difference between the Armenian 
genocide and the Holocaust? 

https://furtherglory.wordpress.com/2010/08/12/90-year-old-holocaust-survivor-was-with-muslim-leaders-on-trip-to-dachau-and-auschwitz/
https://furtherglory.wordpress.com/2010/08/12/90-year-old-holocaust-survivor-was-with-muslim-leaders-on-trip-to-dachau-and-auschwitz/
https://furtherglory.wordpress.com/2010/08/12/90-year-old-holocaust-survivor-was-with-muslim-leaders-on-trip-to-dachau-and-auschwitz/
http://www.cnn.com/2012/02/28/world/europe/france-armenia-genocide/index.html
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According to Wikipedia, “the Great Crime (the Armenian 
genocide) was the systematic killing of the Armenian 
population of the Ottoman Empire during and just after 

World War I. It was implemented through wholesale 
massacres and deportations, with the deportations 
consisting of forced marches under conditions designed 
to lead to the death of the deportees.” 

The Holocaust was a bit different in that the Jews were 
sent on trains to concentration camps, and when the 
camps had to be abandoned, the Jews were forced 
marched under conditions designed to lead to their 
deaths.  I didn’t make this up — the story of the Jews 
being marched in order to kill them is part of the official 

Holocaust story. 
According to Wikipedia, “the Ottoman military uprooted 
Armenians from their homes and forced them to march 
for hundreds of miles, depriving them of food and 
water, to the desert of what is now Syria.”  Holocaust 

deniers say that the Jews were uprooted from their 
homes and “transported to the East” meaning that they 

were sent to the three Operation Reinhard camps 
(Treblinka, Belzec, and Sobibor) from where they were 
taken into Russia. 
I learned from Wikipedia that “Massacres (in the 
Armenian genocide) were indiscriminate of age or 
gender, with rape and other sexual abuse 
commonplace.”  You don’t hear many stories of the 

Germans raping the Jews.  The penalty for rape for a 
German soldier was death, and there was a German 
law against Germans and Jews having intercourse, so 
this prevented rape and sexual abuse.  It was the 
German women who were raped by the Allies in World 
War II. 

The Jews and the Armenians are similar in that both 
are considered to be a race AND a religion.  The 
Armenians have their own churches, which are a bit 
different from other Christian churches.  For those who 
don’t believe that such a thing as race exists, then you 
can say that the Armenians are an ethnic group. 
So it seems to me that, if there is a law against 

Holocaust denial, then there should be a law against 
Armenian genocide denial.  Or both events should be 
covered by free speech laws, and anyone can deny 
anything they want to. 
https://furtherglory.wordpress.com/2012/03/10/french-law-
against-armenian-genocide-denial-overturned-by-court/  

*** 
September 21, 2012 

$5 million dollars was awarded to a Holocaust 
survivor in a “Holocaust denial” lawsuit in 1986 

Last night, I was watching the Dr. Drew TV show when 
I was stunned to hear Lisa Bloom say that one of the 
many accomplishments of her mother, Gloria Allred, 
was that she had won a case in which $5 million was 
awarded to a Holocaust survivor in his lawsuit against 

Holocaust deniers.  I knew that she could only be 
referring to the case brought by Mel Mermelstein 
against the IHR many years ago. 
I knew that the Mermelstein lawsuit took place way 
back in 1985, but I had never bothered to read the 
details.  So I took some time to look it up.  I found 
the Jewish Virtual Library  website, which has an 

extensive article about the case. 
This quote is from the article on the Jewish Virtual 
Library website: 

The one case directly involving the substance of 
Holocaust-denial propaganda in an American 
court was a 1985 lawsuit brought against the IHR 

by Mel Mermelstein, a Holocaust survivor living in 
Long Beach, California. In the early ’80s, 
Mermelstein had responded to a cynical IHR publicity 
campaign which offered $50,000 to anyone who could 

prove that Jews had been gassed at Auschwitz by 
submitting evidence that members of his own family 
had been murdered at that concentration camp. When 
the IHR failed to comply with its promised terms, 
Mermelstein filed his suit. In July 1985, the lawsuit was 
settled in Mermelstein’s favor. The settlement, 

approved by judge Robert Wenke of the Los 
Angeles Superior Court, called for the IHR to pay 
Mermelstein the $50,000 “reward,” as well as an 
additional $40,000 for pain and 
suffering. Moreover, at a pre-trial hearing, the Court 

took judicial notice of the fact that gas chambers 
had been used to murder Jews at Auschwitz. 

Several months later, Mermelstein won another victory 
against the Holocaust-denial movement. In January 
1986, a Los Angeles Superior Court jury awarded 
Mermelstein $4.75 million in punitive damages 
and $500,000 in compensatory damages in a suit 
he had filed in 1981 against Ditlieb Felderer, a 
Swedish Holocaust denier whose publication, 

Jewish Information Bulletin (it is in fact none of 
these), had mocked the killing of Jews at 
Auschwitz and had attacked Mermelstein 
personally. Later that year, the IHR and Willis Carto 
sued Mermelstein, claiming he libeled them during a 
radio interview given in New York. In 1988, they 

voluntarily dropped the charges. 
Did you catch that?  An American judge, in an 
American court, took judicial notice that gas 
chambers had been used to murder Jews at 
Auschwitz.  The term “judicial notice” means that a 
judge rules that a statement made in court is “common 
knowledge” and is so well known that it does not have 

to be proved in court.  In this instance, the judge ruled 
that the gas chambers at Auschwitz are such a well 
known fact, that anyone who mentions the gas 
chambers in a court of law in America does not have to 
prove his statement. 
This “judicial notice” by an American judge has laid the 
groundwork for the prosecution of Holocaust deniers in 

America in the future. 
How long before America joins many other countries 
that have a law against Holocaust denial? 
I may have to change the photos of the gas chambers 
on my website. I should put some blue stains on the 
walls of the reconstructed gas chamber at Auschwitz to 

show that Zyklon-B was used to gas the prisoners. 
https://furtherglory.wordpress.com/2012/09/21/5-million-
dollars-was-awarded-to-a-holocaust-survivor-in-a-holocaust-
denial-lawsuit-in-1986/  

*** 
March 29, 2013 

When a Holocaust denial law is eventually passed 
in America, what will US citizens be required 

to believe? 

I anticipate that America will eventually have a law 

against Holocaust denial and that Holocaust denial will 
be an exception to our 1st Amendment right of free 
speech.  Russia is currently contemplating such a law.  

https://furtherglory.wordpress.com/2012/03/10/french-law-against-armenian-genocide-denial-overturned-by-court/
https://furtherglory.wordpress.com/2012/03/10/french-law-against-armenian-genocide-denial-overturned-by-court/
http://www.jewishvirtuallibrary.org/jsource/Holocaust/denial.html
https://furtherglory.wordpress.com/2012/09/21/5-million-dollars-was-awarded-to-a-holocaust-survivor-in-a-holocaust-denial-lawsuit-in-1986/
https://furtherglory.wordpress.com/2012/09/21/5-million-dollars-was-awarded-to-a-holocaust-survivor-in-a-holocaust-denial-lawsuit-in-1986/
https://furtherglory.wordpress.com/2012/09/21/5-million-dollars-was-awarded-to-a-holocaust-survivor-in-a-holocaust-denial-lawsuit-in-1986/
http://rt.com/politics/denial-holocaust-criminalize-moves-russia-853/
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You can read more about the proposed law in 
Russia here. 
When a Holocaust denial law is passed in the USA, what 

will Americans be required to believe, under the threat 
of 5 years in prison? 
Today, I read an interesting article here,  entitled 
“What do Creationists and Holocaust Deniers Have In 

Common?” 
This quote is from the article cited above: 
As distasteful and offensive as the Holocaust deniers 
analogy may seem (it’s such a morally repulsive idea 
that no sane historian would ever attempt to 
equivocate the truth of the Holocaust with radical 

conspiracy theories), we would be naive if we 
summarily discounted that denial without 
understanding its origins and its import. For a great 
many in the radicalized Middle East, Holocaust denial is 
a centerpiece in education policy, domestic policy, and 

international affairs. We are nearly seventy years 
removed from the Holocaust, and I suspect that, within 

my lifetime, I’ll one day read about the death of the 
last remaining survivor. 
We know the Holocaust is true, because many of us 
lived through it. To be sure, I am far too young to 
remember the Holocaust, but when I was eighteen, a 
group of friends and I trekked through the 
Dachau Concentration Camp, one of the saddest but 

most illuminating moments of my young life: 
Confronting the vestiges of undeniable evil, the 
inhumanly cramped boarding rooms, the crematoriums, 
the gas chambers, the cast-iron sign emblazoned with 
the words “Arbeit Macht Frei.” A place that still smelled 
like soot and death and dust. This was not a Hollywood 

set. If I had possessed even a fragment of a 
thought about the remote possibility of a massive 
conspiracy, it was forever extinguished that 
afternoon. Dachau is a vivid, permanent, real 
place on our planet; Holocaust deniers are idiots. 
The author doesn’t say how old he is now, so we don’t 
know what year it was when he was 18, but it must 

have been during the period of time when there was a 
sign in the Dachau shower room, saying that it was not 
a gas chamber, or never used as a gas chamber. 
His trek through Dachau must have been after the 
barracks had been torn down, so that a Memorial Site 
could be constructed inside the former concentration 
camp.  The “inhumanly cramped boarding rooms” must 

have been the reconstructed barrack buildings. When 
the Dachau camp was used for 17 years to house the 
ethnic Germans who had been expelled from 
Czechoslovakia, tourists were not allowed to disturb 
these pathetic residents. 
What did he think that the “Arbeit Macht Frei” sign 

proved? During the time that 30,000 German “war 
criminals” were crowded into the Dachau camp, 
designed for 5,000 prisoners, the “Arbeit Macht Frei” 
sign was not there, and the prisoners did not have to 
work.  During that time, the Dachau camp was 
called “War Crimes Enclosure No. 1.” 
If he saw the “gas chambers” (plural), that means that 

he saw the disinfection chambers that were clearly 
labeled as such.  The disinfection chambers were used 

to SAVE lives. 
David Irving was thrown into prison in Austria because 
he said that the gas chamber at the main Auschwitz 
camp was a “reconstruction.”  Now it is admitted that 

this gas chamber was reconstructed by the Soviets, and 
it is no longer a crime to say this. 
When Holocaust denial becomes a crime in America, 

will we have to believe the stories told by Irene 
Zisblatt or face a 5 year prison sentence? 
Hopefully, when America passes a Holocaust Denial 
law, there will be huge book (about the size of the book 

of rules on Obamacare) that gives details on each and 
every story that we are required to believe. 
When a Holocaust denial law is finally passed in 
America, the prisons will become so overcrowded that a 
new punishment will have to be devised.  Maybe 
Holocaust deniers could be forced to stand on a street 

corner wearing a “neck violin” like ones that criminals 
were forced to wear in the old days. 

Neck violin that criminals were forced to wear in the old 
days 

 
Criminals were forced to wear a neck violin in the old 

days 

Or should Holocaust deniers be thrown into a dungeon, 
as witches were, after a witch trial.  Holocaust denier 
trials have been compared to witch trials because the 

perpetrator is not allowed to defend himself or herself. 
The photo below shows a dungeon for witches in 
Germany. 

http://www.jewishpress.com/news/russian-bill-on-holocaust-denial-prompts-anti-jew-feedbacks/2013/03/28/
http://cenlamar.com/2013/01/29/what-do-creationists-and-holocaust-deniers-have-in-common/
http://www.scrapbookpages.com/DachauScrapbook/NaziPrison.html
https://furtherglory.wordpress.com/2010/09/28/poles-should-be-grateful-that-david-irving-is-in-poland/
http://www.scrapbookpages.com/AuschwitzScrapbook/History/Articles/IreneZisblatt.html
http://www.scrapbookpages.com/AuschwitzScrapbook/History/Articles/IreneZisblatt.html
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A dungeon for witches in Germany 

https://furtherglory.wordpress.com/2013/03/29/when-a-
holocaust-denial-law-is-eventually-passed-in-america-what-
will-us-citizens-be-required-to-believe/  

*** 
June 12, 2013 

If you don’t have mandatory Holocaust education 
in your state, demand it 

There are only 5 states in the United States of America 
that have a law which makes Holocaust education 

mandatory.  I didn’t realize this until I read a 
newspaper article about a workshop at Youngstown 
State University in Ohio, at which teachers were taught 
about the Holocaust. 
This quote is from the newspaper article which you can 
read in full here: 
A workshop at Youngstown State University on Monday 

educated local teachers about the Holocaust and 
genocide. 
The Ohio Council on Holocaust Education sponsored the 
free workshop for teachers from public, private and 
parochial schools around the state. They were given a 
curriculum to use in their respective schools. 

For more than 25 years, the non-profit organization has 
been pushing for Holocaust education to be mandatory. 
“I’m sure our legislators will be involved within the 
state, and I am hoping through more publicity and 
marketing such as today’s workshop, we will be on the 
right road and finally see some type of mandate for 
Holocaust education in our schools,” said Suzyn 

Schwebel Epstein, president of the Ohio Council on 
Holocaust Education. 

I looked up mandatory Holocaust education laws on 
Wikipedia and found this: “As of September 2009, laws 
of this kind [mandatory Holocaust education] were on 
the books of Germany, Austria, Switzerland, Israel, the 
United Kingdom, and the American states of Florida, 

New York, New Jersey, California, and Illinois. 
The first state in America to pass a law making 
Holocaust education mandatory was California; 
Holocaust education was mandated in California in 
1985. 
According to the California law: “Instruction shall 

provide a foundation for understanding … human rights 
issues, with particular attention to the study of the 
inhumanity of genocide, slavery, and the Holocaust, 
and contemporary issues.” 

Note that, in California, Holocaust education is included 
in education on slavery and “the inhumanity of 
genocide.”  There was no slavery in California and no 

genocide, unless you categorize the killing of American 

Indians as “genocide.”  California is also mandated to 
teach “contemporary issues,” whatever that means. 
The next state to enact a law which mandated the 

teaching of the Holocaust was New Jersey, which 
passed a law requiring Holocaust education in 1991.  
Then New York and Florida passed similar laws in 
1994.  But Illinois passed a law on mandatory 

Holocaust education in 1989. 
The Holocaust didn’t happen in America and was not 
perpetrated by Americans, so why should Holocaust 
education be mandatory in America?  I don’t know for 
sure, but I think it is because there are now around 6 
million Jews in America, many of them Holocaust 

survivors or descendants of Holocaust survivors, who 
want to make sure that there will never be another 
Holocaust.  Americans must learn tolerance, so that 
Jews will be safe in America. 

 
The Nazis forced the Jews to wear a Star of David on 

their clothes 

How are American children introduced to the 
Holocaust?  Around 17 years ago, one of my 
grandchildren came home from kindergarten and very 
proudly told his family about what he had learned in 
school that day.  He said that the King of Denmark had 

worn a yellow star because all the Jews were forced to 
wear a yellow star and the King wanted to show that, 
although he was not Jewish, he was sympathetic to the 
Jews and wanted to show his disapproval of Jews being 
forced to wear identification on their clothing. 
Was this 5-year-old kindergarten student told to verify 
what he had learned by looking it up on the Internet?  

No, of course not — he had not learned to read yet. 
You can look it up yourself on the website of the United 
States Holocaust Memorial Museum at   
http://www.ushmm.org/wlc/en/article.php?ModuleId=100080
43  

 
Who doesn’t love Anne Frank, the most famous 

Holocaust victim? 

https://furtherglory.wordpress.com/2013/03/29/when-a-holocaust-denial-law-is-eventually-passed-in-america-what-will-us-citizens-be-required-to-believe/
https://furtherglory.wordpress.com/2013/03/29/when-a-holocaust-denial-law-is-eventually-passed-in-america-what-will-us-citizens-be-required-to-believe/
https://furtherglory.wordpress.com/2013/03/29/when-a-holocaust-denial-law-is-eventually-passed-in-america-what-will-us-citizens-be-required-to-believe/
http://www.wkbn.com/2013/06/10/holocaust-education-workshop-held-at-ysu/
http://www.ushmm.org/wlc/en/article.php?ModuleId=10008043
http://www.ushmm.org/wlc/en/article.php?ModuleId=10008043
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Another one of my grandchildren was assigned to read 
“The Diary of Anne Frank” in the 5th grade.  Ann Frank 
died at Bergen-Belsen, so this gives the schools a 

chance to teach American students about the Jews who 
were killed at Bergen-Belsen. 

This 

sign was put up by the British at the Bergen-Belsen 
camp 

The words on the sign, that was put up by the British, 
after the Bergen-Belsen camp was voluntarily turned 
over to them, read as follows:  “10,000 unburied dead 
were found here. Another 13,000 have since died.  All 

of them victims of the German New Order in Europe 
and an example of Nazi Kultur.” 

 
Children who survived the Auschwitz death camp show 

their tattoos 

Are American school children taught about the typhus 
epidemic that killed thousands of people in the last 

days of World War II?  The Belsen camp, which had 
been originally set up as an EXCHANGE CAMP, was 
turned over to the British because there was a typhus 

epidemic in the camp and the camp was located in a 
war zone.  Are American students told this in their 
mandatory education classes?  I doubt it. 
Why should all this bother me?  Recently, I wanted to 

go to a local high school to hear a Holocaust survivor 
speak.  I changed my mind when I learned that the 
price of a ticket for the lecture was $18 in advance and 
$25 at the door.  It was too late for me to get an 
advance ticket; I was not willing to pay $25 to hear a 
Holocaust survivor tell about how she escaped the gas 
chamber at Auschwitz, no matter how unique her story 

was. 
The only time that I heard a Holocaust survivor speak, 
she spent 55 minutes ranting against “Holocaust 

deniers” and 5 minutes telling her sad story about how 
she suffered at Auschwitz, starting WHEN SHE WAS 
FOUR YEARS OLD.  She didn’t explain why she was not 

gassed, even though, as everyone in the world knows, 

Jews under the age of 15 were immediately gassed at 
Auschwitz, unless they were twins, who were saved by 
Dr. Josef Mengele because he wanted to experiment on 

them.  Strangely, some children, who weren’t twins, 
also survived Auschwitz. 
https://furtherglory.wordpress.com/2013/06/12/if-you-dont-
have-mandatory-holocaust-education-in-your-state-demand-
it/  

*** 

August 21, 2013 
German Chancellor Angela Merkel can’t win for 

losing (visit to former Dachau 
concentration camp) 

 
Angela Merkel lays a wreath at the International 

Monument at Dachau 

The news today is filled with stories of German 
Chancellor Angela Merkel’s visit to the grounds of the 

first Nazi concentration camp near the town of Dachau. 
Then it was on to a beer fest in the town. Chancellor 

Merkel is being heavily criticized for combining a trip to 
the Memorial Site at the former camp with a trip to the 
town of Dachau to drink beer. 

 
Angela Merkel was accompanied by Max Mannheimer, a 

survivor of Dachau 

In the photo above, Chancellor Merkel looks as though 

she has the weight of the world on her shoulders as she 
walks beside Max Mannheimer, a survivor of two 
Dachau sub-camps at Allach and Mühldorf.  I don’t 
begrudge Chancellor Merkel a glass of beer after going 
through this ordeal. 
Not mentioned in any of the news stories is that beer 
drinking does not have the same connotation in 

Germany, as it does in America.  Literally everyone in 
Germany drinks beer; it is considered to be good for 
one’s health. 

https://furtherglory.wordpress.com/2013/06/12/if-you-dont-have-mandatory-holocaust-education-in-your-state-demand-it/
https://furtherglory.wordpress.com/2013/06/12/if-you-dont-have-mandatory-holocaust-education-in-your-state-demand-it/
https://furtherglory.wordpress.com/2013/06/12/if-you-dont-have-mandatory-holocaust-education-in-your-state-demand-it/
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There is nothing wrong with going to a beer fest, after 
visiting a Memorial Site.  If Hilary Clinton were 
president of the United States, and she visited an 

internment camp, where German-Americans were 
imprisoned during World War II and for two years 
afterwards, she might go to a beer joint afterwards and 
some people might legitimately complain.  Beer 

drinking has a low-class connotation in America, but 
not in Germany. 
None of the stories, that I have read, about Chancellor 
Merkel’s visit, mentioned that Max Mannheimer is a 
controversial figure because of his “später Tagebuch,” 
which means a diary written later. 

This quote from Wikipedia is about Mannheimer writing 
his Tagebuch or diary of his time in Nazi concentration 
camps at a later time. 
Seine Erinnerungen wurden zum ersten Mal 1985 in 
den Dachauer Heften abgedruckt.[13] und erschienen 

2000 vollständig unter dem Titel Spätes Tagebuch. 
In other words, Max Mannheimer miracaculously 

remembered his time in Nazi concentrations camps, 
and wrote his memoir many years later.  Because 
Mannheimer never said a word about his time in the 
camps until many years later, some people are 
suspicious of his “später Tagebuch.” In any case, he 
was not a prisoner in the main Dachau camp, which 
Chancellor Merkel visited. 

This quote about Chancellor Merkel’s visit to Dachau is 
from a news article which you can read in full here: 
Ms Merkel’s tour of Dachau, which was the first Nazi 
concentration camp, included a meeting with Max 
Mannheimer, one of its few remaining survivors. More 
than 200,000 people including Jews, homosexuals, 

Roma and political prisoners were imprisoned, forced to 
work and used for medical experiments at Dachau 
which opened in 1933. It was liberated by US troops in 
April 1945 
The Chancellor was shown the camp baths and a room 
where prisoners were stripped of their clothing and 
identity and henceforth referred to only by numbers. Ms 
Merkel said her visit was accompanied by feelings of 
“shame and dismay”. 
She visited the camp baths (plural)? 

What camp baths?  One of the exhibits at Dachau is 
located in a former shower room, as shown in the photo 

below. 

 
Former shower room at Dachau is now used for Museum 

displays 

The photo above shows a room in the Museum at 
Dachau which was formerly a shower room.  The 

shower fixtures, which were formerly on the left side of 
the room, have been removed. The photo below shows 
what the room looked like when Dachau was a Nazi 
concentration camp. 

 
Shower room at Dachau had shower heads hanging 

down from the ceiling 

The only other shower room at Dachau was converted 
into a gas chamber when the American liberators 
lowered the ceiling and stuck shower heads into the 
ceiling.  The so-called Dachau gas chamber, as it looks 
today, is shown in the photo below. 

 
Dachau shower room in BarackeX was converted into a 

gas chamber in 1945 

Surely, Chancellor Merkel was not shown the shower 
room in the BarrackX building and told that this was a 

“camp bath,” not a gas chamber. 
What about the room where Dachau prisoners were 

“stripped of their clothing?”  That could only be the 
undressing room in BarackeX.  The two photos below 
show the undressing room. 

 
The wall of the empty undressing room at Dachau 

http://www.independent.co.uk/news/world/europe/angela-merkel-ignites-furious-political-row-by-becoming-first-postwar-german-leader-to-visit-former-nazi-concentration-camp-at-dachau-8777180.html
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Door into shower room which was converted into a gas 
chamber at Dachau by the American liberators 

Did Max Mannheimer tell Chancellor Merkel that the 
room shown in the photo above was the undressing 
room where incoming prisoners undressed before going 
into the shower?  Mannheimer would have taken a 

shower in BarackeX before being sent to a sub-camp of 
Dachau. 
Surely, the German people are not saying that the gas 
chamber at Dachau was a shower room!  That is 
against the law and will get you 5 years in prison. 
Another criticism that I have, of the news stories about 

Chancellor Merkel’s visit to Dachau, is the claim that 
Dachau had “prisoners of war” in the camp.  This quote 
is from Fox News: 
More than 200,000 Jews, gays, Roma, political 
opponents, the disabled and prisoners of war were 
imprisoned in Dachau during World War II. 
Yes, it is true that there were “prisoners of war” 

incarcerated at Dachau during World War II, but they 
were NOT prisoners of war at the time that they were 
sent to the camp.  They only became “prisoners of war” 
after the Allies created ex-post-facto laws AFTER the 
war. 
The so-called “prisoners of war” at Dachau were illegal 
combatants under the rules of the Geneva Convention 

of 1929.  They were resistance fighters who were 
fighting after their country had surrendered and 
promised to lay down their arms and stop fighting.  The 
main camps where illegal combatants were sent were 
Buchenwald and Natzweiler, but there were some 
prisoners at Natzweiler who were transferred to Dachau 

in the last days of the war.  These prisoners were 
designated at “prisoners of war” after the German 
camps were taken over by the Allies. 
German prisoners of war, who were actual soldiers, not 
illegal combatants, were designated by General 
Eisenhower as Disarmed Enemy Forces and held in 
camps where they were not treated according to the 

rules of the Geneva Convention. 
The only real POWs at Dachau were German POWs who 

were imprisoned, after World War II, in War Crimes 
Enclosure No. 1 at Dachau.  Surely, Chancellor Merkel 
did not honor these men on her visit. 

https://furtherglory.wordpress.com/2013/08/21/german-
chancellor-angela-merkel-cant-win-for-losing-visit-to-former-
dachau-concentration-camp/  

*** 
November 4, 2013 

A working definition of the new rules regarding 
Holocaust denial and Holocaust distortion 

A news article from Canada, which you can read in 
full here, clarifies the new rules regarding what you 

can say about the Holocaust without fear of going to 
prison for 5 years. 
This quote is from the news article: 
Forms of Holocaust denial also include blaming 
the Jews for either exaggerating or creating the 
Shoah for political or financial gain as if the 
Shoah itself was the result of a conspiracy plotted 

by the Jews.  
Are there any Holocaust survivors out there, 

exaggerating or writing books for financial gain?  No, of 
course not.  Elie Wiesel hasn’t made a penny off his 
exaggerated Holocaust claims. Neither has Eva Kor, 
nor Irene Zisblatt. 
This quote is also from the news article: 

Holocaust denial may include publicly denying or calling 
into doubt the use of principal mechanisms of 
destruction (such as gas chambers, mass shooting, 
starvation and torture) or the intentionality of the 
genocide of the Jewish people. 
Why would anyone ever doubt the gas chambers? 

 Every one of the gas chambers, used by the Nazis in 
the genocide of the Jews, was obviously a working gas 
chamber, air tight, with a 40 foot vent pipe on the roof, 
a means of heating the Zyklon-B pellets to 78.3 

degrees, and a means of dropping the Zyklon-B pellets 
into the room — NOT!!! 
You can see photos of the Nazi gas chambers on a 

previous blog post here. 

 
Gas chamber in the main Auschwitz camp 

The photo above shows a real gas chamber, and don’t 
you deny it, unless you want to go to prison for 5 
years. 
Note that the gas chamber is explosion proof, with no 

hot ovens next door — NOT!!!  Note the wooden door in 
the background, which made the room air tight — 
NOT!!!  Note the light fixtures, which are explosion 
proof — NOT!!! (The wooden door had been added 
when the room was converted into an air raid shelter 

by the Germans in 1943.) 

This quote is from Fred Leuchter, a gas chamber 
expert, who says that the alleged gas chambers were 
not workable: 

http://www.foxnews.com/world/2013/08/19/merkel-to-make-historic-visit-to-nazis-dachau-camp/#ixzz2ccouI200
http://www.scrapbookpages.com/DachauScrapbook/NaziPrison.html
http://www.scrapbookpages.com/DachauScrapbook/NaziPrison.html
https://furtherglory.wordpress.com/2013/08/21/german-chancellor-angela-merkel-cant-win-for-losing-visit-to-former-dachau-concentration-camp/
https://furtherglory.wordpress.com/2013/08/21/german-chancellor-angela-merkel-cant-win-for-losing-visit-to-former-dachau-concentration-camp/
https://furtherglory.wordpress.com/2013/08/21/german-chancellor-angela-merkel-cant-win-for-losing-visit-to-former-dachau-concentration-camp/
http://www.cic.gc.ca/english/department/media/backgrounders/2013/2013-10-21b.asp
http://www.eliewieseltattoo.com/the-evidence/the-tattoo/where-is-elies-tattoo/
https://furtherglory.wordpress.com/2013/07/18/holocaust-survivor-eva-mozes-kor-has-made-a-lucrative-career-out-of-her-auschwitz-experience/
https://furtherglory.wordpress.com/2012/11/25/stuck-in-the-door-of-the-gas-chamber-how-irene-zisblatt-survived-auschwitz-birkenau/
https://furtherglory.wordpress.com/2010/08/30/how-many-of-the-nazi-gas-chambers-are-still-in-existence/
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4. Construction [of the Nazi gas chambers] 
Construction of these facilities shows that they were 
never used as gas chambers. None of these facilities 

were sealed or gasketed. No provision was ever made 
to prevent condensation of gas on the walls, floor or 
ceiling. No provision ever existed to exhaust the air-gas 
mixture from these buildings. No provision ever existed 

to introduce or distribute the gas throughout the 
chamber. No explosion-proof lighting existed and no 
attempt was ever made to prevent gas from entering 
the crematories, even though the gas is highly 
explosive. No attempt was made to protect operating 
personnel from exposure to the gas or to protect other 

non-participating persons from exposure. Specifically, 
at Auschwitz, a floor drain in the alleged gas chamber 
was connected directly to the camp’s storm drain 
system. At Majdanek a depressed walkway around the 
alleged gas chambers would have collected gas 

seepage and resulted in a death trap for camp 
personnel. No exhaust stacks ever existed. Hydrogen 

cyanide gas is an extremely dangerous and lethal gas, 
and nowhere were there any provisions to effect any 
amount of safe handling. The chambers were too small 
to accommodate more than a small fraction of the 
alleged numbers. Plain and simple, these facilities could 
not have operated as execution gas chambers. 
Note that Leuchter mentioned “a floor drain in the 

alleged gas chamber.”  The floor drain was actually in 
another room, which had a door with a glass window in 
it, that was added to the Auschwitz gas chamber by the 
Soviet Union when they reconstructed the Auschwitz 
gas chamber. At the time that Leuchter examined the 
gas chamber, the staff at Auschwitz was claiming that 

the gas chamber was original. Tour guides were 
claiming that the gas chamber included the room that 
has the door with a glass window and the floor drain. 
I blogged about the floor drain in the Auschwitz gas 
chamber here. 
I was first called a “Holocaust denier” when I pointed 
out the floor drains in the Dachau gas chamber here. 

This quote is at the beginning of the news article about 
Holocaust denial: 
“A Working Definition of Holocaust Denial and 
Distortion” – The present definition is an expression of 
the awareness that Holocaust denial and distortion 
have to be challenged and denounced nationally 
and internationally and need examination at a 

global level. IHRA adopted the following working 
definition of holocaust denial and distortion: 
Holocaust denial is discourse and propaganda 
that deny the historical reality and the extent of 
the extermination of the Jews by the Nazis and 
their accomplices during World War II,known as 

the Holocaust or the Shoah. Holocaust denial refers 
specifically to any attempt to claim that the Holocaust 
or Shoah did not take place. 
So what does this mean?  At the Nuremberg 
International Military Tribunal, where the Nazis were 
put on trial after the war, the Soviet Union claimed that 
4 million people had been killed at Auschwitz, and 1.5 

million were killed at Majdanek.  Now the ESTIMATE of 
the number of Jews killed at Auschwitz is 900,000, and 

the records at Majdanek show that 59,000 Jews died at 

Majdanek.  Which figures are we required to believe, 
under the new definition of Holocaust denial? 
I am going to go with 4 million at Auschwitz and 1.5 

million at Majdanek, because this adds up to 5.5 
million, a figure that is close to the 6 million that is the 
required belief.    The figures of 900,000 and 59,000 
add up to less than  1 million.  Where did the other 5 

million Jews die? 
This quote from the news article explains “Holocaust 
distortion,” the new form of Holocaust denial: 

What is Holocaust distortion? 
Distortion of the Holocaust refers to: 
1. Intentional efforts to excuse or minimize the 

impact of the Holocaust or its principal elements, 
including collaborators and allies of Nazi 
Germany; 
2. Gross minimization of the number of the 
victims of the Holocaust in contradiction to 

reliable sources; 
3. Attempts to blame the Jews for causing their 

own genocide; 
4. Statements that cast the Holocaust as a 
positive historical event. Those statements are 
not Holocaust denial but are closely connected to 
it as a radical form of anti-Semitism. They may 
suggest that the Holocaust did not go far enough 
in accomplishing its goal of “the Final Solution of 

the Jewish Question”; 
5. Attempts to blur the responsibility for the 
establishment of concentration and death camps 
devised and operated by Nazi Germany by putting 
blame on other nations or ethnic groups. 
The last definition is a tricky one: Is it a crime to say 

that America had internment camps for “enemies of the 
state”?  I would go with “Nazi Germany was the only 
country that put people in camps during Word War II.” 
Definitely, I would go with saying that Italy had no 
camps, because that would “blur the responsibility for 
the establishment of concentration and death camps” 
by Nazi Germany. 

In my opinion, the new definition of Holocaust denial 
needs some explicit details, regarding what we are 
required to believe.  For example, are we required to 
believe that the Nazis marched Jews out of the 
camps for the purpose of killing them by marching? 
Are we required to believe that Ohrdruf, a sub-camp of 
Buchenwald, was a “holding camp” for prisoners waiting 

to be gassed in the gas chamber at Buchenwald? 
Holocaust denial began when Paul Rassinier, “the father 
of Holocaust denial,” denied that there was a gas 
chamber at Buchenwald.  Do we have to go back to the 
days when it was required to believe that there was a 
gas chamber at Buchenwald? 

To be on the safe side, I would go with a “gas chamber 
at Buchenwald.”  After all, Elie Wiesel,  who claims that 
he was a prisoner at Buchenwald, although he has no 
Buchenwald ID number, says that he was saved from 
the gas chamber at Buchenwald, just in the nick of 
time. 
https://furtherglory.wordpress.com/2013/11/04/a-working-
definition-of-the-new-rules-regarding-holocaust-denial-and-
holocaust-distortion/  
- continued  in Newsletter 916. 
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Ruins of the Reichstag in Berlin, 3 June 1945.  

By No 5 Army Film & Photographic Unit, Hewitt (Sgt). Wikimedia Commons.

 
By Christian Goeschel, November 22nd 2015 

When the US Army took the Saxon city of Leipzig in April 
1945, a gruelling scene was revealed inside the town hall. The 
Nazi treasurer of the city, his wife, and his daughter had all 
committed suicide. But these suicides were not isolated cases. 
In the spring of 1945, Nazi Germany went to its end in an 
unprecedented wave of suicides. Not only Hitler and other 
leading Nazi officials ended their lives amidst Nazi Germany’s 
total defeat, but also thousands of lower-ranking Nazi officials 
and ordinary people. 
Suicide at the Third Reich’s end almost became a routine 
phenomenon, despite the strong Christian taboo on killing 
oneself. 
It is tempting to interpret these suicides as direct reflections of 
the Hitler cult and years of Nazi propaganda that had glorified 
a notion of heroic self-sacrifice. While there was indeed a 
suicidal atmosphere at the end of the Third Reich, when 
people believed that everything was coming to an end, by no 

means all suicides in this context were directly related to Nazi 
ideology. 
To be sure, for most Nazis, the Third Reich was unimaginable 
without Hitler, and it is therefore no coincidence that many 
Nazi leaders killed themselves immediately after they heard of 
Hitler’s death, reported on the wireless as heroic self-sacrifice. 
Fear of Allied retribution was a frequent motivation for Nazi 
and military leaders to kill themselves as well as the 
determination to maintain control over their lives and bodies. 
For these Nazi leaders, killing oneself was a final, masculine 

stand and a reaffirmation of the Nazi creed. Surrender was not 
an option, invoking memories of the German surrender in 
1918, a black date for the Nazis. 
 For many Germans living the war experience of 1945, politics, 
the war, and everyday life came together in a lethal cocktail in 
which for many, there was a complete lack of a future 
perspective. 
What about ordinary people’s suicides? Five times more people 
killed themselves in 1945 in Germany than in previous years, 
according to official statistics. This figure is likely an 
underestimate given the administrative defeat that 
accompanied the German defeat. Still, these were the highest 
suicide levels ever recorded in modern German history. 
While statistics give us a rough overview of the extent of the 
suicide wave they completely disregard individual fates and 
circumstances. A number of suicide notes and police 
investigations, compiled by the Berlin criminal police, allows 
glimpses into the micro-level of suicide and approach the 
motivations of ordinary people’s suicides. Nervousness and 
depression featured as the most prominent suicide motives in 
these documents, although we must bear in mind that Nazi 
propaganda also had an impact on the ways in which ordinary 
people represented their suicides to those they left behind. In 
suicide notes left by women, fear of being raped by Red Army 
soldiers was a significant suicide motive. In Berlin, many 
women even carried razor blades in their handbags for the 
eventuality, while members of the Hitler Youth are said to 
have distributed capsules of potassium cyanide to the 
audience of the last concert of the Berlin Philharmonic before 
the end of the war. While such stories may be exaggerated 
they nevertheless capture the atmosphere of the time in which 
everything was coming to an end. 
For many Germans living the war experience of 1945, politics, 

the war, and everyday life came together in a lethal cocktail in 
which for many, there was a complete lack of a future 
perspective. The destructive energies of the Third Reich which 
had brought violence, genocide, and destruction to Europe on 
an unprecedented scale finally reached the home front and 
found their most extreme expression in a wave of self-
destruction. It would be a long time until the consequences of 
this suicide were overcome. 
Christian Goeschel teaches Modern European History at the 
University of Manchester. He has published extensively on the 
history of Nazi Germany. He is the author of Suicide in Nazi 
Germany. At present, he is writing a new history of the 
relationship between Fascist Italy and Nazi Germany. 
http://blog.oup.com/2015/11/suicide-nazi-germany-
1945/    
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Jonathan Pollard loses his job due to parole conditions 
Former spy for Israel, who was released from an American prison 
last week after 30 years, received an offer to become a research 
analyst. 

NEW YORK – An employer who had intended to give a 
salaried position to Israeli agent Jonathan Pollard retracted 
the offer Monday, because the conditions of his parole 
would have prevented him from doing his job. 

 
Israeli spy Jonathan Pollard leaves a federal courthouse 
in New York - photo credit:AFP PHOTO 
Pollard received an offer to become a research analyst in the 
finance department of a respected investment firm. But his 
parole conditions require him to wear an electronic ankle 
bracelet at all times for GPS tracking of his whereabouts and to 
be subjected to unfettered monitoring and inspection of his 
computers and those of his employer. 
He cannot leave his home in New York City before 7 a.m. or 
come home after 7 p.m., which makes it difficult to travel to and 
from work, to attend prayer services, or to accept invitations to 
dinner on the Sabbath and holidays from friends and relatives. 
Speaking at the Louis Brandeis award dinner of the ZOA in New 
York on Sunday night, Pollard’s attorney, Eliot Lauer, said that 
due to the conditions, his client is “still not free,” despite leaving 
prison on Friday after serving 30 years of a life sentence. He 
asked the Jewish community to continue to struggle for Pollard’s 
freedom. 
“The parole commission’s unnecessary conditions make it 
virtually impossible for him to obtain a normal job in New York 
City,” Lauer said. “The employer who offered him work took 
back the offer because federal authorities asked to install 
monitoring devices in the company’s computer system if it 
employed him.” 
Pollard must also answer every phone call or knock on his door 
in the middle of the night, because it could be a test by a parole 
officer that if failed could lead to him being sent back to prison. 
The Free Pollard campaign continued to ask Knesset members 
on Monday to refrain from criticizing the conditions of his parole 
and to leave the battle to his attorneys who are trying to obtain 
a date for a hearing before a district court judge in New York as 
soon as possible. At least a dozen MKs, including Justice Minister 
Ayelet Shaked (Bayit Yehudi), rejected that request and 
released statements Friday criticizing the conditions. 
“Everyone must display responsibility and restraint in hopes that 
it will lead to improving the situation on the legal track,” a 
campaign spokesman said. 
http://www.jpost.com/Diaspora/Jonathan-Pollard-loses-his-job-
due-to-parole-conditions-435109  
--------------------------------------------------------------- 

 
Unforgivable crimes 

On Friday, November 13, a group of delusional pawns unleashed 
terror on Paris, murdering more than a hundred innocent men 

and women in cold blood. The unspeakable atrocities committed 
are, without a doubt, unforgivable crimes against humanity and 
the people responsible for these mass murders must be brought 
to justice. 
As Larry Chin wrote, “the killers who cold bloodedly executed 
innocent people acted on orders from handlers. The handlers 
themselves had handlers. And they, in turn, took orders from 
individuals occupying high positions of power. It is these who 
must be identified and exposed: their war agenda resisted and 
stopped. For the sake of what is left of humanity”. 
But who is behind a group of branded executioners who 
fearlessly dodge American Central Intelligence Agency, British 
MI6, Pakistani ISI, Israeli Mossad and Nato agents and cross 
borders to intimidate people with the undivided attention of 
puppet media? Hundreds of “terrorist experts” claim their two 
minutes of fame on major news channels with incomprehensible 
analysis, leaving the masses exasperated and living in fear. 
Edward Snowden exposed a document that stated Islamic State 
(IS) was established by the UK, the US and Israeli intelligence 
as part of a strategy dubbed “the hornet’s nest”. In July 2014, 
founder of the Islamic Democratic Jihad Party and former top Al 
Qaeda commander told Al Mayadeen TV station “all current Al 
Qaeda affiliates, including ISIS, work for the CIA”. 
The world should not forget that in November 2001, while 
reeling from the aftermath of September 11, thousands of Al 
Qaeda and ISI (Pakistan Inter-Services Intelligence), Taliban, 
and jihadi members were safely evacuated from the Taliban held 
city of Kuduz, dubbed the “airlift of evil”, to Pakistan. 
One also has to consider the “intelligence meetings, gathering or 
drills” that take place close to carefully orchestrated atrocities to 
further fuel the “war on terror”! 
1. On 9/11, five war games and terror drills were conducted by 
several US defense agencies, including one “live fly” exercise 
using real planes. 
2. On 7/7, Visor Consultants, a ‘Crisis, Risk and Business 
Continuity Management’ company, ran a mock terror exercise 
involving simultaneous bombs exploding at the precise locations 
of the 7/7 bombs. 
3. On October 30, the day the Russian airline crashed in the 
Sinai Peninsula, just 40 miles away from the crash zone, the 
Israeli military was hosting its largest-ever international Air 
Defence drill based at Ovda Airfield near Eilat and taking place 

over the Arava desert in the south of Israel. 
4. On October 29, CIA director John O Brennan had emergency 
meetings with French intelligence counterparts. 
5. An advanced preparation of first responders just happened to 
be ready in Paris on November 13 and a massive cyber-attack 
took down French security systems prior to and during the 
incident. 
In September, Iran released “prisoners” who happen to be some 
of the biggest Al Qaeda members: 
I.  Abdul Khayr Al Misri, an Egyptian who formerly headed Al 
Qaeda’s foreign relations council. 
II. Abul Qassam, a Jordanian who was a deputy to Abu Musab 
Al Zarqawi, the founder of the organisation that later became 
the Islamic State. 
III. Sari Shibab, a Jordanian operative. 
IV.   Abu Mohamed Al Misri, an Egyptian who allegedly helped 
orchestrate Al Qaeda’s major attacks before September 11, 
2001. 
V.  Of special concern is the release of Adl, a former colonel in 
the Egyptian military believed to be in his 50s, who is listed on 
the FBI’s Most Wanted Terrorist list, and who was indicted in the 
1998 US Embassy bombings in East Africa. Al Qaeda operatives 
have described him as the organisation’s operational head. 
Supporters of the “peaceful” fragmentation of the Middle East 
through a “war on terror” should consider that not a single Al 
Qaeda terrorist cell existed in Iraq during Saddam’s reign. 
http://www.gdnonline.com/Details/45833/Unforgivable
-crimes
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