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When the Talmudic-Marxist Soviet Union began its 1917 reign, two concepts were criminalized: Antisemite and
Revisionist. The former attracted the death penalty and the latter life in a Gulag. A hundred years on and we see the
same emerging pattern of thought control manifesting itself in global legislation.
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Lawmakers to take up bill recognizing hate crimes
By ARIC CHOKEY - Associated Press, Sunday, February 7, 2016
INDIANAPOLIS (AP) - Forty-five states have hate crime laws,
but Indiana isn’t one of them.
Indiana was once a Ku Klux Klan stronghold and the Southern
Poverty Law Center says there are 15 hate groups currently
operating - which it defines as groups that “attack or malign an
entire class of people” regardless of whether the group
advocates for or engages in violence or other criminal activity.
Efforts to add a hate crime designation to the criminal code have
failed for years amid concerns that it would elevate one type of
crime over others that could be equally brutal.
That could soon change. Two state senators - an urban
Democrat a rural Republican - have co-authored a measure that
would create a hate crime designation allowing for stiffer
sentences by taking into account a victims’ “perceived or actual
race, religion, color, sex, gender identity, disability, national
origin, ancestry or sexual orientation.”
“I think it sends a very strong message to the people inside
Indiana and the people outside Indiana that Hoosiers don’t
hate,” said Sen. Susan Glick, R-LaGrange, who sponsored the
bill with Earline Rogers, a Democrat from Gary.
The measure is up for consideration in the House after clearing
the Senate and is gaining support at a time when lawmakers are
under scrutiny for not passing civil rights protections for lesbian,
gay, bisexual and transgender people. Supporters of LGBT
rights, including the state’s business establishment, pushed for
protections based on gender identity and sexual orientation.
Their efforts came after changes were made to a religious
objections law signed last March after it drew widespread and
negative attention to Indiana because some said it sanctioned
discrimination against gay people.
Though gay rights legislation is dead for this session, supporters
of the hate crimes bill note that crimes committed based on a
person’s LGBT status are included in the bill.
“It’s really unfair for the state as a whole to be labeled as bigots
because we are really not,” Glick said.
The Indiana Chamber of Commerce testified in support of the
bill, saying that while it doesn’t usually weigh in on criminal
issues, Indiana’s reputation is at stake.

“It is of the upmost importance that the Indiana laws reflect
protections to illustrate to the world that our state is welcoming
state that embraces everybody,” Tim Brown, director of policy at
the ICOC, said at the bill’s hearing.
Heidi Beirich, director of the Intelligence Report magazine at the
SPLC in Alabama, said recognizing hate crimes is a moral
decision for the state after the recent issues.
“This hate crimes law takes a little bit off from last year when it
looked like Indiana was going on an LGBT crusade,” Beirich said.
“I think it’s a positive step.”
Like Indiana, the other states without hate crime laws are
conservative: Arkansas, Georgia, South Carolina and Wyoming.
According to the Indiana State Police, there have been 45 to 55
incidents per year since 2011 that would have qualified as hate
crimes. Those statistics include reports of intimidation,
vandalism, arson, assault and murder. Indiana law requires all
law enforcement agencies to report bias crimes.
But Beirich cautioned that standards fluctuate from state to
state, which means the actual number of hate crimes committed
could be higher. Of the 45 states with existing laws, only 17
include both gender identity and sexual orientation as a
characteristic. Not having proper training can also hinder a law
enforcement agency’s ability to recognize a hate crime, she
said.
Bills previously proposed in the Indiana Legislature have
attempted to require training or make hate crimes a separate
crime altogether. This year’s bill deals just with the sentencing
process.
Still not everyone is in favor of the idea, including the chairman
of the House Courts and Criminal Code Committee.
“It doesn’t matter that you’re a poor person that’s been beat up,
or a woman that’s been beat up, or what race you are that’s
been beat up,” Rep. Thomas Washburne of Evansville told the
AP in October. “It’s still the same crime.”
___
This story has been altered to correct the spelling of Ku Klux
Klan, which had been misspelled Klu Klux Klan.
http://m.washingtontimes.com/news/2016/feb/7/lawmakers-totake-up-bill-recognizing-hate-crimes/
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German city awards US NGO with ties to Holocaust deniers €10,000 prize
By BENJAMIN WEINTHAL, 02/10/2016 20:45
The Bavarian city of Bayreuth is slated to award 10,000 euros in
April to a US-based activist group - Code Pink - that supports a
boycott of the Jewish state and has participated in a conference
in Iran with Holocaust deniers. The decision by Bayreuth to
award the Wilhelmine von Bayreuth-Preis has sparked outrage
from Jewish human rights organizations.
"It is hard to imagine that any due diligence was undertaken by
the Wilhelmine von Bayreuth Award committee before it decided
to bestow its highest honor to this group," Rabbi Abraham
Cooper, associate dean of the Simon Wiesenthal Center, told
The Jerusalem Post on Tuesday.
Cooper provided three examples of Code Pink’s anti-Israel
agitation. In the first example, the group's activists are seen in

a video in which Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu was
equated with Adolf Hitler.
“Hitler, Yahoo, You Will See, Palestine Will Be free!" they
chanted at a protest in front of an AIPAC conference in 2015.
"This genocidal chant alone should disqualify Code Pink from
any 'tolerance award' in Germany," Cooper said.
In the YouTube video link provided by Cooper, Code Pink’s
chanted in 2015: “From the river to the sea, Palestine will be
free.” Critics say this type of rhetoric seeks the dissolution of
Israel.
"Then there is the matter of Code Pink‘s top leaders
participating - in what in Germany would be a criminal
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enterprise - an anti-Semitic Holocaust Denial Conference
convened by the serial human rights deniers in Tehran," he said.
Cooper added the third reason for disqualifying the group was
the “desecration of Judaism‘s holiest site - Western Wall - by
Code Pink to promote the anti-Semitic, extreme anti-peace, BDS
(Boycott, Divestment, Sanctions) movement."
"Bayreuth dishonors itself and the values that the award
articulates by such a choice," he said. "The Simon Wiesenthal
Center urges Bayreuth not to honor those who validate deniers
of the Nazi Holocaust, who seek the destruction of the Jewish
democratic state of Israel."
Bayreuth said it decided to honor Code Pink because it is
"engaged as a grassroots democracy movement and for an end
to military conflicts."
Jonathan A. Greenblatt, CEO of the New York-based human
right group Anti-Defamation League, told the Post on Tuesday:
“ADL believes it is inappropriate for the city of Bayreuth to
present an award to the group called Code Pink. This is an
organization which engages in the most extreme anti-Israel
behavior. It pushes boycotts against Israel, disrupts Israeli
speakers wherever they appear and seeks to bring other
progressive groups into their obsessive anti-Israel orbit.
Whatever one’s views on Israel, Code Pink’s positions are
beyond the pale.”
“The nature of Code Pink alone should disqualify them from
receiving an award from any responsible body. When one adds
to that the history of Bayreuth and its links to the anti-Semitism
of Richard Wagner, it is particularly important for the city to
withdraw this award.”
Wagner, a 19th-century composer, was a fierce hater of Jews
who aimed to purge German music of Jews and any Jewish
artistic influences. Israel-state sponsored orchestras generally
do not perform Wagner because of his association with hardcore
German anti-Semitism and the Hitler movement. Hitler was
wildly enthusiastic about Wagner.
In 1938, Bayreuth citizens and Nazi members burned the city’s
synagogue.

Code Pink has joined the BDS movement calling for a full-blown
boycott of Israel. Code Pink’s website lists a page titled “Justice
for Palestine” and urges people to boycott Ahava cosmetics and
Sodastream products.
The Post sent multiple email queries to the mayor of Bayreuth,
Brigitte Merk-Erbe. Her spokesman Joachim Oppold told the Post
on Wednesday via telephone that she is on vacation today but
will return on Thursday.
Oppold said the Israeli consulate in Munich contacted the mayor
about the Code Pink award. He declined to cite specifics. Oppold
said the mayor will respond to the Post’s press queries on
Thursday in connection with the Wiesenthal and ADL criticism.
The Post sent a detailed query about Code Pink activities. The
mayor’s office told the Post that they want to secure a comment
from Code Pink.
In a 2014 BuzzFeed article by Rosie Gray titled “Antiwar
Activists, 9/11 Truthers Gather In Tehran For Anti-Zionist
Conference," Gray wrote Code Pink chief Medea Benjamin
attended the event along with“ former Cambodian genocide
denier Gareth Porter, conspiracy journalist and 9/11 truther
Wayne Madsen, and PressTV contributor Kevin Barrett are all
reportedly at the conference. Other reported attendees include
Dieudonné M’bala M’bala, the anti-Semitic French comedian
whose performances have been banned in several French
jurisdictions, several Holocaust deniers..."
Medea Benjamin spoke on the panel titled “Israel Lobby vs. The
US National Interest (especially as it relates to Middle East
policy).” The conference was founded by former Iranian
President and Holocaust denier Mahmoud Ahmadinejad. Press
TV wrote that the 2015 conference “goal is to unveil the secrets
behind the dominance of the Zionist lobby over US and EU
politics.”
Bayreuth’s press release states Code Pink deserves the award
because of the group’s contribution to “tolerance and humanity
in cultural diversity."
http://www.jpost.com/Diaspora/German-city-awards-US-NGOwith-ties-to-Holocaust-deniers-10000-prize-444479
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Australian Human Rights Commission Embraces Genocide Deniers
By Meher Grigorian on February 9, 2016International Affairs

Armenian citizens being marched by Turkish soldiers in
1915
Australia’s peak human rights body has added an avowed
holocaust denier to its Racism Stops With Me campaign, writes
Meher Grigorian.
Olympic legend Dawn Fraser was intolerant for suggesting that
tennis player Nick Kyrgios go back to where his parents came
from. Senator Eric Abetz’s referral to US Supreme Court Justice
Clarence Thomas as a “negro” was harmful.
Covering up the murder of a nation, and branding those
pursuing its remembrance as motivated by material gain –
that’s no problem.
This is the stance of Tim Soutphommasane, Race Discrimination
Commissioner with the Australian Human Rights Commission
(AHRC), in embracing the Australian Turkish Advocacy Alliance
(ATAA) as an official partner in the Racism. It Stops With
Me campaign.
The ATAA is an aggressive denier of the Armenian genocide, the
Ottoman government’s systematic extermination of its Armenian

subjects from 1915 to 1923, a campaign that claimed up to 1.5
million lives and also engulfed that empire’s Assyrian and Greek
populations.
The stance of the Australian Human Rights Commission is an
embarrassment to a growing number of Turks who acknowledge
the Armenian genocide, including Nobel laureate Orhan Pamuk,
co-chairman of the German Greens party Cem Özdemir, the
Turkish Human Rights Association and the Peoples’ Democratic
Congress of Turkey, whose political wing is the fourth largest
party in Turkey’s parliament.
In misrepresenting the Armenian genocide as a ‘debate’
between Armenians and Turks, the ATAA wilfully disregards
Raphael Lemkin (the jurist who coined the term ‘genocide’ and
spearheaded efforts in outlawing it), the United Nations SubCommission on Prevention of Discrimination and Protection of
Minorities, the International Association of Genocide Scholars
and 29 national parliaments, including that of Turkey’s First
World War allies Germany and Austria.
The ATAA has sponsored speaking tours of notorious genocide
deniers. It has praised the Talaat Pasha Committee, an
organisation named after one of the twentieth century’s worst
mass murderers and deemed “xenophobic and racist” by the
European Parliament.
It also accuses Armenian-Australians of having unscrupulous
motives – by unduly seeking “land and compensation” – in
affirming the genocide, even though that calamity ultimately
explains how most Armenian-Australians came to be here.
None of this has stopped Tim Soutphommasane from anointing
the ATAA as an anti-racism crusader. His endorsement is all the
more strange given unequivocal condemnations of the Armenian
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genocide by past and present leaders of the Australian Human
Rights Commission (AHRC), including Tim Wilson, Sev
Ozdowski, Marcus Einfeld and Brian Burdekin.
The Turkish community is a valued partner in our fight against
racism – Australian Muslims are on the receiving end of some of
the worst discrimination in our society. But why choose the
ATAA for this purpose?
The ATAA’s denial harms members of Australia’s Armenian,
Assyrian and Greek communities, many of whom are
descendants of genocide victims and survivors. It renders
impossible any healing process for them. And it represents what
Holocaust survivor and Nobel laureate Elie Wiesel calls a “double
killing”, as it strives to destroy the memory of the victims.
Denial also harms the perpetrators and their descendants. To
this day, Turkey struggles in its dealings with minority
communities – just ask the Kurds.
Democratic norms there are under constant pressure. Dissidents
are liable to two years’ imprisonment if they publicly denigrate
“the Turkish Nation”, its parliament, judiciary or military or
police forces.
National pride continues to be safeguarded by rehabilitating war
criminals like Talaat Pasha (he enjoys an official memorial in
Istanbul and has streets named after him throughout Turkey)
instead of celebrating the true Turkish heroes of that period, the
victims’ rescuers.

Denial harms third parties too. In Australia, our Federal
Government vacillates between evasion and silence in dealing
with the Armenian genocide, in an effort not to offend the Turks.
Exhibits at the Australian War Memorial omit mention of the
Armenian genocide, despite its eruption coinciding with the
Gallipoli landings, and Anzac prisoners-of-war witnessing some
of the misery to which Armenians were subjected.
Australians have been the poorer for not knowing that our
typically generous response to overseas disasters has its origins
in our relief efforts for Armenian genocide survivors. This
incredible humanitarian campaign lasted some 25 years –
between 1915 and 1940 – reaching its peak in the mid 1920s.
February 3, 1918 was even declared ‘Armenia Sunday’ across
the nation, with churches from every denomination engaged in
the fundraising.
These and other neglected parts of Australian history are the
subject of the upcoming book by Vicken Babkenian and Peter
Stanley, Armenia, Australia and the Great War, published by
NewSouth Books.
The Racism. It Stops With Me campaign now counts amongst its
partners an organisation peddling genocide denial (the ATAA)
and another that valiantly fights Holocaust denial (the B’nai
B’rith Anti-Defamation Commission).
At least you can’t say the AHRC isn’t committed to diversity of
opinion.

Comments

Chris Graham
Owner/Editor at Newmatilda.com
Reader's are reminded that any comments which seek to
minimise or deny the Holocaust will result in an immediate ban
of the reader from our site.
Like · Reply ·
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Fredrick Toben
Chris, as the proprietor of the New Mathilda website you have
every right to lay down the rules of engagement, which I would
have thought is a given. My question to you: does this mean
your site will not even entertain discussing how the Holocaust
narrative has changed over the past three decades? I would
consider such act as an intellectual exercise, as an enquiry
seeking understanding, which has nothing to do with minimising
or denying the Holocaust. Please advise.
Masis Ingilizian
Belgrade, Serbia
Incredible the Anglo-Celtic culture of Australia and its
generousity from the 1900's. It would be great to see Australia
dedicate a day to its history of humanitarianism highlighiting
campaings such as the one for the Armenians, Greeks and
Christians of the Near East.

Brian Stevens
It seems that the Human Rights Commission has enlisted ATAA
to assist in combating racism in Australia, but is not looking at
the racism that has occurred in Turkey, and still occurs there.
We want to have good relationships with Turkey and to integrate
Turkish migrants in Australia. So where do we go? It is similar
with Japan, one of our main trading partners and a country with
which we have good relationships. But the Japanese still have
not accepted the atrocities they committed in World War 2 and
before that.

Roy Hives

Australian Human Rights Commission? What does it do? Is it a
government body? Is it campaigning for the closure of Nauru
and Manus and the abolishment of the practice of immigration
detention?

Sukru Aya · Robert College
From:
“http://armenians-1915.blogspot.com/.../3414-bookreview.... p.4 Same photograph was used in “Geoffrey
Robertson’s
Opinion”
Book
available
on
internet
at
: http://groong.usc.edu/Geoffrey-Robertson-QC-Genocide.pdf
Reply: Since many other photos presented by several writers,
turned out to be fake or doctored, I tried to discover the
authenticity of this photo, because of the following factors:
a. If the place was truly Kharput, there should have been the
minaret of a mosque or tower of a church on this main street.
We are offered no evidence of location or time to verify this.
b. We have no evidence to explain why so many people were
marched and if so, into the small prison of the town. The
relocations started in June-July 1915, but the groups had their
ox-carts, animals and luggage together. None are seen in the
photo. Few actual photos are provided.
c. If you carefully look at the shades of the marching people,
you will note that the light beam does not come from one place
and that there are angle variations in the shades. So, the very
front page and photograph already are of dubious merit.
d. This photograph was shown also on the web page <The
“Pontian
Genocide”:
"Distortions,
Misconceptions
and
Falsehoods” Image 5> under subtitles “Armenians on the road
of exile” also “The deportation of Christians to the depths of
Anatolia”. Further captioned as “Greeks trail along the roads of
exile, on the roads of death” and claimed to depict Pontic
Greeks. Hence, the cover photo is no proof of what it is
supposed to represent or of the whereabouts claimed.
No need to answer the rest...
Jason Brockfield
"light beam"
I find this photo absolutely believable, you, on the other
hand...not!

Gideon Maxwell Polya University of Tasmania
For anti-racist Jews, and indeed all anti-racist humanitarians,
the core moral messages from huge WW2 atrocities - the Jewish
Holocaust (5-6 million dead, 1 in 6 dying from deprivation,
including all but a dozen of my wider family in Hungary), the
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largely ignored Polish Holocaust (6 million killed, half Christian,
half Jewish), from the more general but largely ignored WW2
European Holocaust (30 million Russian, Byelorussian, Polish,
Ukrainian, Serb, Jewish and Gypsy dead), the forgotten UK- and
Australia-complicit WW2 Bengali Holocaust (6-7 million Indians
starved to death, 1942-1945; see:
https://sites.google.com/.../drgideonpolya/bengali-holocaust )
and the WW2 Chinese Holocaust (40 million Chinese died from
Japanese occupation, 1937-1945) - are “zero tolerance for
racism”, “never again to anyone”, “bear witness” and “zero
tolerance for lying”.
“Holocaust” implies a huge number of deaths and “genocide” is
specifically defined by Article 2 of the UN Genocide Convention
as “acts committed with intent to destroy, in whole or in part, a
national, ethnic, racial or religious group.” Genocide ignoring
and holocaust ignoring are far, far worse than repugnant
genocide denial and repugnant holocaust denial because at least
the latter admit the possibility of public discussion.
However genocide ignoring and holocaust ignoring are
disgracefully widespread today, as exampled by widespread
ignoring of most WW2 genocide and holocaust atrocities (-apart
from the Jewish Holocaust ), and the state-decreed Turkish
ignoring and denial of the Armenian Genocide (1.5 million killed)
as well as of the post-WW1 genocide of Anatolian Greeks, Kurds
and Syriac Christians, and a post-WW2 Kurdish Genocide.
Indeed ISIS-supporting Turkey is presently engaged in a
continuing Kurdish Genocide and a Syrian Genocide (0.3 million
Syrians killed, a comparable number killed by war-imposed
deprivation, and 12 million refugees).
Genocide ignoring is entrenched in the West. UA- and Zionistsubverted Western Mainstream media ignore the ongoing
Palestinian Genocide ( that has been associated with 2 million
Palestinian deaths from violence , 0.1 million, and from imposed
deprivation, 1.9 million, since 1936) and the US Allianceimposed carnage in the Muslim World e.g. 2.7 million Iraqi
deaths through violence (1.5 million) or war-imposed
deprivation (1.2 million), the ongoing Afghan Genocide, and 32
million Muslim deaths through violence (5 million) or imposed
deprivation (27 million) since the US Government’s false flag
atrocity on 9-11 (see Gideon Polya, “Paris Atrocity Context: 27
Million Muslim Avoidable Deaths From Imposed Deprivation In
20 Countries Violated By US Alliance Since 9-11”,
Countercurrents, 22 November, 2015:

http://www.countercurrents.org/polya221115.htm ; “Palestinian
Genocide”:https://sites.google.com/site/palestiniangenocide/ ;
“Muslim Holocaust Muslim Genocide” :
https://sites.google.com/site/muslimholocaustmuslimgenocide/
Shame on the Australian Human Rights Commission for
compromising its otherwise exemplary work and reputation.
Decent Australians will utterly reject the genocide-complicit and
genocide-ignoring US lackey Lib-Labs (Coalition and Labor
Right), vote 1 Green and put the Coalition last (a few decent
Labor MPs have taken a stand against Apartheid Israel’s human
rights abuse and what anti-racist Jewish and non-Jewish
scholars call the ongoing Palestinian Genocide).

Robert Fuller · Works at Retired
And a third of Timor Leste's population die over 24 years of
Indonesian genocide right here on our doorstep

Fredrick Toben
And I wonder why in your extensive list you, Dr Polya, forget to
mention the mass extermination of the Germans and how at the
end of World War Two they were being ethnically cleansed from
their 700-year homes in Prussia and elsewhere in Europe. How
many millions was it?
Surely, you are in a position to focus on some theoretical
suppositions that are influencing the development of the
European Union as propagated by the Coudenhove-Kalergi Plan,
and then reflect on what Barbara Lerner Spectre desires to do:
destroy Nationalist Christian Europe and turn it into one
multicultural society
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=MFE0qAiofMQ.
I worry when underlying theoretical concepts are not illuminated
during such fundamental discussions and where a reliance is
made on shut-up words, such as "racism" to close down further
discussion. Shamefully, then, we get into ideological slanging
matches from which no fundamental truths or errors about
human nature emerge.

https://newmatilda.com/2016/02/09/australian-human-rights-commission-embraces-genocide-deniers/
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Roosh’s Unspeakable Awfulness,
And Freedom Commissioner Tim Wilson’s Unashamed Hypocrisy
By Michael Brull on February 7, 2016 Civil Society
The views of ‘Roosh V’ are clearly atrocious. But what about the
startling hypocrisy of Australia’s Freedom Commissioner, Tim
Wilson in supporting his ban from Australia? Michael Brull dives
in. In this article, I want to discuss our Freedom Commissioner’s
response to the ban on Daryush Valizadeh (“Roosh V”). Before I
do, I will begin with a brief detour, setting out Roosh’s views,
and the Minister for Immigration’s powers.
Roosh: yes, he is really that bad
Often, when a controversial figure is reported on in the media,
they are not portrayed accurately. Fringe figures can be
demonised with impunity, because no-one will be held to
account for such lapses. In the case of Roosh, whilst there may
be some technical lapses in reporting on his views, they are
about as appalling as one can be, without being an outright
white supremacist.
Roosh has an ideology called “neomasculinity”. Besides his own
blog, he is the publisher of a website called “Return of Kings”.
This is his most infamous article: “How to stop rape”. He has
recently updated it to claim it is satire. Yet it makes an
argument that seems to be sincere. His position is that everyone
knows that “rape is bad”, and this is so obvious to men that it
doesn’t require an “overweight feminist” to explain it to them.
Because all men know this, he disagrees with those who
“suggest that the best way to defeat rape culture is to teach
men not to rape”. The real problem is “women wholly
unconcerned with their own safety and the character of men

they developed intimate relationships with”. In fact, “By
attempting to teach men not to rape, what we have actually
done is teach women not to care about being raped, not to
protect themselves from easily preventable acts, and not to take
responsibility for their actions.”
So what is the real way to stop rape? Roosh: “Make rape legal if
done on private property.” Whilst “seedy and deranged men”
who randomly rape women in alleys should be punished, this is
not because it will deter those rapes, but to “keep them off the
streets”. For those on private property, and this is a direct
quote: “any and all rape that happens should be completely
legal.” Pause to consider that. Then consider his own logic. If
the goal is simply to keep rape “off the streets”, wouldn’t that
encourage the “seedy and deranged men” to rape women in
their own homes?

A screencap from ABC24 of Tim Wilson, current
Australian Freedom Commissioner
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Roosh goes on to claim that if this happened, women would take
care, and “protect her body” like she “protects her purse and
smartphone”. By this plan, “rape would be virtually eliminated
on the first day it is applied.” Women would no longer enter a
man’s property unless she’s sure she’s willing to have sex with
him. And the upshot for men like Roosh?
Consent is now achieved when she passes underneath the
room’s door frame, because she knows that that man can legally
do anything he wants to her when it comes to sex. Bad
encounters are sure to occur, but these can be learning
experiences for the poorly trained woman so she can better
identify in the future the type of good man who will treat her
like the delicate flower that she believes she is. After only one
such sour experience, she will actually want to get fully
acquainted with a man for longer than two hours—perhaps even
demanding to meet his parents—instead of letting a beer chug
prevent her from making the correct decisions to protect her
body.
Note Roosh’s use of phrases like “sour experience” and “learning
experiences” to casually describe the trauma of rape. And if
consent is “now achieved”, then presumably men will assume
that it is okay to rape women who enter their homes. After all,
“bad encounters are sure to occur”.
Besides his cavalier indifference to rape, he seems to not realise
that his fantasy has moved from supposedly virtually eliminating
rape, to creating a framework where it is “sure to occur”.

Roosh V, from his official WIkipedia page
Indeed, Roosh seems to hintingly approve of such rape. If
“consent is now achieved”, then actual consent seems
irrelevant. Roosh claims that “Because women will never enter a
man’s apartment without accepting that sex will happen, he can
escort her to his bedroom and romantically consummate a
relationship after it was certain he proved himself to be a good
and decent man the woman fully trusted.” In reality, it would
not be certain at that point. But apparently it would be certain
enough for Roosh.
Though Roosh claims to be anti-rape, this is, more or less, a
pro-rape dream. It is also entirely based on the premise that
women are to blame for sexual assault. Thus, sexual assault can
be ended by women behaving more responsibly.
Roosh now claims that this “thought experiment” was satire. Yet
on February 20, 2015 – 4 days after his blog went up – he put
up a YouTube responding to the “hysteria”. There, he explained
that his “policy proposal” would reduce rape, and so it should be
regarded as positive and anti-rape. He then claims that his
revealing thought experiment shows that his critics don’t care
about decreasing the amount of rape, they just want to
persecute as many men as possible. It is hard to believe that
this is satire. It is insane, but it is based on anti-feminist and
anti-women arguments that he seems to believe.
Even by the standards of internet misogyny, that’s pretty out
there. The neomasculinists apparently squabble with their sexist
competitors in anti-feminism, the men’s rights activists. Or take
the case of Milo Yiannopoulos. He went to a Slut Walk march to

mock and antagonise the protesters, holding up signs saying
“REGRET IS NOT RAPE” and “’RAPE CULTURE’ AND HARRY
POTTER BOTH FANTASIES”. He was cautious about defending
the substance of Roosh’s views in August last year.
He noted that his “research team is divided on the subject of
Roosh”, but his “most liberal colleague” stepped up “for the
same reason” as Yiannopoulos. That is, the freedom of speech
issue.
It should be noted – Return of Kings isn’t just misogynist. It is
also racist. Here is a listicle of “5 Reasons You Shouldn’t Feel
Guilty About European Colonialism”. Number four is “Aboriginal
people were complete misogynists”. I guess they disapprove of
some types of misogyny. The blog refers readers to Bess Price,
and
articles
in Quadrant,
and
the Australian for
more
information. Another blog explains “Why the Native Peoples in
Australia Were Doomed”. Funnily enough, they cite Keith
Windschuttle and Andrew Bolt to disprove the Stolen
Generations.
The character test: really awful
Under the Migration Act, the Minister for Immigration – Peter
Dutton – has very broad powers to deny a person a visa to enter
Australia, or to cancel a person’s visa. These powers are under
the “character test”, and the legislation can be read here. The
Minister may refuse someone a visa if they fail the character
test. Some elements may sound reasonable to some, such as
having a “substantial criminal record”. Another way to fail the
character test is to “vilify a segment of the Australian
community”, or “incite discord”. Yet the broadest criterion in
failing the character test is “having regard to… the person’s past
and present general conduct”.
That’s right. General conduct. The Minister can refuse someone
a visa – or even cancel a person’s visa – on the grounds that
their “general conduct” is undesirable. And if the Minister
“reasonably suspects” that’s the case, and thinks that
cancellation or refusal is in the “national interest”, then the rules
of natural justice don’t apply to that decision.
Natural justice is a technical term under the law, comprising two
elements. Firstly, that the decision maker should not be biased,
or appear biased. Secondly, that a person should be informed of
a decision that will be made about them, and get a chance to
reply to adverse evidence against them. The Minister does not
need to adhere to these basic values when making a decision.
If these powers don’t appal you, they should. The Minister has
extremely broad discretion to exclude basically anyone he wants
from Australia. You might think – well, I’m in favour of excluding
this or that controversial figure. But how far does that go?
In 2005, Scott Parkin, a left-wing American activist preaching
non-violent civil disobedience was expelled from Australia. Are
you okay with that use of the power?
Do you really trust Peter Dutton with this kind of unaccountable
power to keep people out of Australia, and even to kick people
currently living in Australia out?
Agreeing with this or that person not being allowed into
Australia is not the same as supporting this extremely broad
discretion. The fact that you hate Roosh – or ‘pick-up artist’
Julien Blanc, or Chris Brown or whoever – does not change the
fact that it is not you and your enlightened friends trusted with
this power.
It is the reactionary and cruel Peter Dutton, who began his
tenure as Immigration Minister with a bill offering broad
authorisation for the use of force against asylum seekers in
detention.

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

Freedom commissioner channelling John Howard
Tim Wilson is Australia’s Freedom Commissioner. He used to
work for the right-wing, supposedly libertarian think-tank, the
Institute for Public Affairs, before Prime Minister Tony Abbott
appointed him to the Human Rights Commission to defend our
freedoms more properly than the other commissioners had been
doing. According to his website, he was given a “Libertarian of
the Year Award” last year. Presumably, this is based on the
theory that he cares about liberty.

Tristan Edis in the Business Spectator was among the many who
observed that Wilson has not yet demonstrated such concern.
Edis commented that Wilson “has specialised in basically
defending corporations’ freedom to make many people’s lives
miserable and unhealthy, particularly future generations’. He is
defender-in-chief of tobacco, alcohol, junk food, gambling and
pollution.”

5

By now, his call to send in water-cannons to deal with Occupy
Melbourne protesters in 2011 is the iconic example of our
Freedom Commissioner’s commitment to freedom for actual
people.
As there are virtually no civil libertarians in public life in
Australia, the idea of a Freedom Commissioner itself wasn’t
necessarily a bad one. The problem was that Abbott imposed a
crony from his favourite think-tank onto an organisation which
advocates policies he opposes. That is, human rights policies.
Some gave Wilson the benefit of the doubt. They hoped that as
Freedom Commissioner, Wilson would do his job, and become a
passionate advocate for freedoms, even if he had not previously
demonstrated this kind of commitment.

This is what makes his intervention in public discussion of
Roosh so striking. Dutton said Roosh would not be granted a
visa because of the views he expresses. Wilson sees no problem
with this, and wrote an op ed to applaud it.
Wilson’s reasoning is striking, because he takes a turn from
Freedom Commissioner to channelling our former Prime
Minister, John Howard.
Wilson begins by saying it is “irrelevant” from a “human rights
perspective” that Roosh is “despicable and loathsome”. After all,
“We are rarely called to defend the rights of the popular. But by
denying him a visa we are not violating his free speech.”
“People shouldn’t be denied a visa to Australia simply because
they have an unpopular idea.” For example, he says that Geert
Wilders, an anti-Muslim extremist, shouldn’t have been banned
from Australia.
For those needing a quick refresher, Wilders issued a call to ban
the Qur’an, saying, “The heart of the problem is the fascist
Islam, the sick ideology of Allah and Mohammed as it is laid out
in the Islamic Mein Kampf: the Quran.”
Wilson was appalled. It “would be disgraceful if a representative
of one political party used their discretionary power, without a
serious and credible justification, to block a visa for someone
seeking to promote an alternative political party.”
Wilson sets out how Dutton can ban people like Wilders and
Roosh under the character test. He notes that it
provides “significant discretionary power. The breadth of the
test does raise concerns that immigration law can be used to
block people who might create political dilemmas for the
incumbent government.”
Wilson explains that banning someone like Roosh isn’t a
question of freedom of speech, because we can still visit his blog
and watch him on YouTube. It is about border control: “What is
being restricted is freedom of movement. All countries have a
right to decide who comes into their country, or not. In the
Western liberal tradition, governments are expected to provide
security for the people they are charged to protect, and to
preserve a system of government that protects people’s rights.
That’s why we have a visa process.”
Wilson concludes as follows:
“The problem with Valizadeh is that he is building a movement
built on the idea that women are subservient to men. That
argument is then used to justify all manner of crimes against
women in pursuit of prioritising men’s interests, including
rationalising violence. That notion is completely contrary to
the Western liberal democratic principle of justice and
equality before the law. So long as they don’t urge or incite
violence against others, any Australian can legally espouse
the views of ‘neo-masculinity’. But the question is: should
we allow Valizadeh in the country to encourage it? Logic says
no.”

It is hard not to note the lack of principle. Isn’t banning the
Qur’an intended to similarly establish Muslim subservience?
Looking more closely, Wilson seems to unwittingly establish that
this is a freedom of speech issue. He does not suggest that
Australians don’t have the right to spread Roosh’s creed, nor
does he suggest that Roosh incites violence. He grants that
Australians may lawfully spread the “neomasculine” cult of
Roosh. However, it is, in the view of Wilson, contrary to Western
liberal democratic principles, and so we should prevent its leader
from further encouraging it.
Now, as it happens, Australians are not duty bound to promote
or believe in Western liberal democratic principles. Australians
can advocate for legal changes. I would argue that Australia
doesn’t really have liberal principles, as there is no meaningful
entrenchment of human rights in our Constitution.
Liberal democratic values might be a good thing – though it’s
hard to accept Wilson’s uncritical and naïve assertion that justice
and equality before the law are Western principles. Yet they are
also open to question. Whilst Wilson began by claiming that
someone shouldn’t be denied a visa “simply because they have
an unpopular idea”, he concludes that because Roosh has
political views he disapproves of – contrary to Western liberal
democratic values – he shouldn’t be let into the country.
And this isn’t a question of freedom of speech – because every
country has the “right to decide who comes into their country or
not”.

Tim Wilson, Australia’s Freedom Commissioner.
At this point, we should pause to make two obvious points,
which apparently eluded our Freedom Commissioner. Deciding
whether or not to let someone into a country based on their
opinions – and based on their political opinions – is an issue of
freedom of speech.
There are various ways freedom of speech can be affected. One
is by prior restraint – that is, by preventing someone from
speaking. An example of this might be refusing to let someone
publish a book unless it has been vetted by the government.
Another method is punishment after someone speaks. An
example of the latter is someone being jailed or tortured for
criticising their government.
The effect of such punishments is to limit speech, and intimidate
others from speaking.
In this case, Roosh has suffered a penalty of sorts, and has also
been restrained from speaking, both of which were imposed by
the government. This makes it an issue of freedom of speech.
People will disagree about whether or not Roosh should have
been banned. Many will believe that Roosh’s views are so
heinous that he shouldn’t have been allowed into Australia.
Ultimately, the conclusions that people draw will rest on how
they weigh up freedom of speech and its worth as compared to
other values.
Yet it is at least odd that the Freedom Commissioner cannot
even detect any relevant freedom of speech issue in advocating
the banning of someone from Australia for advocating
ideological views contrary to Western liberal democratic
principles.
It is particularly strange when one recalls his reasoning from
only a few short months ago.
Then, his position was the opposite. Wilson noted that words in
Troy Newman’s book suggested that “abortionists” should be
executed by the government. Newman disavowed this was the
intent of his words – seemingly not very credibly. Wilson
commented:
“Let’s be clear: his comments are despicable, absurd, distasteful
and deeply offensive, but entirely lawful. They are not
incitement. Incitement occurs when people are called to break
the law. Context also matters. Newman stating his views in his
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book are not incitement. Nor are others restating them, as
demonstrated by the MP who complained about his visit and
included them in their public letter.”
Note how Wilson draws a distinction between incitement –
urging people to break the law – and mere advocacy. This
distinction has been recognised in the United States Supreme
Court, which requires incitement to imminent unlawful action.
The Supreme Court upheld advocacy of the use of force as
covered by freedom of speech. Readers can disagree with that
judgment all they like. My point is simply that this is a legitimate
and well-established position of civil libertarians on the issue of
freedom of speech.

Dutch politician, Geert Wilders.
IMAGE: Sebastiaan ter Burg, Flickr.
The fact that Wilson only invokes this selectively, however, is
more reflective of his personal advocacy than of the general
position.
Anyway, a few months ago, Wilson argued that:
“Stopping people physically coming to Australia because of their
offensive views is self-evidently pointless and self-defeating in
an age when someone can record a YouTube video or website
accessible anywhere in the world.
We should always be wary when the government uses migration
law to indirectly decide the views that can be expressed, and
more importantly the views that Australians are allowed to
hear.”
Or perhaps it depends on whether those views personally offend
Mr Wilson, the Freedom Commissioner. He concluded that it was

okay to ban Newman because he “boarded a plane without a
visa”, showing “he may not be a credible character or prepared
to respect our laws”.
Let’s suppose the Freedom Commissioner’s new view is correct:
banning Roosh isn’t about freedom of speech, but freedom of
movement. Why isn’t the Freedom Commissioner in favour of
freedom of movement? Does that freedom not count?
Other libertarians are comfortable supporting open borders and
freedom of movement. For example, Chris Berg, also from the
IPA, has defended free movement: “The last remaining barrier
to economic liberty is the free movement of people.”
So why does Wilson defend restrictions on freedom of
movement?
A brief review might help with that one. Wilson is opposed to
bannin g from Australia a man who wants to ban the Qur’an. He
was anxious about banning an anti-abortion activist. Wilson is
fine with banning from Australia a man with ultra-reactionary
views on women.
To some extent, this can be seen as vaguely tracking the views
not of a libertarian, but a right-wing conservative.
A right-wing conservative would welcome open debate on how
evil Islam is and its supposed connections to terrorism. A rightwing conservative would welcome open debate on abortion from
one of its opponents.
Roosh, on the other hand, is not a conservative.
I don’t know our Freedom Commissioner’s heart. Perhaps he
really is a liberal, as he says. However, his agenda seems to
track strangely closely with that of Tony Abbott, the right-wing
conservative who appointed him.
For those who care about freedom, it’s unfortunate to have a
Freedom Commissioner with mixed feelings about freedom of
speech and freedom of movement. The fact he can declare that
“All countries have a right to decide who comes into their
country” shows that Abbott made a shrewd appointment.
He is clearly going to get his money’s worth for the remaining
three years of Wilson’s tenure.
https://newmatilda.com/2016/02/07/rooshsunspeakabl
e-awfulness-and-freedom-commissioner-tim-wilsonsunashamed-hypocrisy/

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

Holocaust remembrance teaches lessons for humanity
Ruth Barson, January 27, 2016

Auschwitz survivors and families visit the Birkenau
Memorial carrying candles on January 27, 2015. Photo:
Ian Gavan
If Australia is serious about protecting human rights, it
should codify and enforce them.
The emergence of international human rights law and the
tragedy of the Holocaust are indelibly linked. If the Holocaust
represents
the
worst
of
humanity,
human
rights
laws arguably represent the best.
In 2005 the United Nations resolved to make today, January 27,
Holocaust Remembrance Day – the day the notorious Nazi
extermination camp Auschwitz-Birkenau was liberated.
The resolution is twofold. It says we must remember the victims
of the genocide: approximately 9000 gay men; 250,000
disabled people; 1 million Roma; 6 million Jews; and more. It
also says we must go beyond remembrance and "apply the
lessons of the Holocaust to today's world. And we must do our
utmost so that all peoples may enjoy the protection and rights
for which the United Nations stands."
Last year I visited Auschwitz. I stood at the end of the train
tracks where those few who were allowed to live in hell were
randomly separated from the hundreds of thousands who were

sent straight to their death. I felt rage. More than 1.1 million
people were murdered at Auschwitz – the vast majority Jewish
people who had been locked into cattle trains and transported
from across Europe.
Auschwitz forces us to confront the most gruesome,
unfathomable parts of humanity: the rows of blackened ovens,
the low ceilings of the gas chambers, Josef Mengele's human
experiment wing, the silence. The camp is enormous –
breathtaking in its inhumanity.
The term "genocide" often evokes images of a breakdown in the
rule of law. But Auschwitz is the opposite of chaos: it was
planned, systematised, mandated, documented mass-murder by
one of the most technologically advanced nations in the world. It
represents the denial of everything we hold dear as human
beings: love, dignity, equality, life.
So it was extraordinary that in the aftermath of the Holocaust,
and while reckoning with the horror, the world came together in
an unprecedented way and with a vision for a harmonious,
unified humanity. The United Nations was created, the global
body charged with, among other things, the oversight of our
universal, fundamental human rights – our shared, core values.
The landmark 1948 Universal Declaration of Human Rights, and
the treaties that followed, go beyond symbolism, beyond being a
statement of good intentions. They are intended to be binding,
institutionalised, and turned into law in all signatory countries,
Australia included.
The human rights system is not perfect and not a panacea
against abuse. Genocides and serious human rights violations
have occurred and are still occurring. But protecting and
upholding human rights – making them part of the architecture
of governments around the world – goes a long way towards
stopping abuses and the harm caused in the first instance.

7

Australia is the only western democracy without a national
human rights act enshrined in legislation or our constitution.
This means that in Australia human rights are largely a matter
of good will: they are protected so long as our governments act
responsibly and with restraint.
Writing about the Holocaust in the same context as
contemporary Australian issues is uncomfortable; the gravity of
the Holocaust, the magnitude of death camps such as
Auschwitz, are unique and incomparable.
But being at Auschwitz reminded me of how entangled my story
is with that most tragic time in human history. I am Jewish and
I am a grandchild of Holocaust survivors. And because of their
luck, stoicism and bravery, I am also an Australian human rights
lawyer. I know that the harm caused by human rights violations
can be felt for generations. So part of my story, part of the
Holocaust story, is that of survival, continuity and the
integration of history's painful lessons.
Enshrining global human rights standards – such as the right to
dignity, to equality, to life – into domestic law is critical. Without
recourse to codified, formalised protection, human rights are of
little use to those confronted by persecution. In other words,
human rights are most valuable when they are enforceable.

The chances of the Holocaust occurring in Australia today are
remote, but we should have no tolerance for even the shadows
of racism and xenophobia. These are dangerous in any guise.
Also, we must be vigilant in resisting the erosion of rights. By
allowing the rights of others to be removed, we are undermining
the very foundations upon which we claim our own rights.
If Australia is serious about protecting human rights, it should
codify and enforce them. A national human rights act would
undoubtedly benefit Australia. It would embed human rights into
our laws, into our culture, such that our attitude towards
straying from them – as we currently do in relation to some
disadvantaged and minority peoples – is not so permissive.
Today is about remembering the millions killed because of
hatred and those few who survived. It's also about looking
forward. Upholding, respecting and protecting universal human
rights is the best tool we have for ensuring governments never
again reject our humanity.
Ruth Barson is a senior lawyer at the Human Rights Law
Centre.
http://www.canberratimes.com.au/comment/holocaustremembrance-teaches-lessons-on-human-rights20160125-gmdy21.html

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

Son of Saul, Oscar-nominated Holocaust film,
denounced as 'Jewish propaganda' in Hungary
Helen Womack, January 18, 2016

Budapest: Countries usually celebrate when their filmmakers
are nominated for an Oscar. Not so in Hungary after Son of
Saul, directed by Laszlo Nemes, had been nominated for an
Academy award. In fact, some Hungarians responded with antiSemitic abuse to the news that an acclaimed movie set during
the Holocaust could win this year's award for best foreign film.

Geza Rohrig in a scene from "Son of Saul". Photo: Sony
Pictures Classics/AP
Son of Saul won the Grand Prix at the Cannes Film Festival last
northern summer and took a Golden Globe this month for its
searing portrayal of a Hungarian-Jewish prisoner in Auschwitz
trying to give a dignified burial to the body of a boy he takes for
his son.

Shoes line the bank of the Danube River in Budapest in a
memorial to Jewish victims in Hungary during World War
II conceived by film director Can Togay. Photo: Helen
Womack
It made an international star of Hungarian actor Geza Rohrig,
who plays the lead role of Saul Auslander, a member of the
Sonderkommando, a group of prisoners whose job was to
incinerate the dead.
This struggle to remain human is the only light in the
unremittingly grim setting of the death camp's crematorium,
where prisoners, soon to die themselves, shovel the ashes of
those who have already passed through the gas chambers.
But some Hungarians are calling it "Holokamu" (Holocaust con
or hoax). "Science fiction!" wrote one Holocaust-denier on
Facebook in reaction to the film's success.
"Jewish propaganda!" and "For Jews, about Jews," were among
the more printable slurs that filled social media.

"So many anti-Semitic comments have been made; it's a
disgrace," said a member of the Budapest Jewish community.
"I wonder if the West is aware of how people here think."

Director Laszlo Nemes holds the Grand Prix award for
''Son of Saul'' during the Cannes Film Festival. Photo: AP
Hungary has been in the spotlight recently for building fences
and holding back waves of Middle Eastern and African migrants
trying to reach the European Union. Images of desperate people
being herded behind barbed wire or packed into trains bring
back uncomfortable memories of World War II.
But Hungary's government says it is upholding EU law and
order.
To liberals, Prime Minister Viktor Orban is a dangerous
authoritarian, rivalled only by Russia's President Vladimir Putin,
whom critics have compared to Hitler.
But in the wake of the New Year sex assaults in Cologne,
Germany, Mr Orban is fast becoming the darling of the European
right.
His portrait was held high at a recent rally in Leipzig, which
attacked German Chancellor Angela Merkel for opening Europe's
doors and pursuing policies of "political correctness and soft
multiculturalism".

A monument erected by the Orban government with the
German
eagle
swooping
down
on
innocent
Hungary. Photo: Helen Womack
East European members of the EU, emerging after 40 years of
communism, have rejected Dr Merkel's call to take their share of
migrants.
Hungary, which saw 400,000 people cross its territory on their
way to Germany and other countries last year, has granted
asylum to a mere 500.

8

Another 1100 are in detention camps for illegal border crossing
and likely to be deported after their cases have been reviewed.

Hungarian Prime Minister Viktor Orban. Photo: AP
The change under way in Hungary, visible in the caustic reaction
to the Son of Saul, can be seen in Mr Orban himself.
In 1989, the year the Berlin Wall fell, he famously began his
political career by telling Soviet forces it was time to leave
Hungary. But he swung to the right after the election of his
Fidesz party in 2010.
Since then, Putin-style, he has sidelined the opposition and
commandeered the media.
Laszlo Majtenyi, a former ombudsman concerned with issues of
privacy and surveillance, says Hungary is not yet a totalitarian
state but has certainly become illiberal. And Poland, under its
new right-wing government, is going the same way.
Warsaw faces corrective measures from the EU for its recent
moves against independent media and courts, but Budapest
says it will veto any punishment from Brussels in a clear sign of
a new alliance between Poland and Hungary, both majority
Catholic countries.

This can only please the Kremlin.
For while Poland remains wary of Russia and Hungary claims a
pragmatic relationship with Moscow, anything that suggests a
split in the EU is music to Mr Putin's ears.
The EU status of East European countries like Hungary was hard
won, which perhaps explains their distaste for new arrivals, as
well as their desire to airbrush out the darker pages of history.
A new kitsch monument erected by the Orban government in
Budapest shows a Nazi German eagle swooping down on
innocent Hungary in 1944.
The Jewish community was not consulted.
On the pavement opposite, protesters have placed pebbles,
spectacles, shoes and suitcases to remind passersby that
Hungarians played an active part in the deportation of Jews and
Roma gypsies to Auschwitz.
Nearby another memorial to Holocaust victims, conceived by
film director Can Togay, sits along the banks of the Danube:
rows of shoes as a reminder of Jews who were shot and dumped
in the river during World War II.
"There was a delay here because of communism," said a
teacher, looking at the monument and counter-display. "We've
been victims but also perpetrators. Only now are we starting to
do the homework about Nazism that most Germans did long
ago."
http://www.smh.com.au/world/sonofsauloscarnominate
d-holocaust-film-denounced-as-jewish-propaganda-inhungary-20160117-gm7xwu

__________________________________________
Hitler's War – What the Historians Neglect to Mention
Published on Dec 27, 2012

Hitler's War: What the Historians Neglect to Mention. An English
translation of "Hitlers Krieg? Was Guido Knopp Verschweigt" by
Alphart Geyer (Germany 2009). This is a 96 minute long "Made
in Germany" underground documentary film. It's the first
documentary ever to unabashedly explain from the German
perspective, how World War II really began, and the many
efforts that were made by Hitler to avoid it, and to establish a
lasting, viable and mutually acceptable peace, but how he was
ultimately left with no choice but to invade Poland. It documents
many facts that have been deliberately left out of the "official
narrative" as presented by the victorious Allies, which we have
all been taught since 1945, and which Germans especially have
been constantly reminded of since the war ended; with the
blame entirely upon Germany's shoulders. Many of the claims of
the Allies that have been widely accepted as fact are refuted
here as patently untrue, distorted, or ignored completely.

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=B7nE5fvFXNE&bpct
r=1455325704
The film is largely based upon a book entitled "Der Krieg der
viele Väter hatte" (PDF) (English: The War that had Many
Fathers) by German author and historian, Gerd Schulze Rhonhof
and "Ein unvermeidlicher Krieg? — Der Weg zum 1. September
1939" (An Unavoidable War -- The Path to September 1st,
1939). Rhonhof is a former high-ranking, German military
officer (Brigadier General in the Panzer Division) who has done,
as any honest historian should, his own deep research in the
war archives, and has been assisted many other historians. His
website contains all of his documentation. His books
and assertions, not surprisingly, have not been so well received
by many politicians, academia, the Left, and the mainstream
media. The making of this film seems to have been prompted
primarily by some comments made by Chancellor Angela

Merkel, speaking to a live audience and the various Heads of
State from many nations, gathered at a ceremony in Danzig in
2009, to remember Hitler's (allegedly) senseless and
unprovoked attack on Poland, paying respects to the Polish
victims on behalf of Germany, and as always, expressing
gratitude to the Allies, for their sacrifices in the victory over
National Socialism. Merkel, like all other German chancellors
since the end of World War II, accepted full responsibility and
with it, the perpetual guilt for the entire war on behalf of all
Germans, and unquestioningly accepted, again: the villain role
ascribed to National Socialist Germany by the victors, which
many Germans, to this day, deeply resent, yet have silently
endured it all of their lives. Merkel's comments, however, struck
a raw nerve for many Germans who know "the rest of the
story".
"Hitler's War" is also a sharp rebuke to well known German
"journalist", author, filmmaker and commentator Guido Knopp
(to whom the original film title actually refers), and who many
Germans regard as "Uncle Guido" (in the English sense of an
"Uncle Tom"), as he has a reputation for being a domestic
Propaganda Minister for the World War II Allies, regarding the
Third Reich and National Socialism. For he, like Merkel and the
others, continues to ignore many facts, and only dutifully
reminds Germans of the guilt of their forefathers (and by
extension, their own "inherited" guilt), based upon a highly
sanitized "official version" of history.
There are always two sides to every story, and now the
Germans are finally telling theirs. This film is a "must see" for
anyone with a sense of justice, honour, fairness and dignity,
who have respect for ALL of the victims of World War II (not
merely the "politically correct" ones) and who are interested in
an accurate account of history. Indeed, if we are to learn from
history, and not be doomed to repeat it, then we must also have
a fair and accurate account from which to draw our conclusions
and upon which to make decisions in the present, and for our
future. This film has broken through the 60+ year old taboos.
Truth has breached the barbed-wire fences of "political
correctness", and is making a desperate run for it's life.
Translation, narration, sound mixing, over-dubbing of the
original soundtrack by Justice4Germans (2011)
http://justice4germans.wordpress.com/
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Residents of small Guatemalan town want Jews to leave
There are 10 Jewish families in San Juan La Laguna. Indigenous Mayans want to ‘defend their rights’
against the ‘ill will’ they’re purportedly causing
BY NATALIE A. SCHACHAR May 28, 2014, 1:45 pm
BUENOS AIRES — Indigenous residents of San Juan La Laguna,
a small town of under 10,000 in the Guatemalan state of Sololá,
have asked members of the Jewish community — comprising 10
ultra-Orthodox families, most of whom arrived only recently —
to identify themselves in a municipal registry and leave within
the next few months.

A building displaying indigenous Mayan art in San Juan La
Laguna, Guatemala (Chixoy, CC-BY-SA, via wikipedia)
The registry was established to verify whether immigrants from
the Jewish community are legally in the country and where they
are from, information which has not been asked of other
foreigners granted temporary visas.
“We, as a local authority, have nothing against the Jewish
community,” city mayor Rodolfo López told The Times of Israel
on Tuesday. “But every community, and especially ours, as
indigenous Mayans, has very special customs and traditions and
we have to defend our rights.”
Residents have filed complaints with the municipality that the
community of ultra-religious Jews have used a public body of
water as a mikveh (ritual bath), practiced unhygienic rituals like
kaparot (where a chicken is swung around a rabbi’s head before
being slaughtered), and made disparaging comments about
immodesty to tourists.
According to the mayor, the indigenous population has also
been suspicious since a Canadian couple accused of child abuse
reportedly moved to San Juan La Laguna with their six children.

“There is almost every other religion here, and there have
never been any problems. When they came, there started to be
ill will,” the mayor said of the Jewish families.
Members of the Orthodox community said that they do not
bathe in front of others, and have been the target of verbal and
physical attacks.
“I put myself in their place and perhaps they are right to feel
scared because before we were two families and now there are
10. And seeing us with our traditional dress, which is black, out
of devotion and humility, in the streets, may cause fear,” said
Misael Santos, in an interview with the newspaper Prensa LIbre.
Santos, a Guatemalan Christian who is converting to Judaism,
said that residents uploaded photos of Hitler and said they
would put members of the Jewish community in cremation
ovens.
“They asked us to get out of town because they said that we
kidnap children, and then added to the fire by saying the town
would be invaded by Jews,” he said.
After rocks hurled at his house broke windows and a firework
bomb exploded nearby, Santos requested an urgent meeting
with the city to discuss the attack and ask for security. “At the
meeting, a lady presented 300 alleged signatures, asking us to
leave the village,” he said to Prensa Libre. According to the
mayor, the Jewish community was also told that other entities,
not the local municipality, were the ones who provide security.
In a telephone interview with The Times of Israel, Santos was
reluctant to speak and said there was tranquility in San Juan La
Laguna.

“Some of us are foreigners, so they asked for ID,” he said, “but
we are living very peacefully.”
http://www.timesofisrael.com/is-a-small-guatemalantown-expelling-its-jews/

********
Ultra orthodox Jews forced from Guatemala village
after opposition

SAN JUAN LA LAGUNA GUATEMALA | BY SOFIA MENCHU
AND JORGE DAN LOPEZ
Fri Aug 29, 2014 3:23pm BST
A few months after moving from Canada to a remote part of
Guatemala to find religious freedom, a group of ultra orthodox
Jews have been forced out of their homes in a bitter conflict with
hostile villagers.
The Lev Tahor community packed its bags on Friday in San Juan
la Laguna around 150 km (93 miles) west of Guatemala City, to
board buses bound for the capital after weeks of friction with
sections of the local population.
Verbal abuse, threats to cut off power and eject them by force
were the last straw for the Jews who began arriving in March
from Canada, where the Lev Tahor group's strict religious ways
had clashed with authorities.
Founded in the 1980s by Israeli Shlomo Helbrans, the Lev Tahor
practice an austere form of Judaism. Winning admiration from
some Jews for its devoutness, the group is condemned by
others as a cult-like sect.
Helbrans declined to be interviewed, but another Lev Tahor
leader in San Juan, rabbi Uriel Goldman, fielded questions about
the group, which granted extensive access to Reuters as it
prepared to leave the lakeside village.
Goldman insisted most of the Guatemalan villagers were friendly
toward the black-clad men, women and children of the Lev
Tahor but that the group was pushed out by an aggressive
minority he said were motivated by local politics.
"I don't understand why they don't want us, we're doing nothing
bad here," said the bearded Goldman, who like other men in the
Lev Tahor, which means "Pure Heart" in Hebrew, has his head
shaved and wears sidelocks beneath a black hat.
According to Goldman, a council of elders in San Juan issued an
ultimatum to the Lev Tahor, saying water and electricity would
be cut off if they did not leave. "They also warned us they would
remove us from the village by force," he added.
Miguel Vasquez Cholotio, a member of the elders' council, said
the villagers decided to expel the group because they refused to
greet or have physical contact with the community. "We felt
intimidated by them in the streets. We thought they wanted to
change our religion and customs," he said.
Eschewing technological trappings such as television and
computers, daily life among the Lev Tahor, whose women wear
body cloaks similar to a burqa, is steeped in religion. Rejecting
the state of Israel because it views the Jews as a people in exile,
the Lev Tahor hope to find land elsewhere in Guatemala to build
30 houses to resettle the 200-odd strong community, Goldman
said.
Around 60 members of the group left San Juan during the night
with the rest set to follow.
In Canada, critics and some relatives of Lev Tahor members
accused the group of keeping children in unsanitary conditions,
promoting underage marriage and of physical abuse.
Leaders of the group dismissed the allegations and said the Lev
Tahor were being persecuted for their religious beliefs.
(Editing by Dave Graham and Chizu Nomiyama)
http://uk.reuters.com/article/uk-guatemala-jewsidUKKBN0GT1MU20140829

********

Dogged By Controversy,

A Jewish Sect Is On The Move Again
Updated September 10, 20148:01 AM
ETPublished September 10, 20143:28 AM ET
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Picture a small village in the highlands of Guatemala.
Whatever your mental image, it's not likely to include ultraOrthodox Jewish men in black suits and women covered head to
toe. Yet, there they were, in the pueblo of San Juan la Laguna:
members of a small Jewish sect known as Lev Tahor.
They fled Canada after being accused of child abuse. Now, they
are on the move again. Uriel Goldman, sitting on his porch in
the village of San Juan, had a simple demand: "Leave us alone.
This is minimum request."

Men from Lev Tahor shop in San Juan, Guatemala. In a
culture of brightly colored clothing and clean-shaven
men, the black suits and long beards stood out.
Jorge Dan Lopez/Reuters /Landov
Goldman is the spokesman for Lev Tahor, which means "pure
heart" in Hebrew. He said members of the sect thought they'd
found privacy in the village of San Juan, on the shores of Lake
Atitlan in Guatemala.
"We checked a bissel the history of Guatemala," he said. "Clean,
with no Jewish persecution."
Lev Tahor found this pueblo of cobblestone streets, indigenous
Mayans and small groups of tourists through a friend — a
Guatemalan man ready to convert to Judaism. Roughly 150
men, women and children moved here, hoping to blend in.
Many Barriers
But in a culture of brightly colored clothing and clean-shaven
men, the black suits and long beards stood out.
"We are different, very different," Goldman said.
Language is part of the barrier. Almost all of the members of
Lev Tahor speak Yiddish, Hebrew or English — not Spanish. But
Vice Mayor Gusman Ulpan said the Jews threaten Mayan and
Christian traditions, as well as newer social policies encouraging
small families.
"The problem is cultural. Their culture is contrary to our culture
and traditions," Ulpan says. "They tell our women, 'Why do you
only have two or three children? It's a sin. You should have as
many children as God gives you.' "
Lev Tahor is an outlier, even among Orthodox Jews. These Jews
are anti-Zionist, believing Old Testament passages that say the
state of Israel should not exist until the Messiah appears. They
oppose homosexuality and birth control, and don't believe in
evolution.
"It's clearly a cult, and certainly not anything that resembles or
is representative of any stream of Judaism," said David
Ouellette, spokesman for the Center for Israel and Jewish Affairs
in Canada.

Lev Tahor is led by Shlomo Helbrans, a rabbi who spent time in
prison in the 1990s for kidnapping a 15-year-old boy in
Brooklyn. Eventually, Helbrans and his followers made their way
to Canada, where they got into trouble with Quebec authorities
for not following required curricula while home-schooling their
children.

Some 150 members of the ultra-Orthodox Lev Tahor sect
fled Canada earlier this year amid allegations that young
women were forced to marry older men. They were
recently asked to leave a village in Guatemala and are
again searching for a home. Uriel Goldman (second from
left) is the group's spokesman.
Ted Robbins/NPR
A year ago, Canadian child services workers declared that Lev
Tahor homes were dirty and crowded. Then police began
investigating charges that teenage girls were being beaten and
forced to marry older men.
Some of the children were put into foster care, but Ouellette
said nothing was resolved.
"The allegations have not been proven," Ouellette said, "but
that's because Lev Tahor, time and again, fled justice."
Leaving Canada
The group went from Quebec to Ontario. When authorities there
stepped in this spring, members left for Guatemala.
San Juan shopkeeper Janet Cholotio said they've been good
neighbors.
"They come here to buy things," Cholotio said. "We are — I
think they consider us — like friends."
Cholotio is apparently in the minority. San Juan's Council of
Elders and the mayor's office recently met with members of Lev
Tahor and pressured them to leave.
Goldman said problems began after villagers learned about the
group's troubles in Canada and not because of any behavior in
San Juan.
"We do not disturb anybody. ... It's that we have these ideas. Is
this the price we have to pay about that? It's not fair," he said.
To avoid further conflict, members of Lev Tahor boarded buses
and moved to Guatemala City, the nation's capital. Since then,
Goldman has not responded to emails, but the Prensa
Libre newspaper quotes him as saying Lev Tahor would search
for another place where it can be left alone.
http://www.npr.org/sections/parallels/2014/09/10/34
7123746/dogged-by-controversy-a-jewish-sect-is-onthe-move-again

_________________________________________________________________________

‘Next time I criticise Israel I predict they will call me a self-hating Jew’

Phillip Adams, Columnist, Sydney, THE AUSTRALIAN,
OCTOBER 4, 2014 12:0 0AM
THOUGH my criticisms of Israeli policies towards the
Palestinians have had me branded an anti-Semite in both
correspondence and The Australian Jewish News, I’m more
accurately described as a philo-Semite — someone totally in
awe of the Jewish contribution to human civilisation.
This is out of all proportion to their small population around the
world — a population greatly reduced by the Holocaust. Had that
vast obscenity not occurred there’d be many millions more Jews,
both religious and secular, in the diaspora. And far fewer in
Israel.
As performers, the contribution of Jews to classical music is
incomparable. The fiddlers on the roof became stars playing the

Stradivarius at Carnegie Hall, the members of exalted string
quartets and instrumentalists in the noblest orchestras. As
composers, Jews have been pre-eminent — Mahler in the
concert halls, Gershwin and Berlin on Broadway. And Jewish
contributions to jazz are second only to the African American.
Jewish people are equally conspicuous in literature. Like playing
the violin, like dealing in diamonds, the ability to write a novel is
portable — something very important to a people threatened for
millennia by pogroms culminating in genocide. And it’s endless
fear and suffering that get the words — and music — pouring
out.
Comedy, too. Koestler described the Jews as “the exposed
nerve-ends of humanity” — and the paradox of pain producing
humour has given us many, if not most, of the world’s greatest
humorists and comics. From Mo McCackie to the Marx Brothers
and Mel Brooks, Lenny Bruce to Joan Rivers, Woody Allen, Peter
Sellers, Jerry Seinfeld, Larry David, Sacha Baron Cohen, Jon
Stewart. “Jewish humour” is so universally recognised that
Chaplin, the most famous comedian who ever lived, was
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wrongly assumed to be Jewish and attacked as such by US antiSemites. Knowing all too well the connections between misery
and mirth, Chaplin declined to deny it. Hollywood itself was and
remains a Jewish town, movies the Jewish industry — energised
by great and glorious talents fleeing persecution in Europe. In
the Dream Factory, Jews effectively dreamt America into
existence.
Science? You can sum it up in one word: Einstein. Who, fearful
that Hitler would soon have the A-bomb, urged FDR to build it
first. Thus anti-Semitism hastened the nuclear age, the ultimate
weapons created by Jews in the US. On the other side of the
coin … medical science. Almost all the doctors, specialists and
surgeons who’ve been keeping me alive are Jewish, many being
exiles from apartheid South Africa.
Despite Hitler branding modern art decadent and something else
to blame on the Jews, they’re under-represented in the visual
arts. Not a lot of famous Jewish painters (notable exceptions
being Chagall and Modigliani). Perhaps this is a consequence

of a religious prohibition shared by Jews and Muslims — the
dogma disapproving of the depiction of God or Allah and of the
“graven image” in general. And I can’t think of too many Jewish
sporting heroes, if you leave out David’s gold-medal skills with
the slingshot. Hard to think of a Jewish golfer on the US circuit
— Jews weren’t welcome in the posh golf clubs.
Footnote. This atheist christened (pun intended) his firstborn
daughter with a Jewish name. Twenty years later, aiming to join
that most Jewish calling of psychoanalysis, Dr Rebecca Adams
travelled to the US and converted to Judaism in a progressive
synagogue. Whereupon my second daughter Meaghan
discovered, in an old family Bible, that her dad seems to have
had a Jewish great-great-grandmother on his mother’s side and
is, as a result, almost certainly Jewish. Now that this is public I
predict my next criticism of Israel will have me called a “selfhating Jew”. Shalom.
http://www.theaustralian.com.au/opinion/next-time-icriticiseisraelipredicttheywillcallmeaselfhatingjew/newss
tory/d713106f2a926df0d51959c3f16a5680

_______________________________________________________________________

Marc Jampole: Dark Money And American Democracy

Jane Mayer’s book Dark Money does a thorough job of dissecting
the 40-year campaign of a small coterie of billionaires to change
the American political agenda for their own selfish ends. She
explains the process by which our country has reached the point
at which it is overwhelmingly centrist-looking-left but controlled
by right-wingers, especially at the state level. It explains how
the Democrats could outvote the Republicans by millions and
still not have a majority in the U.S. House of Representatives. It
explains why the mass media focuses on inessential issues such
as the deficit or promulgates ridiculous myths such as the social
value of lowering taxes and the idea that science is unsure
about global warming.
The ultimate reason for the current state of American politics
and public life is money. In this case, money spent over the past
30+ years by a small number of billionaires who wanted to
lower their taxes and end regulation that cost their businesses
money. The main organizers of this group have been Charles
and David Koch, two of four sons of industrialist and rightwing
funder Fred Koch, an original founder of the John Birch Society.
These rich folk have included among others Richard Mellon
Scaife, the DeVos, Bradley and Olin families, Phillip Anschutz,
Peter Singer and Sheldon Adelson, but most of the organizing
has come from Charles Koch.
According to Mayer, their long-term game plan, hatched in the
mid-70s, came partly from a memo by Lewis Powell before he
joined the Supreme Court and a white paper put together by
William Simon after he was Secretary of the Treasury. It started
with secretly starting and financing think tanks that churn out
position papers supporting their rightwing political views, e.g.
government is always bad, the free market solves all problems,
a minimum wage leads to unemployment, unions constitute
restraint of trade, taxes should be lowered on job creators—the
entire package of lies still peddled by Republican candidates, Fox
News, the Wall Street Journal and a horde of think tanks. They
also invaded the universities, feeding them with money to study
economic, political and social phenomena from a rightwing
perspective. Mayer does an especially good job of showing how
Koch money has turned George Mason University into a center
of phony rightwing research. One of the more successful think
tanks has been the American Legislative Exchange Council
(ALEC), the organization that writes all the anti-union, voter
suppression, gun rights and shaft-the-poor legislation that
Republican legislators have passed in recent years.
For years Charles Koch has held secret seminars for his
billionaire pals in which he outlined issues, discussed strategies
and shared information on how to establish layers of nonprofit
organizations to hide the names of donors and how much they
have given.
From the think tanks, rightwing ideas spread to the general
public through the news media, especially the rightwing media
which used to consist of a few hundred radio stations but now
includes the vast Fox broadcasting empire. At a certain point,
the Kochtapus—a description of the Koch network of fellow
billionaire contributors—began to invest millions in supporting

specific candidates. After Citizen’s United, the ultraright
ratcheted up candidate investment. Along the way, they found it
easier to control local and statewide elections than national
ones.
The 30 or so rich individuals or families Mayer mentions as part
of the Dark Money network fall into one of three categories:
Their business interests have depended either primarily or
substantially on government contracts, which explains why the
ultraright hates government but loves military contracts and
subsidies for oil and gas.
Owners of companies that have gotten into trouble for not
following environmental, financial or other regulations and owe
or have paid the government a ton of money or are involved in
litigation with the government.
People who are both, which include the Koch brothers who are
the closest people to being pure evil as I have ever encountered
in reading or real life.
In other words, these billionaires will often wrap themselves in a
flag and say they are trying to preserve and enhance our
freedom, but their desire is to create a government that bows to
their selfish interests. For all of the billionaires, the only thing
that matters is money and power, but others are motivated by
their religiosity, racism or love of guns, which partially explains
the alliance these plutocrats have made with the religious right
and the gun lobby.
While Mayer does an excellent job of shedding light on all of this
dark money, she doesn’t put the experience of the last 40 years
of rightwing insurgency financed by a handful of the ultra
wealthy into the context of U.S. history. Around the time of
Simon’s call to action, which was general, the progressive
sociologist William Domhoff laid out in great detail how to
control American policy decisions in his public policy model.
Domhoff constructed a complicated flow chart that describes in
advance exactly what the Kochtapus did: Start by controlling
research and universities, then public policy, and finally
legislation and legislators. Domhoff is illuminating a process that
has controlled American policy since at least the turn of the 20th
century. The controlling interests have always been the ultra
wealthy and have always skewered to the right. What differs
with the current bunch of oligarchs is the vastly larger sums of
money involved, that they have concealed so much of their
activity behind multiple layers of organizations and that so much
of the ruling elite has turned its back on the compromises made
with the New Deal.
Mayer doesn’t mention it, but I believe that the massive tax
break that Reagan pushed through Congress early in his first
term has led to the great increase in the money that these
billionaires have contributed to controlling the American political
process. The tax cut both freed up more money for them to
throw around and by making them richer, gave them more
incentive to fight against social welfare programs and for lower
taxes. I believe Thomas Piketty made a similar argument
in Capitalism in the 21st Century as to why incomes for chief
executive officers skyrocketed after the Reagan tax breaks.
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Dark Money is a depressing book, but one I recommend that
everyone who cares about the future direction of our country
read.
How do we fight the forces of Dark Money? To my mind,
progressives, liberals and centrists must vote for the Democratic
candidate this year, no matter who it is, and more important, to
vote Democrat in every off-year election. A mildly progressive
president won in 2008 and 20012, but his victory was
neutralized to a large degree because of the election of 2010,
which determined who was going to set the boundaries of
Congressional districts.

Like Obama and Hillary Clinton, most Democrats tend to be
extremely progressive on domestic issues and hawkish on
foreign policy issues, but much less so than the Republicans.
The loud cry of people like Elizabeth Warren drives the more
mainstream Democrats even further left. Voting for Democrats,
but driving the party further left is the only way we can stop the
United States from becoming a land of rich and poor with fake
elections controlled by a handful of selfish and very wealthy
people.
Copyright 2016 Marc Jampole
http://voxpopulisphere.com/2016/02/08/marcjampole-dark-money-and-american-democracy/

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

Israel's International Conspiracy –
Nearly Every Western Country has an Israel Lobby
By Philip Giraldi, Tuesday, 9 February 2016
Swedish Foreign Minister Margot Wallstrom recently suggested
an inquiry into a surge in Israel’s reported extra-judicial killing
of Palestinian demonstrators after Prime Minister Benjamin
Netanyahu called for a harsh response and told his police and
soldiers that those opposed to the continued occupation of the
West Bank were “terrorists.” Almost immediately, the Israeli
government denounced Wallstrom as engaging in “political
stupidity,” banning her from travel to Israel, while one
newspaper close to the government suggested that she might
be assassinated, as fellow Swede Count Folke Bernadotte was
by Jewish militants in 1948, because anti-Semitism appears to
be in the Swedish DNA.
All of that outrage and personal ridicule is pro forma for an
Israeli government that reflexively smears and denigrates any
and all critics, but the more interesting epilogue was the
unanticipated discovery by the Swedish and international media
that Wallstrom has not been paying the full rent on the
subsidized government apartment that she occupies. The
revelation follows a familiar pattern, where critics of Israel
suddenly find themselves being discredited for something
completely unrelated to the Middle East. President George H. W.
Bush (the good Bush) suffered a similar come to Jesus moment
in 1991 when he went on national television to denounce the
pressure tactics of the Israel lobby. The Israeli government was
demanding U.S. Treasury backed loans to construct illegal
settlements. President Bush, who was running for reelection and
far ahead in the opinion polls, suddenly was confronted by a
well-funded and organized opposition raising doubts about him
and his record. And President Bush was not reelected,
presumably learning along the way that one does not trifle with
the Israel Lobby, to be replaced by the enthusiastically Zionist
Bill Clinton.
United Nations Secretary General Ban Ki-moon is also wondering
about Israel’s alleged commitment to peace. On Tuesday he said
“it was human nature to react to occupation,” following up with
a comment on Wednesday regarding Israel’s “stifling”
occupation of Palestine. Netanyahu reacted with his usual over
the top rhetoric, stating that Ban “was encouraging terror.” One
might also anticipate, as in the case of Wallstrom, a wellorchestrated media blitz questioning Ban’s motives or explaining
how he has always been a closet anti-Semite. It is par for the
course and fully expected when one criticizes Israel.
Indeed, it is a global phenomenon. Wherever one goes –
Western Europe, Canada, Australia, New Zealand and the United
States – there is a well-organized and funded lobby ready,
willing and able to go to war to protect Israel. Most of the
organizations involved take at least some direction from officials
in Tel Aviv. Many of them even cooperate fully with the Israeli
government, its parastatal organizations and faux-NGOs like the
lawfare center Shurat HaDin. Their goal is to spread propaganda
and influence the public in their respective countries of
residence to either hew to the line coming out of Tel Aviv or to
confuse the narrative and stifle debate when potential Israeli
crimes are being discussed.
Israel’s diaspora allies are backed up by a formidable
government organized machine that spews out disinformation

and muddies the waters whenever critics surface. The Israeli
Foreign Ministry has a corps of paid “volunteers” who monitor
websites worldwide and take remedial action and there is a
similar group working out of the Prime Minister’s office. That is
why any negative story appearing in the U.S. about Israel is
immediately inundated with pro-Israel comments, many of
which make exactly the same coordinated points while
exhibiting the same somewhat less than perfect English. On
sites like Yahoo they are actually able to suppress unwelcome
comments by flooding the site with “Dislike” responses. If a
comment receives a large number of dislikes, it is automatically
blocked or removed.
The sayanim, local Jews in their countries of residence, are
essential to this process, having been alerted by emails from the
Israeli Foreign Ministry about what to do and say. The reality is
that Israel has lost the war of public opinion based on its own
actions, which are becoming more and more repressive and
even inhumane and so are difficult to explain. That means that
the narrative has to be shifted by Israel’s friends through
subterfuge and the corruption of the information process in each
country. In some places the key media and political players who
are engaged in the process can simply be bought. In other
places they can be intimidated or pressured into taking positions
that are neither in their own countries’ interests nor morally
acceptable. In large countries like the United States, Britain and
France a combination of friendly suasion and coercive elements
often come together.
In all cases, the objective is the same: to repress or
misrepresent any criticism of Israel and to block any initiatives
that might be taken that would do damage either to the Israeli
economy or to the country’s perceived standing in the world. In
some countries Israel’s advocates work right out in the open and
are highly successful in implementing policies that often remain
largely hidden but that can be discerned as long as one knows
what to look for.
Recent Israel Lobby activity in the United States has included
legislation at state levels to make illegal divestment from Israel
or to promote boycott of Israeli products. A trade pact with
Europe will reportedly include language requiring the United
States to take retaliatory action if any European country tries to
boycott Israel, to include the West Bank settlements, which the
empowering legislation regards as part of Israel proper.
Israel is also working to create a mechanism for global
censorship of the internet to ban “incitement,” which clearly is a
euphemism for material that is critical of its policies. Recently
Facebook has begun to delete from its site any “hate speech”
and “terrorism” related material but what has not been widely
noted is that the apparent restrictions also have involved sites
critical of Israel including Christians United for Peace.
Many prominent critics of the American Israel Political Action
Committee (AIPAC) are unaware that AIPAC exists in various
forms in a number of other countries. BICOM , the Britain Israel
Communications and Research Centre, is located in London. The
French equivalent is the Conseil Representatif des Institutions
Juives de France (CRIF). In Canada there is a Center for Israel
and Jewish Affairs (CIJA) , in Australia a Zionist Federation of
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Australia and in New Zealand a Zionist Federation of New
Zealand .

While AIPAC is specifically focused on the U.S.-Israel
relationship, its counterparts in Europe often deal with a whole
range of issues that they define as Jewish, but protecting Israel
is always part of their agenda, particularly for those groups that
label themselves as Zionist. The political power and financial
muscle of the groups gives them access to government far
beyond the actual numbers of their supporters. In France this
has led to the legislation of hate crimes that de facto exist to
protect Jews that have been also been interpreted as limitations
on one’s ability to criticize Israel. In its most recent test, a
French court declared that a peaceful protest promoting Boycott,
Divestment and Sanctions (BDS) directed against Israel was
illegal.
Many believe that France now has less free speech than any
other European country. Recently, the alleged humor magazine
Charlie Hebdo, ran a revolting cartoon showing the little Syrian
boy Alan Kurdi who drowned in Turkey last summer as all grown
up and sexually assaulting a woman in Germany. There was
considerable outrage throughout the world but no sign that the
French government will do anything to prosecute the magazines
since it was Muslims who were being ridiculed. Charlie Hebdo
frequently insults Muslims (and also Christians) but rarely
lampoons Jews.
In Britain, Jewish organizations uniquely are allowed to patrol
heavily Jewish neighborhoods in police-like uniforms while
driving police type vehicles and there have been reports of their
threatening Muslims who enter the areas. Prime Minister David
Cameron’s government, which is responsive to a Conservative
Friends of Israel lobbying group, has also done its part to create
official barriers to any spread of the BDS movement. It is
proposing legislation that will enable it to overrule decisions by
local government councils that seek to cut business or
investment ties with Israel and, more particularly, Israeli
settlements, under the pretext that such action interferes with
the conduct of foreign affairs. The British government is also
considering its own brand of hate speech legislation, banning
from social media any commentary that is considered to be antiSemitic, which will almost certainly extend to criticism of Israel.
Canada’s government has also threatened to use hate speech
laws to block criticism of Israel and forbid BDS related activity.
Australia meanwhile, has ceased referring to east Jerusalem as
“occupied” and is apparently leaning towards similar “nonpejorative” language relating to the militarized occupation of the
West Bank, preferring the neocon favored dodge “disputed.”
New Zealand has proposed Israeli-Palestinian peace talks that

specifically demands that participants “refrain from referring a
situation…to the International Criminal Court,” which would
effectively decriminalize war crimes committed by both sides
during the two recent invasions of Gaza. As a United Nations
investigation determined that Israel was disproportionately
responsible for what did occur, the proposal eliminates
accountability and is effectively a get out of jail free card for
some Israeli government officials.
And so it goes. Criticize Israel and there will be a comeuppance
by virtue of a highly developed international system that relies
on government direction as well as volunteer supporters who
are able to shape both the media message and the political
response. Accepting that as a given, I suppose one should be
proud of being called an anti-Semite every time the label is
misapplied to stifle dissent, but it all sadly reflects a lowering of
the discussion to a dirt level. This might just be because there
is no justification for Israeli behavior. The fact is that in terms
of systematic human rights violations Israel is something
beyond an apartheid state, frequently engaging in open racism
and, in the opinion of many observers, crimes against humanity.
It is furthermore a persistent source of instability in the Middle
East and even beyond.
Israel is a liability to the United States and to the European
nations that it has successfully manipulated into acquiescence
regarding its bad behavior. When AIPAC and its overseas clones
act for Israel the host nations in which these organizations exist
should recognize exactly what is taking place. If Israel is truly
first in their hearts and minds that is perfectly acceptable but its
advocates should perhaps consider moving there and letting the
rest of us be. Would that be too much to ask?
http://www.unz.com/article/israelsinternationalconspiracy/

********

Charlie Hebdo cartoon on dead Syrian child sparks anger
Illustration showing Alan Kurdi as a sexual molester in
Germany is racist, social media users say.
Anealla Safdar | 14 Jan 2016 14:32 GMT
Charlie Hebdo cartoon depicting dead Syrian toddler as a
sex offender ignites anger

"What would have little Aylan grown up to be? A groper
in Germany" reads the caption to this cartoon...
The French magazine Charlie Hebdo has sparked outrage by
publishing a cartoon attempting to satirise the refugee crisis and
recent accusations of sexual abuse in Germany. The cartoon
imagines Alan Kurdi, the three-year old Syrian who died in the
sea in September on the way to Europe, as an adult.

___________________________________________________________________________

Samstag, 30. Januar 2016
Werte Kameradinnen und Kameraden,
das "System" des "Konstruktes BRDDR" hat die Informationshttp://www.tagesschau.de/inland/altermedia-festnahmenPlattfom
ALTERMEDIA
DEUTSCHLAND
https://altermedia101.html
deutschland.info verbieten lassen:
Ermittlungen gegen Neonazi-Plattform Razzien, Festnahmen und
https://www.verfassungsschutz.de/de/aktuelles/meldungen/meein Verbot gegen "Altermedia"
20160127-verbot-altermedia-deutschland
Stand: 27.01.2016 12:02 Uhr
Bundesinnenminister Dr. Thomas de Maizière verbietet
http://www.tagesschau.de/inland/altermedia-festnahmen"Altermedia Deutschland“
101.html
"Altermedia
Deutschland“
ist
eine
der
wichtigsten
Hiermit wird wieder mal die Meinungsfreiheit durch das
Internetplattformen der rechtsextremistischen Szene, auf der in
"System" des "Konstruktes BRDDR" mit den Füßen getreten.
massiver Form rechtsextremistische Propaganda in Form von
Und das in einem Staat bei dem sich die heutige "Marionettenantisemitischen,
ausländerfeindlichen,
rassistischen,
Regierung" wie die das ehemalige "DDR-Regime" verhält, mit
islamfeindlichen und antiziganistischen Äußerungen verbreitet
dem Fazit "Die Partei hat immer recht".
wird. Das Bundesamt für Verfassungsschutz konnte im Vorfeld
Partei hat immer Recht
wesentliche
Unterstützung
im
Ermittlungsund
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=JZ3_d0unago
Verbotsverfahren leisten.
Und dies im Geist:
https://www.verfassungsschutz.de/de/aktuelles/meldungen/meKapelle Vorwärts - Brüder seht die rote Fahne
20160127-verbot-altermedia-deutschland
Weitere Quelle:
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https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Sm1kDXLlGPA
Nur das dieser "System-Regierung" des "Konstruktes BRDDR"
das Volk nicht mehr folgt:
https://deutsch.rt.com/inland/36545-neue-reprasentativeumfrage-40-prozent/
Deutschland
Neue repräsentative Umfrage: 40 Prozent der Bundesbürger
fordern Rücktritt von Merkel
29.01.2016 • 12:43 Uhr
https://deutsch.rt.com/inland/36545-neue-reprasentativeumfrage-40-prozent/
Die "Schein-Regierung" der "Besatzungs-Mächte" ist sich
bewusst, dass sich das Volk nicht mehr nach ihr richtet:
http://www.cicero.de/berliner-republik/peter-sloterdijk-uebermerkel-und-die-fluechtlingskrise-es-gibt-keine-moralische
Peter Sloterdijk über Merkel und die Flüchtlingskrise
"Es gibt keine moralische Pflicht zur Selbstzerstörung"
Von Cicero-Redaktion, 28. Januar 2016
http://www.cicero.de/berliner-republik/peter-sloterdijk-uebermerkel-und-die-fluechtlingskrise-es-gibt-keine-moralische
Das "System" versucht nun mit Exempeln von seinem Versagen
abzulenken:
http://www.kriegsberichterstattung.com/id/5277/Verbotaltermedia-deutschlandinfo-Grundgesetzverstoss-des-Portalsoder-ueberzogene-Verbots-Aktion/

Verbot Altermedia: Grundgesetzverstoß des NPD-nahen Portals
oder überzogene Verbots-Aktion?
(...) Das ist sonst ein Verhalten, wie es Diktaturen machen. Die
Schließung eines Portals ist ein erheblicher Eingriff in die
Meinungsfreiheit und sollte stets vom Bundesverfassungsgericht
in Karlsruhe geprüft und genehmigt werden. Möglich wäre ja
auch, dass einzelne Artikel verboten werden. Eine solche
Prüfung durch das deutsche Bundesverfassungsgericht scheint
es im Falle von https://altermedia-deutschland.info/ nicht
gegeben zu haben. Das ist ein gefährlicher Weg für die
Demokratie und dürfte weiter Menschen in die Hände von
Pegida, Legida, AfD und sonstigen politischen Gruppierungen
treiben. Die CDU wird damit nicht gewinnen, auch nicht die SPD.
(...)
http://www.kriegsberichterstattung.com/id/5277/Verbotaltermedia-deutschlandinfo-Grundgesetzverstoss-des-Portalsoder-ueberzogene-Verbots-Aktion/
Am Schluss meines schriftlichen Rede beschliesse ich das Ganze
nicht mit Jürgen Elsässers "Ami go home":
Jürgen Elsässer: Ami go home! 03.10.14 Bundeskanzleramt
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=jmjU0gSQYG0
sondern mit der Losung:
Auf zum verbalen "nationalen Freiheits-Kampf"!
Mit kameradschaftlichen Grüßen!
WolfsLand

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------Denouncing Israeli Violence is Not Anti-Semitism:
Reply to Alex Ryvchin
Peter Slezak ABC Religion and Ethics 7 January 2016
***
A recent article by Alex Ryvchin is predicated, it seems to
me, on a fundamental act of dishonesty. By failing to
mention the violence of Israel's military occupation, he
allows other, more nefarious motives to be ascribed to
Palestinians and activists.
Foremost among these motives is anti-Semitism. What else
could be behind their bitter denunciations of the Jewish State?

Activist fantasies are said to invoke traditional images of the
villainous "Zionist Jew" invented in order to distort the realities
of both Palestinians and Israelis. Contrary to activists' delusions,
it is not the Palestinians who are the victims but the Jews - as
always.
The anti-Semitic "trick"
While not a Zionist organization as such, the Executive Council
of Australian Jews (ECAJ) seems to identify Jewishness with
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uncritical loyalty to Israel. This conflation permits the
exploitation of widespread sensitivity to anti-Semitism in the
shadow of the Holocaust. Criticism of Israel is silenced by
playing on the fear of appearing to criticise Jews.

The attempt by the Israel lobby to characterise criticism
of Israel's violence against Palestinians as "antiSemitism" is a disgraceful act of dishonesty by Jewish
leaders who surely know better. Credit: Sergio Leyva
Seiglie/Pacific Press/Lightrocket via Getty Images.
The late Shulamit Aloni, a member of the Knesset, explained in
an interview that the charge of anti-Semitism is "a trick" that is
used to ward off criticism of the Israeli government. She went
on to say that "the Holocaust" is used to justify everything that
Israel does to the Palestinians.
ECAJ is not alone in exploiting this trick. The growing boycott,
divestment and sanctions (BDS) movement is frequently
compared to the Nazi campaign against Jewish shops in the
1930s. This disgraceful slander against a peaceful human rights
protest is made despite the fact that the principal targets of BDS
have been non-Jewish organizations such as Veolia, Caterpillar
and G4S, all of whom are profiting from the occupation.
Nevertheless, the Nazi slur promoted by Jewish
organizations and their leaders has been regularly echoed
by Australian politicians, including foreign minister Julie
Bishop. However, even its staunchest opponents know
that BDS is a rights-based movement explicitly opposed
to anti-Semitism and racism in all its forms. It is thus
difficult
to
convey
the
shamefulness
of
this
comparison by Jewish leaders, spokespersons and
academics who must surely know better.
Foremost among these are Australian Jewish academics
Philip Mendes and Nick Dyrenfurth. Their recent
book Boycotting Israel is Wrong: The Progressive Path to
Peace between Palestinians and Israelis is a case study in
this sort of Nazi slander against critics of Israel.
However, the most astonishing deceitfulness on the part
of Mendes and Dyrenfurth is not what they actually say,
but rather what they carefully omit. In contrast to the
200 pages devoted to Israel's critics, there is no index
entry for "Occupation" nor any hint of what might explain
the motivation of BDS supporters other than their
supposed Jew-hatred.
They include no map that would immediately convey the
realities of Israel's cantonisation and annexation of the West
Bank, which represents 22% of historical Palestine. There is no
mention of the immensity of the settlements or the wall on
Palestinian land, all declared illegal by the International Court of
Justice in 2004. There is no mention of the 40,000 houses
demolished by Israeli forces or the million olive trees destroyed,
to say nothing of the abuse of children in administrative
detention or 8,000 unarmed civilians shot dead since the year
2000. Not a single reference.
A viable Palestinian state has been destroyed by Israel and, in
keeping with the Likud party charter, government leaders
declare that there will never be a Palestinian state. Yet Mendes
and Dyrenfurth claim that the peaceful BDS protest movement
is trying to annihilate Israel by means of a kind of "war" and the
"collective punishment of Israelis."
The delusion and dishonesty of this strategy defy
adequate characterization.
The ECAJ dirt file
Not content with maintaining a guilty silence about Israel's
crimes, the ECAJ also imagine that it can advance the cause of
Israel and the Jewish community by vilifying those who publicly

voice their criticism of Israel. Among targets for such character
assassination have been former ABC producer Cathy Peters (see
her reply here).
Greens Senator Lee Rhiannon has been accused of making a
"typically vitriolic and hateful speech in the
Senate" due to her "near pathological aversion to the Jewish
state," and appealing to traditional anti-Semitic images of "the
Jew as war profiteer, conspirator and driven solely by money."
To attack Senator Rhiannon, Alex Ryvchin misrepresents
remarks by Jewish American historian Norman Finkelstein, the
son of Holocaust survivors, among the most trenchant critics of
Israel's crimes against the Palestinians. Ryvchin ignores
Finkelstein's warning that "the real enemies of the Jews" are
"those who cheapen the memory of Jewish suffering by equating
principled opposition to Israel's illegal and immoral policies with
anti-Semitism."
Ryvchin's "dirt file" has been used to smear representatives of
the Australia Palestine Advocacy Network (APAN), the leading
umbrella organization representing Palestine solidarity groups in
the country. The eminently respectable members include APAN's
patron, retired Major General Ian Gordon A.O., the deputy chief
of Army in Australia and a former Chief of Staff of the UN Truce
Supervision Organization in the Middle East. The President of
APAN is Rev. George Browning, distinguished former Anglican
Bishop of Canberra. Present and former members of the APAN
Executive include other church leaders, Australian ambassadors
to Israel, union leaders and academics.
On the occasion of a visit to Parliament House, ECAJ circulated a
document in advance to MPs in order to reveal the supposed
disreputability and lack of credibility of APAN delegates.
Jews who criticise Israel
Since Alex Ryvchin's most recent article is concerned primarily
with smearing Jewish supporters of Palestine - including myself it is relevant to provide some background. I have already
written about Ryvchin's modus operandi in a letter published in
the Canberra Times (10 November 2014) responding to
an article he wrote with ECAJ Director, Peter Wertheim. They
had denounced Melissa Parke MP following her courageous
statement in Federal Parliament supporting the BDS movement:
In my letter, I referred to the slurs thrown especially at Jews
like distinguished academic and UN official Richard Falk or
Israel-Australian Professor Marcelo Svirsky, and I noted that I
am also singled out for special mention. Ryvchin and
Wertheim alleged that I think Jewish children are "fair
game" for threats to have their throats cut with shouts of
"Heil Hitler" and "all Jews must die." This vile accusation
was based on words taken out of context, despite my
explicit clarification and warnings that they not be
misrepresented in this way.
In response, I remarked: "It is difficult to imagine a more
disgraceful descent into the gutter. This defamation is so
offensive and absurd that it reflects more on Ryvchin and
Wertheim than on me." My letter continued with remarks
especially relevant to Ryvchin's most recent efforts to defame
me:
"... their deceit is a special kind of depravity when they
know full well that both my parents were Holocaust
survivors and my 89-year old mother is a survivor of
Auschwitz, where most of my family were exterminated."
In his recent article, to illustrate the delusion and derangement
of Jews among Palestine activists, Ryvchin cites my speech to
one of the Sydney Town Hall protest rallies for Gaza in 2014.
Ryvchin denounces the entire protest as a display of antiSemitic "hatred that underpins the anti-Israel movement," and,
therefore, ridicules my remarks in which I paid tribute to the
audience in anticipation of precisely the kind of deceit and
demonisation that Ryvchin now tries to perpetrate.
I cited my family background, saying: "I think I can
recognize anti-Semitism when I see it and I don't see any
anti-Semitism here." By taking these words out of
context, Ryvchin portrays me as a dupe, but his personal
attacks have a significance beyond my own reputation.
Ryvchin
chooses
not
to
mention
my
explicit
acknowledgment that each week, the rallies' MC explicitly
emphasised that the demonstration was not about Jews,
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but about Israel. Each week this remark was met with
loud, enthusiastic applause in clear affirmation of the
important distinction that Ryvchin and the Israel Lobby
wish to obscure.
The full context of my remark explains why Ryvchin was so
intent on misrepresenting me:
"... we join hundreds of thousands of decent people in
cities around the world to express our humanity. But each
of these rallies have been described as hate-filled and
anti-Semitic. I want to re-affirm what speakers have said
in previous weeks, it is not anti-Jewish to be critical of
Israel. It is for humanity. Most of my family were victims
of anti-Semitism - exterminated in the Nazi Holocaust. My
parents were both survivors. My 89 year old mother is a
survivor of the Auschwitz concentration camp. So, I think
I can recognize anti-Semitism when I see it and I don't
see any anti-Semitism here."
In my Sydney speech, as also at a Melbourne rally during the
assault on Gaza in 2008-2009, I spoke in anticipation of the
usual slanders against protesters. Addressing the absent Jewish
audience as well as those present, I hoped that they might
recognise an alternative stance adopted by many Jews who can
no longer hide behind the deceit of official propaganda echoed
by the Israel Lobby. Citing the words of former Israeli
parliament member, Uri Avnery, I said we condemned the
military assault as "inhuman, superfluous" and "abominable."
Ryvchin's characterisation of the rallies as dominated by antiSemitic symbols and slogans is an outright falsehood. I attended
every protest and march during the five weeks of the Israeli
devastation of Gaza in 2014. In response to Ryvchin's
suggestion that I was indifferent or oblivious to the symbols of
anti-Semitism, it's relevant to mention the only two occasions
on which I saw something offensive of this nature.
At the beginning of one rally, a tattoo-covered skinhead was
wearing various Nazi insignia and a swastika ring. Several
members of the audience were remonstrating loudly with him
when I joined them. I told him that most of my family perished
under those symbols of the Third Reich and I added that,
whatever may have been his reasons for being at the rally, they
were not the reasons of the others, and that he was doing them
a grave disservice by his presence. He left quietly.
The only other inappropriate, offensive sign I witnessed was a
poster held by a young man at the foot of the podium where I
was soon to speak. The poster showed an equal sign between a
swastika and the Star of David. I spoke to the man for fifteen
minutes and he put his sign away.
These were the only instances I saw that might fairly be
described as anti-Semitic. Indeed, I had invited a childhood
Jewish friend to join me at the rallies to witness the events for
herself. I grew up next door to her, always seeing the tattooed
Auschwitz number on her mother's forearm. I invited her
precisely because I was confident that, while not sharing my
own views of Israel, she too would recognise anti-Semitism if
she saw it.
In the light of the foregoing facts, Ryvchin's apologetics for
Israel on behalf of Australian Jews clearly involves an egregious
hypocrisy: While justifiably condemning Palestinian terror or
racism, Ryvchin has repeatedly refused to condemn the most
heinous violence, mobs who chant "Death to Arabs" or the
genocidal racism of Jewish religious leaders and Israeli
government ministers.
Ryvchin seeks particularly to discredit dissenting Jews
lest they expose the fraudulence by which groups like
ECAJ maintain their monopoly on the "Jewish" voice and
the lessons of the Holocaust.
Such Jews include distinguished Israelis Uri Avnery, Gideon
Levy, Jeff Halper, Ilan Pappe, Miko Peled and Amira Hass. In
particular, like Amira Hass, American academics Sara Roy and
Norman Finkelstein are children of Holocaust survivors, which
constitutes the very motivation for their struggle on behalf of
Palestinians. Speaking of his parents, Finkelstein explains: "It is
precisely because of their suffering and their martyrdom that I
will not be silent when Israel commits its crimes against the
Palestinians."

The true lessons of the Holocaust have been eloquently
articulated by Amira Hass, whose mother survived BergenBelsen. From her mother's experience, Amira takes her
responsibility to be informing other Jews of what is being done
in their name. She says her role is to ensure that Jews can't use
the excuse for which we rightly held Germans in contempt when
they protested, "I didn't know."
Culpable, intentional ignorance
I have been trying to indicate the ways in which Ryvchin and the
Israel Lobby act to maintain such culpable ignorance in the
community. The resort to personal vilification is to divert
attention from the factual matters at the heart of the
Israel/Palestine conflict and the urgent moral issues they raise.
For example, rather than empty posturing and literary
affectations, Ryvchin might have addressed the horrifying
statistics of the Defence of Children International (DCI), showing
that 1,900 children have been shot dead since the year 2000 in
the West Bank - an average of nearly two each week. In
a recent case, two Palestinian children were shot dead in cold
blood by Israeli snipers, though they posed no threat to soldiers.
Despite repeated prompting on social media, ECAJ has refused
to utter a single word of condemnation of these atrocities and
Israel's culture of impunity.
The fatalities in Gaza are even more horrifying, caused in ways
open to the grave charge of war crimes. The collective
punishment of 1.8 million Palestinians by a crippling, criminal
blockade culminated in the 2014 military assault causing over
2,000 deaths including 500 children. Are these facts to be
dismissed as activists' deceptions, "resistance fantasy" and
mythology? Better not to mention them at all.
Also better not to mention the 600,000 illegal Jewish
settlers in violation of the Geneva Conventions, or water
stolen for their settlements, or the daily humiliations at
hundreds of checkpoints. None of this can be explained
on the grounds of security for Israel, even if we accept
the usual assumption that only Israelis and not
Palestinians deserve security.
Ryvchin's glaring omission of these facts available from
unimpeachable sources speaks for itself. These sources include
Israel's
own
human
rights
organizations Btselem, Gisha, Breaking
the
Silence and
the Israeli Committee Against House Demolitions. Others
include Amnesty International, the UN's Office for the
Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs and Al Haq.
Ryvchin asks why "the tiny number of Jews who turn
completely against Israel and the Jewish community" fail
to engage "constructively" by "criticising or contributing
from within?" However, Ryvchin knows that repeated
efforts to engage constructively within the Jewish
community have been met with intense hostility,
vilification, bullying and outright censorship - a matter
that has gained some notoriety in the Jewish and
mainstream media.
Regarding my own efforts, ECAJ President Robert Goot
is quoted approving my being banned from the Jewish
Limmud-Oz festival on the absurd grounds that people
should not be "forced" to listen to me - as if it were to be
compulsory for all Jews to attend my session. Clearly, the
fear is rather that Jews might discover that official
dogmas are open to question and perhaps some critics of
Israel may not be the fanatical, delusional, self-hating
monsters we have been portrayed to be.
Despite such efforts by Ryvchin and Israel Lobby groups, the
disturbing facts of Israel's conduct are increasingly difficult to
ignore or deny. As Finkelstein put it in the title of his book on
the Jewish community in the United States, "they know too
much." The cognitive dissonance for American Jews is more
acute than for Australians since the majority of American Jews
are Democrat voters and progressive. They are finding it
impossible to reconcile their liberal values with Israel's crimes
on their behalf.
Mahatma Gandhi famously said of critics: "First they ignore you,
then they ridicule you, then they fight you, then you win."
Ryvchin's efforts demonstrate that Palestine solidarity activists
are in the final phase before we win.
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Peter Slezak is Associate Professor of Philosophy in the
School of Humanities and Languages at the University of
New South Wales.
http://www.abc.net.au/religion/articles/2016/01/07/4
384978.htm
[Emphasis added - ed. AI.]
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----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------Likud MK: Palestinians can’t even say ‘P’
Anat Berko doubts legitimacy of Palestinian statehood claim due to absence of consonant in Arabic;
Meretz MK responds: ‘Are you an imbecile?’
BY TIMES OF ISRAEL STAFF February 11, 2016, 2:52 am
“Yes,” Berko answered her. “There’s no ‘P’,” adding in
exaggerated pronunciation as if to emphasize “‘Pa pa pa,’
there’s no ‘Pa.’ There’s ‘Fa.'”

Likud MK Anat Berko attends a Foreign Affairs and
Security committee meeting in the Knesset, November
19, 2015. (Miriam Alster/FLASH90)
Likud Knesset member Anat Berko ruffled a few feathers and
raised a few brows at the plenum on Wednesday when she
called into question the veracity of the Palestinian claim to
regional territories, citing the absence of the ‘P’ sound in the
Arabic alphabet.
“As we’ve noted, the letter ‘P’ doesn’t even exist in Arabic so the
borrowed term (Palestine) is worth looking into,” Berko said
from the podium during a discussion called by Opposition parties
on the status of the two-state solution. The lawmaker began to
add that Israel did not deny the existence of “a Palestinian
entity” by its side and wished peace with it, when a hubbub
broke out among left-wing MKs.
“Did you hear that?” Meretz MK Tamar Zandberg cried out in
astonishment, repeating Berko’s statements to her fellow
lawmakers.

MK Tamar Zandberg seen in the Israeli parliament on
October 19, 2015. Photo by Miriam Alster/Flash90.
Zandberg shot back incredulously: “Are you an imbecile?”
As further calls of dissent were raised around her, Berko replied:
“Those are the facts, I’ll send them to you. It’s fine.”
Several Arab lawmakers then left the hall in anger, as Zandberg
laughed at Berko’s words.
Arabic indeed does not have an equivalent to the letter ‘P’. The
sound ‘F’ is denoted by the letter ‘Fa,’ and ‘Palestine’ is
pronounced ‘Fah-lah-steen.’
While the absence of the letter “P” in the Arabic alphabet has
been used as an occasional point of ridicule by those who
oppose Palestinian self-determination, it is not generally
considered a serious political argument.
http://www.timesofisrael.com/likud-mk-palestinianscant-even-say-p/

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

Two SS men to stand trial for Auschwitz killings

Reinhold Hanning, 93, and Hubert Zafke, 95,

charged in Germany with complicity in murder of thousands during Holocaust
BY AFP February 9, 2016, 12:41 pm
A former SS men will go on trial this month for their alleged
complicity in the murder of thousands of people at Auschwitz, as
Germany accelerates its bid to prosecute ageing Third Reich
criminals.
Reinhold Hanning, 93, faces court in the western town of
Detmold from Thursday, charged with at least 170,000 counts of
accessory to murder in his role as a former guard at the camp in
occupied Poland.
Hubert Zafke, 95, will have to answer at least 3,681 counts of
complicity in killings in separate proceedings in the eastern town
of Neubrandenburg from February 29.
************************
Zafke was a medical orderly at the camp in a period when 14
trains carrying prisoners — including the teenage diarist Anne
Frank — arrived at Auschwitz-Birkenau where many would
eventually be killed in the gas chambers.
************************
Holocaust survivor Angela Orosz, who will take the witness
stand in the Hanning trial, told AFP that all Auschwitz staff “were
part of this killing machine.”

“Without these people and their active support for the
Holocaust, what happened in Auschwitz, the murder of 1.1
million people in just a few years, would not have been possible,
and perhaps many of my family members would still be alive,”
said Orosz, who was born in Auschwitz just over a month before
it was liberated on January 27, 1945.
The defendants face between three and 15 years in jail, but in
view of their advanced age and the period required for any
appeals, they are unlikely to serve time.
Nevertheless, Andreas Brendel, who leads the prosecuting team
against Hanning, said Germany “owes it to victims and their
relatives” to pursue Third Reich criminals. “Age has no bearing
for me,” he said.
Ronald Lauder, president of the World Jewish Congress, agreed.
“If anyone deemed responsible for any aspect of the Holocaust
is still able to stand trial, he or she should be prosecuted,” he
told AFP.
“As long as it’s possible to bring any of them to justice, it must
be done. There is no statute of limitation for mass murder, and
there shouldn’t be.”
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Hubert Zafke (Courtesy)
The two trials come on the heels of last year’s high-profile case
against Oskar Groening, dubbed the “Bookkeeper of Auschwitz.”

File: ormer SS guard Oskar Groening sits behind a fence
during a break in the trial against him in Lüneburg,
northern Germany, Tuesday, April 21, 2015. (Photo
credit: Markus Schreiber/AP)
Groening was sentenced last July to four years in prison, even
though he had previously been cleared by German authorities
after lengthy criminal probes dating back to the 1970s.
But the legal foundation for prosecuting ex-Nazis
changed in 2011 with the German conviction of former
death camp guard John Demjanjuk, solely on the basis of
his having worked at the Sobibor camp in occupied
Poland.
Separately, a German court announced Friday that another
former guard at Auschwitz, 93-year-old Ernst Remmel, would
have to stand trial in April.
Hanning, like Demjanjuk, was a camp guard, and stands
accused of having watched over the selection of which
prisoners were fit for labour, and which should be sent to
gas chambers.

He is also deemed to have been aware of the regular mass
shooting of inmates at the camp, as well as the systematic
starvation of prisoners.
“Through his capacity as a guard, he facilitated… the several
thousand killings of inmates by the main perpetrator,”
prosecutors said.
Hanning has admitted to working in Auschwitz but denies a role
in the killings.
Zafke likewise claimed he knew nothing of the mass murder.
Ahead of proceedings, prosecutors said the former medic was
“aware of the purpose of the Birkenau camp as an extermination
camp” as well as of its structure.
“Given his awareness, the accused lent support to the
organisation of the camp and was thereby both involved in and
advanced the extermination,” said prosecutors, who are
meanwhile seeking to have the presiding judges removed for
partiality.
The prosecutors claim that the judges are planning to
declare Zafke unfit for trial on the opening day, thereby
halting the proceedings.
A first court had earlier quashed the trial, finding that Zafke was
suffering from dementia.
But an appeals court overturned that decision. It
acknowledged that he had “cognitive impairments and
low physical capacity” but ordered regular breaks during
the hearings, as well as medical care.

File: Holocaust survivors walks with others through the
main gate of the former Auschwitz Nazi death camp in
Oswiecim, Poland on Jan. 27, 2016, the 71st anniversary
of the death camp's liberation by the Soviet Red Army in
1945. (AP Photo/Czarek Sokolowski)
http://www.timesofisrael.com/two-ss-men-to-standtrial-for-auschwitz-killings/

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

Reinhold Hanning trial:
Former Auschwitz guard accused of complicity in Nazi genocide
Three former inmates have recalled the horror of the death camp, underlining prosecutors’ claims that
anyone who was a guard there was automatically complicit in mass murder
Tony Paterson Detmold

Leon Schwarzbaum at a press conference with a
photograph of himself (left) with his uncle and parents,
who died in Auschwitz AP
Three Holocaust survivors have recalled the “living hell” they
endured at Auschwitz as they prepared to give evidence at the
trial of one of the infamous Nazi death camp’s last remaining SS
guards who is accused of complicity in the murder of 170,000
prisoners.
The 94-year-old Reinhold Hanning will appear before judges in
the German city of Detmold on Thursday accused of being part
of what prosecutors have described as the “Auschwitz murder
machine”, which slaughtered 1.1 million Holocaust victims
during the Second World War. He has denied involvement in
murder.
But three former Auschwitz inmates have spoken of the horror
of the death camp and underlined prosecutors’ claims that
anyone who was a guard there was automatically complicit in
mass murder.

Former SS guard Reinhold Hanning faces trial this week
Half-Jewish Erna de Vries, 93, was 19 when her mother was
sent to her death in the Auschwitz gas chambers.
Shaking with emotion, she told reporters: “I was certain I was
going to suffer the same fate.
“I was sent to the camp death block where everyone was
waiting to be gassed.”
She added: “It was stinking, grossly overcrowded and full of
overflowing buckets of excrement. All I wanted was to see the
sun before I died.”
Ms de Vries said she only survived because the Nazis had
decided at the last minute that half-Jewish prisoners should do
forced labour instead of being sent to their deaths. “I have very
mixed feelings about seeing a former camp guard,” she
admitted.
Berliner Leon Schwarzbaum recalled how he saw truckloads of
naked Auschwitz prisoners being driven screaming towards the
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gas chambers. “It was a living hell, the unbearable smell of
burning flesh was ever present. The flames from the
crematorium chimneys were huge,” the 95-year-old said. Mr
Schwarzbaum managed to survive by being selected for work
outside the camp.
Justin Sonder, now 90, was 16 when he arrived in Auschwitz. He
was operated on without anaesthetic by camp doctors, who
cynically painted an iodine swastika on his knee. “After the
operation, I was convinced I would be considered unfit and
useless and sent to the gas chambers,” he said “I owe my
survival to the doctor who did not put my name forward,” he
added.

Mr Sonder said he was convinced it was “absolutely right” to put
94-year-old Mr Hanning on trial. “It is never too late to bring the
perpetrators to justice. There was no such thing as a harmless
SS man,” he insisted.
Hanning’s trial follows the conviction in April last year of former
Auschwitz guard Oskar Groening, 94, who was also sentenced to
four years imprisonment for complicity in mass murder.
http://www.independent.co.uk/news/world/europe/rei
nhold-hanning-trial-former-auschwitz-guard-accused-ofcomplicity-in-nazi-genocide-a6865936.html

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

Survivors dismayed after Austrian official justifies calling
Nazi camp inmates 'a plague'
Francois Murphy Feb 11, 2016 12:10 AM

REUTERS - Concentration camp survivors voiced indignation on
Wednesday at an Austrian prosecutor's statement that it was
justifiable for a far-right magazine to call people who were
liberated from the Nazi camp at Mauthausen a criminal "plague."
An article in the July/August edition of the fari-right Die Aula
magazine said that description applied to a significant number of
freed inmates, saying they committed a range of crimes nearby
after Nazi guards fled at the end of World War Two.
"The fact that a non-negligible portion of freed prisoners became
a plague on people is deemed by the judiciary to have been
proven and is only disputed today by concentration camp
fetishists," Die Aula's article said.
Prosecutors in the southern city of Graz initiated criminal
proceedings against the author on accusations of Holocaust
denial and inciting hatred, but later dropped the case.
"It is plausible that the release of several thousand people from
the Mauthausen concentration camp presented a burden for the
affected areas of Austria," the prosecutors' office said in an
explanation of its decision signed by one official and made public
by a parliamentary procedure last month.
"It cannot be ruled out that, in the context of the liberation,
criminal activities... were engaged in by those freed," it added.
"Criminals were [undisputedly] among those imprisoned."
Austria, where Hitler was born, submitted with little resistance
to annexation by Nazi Germany and for decades after World War
II asserted that it was the first victim of Nazism.

Almost 200,000 people were sent to Mauthausen, condemned to
forced labor for being Jewish, gay, members of resistance
groups or of other groups opposed by the Nazis. Half of
Mauthausen's prisoners died there.
The International Mauthausen Committee, an umbrella group of
national organizations of camp survivors known by its French
abbreviation CIM, condemned the Graz prosecutors' statement
for what it called "a lumping-together plucked out of thin air."
The tens of thousands of inmates at the camp outside the
northern city of Linz were largely left to fend for themselves in
the days between the flight of SS guards and the arrival of
victorious Allied forces in May 1945, CIM said in a statement.
"It is not disputed that food necessary for survival was procured
in a few cases against the will of the affected local population,"
the CIM statement said.
"But to describe the term 'plague' as appropriate as a result not
only flies in the face of historical fact but also ridicules
concentration camp victims who are still alive," it added.
Another survivors' group issued a similar statement.
The head of the Austrian Justice Ministry's criminal law section,
Christian Pilnacek, said the decision to drop the case was correct
legally but the wording of the explanation by the Graz
prosecutors' office was "incomprehensible."
The Graz prosecutors' office declined to comment.
http://www.haaretz.com/jewish/news/1.702642
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The charm

John Bayldon

Whenever I am feeling sad,
Because an argument is lost,
I simply emulate my Dad,
And scream his hate word, "Holocaust".
The patient seeker after truth,
Sifts documents his whole life long,
Who dares to read his well-turned proof,
When "Holocaust" I call upon?
The journalist at times may roar,
Lion-hearted to defend free speech,
But when I call out "Holocaust",
He darts for cover with a screech.
The Church, which long ere Luther's time,
Would guide to Christ its Gentile flock,
Now has become a Judas shrine,
A holy Holocausting shop.
Each day through movies, books, and sketches,
The Holocaust is battered in
To brains of trauma-pated wretches,
Fills up my coffers to the brim.
History, the Jew way I write it,
This is the law from time long past,
The Goyim's love of truth I smite it,
With hate-filled myths of Holocaust.
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13 February 1945
‘On the thirteenth of February ‘Forty Five,
We roasted the women and children alive.
Yet, all the crazed chanting of ‘gas chamber’ lies,
Can’t hide the grim truth, borne on terror-filled skies.
God Moloch, now drunk on this surfeit of blood,
Took the world as his tribute, and saw ‘it was good’,
‘It is good’, that the victims are hated and shamed,
That ever, hereafter, the truth is defamed.
By fables of lamp-shades and soap and of shoes,
Of diamond-regurgitating, escapologist, Jews,
‘It is good’ Said Lord Moloch, that lies must prevail.
And all those that doubt it, be thrown into jail.
‘It is good’. Quoth he, of the insatiable maw,
That the world is convulsed by perpetual war.
One may either be complicit in Molochian insanity
Or learn truth from real history, and stand up for
humanity.
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