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US 'rebalancing' is fishing in S. China Sea's troubled waters
Xu Bu For The Straits Times,
Since 2009, the United States has played a driving role in
increasing tension between China and South-east Asian
countries, turning the South China Sea into a regional
hot spot. No one benefits.
On several recent occasions, Admiral Harry B. Harris, the
Commander of the United States Pacific Command, and
Mr Daniel Russell, the US Assistant Secretary of State for
East Asian and Pacific Affairs, made remarks or
comments on the South China Sea issue, accusing China
of threatening neighbouring countries and undermining
regional stability.
China and some littoral countries of the South China Sea
have had disputes over territorial and maritime interests
for more than three decades, but China and the relevant
claimant countries have managed to address differences
and control risks, not letting the issue hinder the
sustained growth of bilateral ties among them and ChinaAsean relations at large. In November 2002, China and
Asean countries signed the Declaration on the Conduct of
Parties in the South China Sea (DOC), stipulating that
China and Asean countries will resolve their territorial
and jurisdictional disputes by peaceful means through
friendly consultations and negotiations, and conduct
relevant maritime cooperation.
However, since the US adopted the so-called rebalancing
strategy in the Asia-Pacific, the South China Sea issue
has become increasingly prominent. Since 2009, some
US senior officials have repeatedly made irresponsible
remarks about China's policy, rendered support to the
countries having disputes with China, and gone even
further to drive wedges between China and South-east
Asian countries. I would argue that 2009 marked the
watershed of the South China Sea issue and the US
acted as the main driving force behind the tension in the
South China Sea. This conclusion is based on the
following foundations.
ABETTING REGIONAL COUNTRIES

After Mrs Hillary Clinton's first visit as the US secretary of
state to Asia in 2009, some South-east Asian countries
made considerable changes to their policies on the South
China Sea issue. Mrs Clinton left Asia in February.
Shortly after, in March, the Philippines passed a new
baseline law to claim sovereignty over the Huangyan
Island and some of the Nansha Islands. In May, Vietnam
completed the submissions of outer limits of the
continental shelf beyond 200 nautical miles from the
baselines to the Commission on the Limits of the
Continental Shelf (CLCS), claiming sovereignty over
China's Xisha and Nansha Islands.

MAY 19, 2016, 5:00 AM SGT
Thanks to the abetting by US senior officials, the South
China Sea issue gradually evolved into a disturbing
regional hot spot. In May 2012, at a hearing of the
Senate Committee on Foreign Relations, Mrs Clinton said
that China's claims in the South China Sea exceeded
what was permitted by the United Nations Convention on
the Law of the Sea. During her July visit to Vietnam, Mrs
Clinton reaffirmed US support to Vietnam.

The guided-missile destroyer USS William P. Lawrence
conducting a routine patrol in international waters in the
South China Sea on May 2. On May 10, the US vessel was
reported to have conducted a "routine freedom of
navigation operation" sailing near Fiery Cross Reef in
disputed waters in the South China Sea. PHOTO:
EUROPEAN PRESSPHOTO AGENCY

The US also made efforts to encourage the leaders of
some South-east Asian countries to discuss the South
China Sea issue at Asean meetings, trying to rally the
entire Asean against China. As a result, the differences
inside Asean accumulated due to the yawning gaps
among the positions of its member states on the South
China Sea issue.
With the firm support from the US, the Philippines made
up its mind to go back on its bilateral agreements with
China to resolve the South China Sea issue through
negotiation, and initiated the arbitration case. With the
so-called arbitration award being just around the corner,
the US claimed, in a warning tone, that China will pay a
great price if it refused to comply with the award.
This well indicated that the US supported certain
claimant countries not to address the disputes through
bilateral consultations with China, rather encouraging
them to seek confrontation with China. This is not
unexpected if we connect the dots, because the US has
been staying behind the arbitration case as the
manipulator, and doing whatever it can to ensure that

1

the Philippines wins the case. It is also highly odd, to say
the least, to see the US, which is not even a signatory to
Unclos, keep asking the countries, China included, that
are already acceding to Unclos, to respect international
law.
CREATING AND PLAYING UP AN ISSUE

For a long time, there has never been an issue
concerning freedom of navigation and overflight in the
South China Sea. These rights have never been affected.
The so-called issue of navigation and overflight freedom
was totally created and kept being played up by the US.
Since 2015, under the name of safeguarding freedom of
navigation and overflight, the US has become a front
runner, rather than a backstage manipulator, on the
South China Sea issue. The US version of navigation and
overflight freedom, in essence, means the US Navy
warships freely going anywhere all around the world.
The risk of militarisation does exist in our region, but it
merits careful study on who should be held accountable
for that.
As early as in 2011, the US claimed to deploy 60 per cent
of its military resources in the Asia-Pacific. In recent
years, with its rebalancing strategy put into practice, the
US tightened its military ties with its regional allies,
expanded the arms build-up and flexed its muscle
through military exercises, thus generating tensions in
the South China Sea.
To cite just a few examples out of many: the US beefed
up its military aid to the Philippines and Vietnam, and
signed the Enhanced Defence Cooperation Agreement
with the Philippines, regaining a right lost over two
decades ago to station troops and weapons in the
Philippine military bases. The US has also repeatedly
dispatched its navy vessels approaching the 12-nauticalmile waters of, and military aircraft flying over, relevant
islands and reefs of China's Nansha Islands.
Furthermore, the US always practises double standards
when it comes to the South China Sea issue. While
pointing fingers at China and criticising China's
construction efforts on its own islands and reefs, the US
chose to ignore the facts that the Philippines and
Vietnam had illegally occupied, all in all, 42 islands and
reefs in the South China Sea, and carried out land
reclamation on relevant islands and reefs starting from
as early as 1980s.
BLINDED BY ILLUSIONS

The US' rebalancing strategy has blinded some claimant
countries with illusions. They are wishfully thinking that,
with US backing increasing, they can deal with the South

China Sea issue through confrontation instead of
consultation.
The US has become used to acting as a policeman or
judge on global issues, and indulges itself in making
rules and dictating ways to execute them. The US cannot
tolerate others challenging its global hegemony and
believes that all issues should be dealt with as it pleases.
The US does not always practise democracy in
international relations, but is dictatorial and overbearing.
What the US has been doing has been often criticised,
which is quite well known to some American political
figures. However, bad habits die hard.
It is no coincidence that the changes in US policy have
been followed by some South-east Asian countries
making changes to their policies on the South China Sea
issue. The tension in the South China Sea was
intentionally churned and hyped. What the US has been
and is now doing will end up in a more split Asean.
China is a strong supporter of a rule-based international
order. However, the international rule of law is what the
entire international community follows, not a tool to be
exploited by a handful of countries to pursue their
political agenda. All regional countries should work
together to safeguard the regional peace and stability
and prevent our region from gradually sliding into the
"South China Sea Trap".
China and Asean should stick to the dual-track approach
in addressing the South China Sea issue, which highlights
that the disputes should be addressed properly through
friendly negotiations and consultations among countries
directly concerned, and the peace and stability of the
South China Sea should be safeguarded by China and
Asean countries.
Nowadays, the South China Sea issue has become a hot
topic disturbing Asean leaders' meetings and the East
Asia Summit, and has been hyped as a security issue
affecting peace and stability in East Asia.
From this perspective, it seems that the US might have
succeeded in fishing in troubled waters. But in the longer
run, no one will ever gain from increasing tension in the
South China Sea.
•The writer is Ambassador of the People's Republic of
China to Asean.
A version of this article appeared in the print edition of
The Straits Times on May 19, 2016, with the headline 'US
'rebalancing' is fishing in S. China Sea's troubled waters'.
http://www.straitstimes.com/opinion/us-rebalancing-isfishing-in-s-china-seas-troubled-waters
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Nigel Farage -This EU is the
New Communism
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=LXC
bpovJqHw
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AfD-Chefin Frauke Petry knickt ein
Die Plastifizierung des deutschen Volkes (zum Thema ficki ficki kommen wir noch)
From: powermax@gmx.com
Sent: Monday, 30 May 2016 9:21 AM
To: aktuell@unzensuriert.at;
buero@unzensuriert.eu
Subject: Jerome please fick ficki
Liebe Leute, nicht nur ist das deutsche Volk zu einem der
dümmsten auf diesem Globus geworden, sondern auch
zu einem Naturwunder und im Universum ein seltenes
Unikat. Da laufen doch tatsächlich an die 80 Millionen
zweibeinige homo sapiens herum, denen man das Hirn
ausgeblasen und denen man das Rückgrat genetisch
durch ein Stück Plastikschlauch ersetzt hat. Wie das:
Da sagt jemand aus den Reihen der vom System ohnehin
subventionierten „Oppositionsparteien“ diesmal AfD,
irgend etwas politisch nicht korrektes, und das löst im
gesamten Volk binnen Stunden den berühmten HoloHoax (me culpa) Reflex aus. Unabhängig davon, wer
was und wo und überhaupt etwas gesagt, gedacht,
gemurmelt, mit dem rechten Auge geblinkt oder gefurzt
hat. Unfassbar wie es in nur 70 Jahren gelungen ist, eine
Nation und Volk derart zu verblöden. Das gab’s in der
Geschichte der Menschheit noch nie. Es ist schwer
abzuschätzen ob jetzt auf Grund der Halbneger-Aussage
und der geschichtlichen Adi Verantwortung 80 Millionen
Deutsche das graue Büsserhemd anlegen, eine
Fastenwoche einlegen, oder auf Knien rutschend nach
Rom und Jerusalem pilgern. Und wer auch nur eine
Millisekunde daran denkt, genau das nicht zu tun, ist
logischerweise ein pathologischer unbelehrbarer Rassist,
Nazi und persona non grata.
Der wahr Skandal ist aber nicht die angebliche oder
stattgefunden
Neger-Beleidigung,
sondern
die
Reaktionen von rückgratlosen Politiker wie Frauke Petry.
Erinnert
uns
frappant
an
den
„rechten“
Bundespräsidentschafts-Kandidaten Norbert Hofer, der
„Antisemitismus“ gnadenlos ausrotten, die Holo-Keule
beibehalten möchte und sich weigern würde, eine Blaue
Regierung (auch wenn sie von 3 Millionen Österreich
gewählt werden würde) unter H.C. Strache anzugeloben.
Unfassbar was für ein abgrundtiefer menschlicher
Abschaum an die Spitze von Regierungen zu gelangen
versucht – oder bereits oben „sitzt“. Dabei werden selbst
„Kollegen“ nicht verschont und als senile Deppen und
Kriminelle Nazis hingestellt. Die Nazi-Keule wird auch in
2000 Jahren ihren Zweck erfüllen. Die Keule hoch und
schon ziehen Millionen Deutsche – wie räudige
Pawlowsche Köter – das Büsserhemd an.
Wie wir schon immer festgestellt hatten und gesagt
haben: Der Deutsche braucht keinen Feinde von aussen.
Der
grösste
Feind
der
Deutschen
ist
der
landesverräterische Deutsche selbst. Wir bereiten derzeit
eine genetische Analyse des deutschen Volkes vor. 1520% der Deutschen hat bereits jüdische Wurzeln und
dieses Volk besitzt oder besass als Nomadenstämme nie

eine echte und eigene Heimat. Warum sollen daher
Deutsche im Sinne ihres eigenen Volkes handeln. Verrat
und Eigennutz ist ein integrierter Bestandteil dieser
Genetik. Man pflegt den Eigennutz und verabscheut den
Gemeinnutz.
Kein
Wunder
dass
fremdländische
und
kulturfremde Zuwanderer und Asylanten, jede
Achtung
vor
dem
charakterlosen
deutschen
Weicheier-Volk ohne Rückgrat verlieren.
ORF: Mit der Beleidigung des deutschen Nationalspielers
Jerome
Boateng
dürfte
der
Vizechef
der
rechtspopulistischen AfD in Deutschland, Alexander
Gauland, einen Schritt zu weit gegangen sein. „Die Leute
finden ihn als Fußballspieler gut. Aber sie wollen einen
Boateng nicht als Nachbarn haben“, hieß es in dem
Interview der „Frankfurter Allgemeinen Sonntagszeitung“
(„FAS“).
Die Empörung ist so groß, dass selbst AfDParteivorsitzende Frauke Petry sich bei Boateng
persönlich
entschuldigte
und
auf
Erinnerungslücken ihres Stellvertreters verwies:
„Herr Gauland kann sich nicht erinnern, ob er diese
Äußerung getätigt hat. Ich entschuldige mich unabhängig
davon bei Herrn Boateng für den Eindruck, der
entstanden ist.“ Co-AfD-Chef Jörg Meuthen stellte sich
hinter Gauland. Er sei „komplett falsch verstanden
worden und hat das inzwischen richtiggestellt“, sagte er
gegenüber
dem
„Handelsblatt“
(Montag-Ausgabe).
„Damit sollte die Sache erledigt sein.“
Der rheinland-pfälzische Landesparteichef Uwe Junge
kritisierte Gauland nicht direkt, erklärte aber zu Boateng:
„Idole wie er sind wichtige Wegbereiter für die Akzeptanz
von integrierten Einwanderern.“ Boateng wurde in Berlin
geboren und ist der Sohn einer deutschen Mutter und
einer ghanaischen Vaters.
„Habe Boateng nie beleidigt“
Gauland selbst bestritt am Sonntag, diese Äußerung
überhaupt getätigt zu haben. Er habe in einem
vertraulichen
Hintergrundgespräch
die
Einstellung
mancher Menschen beschrieben, „aber mich an keiner
Stelle über Herrn Boateng geäußert“: „Ich habe nie, wie
die ‚FAS‘ insinuiert, Herrn Boateng beleidigt. Ich kenne
ihn nicht und käme daher auch nicht auf die Idee, ihn als
Persönlichkeit abzuwerten.“ Boatengs Name könnte aber
gefallen sein, so Gauland Sonntagabend in der ARDTagesschau
möglicherweise
aber
seitens
der
Journalisten: „Denn ich kenne mich im Fußball gar nicht
aus.“
Die „FAS“ wies das aber vehement zurück. Sie bestand
auf ihrer Darstellung. Die Aussage Gaulands stamme aus
einem Gespräch mit zwei Berliner Korrespondenten der
Zeitung vom Mittwoch vergangener Woche: „Beide
Kollegen haben die Passage aufgezeichnet, ihre
Aufzeichnungen stimmen überein.“ Gauland habe
lediglich den Teil des Gesprächs, in dem er sich über
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AfD-Führungspolitiker
äußerte,
als
Hintergrund
eingestuft, aus dem nicht zitiert werden sollte.
AfD „deutschfeindlich“
Politiker der anderen Parteien genauso wie
Fußballfunktionäre reagierten empört auf die
Aussagen Gaulands. Der deutsche Justizminister
Heiko Maas (SPD) sagte über Twitter: „Einfach nur
niveaulos und inakzeptabel. Wer so redet, entlarvt
sich selbst - und das nicht nur als schlechter
Nachbar.“ CDU-Vize Julia Klöckner twitterte:
„Lieber Boateng als Gauland als Nachbarn.
Typisches Muster AfD: beleidigen, provozieren später dann relativieren.“
Für
SPD-Chef
Sigmar
Gabriel
agiert
die
AfD
„deutschfeindlich“,
nicht
fremdenfeindlich.
Die
Fraktionschefin der Grünen im Bundestag, Katrin GöringEckardt, stellte fest: „Gauland und AfD sind nicht in
Deutschland angekommen.“ CDU-Vize Armin Laschet
meinte, Gauland gehe es „um Rassismus pur“. LinkenChef Bernd Riexinger befand: „Gauland ist ein ganz übler
Rassist!“
„Sei unser Nachbar“
Wir deutsche Gutmenschen lieben doch die Neger:
Jerome sei unser Nachbar. Hallt und schallt es jetzt
durch ganz Deutschland. Und dahinter der Chor und der
Banner der weiblichen deutschen Gutfrauen: Please
Jerome ficki ficki.
„Einfach geschmacklos“ sei es, die Popularität Boatengs
und der deutschen Nationalmannschaft „für politische
Parolen zu missbrauchen“, kritisierte auch der Präsident
des Deutschen Fußball-Bundes (DFB), Reinhard Grindel.
Der Nationalmannschaftsmanager Oliver Bierhoff stellte
in der FAS fest: „Es ist ja nicht das erste Mal, dass wir

mit solchen Aussagen konfrontiert werden. Sie bedürfen
keiner
weiteren
Kommentierung,
die
Personen
diskreditieren sich von alleine.“
Boateng selbst sei jedenfalls entspannt. „Das belastet ihn
jetzt nicht. Aber es ist natürlich jetzt unschön, weil er
natürlich in eine Diskussion kommt, in die er gar nicht
kommen bräuchte“, so Bierhoff. Boateng kann „nur
drüber lächeln“: „Ist traurig, dass so etwas heute noch
vorkommt“, sagte er nach dem EM-Testspiel Deutschland
gegen Slowakei. Zahlreiche Fans unterstützten Boateng
jedenfalls bei dem Länderspiel am Sonntagabend in
Augsburg mit Plakaten mit der Aufschrift „Jerome sei
unser Nachbar!“

Epilog: Ja, ja, die totale Verblödung des deutschen
Volkes hat galaktische Dimensionen angenommen.
Dabei vergisst ein Grossteil, dass nach dem Motto
„Brot und Spiele“ auch Fussball nur einen einzigen
Zweck verfolgt: Verblödung der Völker. Wer im
Stadium immer nur wie ein Affe im Urwald brüllt,
braucht doch nie sein Hirn einschalten.
http://orf.at/stories/2341902/2341903/
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Das Netzwerk der braunen Verlage

Von Sven Felix Kellerhoff
Leitender Redakteur Zeit- und Kulturgeschichte
Alle Artikel von mir
Kontakt, und Uwe Muller
KULTUR
Artikel vom 29.05.2016 / Ausgabe 22 / Seite 27
Mit Nazi-Titeln lassen sich hohe Renditen erzielen.
Das zeigt der angekündigte Reprint von Hitlers
"Mein Kampf"
Lektor ist ein angesehener Beruf. Aus Texten Bücher
machen: Das klingt nach einer anspruchsvollen Aufgabe.
Allerdings ist die Berufsbezeichnung nicht geschützt;
man braucht keinen speziellen Abschluss, kein Zeugnis,
keine Zulassung. Im Prinzip darf sich jeder so nennen.

Adrian Preißinger bezeichnet sich in seinem Profil beim
sozialen
Netzwerk
Xing
als
"Verlagslektor".
Erstaunlicherweise nicht als "Verleger", dabei firmiert der
52-Jährige als Inhaber des Leipziger Verlages "Der
Schelm". Einem von Tausenden Kleinbetrieben der
deutschen Buchbranche, die hin und wieder einen Titel
drucken lassen. Für ihr Programm interessieren sich nur
Freunde, Bekannte oder ganz spezielle Leserschaften.
Vergangene Woche hat Preißingers "Schelm"-Verlag
bundesweit für Aufsehen gesorgt: Er kündigte an, in
diesem
Sommer
Adolf
Hitlers
"Mein
Kampf"
unkommentiert als Reprint der 851.–855. Auflage von
1943 zu veröffentlichen. Der Deutschaustralier Fredrick
Toben soll ein Vorwort beisteuern; auf dem ansonsten
unveränderten Cover steht zudem der Schriftzug
"Wissenschaftlicher Quellentext". Toben ist ein mehrfach
vorbestrafter Holocaust-Leugner.
Die Staatsanwaltschaft Leipzig ermittelt jetzt gegen
Preißinger; sie sieht einen Anfangsverdacht der
Volksverhetzung und der Verwendung von Kennzeichen
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verfassungswidriger
Organisationen.
Bamberger
Strafverfolger gehen gegen eine Versandhändlerin vor,
die den Reprint schon beworben hatte.
Preißingers Vorhaben lenkt den Blick auf den Sumpf
brauner Verlage, die für die Neonazi-Szene gegenüber
der zunehmend desolaten NPD an Bedeutung gewinnen.
Deren Verbot wird derzeit zum zweiten Mal vor dem
Bundesverfassungsgericht verhandelt. Angestrengt hat
das Verfahren die Politik, die damit vielleicht Energie
verschwendet, die man andernorts bräuchte, um den
Rechtsextremismus einzudämmen.
Verlage und Versandhäuser eignen sich perfekt, um
relativ unverdächtig Netzwerke aufzubauen und zu
pflegen. Sie sind schnell zu gründen und fast ebenso
rasch wieder abzuwickeln, wenn tatsächlich einmal die
Justiz
zugreifen
sollte:
Mehr
als
einen
Handelsregistereintrag, ein Büro mit ein paar Computern,
ein kleines Lager und eine Website braucht man nicht.
Hergestellt werden die Bücher meist bei Lohndruckereien
im östlichen Ausland; sie sind heute mit den gleichen
Maschinen ausgestattet wie deutsche Betriebe. Auch
bindet ein Verlag anders als früher nicht mehr viel
Kapital. Denn moderne Technik erlaubt es, Kleinauflagen
kostengünstig zu produzieren und schnell nachzuordern.
Das nutzen Neonazis: Ihre Propaganda wird in regulären
Buchhandlungen oft nicht angeboten, was Raum gibt für
spezielle Firmen unter oft unverdächtigen Namen.
Beispielhaft dafür steht eben Adrian Preißinger. Geboren
1964 unter dem Namen Zschütting im oberfränkischen
Kronach, ist er schon zweieinhalb Jahrzehnte als
Rechtsextremist aktiv. Zu seinen Firmen gehört neben
dem "Schelm"-Verlag eine "Agentur für Kommunikation";
Geschäftspartner waren die NPD-nahe "Deutsche Stimme
Verlags GmbH" sowie die inzwischen aufgelösten
"Creative Zeiten Verlags GmbH" und "Patria Versand
GmbH".
Soweit bekannt, erfolgte Preißingers erste Verurteilung
1991
wegen
Verleumdung
des
Coburger
Oberbürgermeisters: 60 Tagessätze. Zwei Jahre später
folgte eine Geldstrafe von 100 Tagessätzen wegen
Volksverhetzung; Preißinger gab nun eine Zeitschrift
namens "Nation – Das politische Magazin für Deutsche"
heraus, in der er den Holocaust leugnete. 5000 Mark
musste er 1996 wegen des Imports volksverhetzender
Schriften zahlen, und wegen falscher Versicherung an
Eidesstatt folgte eine Strafe von 60 Tagessätzen.
Zahlreiche andere Verfahren wurden eingestellt. Unter
anderem hatten Staatsanwälte in Coburg, Weiden,
Nürnberg, Dresden und Erfurt ermittelt, etwa wegen des
Verdachts auf Veruntreuung von 49.000 Mark Spenden
sowie wegen Imports volksverhetzenden Materials.
Offenbar wegen Steuerschulden in erheblicher Höhe floh
Preißinger in die Slowakei; Ende 1997 leitete die
Kriminalpolizei Coburg eine "Aufenthaltsermittlung" ein.
In Bratislava heiratete er und gründete unter
Geschäftsführung seiner Frau eine neue Firma, die
"Agentur für Kommunikation Slowakei". Nun intensivierte
er den Vertrieb vor allem von Musik für die NeonaziSzene. Wiederholt stellten Zollbehörden jeweils Tausende
bis mehr als zehntausend volksverhetzende Alben sicher.
Dazu gehörten CDs der Rechtsrocker "Endzeit" und
"White Aryan Rebels".
Das thüringische Landeskriminalamt befand 2001: "Die
Historie des Preißinger zeigt seine kontinuierliche und
unbeirrbare Tätigkeit im Bereich der Produktion und der

Verbreitung rechtsextremistischer Schrift- und Tonträger
seit knapp zehn Jahren." Daran hat sich bis heute nichts
geändert; Martin Döring vom sächsischen Landesamt für
Verfassungsschutz sagte der "Welt am Sonntag",
Preißinger gehöre "zu einer rechtsextremistischen
Struktur". Seine Absicht, eine unkommentierte Ausgabe
von "Mein Kampf" herauszugeben, belege, "dass diese
Leute
in
der
Gedankenwelt
des
historischen
Nationalsozialismus verwurzelt sind und eine andere
Republik wollen".
Angesichts der hohen Gewinnspannen im braunen
Versandhandel fallen die meist moderaten Geldstrafen
kaum ins Gewicht. Seriöse Verlage können von den
Margen nur träumen, die im rechtsextremen Spektrum
erreicht werden. Den Reprint von Hitlers "Mein Kampf"
etwa bietet Preißingers Firma zum Preis von 30 Euro an.
Kosten für Inhalt oder Satz fallen kaum an; eine
gemeinfreie PDF-Datei kann aus dem Internet geladen
werden. Die Druckkosten liegen bei höchstens zehn Euro
pro Stück, bei größerer Auflage niedriger.
Da der Vertrieb selbst erledigt wird oder in den Händen
"befreundeter" Unternehmen liegt, fallen die sonst
üblichen Rabatte für den Buchhandel weg. In der Regel
werden Versandkosten berechnet, anders als bei
normalen preisgebundenen Büchern. Der Gewinn vor
Steuern kann so zwischen 40 und 60 Prozent des
Endpreises liegen: eine überaus lohnende Umsatzrendite.
© WeltN24 GmbH 2016. Alle Rechte vorbehalten

***
Die Diskussion starten...

DIE WELT

FToben vor 13 Minuten Hold on, this is waiting to be
approved by DIE WELT.
FToben • vor ein paar Sekunden Hold on, this is waiting
to be approved by DIE WELT.
Haben Sie angst meinenBrief abzudrucken? Sind Sie ein
Feigling?
Herr Sven Felix Kellerhoff
To your article in Welt am Sonntag of 29 May 2016, No
22, page 27, “Das Netzwerk der braunen Verlage”,
please be advised that you have defamed me.
It is not true that I have been convicted of denying the
Holocaust.
1. My 1999 sentencing under the German §130 –
“defaming the memory of the dead”, was appealed but
was stayed by Justice Meinerzhagen of the Mannheim
Court;
2. My 2008 two months imprisonment in London in an
attempt to effect the German European Arrest Warrant
for extradition did not succeed, and
3. My three months imprisonment in 2009 in Australia
was for contempt of court – not for Holocaust denial!
Contempt of court is not a criminal matter.
I request that you correct what you wrote: Toben ist ein
mehrfach vorbestrafter Holocaust-Leugner.
Thank you and best wishes.
Fredrick Töben
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Rise of Donald Trump Tracks Growing Debate Over Global Fascism
By PETER BAKER, MAY 28, 2016
politics has become a battle over a shrinking pie.
Populists have replaced contests between left and right
with a struggle between cosmopolitan elites and angry
nativists.”
That dislocation may not lead to a repeat of Europe in
the 1930s, but it has fueled a debate about global
political trends. There is a tendency at times to try to fit
current movements into understandable constructs —
some refer to terrorist groups in the Middle East as
Islamofascists — but scholars say there is a spectrum
that includes right-wing nationalism, illiberal democracy
and populist autocracy.
“On a world level, the situation that affects many
countries is economic stagnation and the arrival of
A mural in the Lithuanian capital, Vilnius, archly depicts
immigrants,” said Robert O. Paxton, a professor emeritus
the relationship of Mr. Trump and President Vladimir V.
at Columbia University and one of the most prominent
Putin of Russia. CreditPetras Malukas/Agence Francescholars of fascism. “That’s a one-two punch that
Presse — Getty Images
democratic governments are having enormous trouble in
WASHINGTON — The comparison was inflammatory, to
meeting.”
say the least. Former Gov. William F. Weld of
Mr. Trump dismisses the labels used by those like Mr.
Massachusetts equated Donald J. Trump’s immigration
Weld, a longtime Republican now mounting a quixotic
plan with Kristallnacht, the night of horror in 1938 when
campaign for vice president as a Libertarian. “I don’t talk
rampaging Nazis smashed Jewish homes and businesses
about his alcoholism,” Mr. Trump said through a
in Germany and killed scores of Jews.
spokeswoman, “so why would he talk about my foolishly
But if it was a provocative analogy, it was not a lonely
perceived fascism? There is nobody less of a fascist
one. Mr. Trump’s campaign has engendered impassioned
than Donald Trump.” (Mr. Weld, who in the 1990s
debate about the nature of his appeal and warnings from
reportedly appeared in public a few times having had too
critics on the left and the right about the potential rise of
much to drink, declined to respond: “I’ll let that ride.”)
fascism in the United States. More strident opponents
Americans are used to the idea that other countries may
have likened Mr. Trump to Adolf Hitler and Benito
be vulnerable to such movements, but while figures like
Mussolini.
Father
Charles
Coughlin,
the
demagogic
radio
To supporters, such comparisons are deeply unfair smear
broadcaster, enjoyed wide followings in the 1930s,
tactics used to tar conservatives and scare voters. For a
neither major party has ever nominated anyone quite
bipartisan establishment whose foundation has been
like Mr. Trump.
shaken by Mr. Trump’s ascendance, these backers say, it
is easier to delegitimize his support than to acknowledge
widespread popular anger at the failure of both parties to
confront the nation’s challenges.
But the discussion comes as questions are surfacing
around the globe about a revival of fascism, generally
defined as a governmental system that asserts complete
power and emphasizes aggressive nationalism and often
racism. In places like Russia and Turkey, leaders
like Vladimir V. Putin and Recep Tayyip Erdogan employ
strongman
tactics.
In
Austria, a
nationalist
candidate came within three-tenths of a percentage point
of becoming the first far-right head of state elected in
Europe since World War II.
Some opponents have likened Donald J. Trump to Adolf
In Hungary, an authoritarian government has clamped
Hitler and Benito Mussolini; supporters call that a smear
down on the news media and erected razor wire fences
tactic. Credit Associated Press
to keep out migrants. There are worries that Poland may
“This could be one of those moments that’s quite
follow suit. Traditional parties in France, Germany,
dangerous and we’ll look back and wonder why we
Greece and elsewhere have been challenged by
treated it as ho-hum at a time when we could have
nationalist movements amid an economic crisis and
stopped it,” said Robert Kagan, a scholar at the
waves of migrants. In Israel, fascism analogies by
Brookings Institution known for hawkish internationalism.
aformer prime minister and a top general have again
Mr. Kagan sounded the alarm this month with a
inflamed the long-running debate about the occupation
Washington Post op-ed article, “This Is How Fascism
of Palestinian territories.
Comes to America,” that gained wide attention. “I’ve
“The crash of 2008 showed how globalization creates
gotten a lot of positive feedback from conservative
losers as well as winners,” said Mark Leonard, the
Republicans,” he said. “There are a lot of people who
director of the European Council on Foreign Relations. “In
agree with this.”
many countries, middle-class wages are stagnant and
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Fascist comparisons are not new in American politics. A
Google search of “Barack Obama and Nazi” or “George
W. Bush and Nazi” produces many images of the last two
presidents as swastika-waving fascists. But with Mr.
Trump, such comparisons have gone beyond the fringe
and entered mainstream conversation both in the United
States and abroad.
President Enrique Peña Nieto of Mexico criticized Mr.
Trump’s plans to build a wall on the border and to bar
Muslims from entering the United States. “That’s the way
Mussolini arrived and the way Hitler arrived,” he said.
The actor George Clooney called Mr. Trump “a
xenophobic fascist.”Louis C. K., the comic, said, “The guy
is Hitler.” Eva Schloss, the 87-year-old stepsister of Anne
Frank, said Trump “is acting like another Hitler by inciting
racism.” It got to the point that his wife, Melania Trump,
was prompted to say, “He’s not Hitler.”
Mr. Trump has provided plenty of ammunition for critics.
He was slow to denounce the white supremacist David
Duke and talked approvingly of beating up protesters. He
has praised Mr. Putin and promised to be friends.
He would not condemn supporters who launched antiSemitic blasts at journalists. At one point, Mr. Trump
retweeted a Mussolini quote: “It is better to live one
day as a lion than 100 years as a sheep.”
Asked by Chuck Todd on the NBC program “Meet the
Press” about the retweet, Mr. Trump brushed off the
quote’s origin. “I know who said it,” he said. “But what
difference does it make whether it’s Mussolini or
somebody else?”
“Do you want to be associated with a fascist?” Mr. Todd
asked.
“No,” Mr. Trump answered, “I want to be associated with
interesting quotes.” He added: “And certainly, hey, it got
your attention, didn’t it?”
Mr. Trump’s allies dismiss the criticism as politically
motivated and historically suspect. The former House
speaker Newt Gingrich, who has said he would consider
being Mr. Trump’s running mate, said in an interview
that he was “deeply offended” by what he called “utterly
ignorant” comparisons.
“Trump does not have a political structure in the sense
that the fascists did,” said Mr. Gingrich, a onetime
college professor who earned his doctorate in modern
European history. “He doesn’t have the sort of ideology
that they did. He has nobody who resembles the
brownshirts. This is all just garbage.”
Beyond Hitler and Mussolini, fascism can be hard to
define. Since World War II, only fringe figures have
overtly identified themselves that way. In modern
political discourse, the word is used as an epithet. And
even Hitler and Mussolini were elastic in their political
philosophies as they came to power; Mussolini started
out as a leftist.
Mr. Paxton, the fascism scholar, said he saw similarities
and differences in Mr. Trump. His message about an
America
in
decline
and
his
us-against-them
pronouncements about immigrants and outsiders echo
Europe in the 1930s, Mr. Paxton said. On the other hand,
he said, Mr. Trump has hardly created uniformed, violent
youth groups. Moreover, fascists believe in strong state
control, not get-government-off-your-back individualism
and deregulation.
Others caution against comparisons. “I read Kagan’s
piece, of course,” said Volker Perthes, the director of the
German Institute for International and Security Affairs, in
Berlin. “All the phenomena he describes are raising

concerns, but I would still not call Trump or his campaign
fascist. Maybe with German and European history in
mind, we are a bit more cautious than others in using the
label ‘fascism.’”
Mr. Perthes said real fascism requires two more elements
— an outright rejection of democracy and a harsher
definition of order. Jobbik, the ultraright party in
Hungary, would fall into this category, he said, but
Norbert Hofer, the far-right candidate who narrowly lost
the Austrian presidential vote, and Mr. Trump would not.
Charles Grant, the director of the Center for European
Reform, in London, distinguished between far-right
nationalist parties like Marine Le Pen’s National Front in
France and actual fascism.
“Historically, it means the demonization of minorities
within a society to the extent that they feel insecure,” he
said. “It means encouraging the use of violence against
critics. It means a bellicose foreign policy that may lead
to war, to excite a nationalist feeling. It takes
xenophobia to extremes. And it is contemptuous of a
rules-based liberal order.”
The debate about terminology may ignore the
seriousness of the conditions that gave rise to Mr. Trump
and his European counterparts. The New York real estate
developer has tapped into a deep discontent in a country
where many feel left behind while Wall Street banks get
bailouts, newcomers take jobs, terrorists threaten
innocents and China rises economically at America’s
expense.

Mr. Putin and President Recep Tayyip Erdogan of Turkey
are strongmen. Austria almost elected a far-right
president. Credit Turkish Presidential Press Office, via
European Pressphoto Agency

“It seems to me in developed and semideveloped
countries there is emerging a new kind of politics for
which maybe the best taxonomic category would be
right-wing populist nationalism,” said Stanley Payne, a
professor emeritus at the University of WisconsinMadison. “We are seeing a new kind of phenomenon
which is different from what you had” in the 20th
century.
Roger Eatwell, a professor at the University of Bath, in
England, calls it “illiberal democracy,” a form of
government that keeps the trappings of democracy
without the reality.
“Elections are seen as important to legitimizing regimes,”
he said, but instead of imposing one-party rule, as in the
past, today’s authoritarians “use a variety of devices to
control and/or manipulate the media, intimidate
opponents” and so on.
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Either way, it has found pockets of support on both sides
of the Atlantic. Lilia Shevtsova, a political analyst in
Moscow, said neo-fascism in liberal societies in the West
stems from crisis or dysfunction while in illiberal
countries like Russia and Turkey it reflects an attempt to
fill the void left by the failure of Western notions to catch
on.
The problem, she added, is that “the Western political
leadership at the moment is too weak to fight the tide.”
A version of this article appears in print on May 29, 2016,
on page A1 of the New York edition with the headline:
Rise of Trump Tracks Debate Over Fascism. Order
Reprints| Today's Paper|Subscribe

***
Now the Fairfax media’s take on the same story but
different pictures –
The Age & The Sydney Morning Herald:
***

Kristallnacht in the pages of The Age in 1938.
Photo: Fairfax Media

Is Donald Trump an American fascist?
May 30, 2016 - 12:16PM

Benito Mussolini, master of the bombastic speech and
jutting jaw and the impossible-to-fulfil promises. Photo:
Supplied

Adolf Hitler. Photo: Supplied
Putin kissing Trump mural goes viral

Donald Trump has provided plenty of ammunition for
critics. Photo: AP

A worker clearing broken glass of a Jewish shop following
the anti-Jewish riots of Kristallnacht in Berlin in 1938.
Photo: Hulton Archive/Getty images
http://www.smh.com.au/world/us-election/is-donaldtrumpanamericanfascist20160529gp6vxp.html#ixzz4A6
WA2p52

______________________________________________
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Britain has 'remorseless obsession' with Nazi Germany, former
British Museum director says
Hannah Furness, arts correspondent , 29 MAY 2016 • 8:56AM
"I think it's something to do with the syllabus in this
country, which focuses overwhelmingly on the 20th
century and those parts of the 20th century."

Nail Macgregor speaking at Hay Festival
CREDIT: CLARA MOLDEN

The British schools syllabus has helped create a
"remorseless obsession" with Nazi Germany, the former
director of the British Museum Neil MacGregor has said,
as he condemns the "preposterous" analogy of
comparing the EU with Hitler.
MacGregor, a leading historian who now works in
Germany, said Britain focused far too heavily on the
Second World War when it considered Germany, missing
out on its art and culture.
Saying it was "appalling" to consider the European Union
alongside any suggestion of the Third Reich, he told Hay
Festival the idea of Britain complaining about anyone
"aggressively invading" is viewed with incredulity around
the world.
He added Britain could learn from Germany in its
approach to the collective memory, including its
approach to past failure.

Boris Johnson has suggested the EU 'wants a superstate,
just as Hitler did' CREDIT: ANDREW PARSONS

Modern Germany, he said, is the "best and most
functioning democractic system in Europe".
When asked about a Brexit poster seen by one member
of the audience, which mentioned "zee Germans",
MacGregor said any analogy between the EU and Hitler
was "preposterous"
He added: "The other thing of course is a total failure to
consider our history int the same way, and look at the
aspects of British history that need to be re-examine
before we are complaining and accuse other countries of
aggressive behaviour.
"It rings quite strangely to the rest of the world to hear
Britain complaining of other countries aggressively
invading anywhere."

Cecil Rhodes statue in Oxford CREDIT: REX

Neil MacGregor (right) talks to historian Richard Evans
(left) at Hay Festival CREDIT: CLARA MOLDEN

He told an audience: "It's clearly the case that the British
obsession with the Second World War has left the notion
that this is the only Germany and what happened in
those 12 years is the central truth about Germany.
"It seems to me that the remorseless focus on only those
12 years has allowed many very educated people to
believe that this is the central Germany.
"It's not a phenomenon that you find anywhere else in
Western Europe, and I find it very striking.

Referring to memorials, he added the Cecil Rhodes
debate, about the Oxford statue some students are not
protesting against, could be settled if Britain took a leaf
out of Germany's book to take objects "from a
celebration of the person to objects of reflection on the
complexity of that person."
MacGregor also answered questions about recent
protests at the British Museum against BP, which sponsor
its exhibitions, warning campaigners had now moved
beyond their old "respectful" tactics of being
"scrupulously careful" about the safety of visitors and
collections.
http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/2016/05/29/britainhas-remorseless-obsession-with-nazi-germany-formerbriti/

_________________________________________
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Meet Shmuley Boteach, the Right-Wing Reality Show 'Rabbi'
Hustling His Way Into the Trump Campaign
By insinuating himself into Trump’s family, Boteach has appointed himself Trump’s top Jewish surrogate.
By Rob Bryan / AlterNet, May 24, 2016

"He who is greedy of gain troubles his own house, but he
who hates gifts will live.” —Proverbs 15:27
***
“As a rabbi, I am particularly grateful to the Adelsons.” —
Shmuley Boteach
Shmuley Boteach promotes himself as “America’s rabbi” and
“the most famous rabbi in America.” A man of many hustles, he
has inserted himself as political liaison to far-right pro-Israel
casino mogul Sheldon Adelson, close confidante of Senator Ted
Cruz, spiritual guide to Michael Jackson, pal of Oprah Winfrey,
soulmate of Eli Wiesel, buddy of Senator Cory Booker, star of his
own reality TV show, and bestselling self-help author of Kosher
Sex. This month Boteach scrambled between a meeting with
Donald Trump, whose candidacy for president he recently
endorsed, and a ritzy gala for his own organization, thrown on
the solemn Holocaust Memorial Day, at which he bestowed
special honors on the former "Baywatch" star Pamela Anderson
and Yoko Ono, among other dignitaries.
Boteach has also managed to leverage his wide-ranging
connections into a gig as a columnist for the New York Observer.
The weekly newspaper is owned by Donald Trump’s son-in-law
Jared Kushner, who is married to Ivanka Trump, touted by her
father as among his closest political advisers. Jared Kushner’s
father Charles is a wealthy real estate developer and convicted
felon who has contributed to Boteach's non-profit, the World
Values Network, known until recently as the Jewish Values
Network.
The Observer’s editor-in-chief, Ken Kurson, also has close ties to
Boteach, serving on the board of his charity, editing his columns
and maintaining close ties to the PR firm that conceives his
inflammatory full-page newspaper ads trashing those who
diverge even slightly from the pro-Netanyahu line on Israel,
including the Obama administration and former Clinton
administration officials. Kurson is intimately connected to Donald
Trump as well, serving as his speechwriter while he composed
the Observer’s widely ridiculed endorsement of Trump for
president, which attacked “the media and culture elite” while
extolling Trump’s “real leadership” and “vision.”
Since Boteach’s first choice for the Republican nomination, Ted
Cruz, ended his campaign, Boteach has been angling for a role
with Trump. Boteach recently issued a de facto endorsement of
Trump, claiming he was swayed by a conversation with his
“friend," Jared Kushner. Just as Boteach defended Cruz when he
was accused of engaging in coded antisemitism for slamming

“New York values,” Boteach is now defending Trump against
critics who accuse him of makin g antisemitic comments (“You
[Jews] are not going to support me because I don’t want your
money”) and exhibiting fascist tendencies.
By insinuating himself into the company of Trump’s family,
Boteach has appointed himself Trump’s top Jewish surrogate. In
the campaign ahead, his job will likely consist of applying the
kosher stamp to a candidate who enjoys enthusiastic support
from leading neo-Nazis including Matthew Heimbach and David
Duke, has personally promoted screeds by white nationalists,
and recently included an open white supremacist on his
California delegate list. “There’s a certain irony in Sheldon
Adelson backing Trump, who’s so beloved by raving
antisemites,” Mark Potok, the Southern Poverty Law Center
director said of the ultra-Zionist casino mogul who has pledged
to donate $100 million to Trump’s campaign, and who also
donates to Shmuley's ventures.
There was once a time when Boteach transcended partisan
differences, winning the adulation of gentile Middle America with
his "Shalom in the Home" TV reality show. The series premiered
in 2006 and ran for two seasons on TLC. In the show, Boteach
played the part of a relationship counselor, and the role landed
him guest spots on Oprah, Dr. Phil, and other staples of the
daytime self-help circuit.
Early in his career, he cultivated a close and unlikely bond with
Cory Booker, now a Democratic senator from New Jersey. The
two barnstormed across the country, regaling crowds with
jocular buddy comedy and earnest ruminations about blackJewish relations. The appearances cast Boteach as a postpartisan racial healer, helping him become perhaps the first
Orthodox public figure capable of earning celebrity outside
tightly conscribed Jewish circles.
But almost as quickly as he found new ways to influence people,
Boteach has managed to alienate the friends who brought him
his mainstream cachet. Most importantly, two of the leading
Jewish religious authorities in the world, including his own
teacher and rabbi, have effectively challenged his rabbinical
credentials. The former Chief Rabbi of England, Jonathan Sacks,
banned Boteach in 1999 from speaking at his West End
Synagogue because of financial misconduct at Boteach’s
London-based charity, while Rabbi Ezra Schochet, who was
Boteach's religious mentor at a Los Angeles Chabad Lubavitcher
yeshiva, has proclaimed, “It is totally prohibited and
unacceptable for Orthodox Jews to hear someone like Boteach
speak, since his views on many issues are against Torah and
Halacha (Jewish law).” To the rabbis, Boteach should hardly be
considered a rabbi.
Almost 16 years later, Boteach still appears to harbor a grudge
against Rabbi Sacks, calling him “a failure” in an op-ed and
blaming him for “the phenomenal growth of anti-Semitism and
attacks against Israel while he was in office, without his joining
the battle, [which] rendered his leadership obsolete.”
In the Obama era, Boteach's invective and vindictive behavior
has repelled Democratic friends, especially Cory Booker. When
Senator Booker voted in favor of the U.S.-Iran agreement
designed to prevent Iran from developing nuclear weapons,
Boteach proclaimed he would never “forgive” him.
Boteach has drifted to the Likudnik right-wing, cultivating
relationships with oligarchs and power players like Adelson and
Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu. Adelson and other
Boteach donors have funded his vitriol, such as accusing
Obama’s former National Security Advisor Susan Rice of
supporting genocide in a hysterical full-page New York Times ad
in May 2015. The American Jewish Committee called Boteach's
ad “revolting,” while the Anti-Defamation League labeled it
“spurious and perverse.”
With Adelson pledging to contribute heavily to Trump’s
campaign, Boteach, who is financed by the eccentric billionaire,
is burrowing into Trump’s inner circle. Boteach the "rabbi" and
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Donald the tycoon have more in common than might seem
obvious. Both are dogged by allegations of financial corruption,
and both have earned notoriety in the world of reality show
television while moving into politics to further their celebrity. At
every step, they have faithfully adhered to the dictum Boteach
described as his personal Eleventh Commandment: "Thou shalt
do anything for publicity and recognition."
Rabbi without a shul
Despite tirelessly building a brand as “America’s rabbi,” Boteach
has no congregation or political base of followers. Trained as a
rabbi in a yeshiva, or school of Jewish learning, run by the
Chabad sect of ultra-Orthodox Judaism, his behavior resulted in
his de facto excommunication from the community. Rabbi Ezra
Schochet declared that any Orthodox Jew promoting Boteach's
lectures was guilty of “chillul hashem”—a desecration of God’s
name. Rabbi Yaacov Behrman, director of outreach for
Schochet’s Los Angeles synagogue, explained: “Rabbi Schochet
feels that Boteach’s printed materials and publicized actions are
beyond the limits of Orthodox theology and go against some of
Chabad’s fundamental beliefs and the Lubavitcher Rebbe’s
instructions.”
Rabbi Ezra Schochet’s brother, the late Rabbi Immanuel
Schochet, considered one of the most revered Chabad scholars
and authorities, contributed his own forceful condemnation in an
editorial in 2012 about Boteach's book Kosher Jesus.
He declared, “it is forbidden for anyone to buy or read this book,
or give its author a platform in any way shape or form to discuss
this topic,” and concluded that “the book violates basic premises
of original and authentic Jewish tradition, thus unavoidably must
be rejected for being heretical.”
Infuriated by his total castigation, Boteach fired off an op-ed
accusing Rabbi Ezra Schochet of running “a Taliban madrassa.”
Boteach falsely claimed he was being punished “because I dare
to say that gay Jewish men should be encouraged to put on
tefillin [phylacteries worn by observant Jews during prayer] and
keep the Sabbath as opposed to just being ostracized as an
abomination.” Rabbi Yaacov Behrman countered that his
students visit men and women regardless of their sexual
orientation and are allowed to lead any Jewish male in prayer,
even if he is gay. Behrman concluded about Boteach’s attack on
Schochet, “How does the tiny flea dare to rise up against the
mighty eagle?”
Cast into the wilderness by the Orthodox sect that educated him
and provided him with his religious credentials, Boteach set out
to earn a quick buck. The vehicle “America’s Rabbi” uses is a
non-profit charity that purports to promote Jewish values.
America’s charlatan
Boteach's main source of income is the World Values Network,
from which he has consistently drawn a six-figure salary. Until
at least 2013, his palatial 12,000-foot stone manor in
Englewood, New Jersey served as the charity’s headquarters;
the property is now listed on the real estate market for $3.5
million.
Filed under his legal name Jacob Botach, Boteach's 990 forms,
which all nonprofits must fill out each year in order to maintain
tax exempt 501(c) status, document a disturbing practice that
has formed a pattern throughout his career. Records from the
World Values Network—whose stated mission is disseminating
“universal Jewish values” and “diverting society’s focus from
material greed”—indicate it has financed Boteach's relentless
ambition and lavish lifestyle.
In fact, the section labeled Summary of Direct Charitable
Activities on Boteach's 2011 tax forms is almost completely
empty except for one line: “Lectures and debates and hospitality
and meetings.” These lectures and debates raked in $25,995 in
tax-exempt income that year. In 2010, Boteach paid himself
$163,981 as executive director out of $496,081 in revenue—a
whopping one-third of total income.
In 2014, his World Values Network’s revenue skyrocketed to
$2,962,270. Of that, $273,077 went directly into Boteach's
pockets. He spent another $790,736 on a gala dinner in honor
of Sheldon Adelson, his chief funder.
Boteach spent the rest of his tax-deductible funding—all
$1,539,904 of it—on what was listed as “publicity fundraising
outreach.” There is no evidence that "Rabbi" Shmuley

Boteach budgeted a single penny for any activity that has not
involved self-promotion or self-enrichment.
Lloyd Mayer, a leading expert on non-profit and tax law at Notre
Dame University School of Law, raised some possible red flags
in an interview with AlterNet about Boteach's fundraising
practices. “The high percentage of the nonprofit's revenues that
are paid to the executive director and an entity affiliated with
him raise significant concerns that the amounts paid may be
unreasonably high given the scale of the organization,” Mayer
said.
“As importantly,” he continued, “the nonprofit's focus on
supporting and distributing the executive director's writings and
lectures raises a serious concern that the nonprofit may be
primarily serving his private interests as opposed to primarily
seeking to benefit the public.”
Three years ago, Boteach made a failed bid for tax-exempt
status for his Englewood, New Jersey mansion in which he
attempted to turn the estate’s carriage house into a 37-seat
synagogue. (Approval of the synagogue would have afforded
him a parsonage exemption from property taxes.) Enraged that
he was denied the tax-exempt status bestowed upon his nextdoor neighbors, the Libyan Mission to the UN, Boteach released
a bombastic statement branding Englewood’s Board of
Adjustment, a local body that handles zoning disputes, a
“kangaroo court.” He went on to decry the entire process “a
sham.”
Minutes from Englewood town council board meetings show that
Boteach and his lawyer Scott Piekarsky trie d to disqualify board
member Harry Reidler on the grounds of alleged bias. The board
dismissed the application after it was amended so that the
“synagogue” would consist of 10-12 seats in Boteach's home
rather than the carriage house. Ironically, Reidler ended up
being the only board member to vote “no” on the motion to
dismiss.
Criminal gun running and domestic abuse allegations
Born in 1966 and raised in Los Angeles, Boteach idolized his
father, telling journalist Batya Ungar-Sargon that Yoav Botach
was “the most charismatic person" in his life. Yoav emigrated
from Iran and began buying and selling commercial properties in
1973 in Los Angeles before opening Botach Management in
1989. He claimed to be worth $700 million, and according to
Tablet Magazine, was a documented seria l domestic abuser.
Yoav’s third wife, Judith, accused him of punching and headbutting her, Ungar-Sargon reported, and called upon Boteach to
testify to his father’s history of violence. Judith’s lawyers also
pointed to previous testimony from Boteach's mother, Eleanor,
in which she said Yoav Botach threw boiling water on her and
beat her over the head with a roasting pan.
The father’s lawyers claimed in a court filing that Boteach's
testimony would lack credibility. “It is just as plausible that
Rabbi Boteach made the statements at issue to sell books,
promote his website, and/or spark interest in future television
appearances,” they stated. Ultimately, Boteach did not testify in
the case in which Judith was awarded $50,000 for domestic
violence and $200,000 in the final divorce settlement.
Yoav Botach owns the building that houses Botach Tactical, a
South Central LA-based online retailer of military and police
equipment run by his other son, Bar-Kochba, Boteach's brother.
The warehouse, which is closed to the public and sells guns and
ammunition exclusively to cops and military personnel, raised
an outcry from community activist groups in Leimert Park, a
mostly black area plagued by gun violence. (A Los Angeles
Times ranking says the neighborhood has the second highest
violent crime rate per capita in the city.)
According to usaspending.gov, Botach Tactical took in over $9
million in U.S. military spending in 2011 alone. Last year, the
city attorney of Los Angeles announced criminal charges against
Botach Tactical for selling two 9-millimeter handguns to a
civilian.
An LA Weekly investigation reported that the State of Israel
accused Yoav Botach and his brother Shlomo of “using
professional money launderers” to direct $860,000 through
banks in Switzerland and Uruguay to a secret account in Israel,
opened under the code name “Ezra 26.” Bar-Kochba’s son
Efraim Diveroli, who is Boteach's nephew, was also in the family
business. A gun runner operating a shadowy Miami arms firm
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behind a series of front groups and shell companies, Diveroli
was indicted in 2008 by the federal government for a “criminal
scheme to sell banned Chinese munitions to the Pentagon,”
according to the New York Times.
In the LA Weekly report, Judith Boteach claims that Yoav used
his clout to wield influence in local L.A. politics, holding
fundraisers for city council members and the governor. On one
occasion, Shmuley Boteach threw a party in Beverly Hills for the
launch of a charity campaign called Turn Friday Night Into
Family Night which encouraged parents to spend Friday nights
with their children. The party was attended by Mayor Antonio
Villaraigosa and city council president Eric Garcetti; a video of
Villaraigosa endorsing the campaign is featured on Boteach's
website.
Boteach’s first charity shut down for fraud
Boteach’s religious career can be traced back to his teen years,
when he was heavily involved with the Hasidic Jewish sect
known as Chabad-Lubavitch. Though he wasn’t raised in a
Chabad household, his mother sent him to a Chabad summer
camp when he was nine and he became closely attached to the
group. At age 10, he met Rabbi Menachem Mendel Schneerson,
whom many in the movement considered to be the messiah.
Boteach claims that Schneerson invited him to his office to
bestow his blessings two weeks after his bar mitzvah: “I met
him at 3am; I was invited into this office and he said to me that
I would grow to be a source of light and joy and nachas [pride]
to my family, my school, the Jewish people and the whole world.
It blew me away; it was an incredible thing to say to a 13-yearold. No one takes 13-year-olds that seriously.”
While it’s impossible to prove that Rabbi Schneerson ever
heaped this praise on a boy he just met, the tone of the story is
characteristic of the kind of language Boteach has used to
promote himself throughout his career as a public figure, and
displays evidence of a messianic complex of his own.
Boteach attended yeshivas in Los Angeles and Jerusalem before
being ordained at Tomchei Temimim, Chabad’s Central Yeshiva,
in Brooklyn. When Boteach was 19, Schneerson—or the Rebbe,
as he’s known to his followers—sent him to open a rabbinical
college in Australia, where he met his wife Debbie. Three years
later, in 1988, another directive came down from the Rebbe: Go
to Oxford University in England as a missionary for Chabad.
Though he never attended as a student there, Boteach founded
the L'Chaim Society, which set up shop at an off-campus house
and recruited students from the nearby university.
From the outset, Boteach exhibited an impressive ability to
attract attention. L’Chaim Society quickly grew into the secondlargest student group in the history of Oxford (second only to
the historic Oxford Union debating society) by inviting highprofile speakers to talk about topics only vaguely related to
Judaism. Guest speakers included Henry Kissinger, former
Israeli Prime Minister Yitzhak Shamir and pop singer Boy
George. It was there that Boteach recruited a young Rhodes
Scholar from New Jersey named Cory Booker to serve as the copresident of L’Chaim. Michael Gross, a key funder of L’Chaim
Society, told reporter Batya Ungar-Sargon that Boteach “turned
the Chabad house into a vehicle for his self-promotion and selfadvancement and basically became an impresario by using the
prestige of Oxford to attract celebrity speakers.”
L'Chaim grew into a full-fledged charity, but it was shut down
for fraud. The crisis began in 1999 when British journalist Katrin
Levy researched a story on the L’Chaim Society for the London
Jewish News. Levy turned up a series of documents showing
sketchy finances to the paper’s publisher, Michael Sinclair.
Sinclair, who happened to be chair of L’Chaim’s board,
demanded she return the documents; instead, she handed them
over to the police, who passed them on to the UK Charity
Commision, the country’s official regulatory body.
The Charity Commission froze the organization's assets after
concluding it had made “excessive payments” to Boteach and
his wife Debbie, including mortgage payments on their $750,000
London home. As a result, Chief Rabbi Jonathan Sacks of New
West End Synagogue in London issued his edict forbidding
Boteach from speaking at his West End Synagogue.
The Guardian reported in 1999 that Boteach had already gone
through six directors of the L’Chaim Society in just a two-year
period. One reliable source with first-hand involvement in his

activities, who knew Boteach since the 1990s, says the rabbi
had a reputation for making impossible demands of his
employees. According to journalist Ungar-Sargon, one director
of L’Chaim was dismissed for the ostensible sin of speaking with
a professor during his lunch break.
Boteach's hair-trigger temper was also evident in accounts of his
interactions with his former confidant, Cory Booker. A source
who worked on Booker’s campaign described to AlterNet how he
once questioned Boteach and Booker about the questionable
political optics of being involved with a charity called Heal the
Kids that was sponsored by Michael Jackson, who was
eventually accused of paying $200 million in hush money to
children he allegedly sexually abused. Boteach, who was visiting
Booker at his office, responded by throwing a tantrum and
shouting, “He’s the king of pop!” After enduring the tantrum for
several long minutes, Booker escorted Boteach from the room.
The unfortunately named Heal the Kids initiative was finally
transferred from Michael Jackson’s control to Boteach's L’Chaim
Society. Almost two decades after Boteach left Oxford, no one
seems to know of any kids who were healed by the supposedly
charitable endeavor, or what their maladies might have been.
Tax filings from 2001 list $259,432 in expenses—all but $20,000
of it attributed to staff salaries and office expenses. The funds
gathered included a $100,000 contribution from Denise Rich, the
socialite wife of the late fugitive pro-Israel billionaire Marc Rich,
who almost certainly was unaware of the group’s actual
operations.
Boteach had met Michael Jackson through their mutual friend
Uri Geller, an Israeli magician and self-proclaimed psychic
known for his supposed ability to bend spoons with his mind.
During his time as Jackson’s self-proclaimed spiritual advisor,
Boteach recorded hours of conversation between himself and
the eccentric singer. Though they later had a bitter falling out,
Boteach capitalized on their friendship by releasing a book
based on the recordings titled The Michael Jackson Tapes: A
Tragic Icon Reveals His Soul in Intimate Conversation. The book
was published in 2009, just months after Jackson’s death.
Jackson’s former manager Dieter Wiesner alleged to British
tabloid the Sun that both Boteach and Geller appeared on an
“enemy list” Jackson had compiled of people he believed were
out to destroy him.
Turning Booker into a bitter enemy
After forging a relationship at Oxford, Boteach and Booker built
on their mutually beneficial relationship. Booker gained access
to wealthy campaign contributors while Boteach, true to form,
gained exposure by hitching himself to a charismatic political
rising star. Together they made a sort of traveling road show,
giving speeches at synagogues and to pro-Israel lobbying
groups like AIPAC and NORPAC, emphasizing their deep “JudeoChristian” bond and the importance of black-Jewish unity.
Booker went on to attend Yale Law School before running for
mayor of Newark. He lost his first bid in a notoriously ruthless
battle in 2002 with incumbent Sharpe James, who alleged that
Booker was “collaborating with the Jews to take over Newark,”
but won the second time around in 2006. Seven years and two
mayoral terms later, Booker won a seat in in the U.S. Senate
representing New Jersey. In 2012, Boteach tried a political
campaign of his own, testing his popularity with a run for U.S.
Congress. After winning the Republican nomination for New
Jersey’s ninth district against a virtually unknown pharmacist,
Boteach lost to Democratic opponent Bill Pascrell by a landslide
margin of 25% to 74%. Cory Booker, in an early sign of their
deteriorating friendship, donated $2,000 to Pascrell.
When Booker offered support to the Iran nuclear deal last year,
backing President Barack Obama over the right-wing
government of Israel and its cut-outs in Washington,
Boteach quickly turned on his old friend. In a series of tirades
against Booker in the New York Observer and Jerusalem Post,
Boteach declared that the senator was “coming out in favor of a
regime that promised the Jews a second Holocaust” and had
“voted to legitimize a genocidal government sworn to the Jewish
people’s annihilation.” He took particular umbrage with Booker’s
refusal to meet with Israeli Ambassador to the United States
Ron Dermer, another former president of the L’Chaim Society at
Oxford and a dyed-in-the-wool neoconservative with close ties
to the Republican Party.
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Though he was never a professor of any sort and does not hold
a university degree, Boteach described Booker as “my student
at Oxford."
Since the Iran episode, Boteach has fully embraced the rightwing milieu. His mad dash into the arms of Israel’s Likud party
and its constellation of far-right associates earned him a VIP
spot in the gallery of Israeli prime minister Benjamin
Netanyahu’s speech against the Iran agreement to a joint
session of the Congress last year, which was boycotted by 58
members of Congress. Spotting three protesters from the antiwar group CodePink seated behind him, Boteach immediately
alerted security and had them removed.
After enjoying a highly publicized 25-year friendship with the
pseudo-rabbi,
Booker
has
apparently
had
enough.
He neglected to
mention Boteach at
all
in
his
recent
memoir United: Thoughts on Finding Common Ground and
Advancing the Common Good, triggering yet another tirade by
Boteach in which he accused his old pal of “vanishing Jews.”
Billionaire backers
At a 2013 panel discussion Boteach hosted at Yeshiva University
in New York City, Sheldon Adelson declared that the U.S. should
drop a nuclear bomb “in the middle of the desert” in Iran, “then
say, See! The next time we do it, it will be in the middle of
Tehran.” Boteach nodded in apparent approval. By this time,
Boteach had become almost completely dependent on the
octogenarian billionaire’s money.
When Boteach announced his run for Congress, Adelson kicked
in $500,000 to his campaign through the Patriot Prosperity PAC,
a super PAC he controlled. The tycoon has remained a good
friend of the rabbi ever since. Besides bankrolling Boteach's
failed political ambitions, Adelson has also been a top donor to
the Republican Jewish Coalition, the Zionist Organization of
American, Christians United For Israel, and Birthright Israel. He
owns the largest newspaper in Israel, Yisrael Hayom, using it as
a publicity machine for his friend and patron, Prime Minister
Benjamin Netanyahu.
Boteach's burgeoning relationship with Adelson helped him
cultivate an alliance with Elie Wiesel, whose charity lost $15.2
million in Bernie Madoff’s ponzi scheme a year after receiving a
million-dollar donation from Adelson.
In exchange for access to Adelson’s wealth, the revered writer,
Holocaust survivor and ardent promoter of Israel’s illegal
settlement enterprise agreed to lend his name and likeness to
the Shmuley Boteach brand. Last year, Boteach hosted
a panel with Wiesel and Ted Cruz called “The Meaning of Never
Again: Guarding Against a Nuclear Iran.” The clear implication
was that if the Iran deal passed, there would be a second
Holocaust.
Another major Boteach benefactor is billionaire Michael
Steinhardt, who originally introduced Boteach to Adelson.
Steinhardt was one of the first major hedge fund managers and
was lauded as “the world’s greatest trader” by Forbes for his
skill at shorting stocks to provide astronomical returns to
investors. Steinhardt donated hundreds of thousands of dollars
to the Jewish Values Network through the Judy & Michael
Steinhardt Foundation. His daughter, Sara Berman, has served
as secretary of the non-profit's board for several years.
Steinhardt is the co-founder of Taglit-Birthright Israel, the
organization that provides free tours of Israel to young Jews
from across the West. An atheist who publically debated Boteach
on the subject of whether God exists, he is also an avid Zionist
who has claimed that Palestinians didn’t exist until 1967.
After chairing the centrist Democratic Leadership Council in the
1990s, Steinhardt swung to the right, donating to Rudy
Giuliani’s senatorial campaign in 2000 and inviting Ted Cruz to
his office for a meeting co-hosted by Boteach. Ken Kurson,
Boteach's friend and editor at the New York Observer, described
the meeting as a gathering of “about a dozen heavy machers
(the Yiddish equivalent of heavy hitters)” including businessman
Ken Abramowitz, who runs an organization called the Israel
Independence Fund that has served as a key funding
mechanism for the extremist settler movement in the occupied
West Bank.
Daniel Sieradski, a writer and activist who served as the
webmaster for Boteach's now-defunct personal website for two
years, says he sees a pattern of his former client “attaching

himself to philanthropists” like Adelson and Steinhardt to see
what he can get out of them before moving on to the next
available patron. Sieradski says that on the day of the website’s
launch, “someone posted [Boteach's] tax filings and other
documentation from his time at Oxford as a comment on his
blog, suggesting he had been engaged in embezzlement.”
Boteach immediately directed Sieradski to delete the comments
and ban the user.
Praise from Jews for Jesus
A prolific author, Boteach has written 30 books in the last 25
years including titles such as Dating Secrets of the Ten
Commandments and Shalom in the Home (the latter was turned
into a primetime reality show on TLC). His most popular
book, Kosher Sex: A Recipe for Passion and Intimacy, sold
65,000 copies in one week when it was published in 1999. The
book is a pseudo-religious defense of traditional marriage
disguised as self-help, emphasizing the importance of
monogamy while including just enough dirty bits to titillate. His
eagerness to dissuade readers from more transgressive forms of
sexual experimentation can make for some truly strange
reading: “Only when people have become totally bored to death
of sex in its natural and instinctive form would they resort to
such acts of desperation such as hanging pieces of hardware
from their penis to jump-start sexual interest.” To date, Kosher
Sex has sold over a million copies and been translated into 27
languages.
None of Boteach's books was as controversial as 2012’s Kosher
Jesus, which he claimed he wrote to bring Jews and Christians
together through a “theological bridge” by examining the
rabbinic origins of Jesus’ teachings. Rabbi Yitzchok Wolf, dean of
a Chabad Hebrew School in Chicago, denounced the book as
heresy and declared that Boteach “must be ostracised” for his
chutzpah. “To Jews for J[esus] this book will now become the
Jewish Rabbinical textbook urging embracing Yoshke [a
dismissive nickname for Jesus] as an authentic Jew, urging us to
be inspired by him, G-d forbid.”
Sure enough, the book has received acclaim and attention on
the Jews for Jesus website. “Shmuley has taken a very major
and truly wonderful step in the right direction,” wrote Michael L.
Brown, a Jewish convert to Christianity affiliated with the Jews
for Jesus movement.
“It's not the [path] of Chabad to eject their fellow Jew,” wrote
Wolf, “yet there are those rare times when it appears as an
obligation to do just that.”
In a March column for the New York Observer, Boteach bragged
that he presented Pope Francis with a copy of the book; photos
show the rabbi in full salesman mode, waving a copy of his book
as the Pope regards him with a bemused expression.
Anti-Palestinian incitement and African dictator ties
While earning a nationwide audience with goofy antics and
family friendly uplift, Boteach has emerged as one of the most
rabid defenders of Israeli policies of military operations against
occupied Palestinians. After the Israeli army killed over 1,400
Palestinian civilians in the Gaza Strip during Operation Protective
Edge in 2014, he took out a full-page ad in U.S. newspapers to
defend the assault. The ad featured Holocaust survivor Elie
Wiesel under the headline, “Jews rejected child sacrifice 3,500
years ago. Now it’s Hamas’s turn.” Repeating the popular myth
that Hamas had used children as human shields, Wiesel (or
whoever composed the text of the ad) described the villains as
“worshippers of death cults indistinguishable from that of the
Molochites.”
In the 990 forms Boteach files with the IRS, he has declared
that placing full-page ads such as the one accusing Palestinians
of ritual child sacrifice is part of the charitable mission of his
World Values Network, and that the ads “emphasize friendship,
mutual values and infinite respect for each and every life.” In
2015, Boteach set off another firestorm after taking
out another full-page ad blaming former U.S. Ambassador to the
United Nations Susan Rice for enabling the Rwandan genocide,
an apparent reaction to her mild criticism of Netanyahu.
It was an ironic publicity stunt considering Boteach's close and
very public relationship with Rwandan president Paul Kagame,
an autocrat who recently changed his country’s constitution
to run for a third term. (Kagame is widely suspected of ordering
a plane carrying Rwandan president Juvénal Habyarimana to be
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shot down in 1994; the assassination is generally regarded as
the catalyst for the genocide.) At New York University’s
Steinhardt Center in 2014, Boteach honored Kagame, lauding
him profusely as a champion of human rights. Appearing
onstage alongside the Rwandan dictator were Adelson and
Wiesel, who appeared oblivious as Kagame’s security team
violently restrained a lone audience member who rose up in
protest against the Rwandan autocrat, leaving his face covered
in bruises.
In March, Boteach took out yet another full-page ad in the New
York Times, this time designating Max Blumenthal (an editor of
AlterNet) and his father, Sidney, as Hillary’s "anti-Israel
advisors." While it's true that Sidney Blumenthal advised the
Clintons in the White House and afterward, the charge that
Hillary Clinton is anti-Israel seems risible in light of her conduct
as Secretary of State and her hardline support for Israel as a
presidential candidate.
Boteach's effort to crowdfund the defamatory ad was
initially removed by Gofundme on the grounds that it violated its
rule against “fraudulent, misleading, inaccurate or dishonest”
initiatives. In the end, Boteach said he turned to one of his
oligarchic donors to pony up the fee the Times required (as of
2014, a full-page ad cost $104,000), and which it accepted
without vetting the ad’s factually dubious contents. Boteach has
not disclosed the identity of his funder, though he has become
heavily dependent on Sheldon Adelson’s largesse.
Following his most recent ad smear, Boteach rattled off two
venomous (and nearly identical) editorials taking aim at the
actor and playwright Wallace Shawn for serving on the advisory
board of Jewish Voice for Peace, a Jewish-oriented group that
works for Palestinian human rights. According to Boteach, the
soft-spoken Shawn “feels the Jews were better off as they were
led into Auschwitz’s gas chambers.”
Desperately seeking Donald
Last May, Boteach facilitated a meeting between Adelson and
Ted
Cruz.
Boteach
had
formed
a
somewhat
unlikely friendship with Cruz, calling him “a phenomenal friend
of Israel.” Before Cruz’s presidential campaign came crashing to
a halt, Cruz had hoped that Boteach's connections to right-wing
Jewish plutocrats like Adelson would fuel his ambitions. Though
the alliance between a “rabbi” and a Rapture-ready Christian
dominionist may seem odd, it should be seen in the light of
numerous examples of evangelical leaders embracing right-wing
Zionism, and of ultra-Zionists studiously ignoring their allies'
troubling beliefs about Jews.
Indeed, Boteach has recently palled around with Pastor John
Hagee, the founder of the Adelson-funded Christians United for
Israel, and praised him and his wife as “the greatest Christian
friends of the Jewish people in the world.” Hagee
has blamed the Holocaust on a “half-breed Jew,” described the
anti-Christ as “partially Jewish, as was Adolph Hitler,” and
claimed that Hitler was sent by God to hunt the Jews. For
Boteach, and Wiesel, who accepted $500,000 from Hagee for a
single appearance at his church in 2009, Hagee’s unflinching
support for Israel’s Likud governments transcended the
objectively antisemitic commentary he delivered before his
evangelical flock.
As a fire-breathing columnist for the New York Observer,
Boteach has forged close connections with the paper’s owner
and Trump son-in-law Jared Kushner. The Kushner family has
contributed to Boteach's charity on multiple occasions, including
$10,000 from the Kushner Family Foundation in 2009 and
another $10,000 the following year. Three years ago, Jared
Kushner brought on his longtime friend Ken Kurson, a
Republican political operative who co-authored Rudy Giuliani’s
autobiography, to work as editor-in-chief of the Observer. “I will
have to earn [readers’] trust,” Kurson said when Kushner hired
him to edit the Observer. “I have had a long and honorable
journalistic career, calling it like I see it and being a straight
shooter.”
Kurson previously worked as a partner of Jamestown Associates,
a Republican PR firm. Kurson, Kushner drafted the wildly
Islamophobic speech Trump delivered at the annual AIPAC

conference in March. That same month, Boteach wrote
a fawning puff piece on Trump lauding the candidate as “a
staunch supporter of Israel.” Defending the Donald against
criticism of the incendiary rhetoric that has turned some of his
rallies into chaotic mob scenes, Boteach claimed that Trump
“has never incited violence against any group.”
Led by Kurson, the editorial board of the Observer echoed
Boteach's praise by officially endorsing Donald The ad was
published under the banner of Boteach's Jewish Values Network,
whose 2014 IRS financial disclosure forms list Kurson as the
“secretary.”
With ghostwriting assistance from Trump for president in a
rambling bit of sophistry that applauded him as “someone who
has constructed great skyscrapers and gem-like skating rinks.”
The editorial almost completely ignored fanatical proposals like
Trump’s call to ban all Muslim non-citizens from entering the
U.S. The only other paper that had endorsed Trump by this
point was the National Enquirer.
Reached by phone at his office, Kurson deflected when asked if
he had any personal contact with Trump: “I mean, I’ve seen him
a couple times at family stuff, but I don’t know him.”
Kurson said he “assumes” Trump’s son-in-law Jared knows
about his position as secretary at Boteach's Jewish Values
Network, but added, “I don’t think he knows everything I do in
my personal life.”
In response to a question about whether he accepts money from
Boteach's organization, Kurson snapped, “Of course not!” A
minute into the conversation, he hung up.
'Jewish values' as a tool for self-aggrandizement
On May 5, the World [formerly Jewish] Values Network
commemorated Holocaust Remembrance Day with yet another
massive fundraiser. Tickets for the gala ranged from $27.37 for
balcony seats to $25,759.95 for full table VIP access. The Fourth
Annual Champions of Jewish Values International Awards Gala
honored Wiesel and Adelson alongside Yoko Ono (previous
honorees include Ted Cruz and Sean Penn). It’s unclear what
Ono has done for Judaism beside claiming she would have
stopped Hitler by becoming his girlfriend—“After 10 days in bed,
he would come to my way of thinking,” she once said of the
Fuhrer. (In any case, she inexplicably failed to appear at the
gala.)
Other special gala guests included Boteach's editor at the
Observer and secretary of his non-profit, Ken Kurson, whom he
honored with a Champion of the Human Spirit Award. Also
onstage at the gala was Pamela Anderson, the former
"Baywatch" actor.
Boteach tweeted that Anderson is “a strong and brave advocate
for the environment, animals, and women.”
When a reporter asked Anderson for some thoughts on Wiesel,
referring to him as “the face of the Holocaust,” she exclaimed, “I
can’t wait to meet her!”
On the same day Ted Cruz dropped out of the Republican
presidential race, Boteach tweeted his support for Trump, calling
him a “great friend of Israel” -- the highest compliment Shmuley
can give. He also praised the presumptive Republican nominee
for his “strong support of Judea and Samaria Jewish
communities,” referring to a recent statement by Trump
supporting Israel’s illegal settlement expansion in the occupied
West Bank.
The groveling began at least a few weeks earlier on April 14 at
the New York State GOP gala, when Boteach tweeted several
photos of himself palling around with Trump. In one, he claimed
that Trump had offered him the vice-presidential nomination but
that he had “no time” to take his new friend up on the offer.
While Boteach appeared to be joking, he and Trump continue to
demonstrate that the line between reality and farce is blurrier
than anyone realized.
Rob Bryan is a journalist who has written for Jacobin and
Mondoweiss among other publications. Follow him on
Twitter at @rbryan86
http://www.alternet.org/grayzoneproject/meetshmuleyboteach-right-wing-reality-show-rabbi-hustling-his-waytrump-campaign
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Who is Iran’s Ali Larijani? Profiling the Supreme Leader’s confidante
The supreme leader’s confidante, not the president’s
Larijani has been a robust loyal and confidante of Supreme
Leader Ayatollah Ali Khamenei, marking him one of the most
important politicians. A long-standing national security adviser
to Khamenei, and major political strategist, Larijani has been on
diplomatic stage for decades.
Larijani’s
By Dr. Majid Rafizadeh
Special to Al Arabiya EnglishMonday, 30 May 2016
Long-standing parliament speaker and veteran politician Ali
Larijani preserved his post on Sunday after he defeated
reformist Mohammed Reza Aref.
He was re-elected for his third term to lead Iran’s legislative
branch, the parliament, by winning 173 out of 281 votes cast in
the tenth round of parliamentary elections since the 1979
Islamic Revolution.
Within Iran’s political spectrum, Larijani can be characterized as
a moderate conservative or conservative pragmatist.
The mainstream media depicts Larijani's re-election as a boost
for Rowhani’s administration. But this analysis is perceived as
simplistic due to Larijani’s background, and for being long-term
Confidantee, loyalist and top advisor of Supreme Leader
Ayatollah Ali Khamenei.

Projecting Larijani as a close ally of Rowhani, the moderates or
the reformists fails to highlight the complexity of Iran’s political
establishment.
The most influential political family in Iran?
The second son of Ayatollah Haj Mirza Hashem Amoli and the
son-in-law of Ayatollah Morteza Motahhari, Ali Larijani
was born on June 3, 1957 in Najaf, Iraq. His parents are
Iranians from the northern province of Mazandaran in Behshahr
county. Born into a religious family, Larijani has been involved
in Iran’s security and political establishment from the outset of
the Islamic Republic. He studied mathematics, computer
engineering in Sharif University, obtained a PhD in Western
philosophy from Tehran University, and graduated from the
Haqqani school, the Shiite school of thought in Qom.
Later, Larijani joined the Revolutionary Guard Corps (IRGC),
eventually becoming a commander. After serving, he held
several critical posts, including secretary of the Supreme
National Security Council (SNSC), the head of Islamic Republic
of Iran Broadcasting, parliament speaker, deputy minister of
Information and Communications Technology, deputy minister
of labor, and minister of culture and Islamic guidance.
He was Iran’s lead nuclear negotiator between 2005 and 2007,
under Mahmoud Ahmadinejad’s presidency. He then resigned
from his post at the SNSC, and ran for the parliamentary
elections. The eighth parliament unanimously voted for him.
Larijani’s family can be viewed as the most influential political
family in Iran; Ali and his four brothers hold five critical posts in
Iran’s political establishment, including the heads of two of the
three crucial political branches: judiciary and legislation.
His younger brother, Sadegh Amoli Larijani, a hardline cleric, is
the head of Iran’s powerful judiciary.
He was appointed directly by the Supreme Leader. Larijani’s
older brother, Mohammad Javad Larijani, is also top advisor to
Khamanei and head of the judiciary’s human rights council.

Iranian President Hassan Rouhani (2nd L) speaks as
parliament speaker Ali Larijani ( L), Judiciary Chief
Ayatollah Sadeq Larijani (2nd R) and Head of supreme
leader's office Mohammad Golpayegani. (Reuters)
Although some argue that Larijani has shifted his position from
being a principalist, a hardliner, to becoming a moderate, he is
believed to have only pursued the policies favored by the
supreme leader.

Khamenei, the Supreme Leader, with then President
Mahmoud Ahmadinejad and Parliament Speaker Ali
Larijani behind him in 2010. Photo courtesy: Leader.ir.
For example, Larijani was believed to have been capable of
getting the parliament to approve a nuclear agreement
between Tehran and Western powers in little more than half an
hour, not because he supported the moderate or reformist
camps, but because the Supreme Leader is understood to have
requested him to push it through parliament.
Larijani may also be the supreme leader and the IRGC’s top
choice to run in the next presidential election against Rowhani.
When it comes to expansion of social and political freedoms,
Larijani pursues the supreme leader’s hardline agenda. He has
been speaker for the last eight years but this is the first time
that he presides over a parliament predominantly controlled by
the moderate-reformist camps.
Larijani’s re-election is not likely to lead to fundamental shifts in
Iran’s foreign or domestic policies. Even if Iran’s parliament is
controlled by the moderates and reformists, its power is limited.
Its decisions are subject to review by the hardline political
institution, the Guardian Council, chaired by the cleric, Ahmad
Jannati. The major decision-makers in the country remain to be
the supreme leader and the IRGC.
Last Update: Monday, 30 May 2016 KSA 10:00 -GMT 07:00
http://english.alarabiya.net/en/perspective/profiles/20
16/05/30/Profile-Iran-s-Ali-Larijani-the-SupremeLeader-s-confidante-.html
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Archbishop Gänswein:
Benedict XVI Sees Resignation as Expanding Petrine Ministry
Prefect of Pontifical Household also recalls "dramatic struggle" of 2005 Conclave.
BY EDWARD PENTIN 05/23/2016

Archbishop Gänswein delivering his speech at the
Pontifical Gregorian University, May 20. – CNA
In a speech reflecting on Pope Benedict XVI’s pontificate,
Archbishop Georg Gänswein has confirmed the existence of a
group who fought against Benedict’s election in 2005, but
stressed that "Vatileaks" or other issues had "little or nothing" to
do with his resignation in 2013.
Speaking at the presentation of a new book on Benedict’s
pontificate at the Pontifical Gregorian University in Rome May
20, Archbishop Gänswein also said that Pope Francis and
Benedict are not two popes “in competition” with one another,
but represent one “expanded” Petrine Office with “an active
member” and a “contemplative.”
Archbishop Gänswein, who doubles as the personal secretary of
the Pope Emeritus and prefect of the Pontifical Household, said
Benedict did not abandon the papacy like Pope Celestine V in
the 13th century but rather sought to continue his Petrine Office
in a more appropriate way given his frailty.
“Therefore, from 11 February 2013, the papal ministry is not the
same as before,” he said. “It is and remains the foundation of
the Catholic Church; and yet it is a foundation that Benedict XVI
has profoundly and lastingly transformed by his exceptional
pontificate.”
Reflecting on Benedict's time as Pope, Archbishop Gänswein said
that although he was “a classic ‘homo historicus’, a Western
man par excellence who embodied the richness of the Catholic
tradition like no other,” at the same time he was “so bold as to
open the door to a new phase, for that historic turning point
that five years ago no one could have imagined.”
Gänswein drew attention to “brilliant and illuminating” and “well
documented and thorough” passages of the book, written by
Roberto Regoli and entitled Oltre la crisi della Chiesa. Il
pontificato di Benedetto XVI — “Beyond the Crisis of the Church,
The Pontificate of Benedict XVI.”
The German prelate especially highlighted Regoli’s account of “a
dramatic struggle” that took place in the 2005 Conclave
between the “so-called ‘Salt of the Earth Party’” (named after
the book interview with Cardinal Joseph Ratzinger) comprising
“Cardinals Lopez Trujillo, Ruini, Herranz, Ruoco Varela or
Medina" and their adversaries: "the so-called St. Gallen group”
that included “Cardinals Danneels, Martini, Silvestrini or Murphy
O’Connor” — a group Cardinal Danneels referred jokingly to
as “a kind of mafia-club,” Archbishop Gänswein recalled. (His
reference to that struggle backs up an interview German
journalist
Paul
Badde gave
the
Register
last
November and EWTN Germany, during which Badde also
mentioned German Cardinals Kasper and Lehmann as being part
of the St. Gallen group).
“The election was certainly the outcome of a battle,” Gänswein
went on, adding that the “key” to the Conclave was Cardinal
Ratzinger’s “dictatorship of relativism” homily that he gave on
the first day of the election when he was Dean of the College of
Cardinals.
Benedict’s personal secretary then referred to how Regoli
highlights the “fascinating and moving” years of Benedict’s

pontificate, and his “skill and confidence” in exercising the
Petrine ministry. He recalled, in particular, the “black year” of
2010, when Manuela Camagni, o ne of the four Memores Domini
consecrated women who assisted Benedict, was tragically killed
in a road accident in Rome.
The year, which he attests was a dark one, was further
blackened by “malicious attacks against the Pope” and the
fallout from Benedict’s lifting of the excommunication on Bishop
Richard Williamson who denied the extent of the Holocaust.
But nothing affected Benedict’s “heart as much as the death of
Manuela”, whom he considered part of the “papal family” of
helpers. “Benedict wasn’t an ‘actor pope’, and even less an
insensitive ‘automaton Pope’,” Gänswein said. ”Even on the
throne of Peter, he was and remained a man… ‘a man with his
contradictions’.”
Then, after having been so affected by the death of Camagni,
Benedict suffered the “betrayal of Paolo Gabriele”, his “poor and
misguided” former valet who was found guilty of leaking
confidential papal documents in what became known as the
‘Vatileaks’ scandal. That episode was “false money” traded on
the world stage as “authentic gold bullion” he said, but stressed
that “no traitor, ‘mole’, or any journalist” would have caused
Benedict to resign. “The scandal was too small” for the “greater,
well considered step Benedict made of millennial historical
significance.”
Such assumptions that they did have something to do with it, he
said, “have little or nothing to do with reality”, adding that
Benedict resigned because it was “fitting” and “reasonable”, and
quoted John Duns Scotus’ words to justify the decree for the
Immaculate Conception: “Decuit, potuit, fecit” — “He could do
it, it was fitting that He do it.”
Various reports have suggested that pressure was exerted on
Benedict to step down. One of the latest came last year from a
former confidant and confessor to the late Cardinal Carlo Martini
who said Martini had told Benedict: "Try and reform the Curia,
and if not, you leave.”
But in his speech, Gänswein insisted "it was fitting" for Benedict
to resign because he "was aware that the necessary strength for
such a very heavy office was lessening. He could do it [resign],
because he had long thought through, from a theological point
of view, the possibility of a pope emeritus in the future. So he
did it.”
Drawing on the Latin words “munus petrinum” — “Petrine
ministry” — Gänswein pointed out the word “munus” has many
meanings such as “service, duty, guide or gift”. He said that
“before and after his resignation” Benedict has viewed his task
as “participation in such a ‘Petrine ministry’.
“He left the Papal Throne and yet, with the step he took on 11
February 2013, he has not abandoned this ministry,” Gänswein
explained, something "quite impossible after his irrevocable
acceptance of the office in April 2005.“
Instead, he said, "he has built a personal office with a collegial
and synodal dimension, almost a communal ministry, as if he
had wanted to reiterate once again the invitation contained in
the motto that the then-Joseph Ratzinger had as Archbishop of
Munich and Freising and naturally maintained as Bishop of
Rome: "cooperatores veritatis", which means ‘co-workers of the
truth’.”
Archbishop Gänswein pointed out that the motto is not in the
singular but in the plural, and taken from the Third Letter of
John, in which it is written in verse 8: "We must welcome these
people to become co-workers for the truth".
He therefore stressed that since Francis’ election, there are not
“two popes, but de facto an expanded ministry — with an active
member and a contemplative member.” He added that this is
why Benedict XVI “has not given up his name”, unlike Pope
Celestine V who reverted to his name Pietro da Marrone, “nor
the white cassock.”
“Therefore he has also not retired to a monastery in isolation
but stays within the Vatican — as if he had taken only one step
to the side to make room for his successor and a new stage in
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the history of the papacy.” With that step, he said, he has
enriched the papacy with “his prayer and his compassion placed
in the Vatican Gardens.”
Archbishop Gänswein repeated that Benedict’s resignation
was “quite different” to that of Pope Celestine V.
“So it is not surprising,” he said, “that some have seen it as
revolutionary, or otherwise as entirely consistent with the
gospel, while still others see in this way a secularized papacy as

never before, and thus more collegial and functional, or even
simply more humane and less sacred. And still others are of the
opinion that Benedict XVI, with this step, has almost — speaking
in theological and historical-critical terms — demythologized the
papacy.”
http://www.ncregister.com/blog/edwardpentin/archbis
hopgaensweinrecallsdramaticstruggleof2005conclave/#i
xzz4A7jCFtOD

One is Simon, the other is Peter?
- Gänswein: Papacy was changed in 2013 into
an "expanded" Petrine Office with two
members.

members
-one
active,
the
other
contemplative.
The idea that the papacy itself has now been transformed in its
very depths, and that to effect this transformation Benedict
XVI's will and actions in February 2013 were enough, raises
extremely sensitive, nay, disturbing questions about the very
theology of the Church. Questions and.... implications we dare
not discuss here for the moment. As for how two men cannot be
both Popes and yet be both members of one Petrine ministry....
It is all too easy to dismiss Gänswein's comments as merely his
personal opinion, if not for the fact that in addition to being a
doctor of Canon Law and a former official of the CDF he is,
above all, the secretary and daily companion of Benedict XVI
himself. Surely we can take his interpretation of Benedict's
resignation as a faithful reflection of the latter's own thinking.
The thesis that since March 13, 2013 the papacy has become
some kind of "diarchy" was first expressed in the writings of
Antonio Socci early in 2014, then taken up by Vittorio Messori a
few months later on the basis of an article written by the
canonist Stefano Violi. Providentially, Rorate had published
translations of both Socci's and Messori's articles in just one
post:
"Two Popes": Has the Papacy become a Diarchy?
Messori enters into the picture, Socci stands his ground
and questions
Special double-article post
We beseech all of our readers to read the above post, which
now assumes tremendous importance.
Coming back to Pentin's article, here are the relevant passages
regarding the conclave of 2005 and the "transformation" of the
papacy:
In a speech reflecting on Pope Benedict XVI’s pontificate,
Archbishop Georg Gänswein has confirmed the existence of a
group who fought against Benedict’s election in 2005, but
stressed that "Vatileaks" or other issues had "little or nothing" to
do with his resignation in 2013.
Speaking at the presentation of a new book on Benedict’s
pontificate at the Pontifical Gregorian University in Rome May
20, Archbishop Gänswein also said that Pope Francis and
Benedict are not two popes “in competition” with one another,
but represent one “expanded” Petrine Office with “an active
member” and a “contemplative.”
Archbishop Gänswein, who doubles as the personal secretary of
the Pope Emeritus and prefect of the Pontifical Household, said
Benedict did not abandon the papacy like Pope Celestine V in
the 13th century but rather sought to continue his Petrine Office
in a more appropriate way given his frailty.
“Therefore, from 11 February 2013, the papal ministry is not the
same as before,” he said. “It is and remains the foundation of
the Catholic Church; and yet it is a foundation that Benedict XVI
has profoundly and lastingly transformed by his exceptional
pontificate.”
***
Gänswein drew attention to “brilliant and illuminating” and “well
documented and thorough” passages of the book, written by
Roberto Regoli and entitled Oltre la crisi della Chiesa. Il
pontificato di Benedetto XVI — “Beyond the Crisis of the Church,
The Pontificate of Benedict XVI.”

- Does this confirm the Socci-Messori thesis of a
papal diarchy?

Double-Headed Church?
Edward Pentin's latest column on National Catholic
Register (Archbishop Gänswein: Benedict XVI Sees
Resignation as Expanding Petrine Ministry) reports on a
speech
delivered
by
Archbishop Gänswein at
the
Pontifical Gregorian University, May 20. The speech, as
reported by Pentin, has two topics of capital significance.

From the viewpoint of "current events" perhaps the topic that
will attract more attention is his reference to the election of
Benedict XVI in 2005 as the outcome of the battle between two
factions of Cardinals: the infamous "St. Gallen" group of liberal
Cardinals who wanted to prevent Ratzinger from ascending to
the papacy and the "Salt of the Earth" group of conservative
Cardinals who supported him. Surely our regular readers will
remember the furor last year when the machinations of the St.
Gallen "mafia" was first revealed in a biography of Cardinal
Danneels -- see our posts about it (St. Gallen Mafia) as well as
the Pentin's detailed interview about the 2005 conclave with
Paul Badde.
From a theological and dogmatic point of view however, more
attention is warranted by Gänswein's comments on the
transformation of the very office of the Papacy after February
11, 2013, his claim that the resignation of Benedict XVI was of a
different character compared to previous papal resignations, and
his assertion that there are "not two popes", but one yet
expanded Petrine Ministry with Francis and Benedict both as
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The German prelate especially highlighted Regoli’s account of “a
dramatic struggle” that took place in the 2005 Conclave
between the “so-called ‘Salt of the Earth Party’” (named after
the book interview with Cardinal Joseph Ratzinger) comprising
“Cardinals Lopez Trujillo, Ruini, Herranz, Ruoco Varela or
Medina" and their adversaries: "the so-called St. Gallen group”
that included “Cardinals Danneels, Martini, Silvestrini or Murphy
O’Connor” — a group Cardinal Danneels referred jokingly to as
“a kind of mafia-club,” Archbishop Gänswein recalled. (...)
“The election was certainly the outcome of a battle,” Gänswein
went on, adding that the “key” to the Conclave was Cardinal
Ratzinger’s “dictatorship of relativism” homily that he gave on
the first day of the election when he was Dean of the College of
Cardinals.
***
Various reports have suggested that pressure was exerted on
Benedict to step down. One of the latest came last year from a
former confidant and confessor to the late Cardinal Carlo Martini
who said Martini had told Benedict: "Try and reform the Curia,
and if not, you leave.”
But in his speech, Gänswein insisted "it was fitting" for Benedict
to resign because he "was aware that the necessary strength for
such a very heavy office was lessening. He could do it [resign],
because he had long thought through, from a theological point
of view, the possibility of a pope emeritus in the future. So he
did it.”
Drawing on the Latin words “munus petrinum” — “Petrine
ministry” — Gänswein pointed out the word “munus” has many
meanings such as “service, duty, guide or gift”. He said that
“before and after his resignation” Benedict has viewed his task
as “participation in such a ‘Petrine ministry’.
“He left the Papal Throne and yet, with the step he took on 11
February 2013, he has not abandoned this ministry,” Gänswein
explained, something "quite impossible after his irrevocable
acceptance of the office in April 2005.“

Instead, he said, "he has built a personal office with a collegial
and synodal dimension, almost a communal ministry, as if he
had wanted to reiterate once again the invitation contained in
the motto that the then-Joseph Ratzinger had as Archbishop of
Munich and Freising and naturally maintained as Bishop of
Rome: "cooperatores veritatis", which means ‘co-workers of the
truth’.”
Archbishop Gänswein point out that the motto is not in the
singular but in the plural, and taken from the Third Letter of
John, in which it is written in verse 8: "We must welcome these
people to become co-workers for the truth".
He therefore stressed that since Francis’ election, there are not
“two popes, but de facto an expanded ministry — with an active
member and a contemplative member.” He added that this is
why Benedict XVI “has not given up his name”, unlike Pope
Celestine V who reverted to his name Pietro da Marrone, “nor
the white cassock.”
“Therefore he has also not retired to a monastery in isolation
but stays within the Vatican — as if he had taken only one step
to the side to make room for his successor and a new stage in
the history of the papacy.” With that step, he said, he has
enriched the papacy with “his prayer and his compassion placed
in the Vatican Gardens.”
Archbishop Gänswein repeated that Benedict’s resignation was
“quite different” to that of Pope Celestine V.
“So it is not surprising,” he said, “that some have seen it as
revolutionary, or otherwise as entirely consistent with the
gospel, while still others see in this way a secularized papacy as
never before, and thus more collegial and functional, or even
simply more humane and less sacred. And still others are of the
opinion that Benedict XVI, with this step, has almost — speaking
in theological and historical-critical terms — demythologized the
papacy.”
http://rorate-caeli.blogspot.com/2016/05/gansweinpapacy-was-transformed-in-2013.html

_________________________________________________
Jim Rizoli's popcorn shorts of certain aspects of the Holocoust. ENJOY - Diane
*************************************************************

101 #1
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ZEiGgteypIM
101 #2
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=y91L5h5YA1o
101 #3
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Ie9qqxfH8n8
101 #4
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=YHZOwv8YLnU&fea
ture=youtu.be
101 #5
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=GUd5JAkzJvA
101 #6
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=EGn9xvFSs84&feat
ure=youtu.be

____________________________________________
‘Mein Kampf’ royalties plan roils Boston’s Jews
80 years after purchasing the English rights to Hitler’s manifesto, publishing giant Houghton Mifflin
Harcourt is under fire for directing profits away from Holocaust-specific causes
By Matt Lebovic May 30, 2016, 1:22 pm 5
BOSTON – For more than 80 years, Boston-based publisher
Houghton Mifflin Harcourt has faced a singular challenge: what
to do with royalties earned from Adolf Hitler’s “Mein Kampf”
manifesto, which the company obtained US rights to in 1933.
The most recent challenge to allocating what has been called
“blood money” came earlier this month, when the Boston Globe

reported that HMH had “quietly decided to change course” on
the use of Hitler book royalties by granting funds to projects
having nothing to do with the Holocaust or anti-Semitism. Some
Jewish leaders are disturbed — not only by this shift in focus,
but also by the lack of engagement between HMH and the
community during the process.
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“This question is of particular importance because the facts of
that genocide are still — and increasingly — denied in our own
time,” said Jeremy Burton, executive director of Boston’s Jewish
Community Relations Council.

Related Topics
Holocaust
Adolf Hitler
Nazism
“If Houghton Mifflin Harcourt wants to support educational
institutions broadly and the non-profit community more
generally, they should do so using overall profits of their
business,” Burton told The Times of Israel. “Proceeds from the
sale of ‘Mein Kampf’ should continue to be used exclusively for
institutions that promote Holocaust education and awareness,
including the universal lessons to be drawn from the Holocaust,”
said Burton, who called the publisher’s decision to not involve
local survivors and community members “problematic” and
“painful.”
Hitler began work on “Mein Kampf” in 1923, during his brief,
cushy imprisonment in Bavaria for the failed Beer Hall Putsch.
Ten million copies sold in the dictator’s lifetime, earning him the
equivalent of about half a billion dollars in today’s money. The
book continues to be a best seller in parts of the world, including
the Middle East and Germany, where a heavily annotated edition
was recently republished.

Adolf Hitler at a Nazi rally in Weimar, Germany, October
1930 (public domain)
Since 2000, HMH has donated “Mein Kampf” royalties to
charities tied to Holocaust education and preventing antiSemitism. Recipients have included the Anti-Defamation League
and Museum of Tolerance in Los Angeles. In 2012, HMH donated
$200,000 to Facing History and Ourselves, a global leader in
Holocaust
education
and
genocide
prevention,
also
headquartered in Boston.
In recent weeks, HMH approached several local cultural
institutions with invitations to apply for funding derived from
“Mein Kampf” royalties. In October, the publisher rejected a
proposal from Facing History and Ourselves, according to Roger
Brooks, CEO of the nonprofit. The request had been for
$150,000 to expand a partnership with Boston Public Schools for
Holocaust education, Brooks told The Times of Israel.
“We have heard voices on many sides of this debate and they
reflect the complexity of the issue,” HMH senior vice president
Bianca Olson told The Times of Israel on Friday.
“We are actively working with members of the nonprofit
community who support Holocaust survivors to review our
opportunities and ensure these funds are used appropriately and
with the most significant impact,” said Olson. “We understand
the importance of honoring those that were victims of such
deplorable atrocities and the actions that led up to them.”
‘Behind closed doors’
Calling the “Mein Kampf” royalties “blood money,” former
Boston city councilor Mike Ross gave vent to his feelings in an
interview on WGBH public television.

An Associated Press photograph shows some of over
132,000 members of the Hitler youth assembled at the
Olympic Stadium in Berlin, Germany on May 1, 1939 (AP
Photo)
‘It is wrong to accept those funds’
“This is the blueprint for the annihilation of a people,” said Ross,
who praised Boston’s Children’s Museum and Museum of Fine
Arts for turning down HMH’s invitation to apply for funds.
“It is wrong to accept those funds,” said Ross, the son of
Holocaust survivor Stephan Ross, founder of the New England
Holocaust Memorial.
“In Germany, they had a much more responsible conversation
about their version of ‘Mein Kampf,’” said Ross, referring to the
annotated book. Claiming that HMH’s process has been “behind
closed doors,” Ross said he is worried the publisher is “not
taking this responsibility more seriously.”

SS guard tower structure undergoes repair at AuschwitzBirkenau, the former Nazi-built death camp in Poland in
which one-million Jews were murdered, November 2014
(Matt Lebovic/The Times of Israel)
From HMH’s viewpoint, the distribution of “Mein Kampf” royalties
to a wider array of cultural and social organizations is in keeping
with the times, as explained by the company’s chief in an op-ed
for the Boston Globe on May 9.
‘When we have money that can be viewed as tainted, we
remove the taint by making sure to combat the hatred behind
the money’
“By partnering with organizations that have a wide reach, that
serve our communities and our visitors, we aim to touch more
individuals, spark meaningful discussion, and highlight how
essential
cross-cultural
exchange,
understanding,
and
community are in combating discrimination and hatred,” wrote
Linda K. Zecher, president and CEO of the iconic publishing
house, founded in 1832.
Calling the book an “ugly, concrete symbol of extremism and
terror,” Zecher said the work’s “complexity” calls for “a closer
look at the way the past informs the future, at the patterns of
ideology we see around us, and at the ways in which the stories
we share with our community shape public opinion,” adding that
“today’s narrative” calls for community leaders to “embrace
diversity.”
According to Facing History and Ourselves’ Roger Brooks, HMH
“needs to think about what kind of legacy they want attached to
these dollars,” he told The Times of Israel in an interview.
“When we have money that can be viewed as tainted, we
remove the taint by making sure to combat the hatred behind
the money,” said Brooks. “The funds should go to those groups
that really take on issues of the Holocaust and its contemporary
manifestations,” he said.
Eight decades of ‘blood money’
The tension is the latest in more than eight decades of PR
fiascos related to HMH’s handling of the US rights to “Mein
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Kampf,” an arrangement that yields about $60,000 in annual
royalty profits.

A German edition of Adolf Hitler’s ‘Mein Kampf’ (‘My
Struggle’) at the Berlin Central and Regional Library
(Zentrale Landesbibliothek, ZLB) in Berlin, Germany,
December 7, 2015 (AFP/Tobias Schwarz)
The company started publishing a British translation of “Mein
Kampf” in 1933, eliciting immediate debate. Jewish editor Louis
Rittenberg said Houghton Mifflin was “cashing in on the misery
and catastrophe of an important section of the human family,”
and a petition was sent to the company’s board of directors.
“The greatest service one can render humanity in general and
Germany in particular is to play ‘My Battle’[‘Mein Kampf’] within
the reach of all, that each, for himself, may see whether the
book is worthy or is an exhibition of ignorance, stupidity, and
dullness,” wrote Houghton Mifflin in its response to the
petitioners.

From ‘The Book Hitler Didn’t Want You to Read,’ a comic
about the watered down ‘Mein Kampf’ published in 1933
by Houghton Mifflin in the US (David S. Wyman Institute
for Holocaust Studies)
Unfortunately for American readers, however, Hitler’s manifesto
had been greatly abridged for the Houghton Mifflin edition. The
demagogue’s fixation on race and race-mixing, his “solution” for
Marxism, and almost all of his philosophies about wartime
propaganda did not make it to the book, nor did most of his
genocidal rantings about world Jewry. Hitler’s esoteric ramblings
were left intact, but many dozens of pages relevant to his
genocidal plans for Europe were eliminated.
Hitler’s manifesto had been greatly abridged for the Houghton
Mifflin edition
These omissions greatly disturbed journalist Alan Cranston, a
former correspondent in Europe who was familiar with the
original “Mein Kampf” in German.
“It was much less weighty, it was much thinner,” said Cranston
of the English edition he saw one day in New York City’s Macy’s
bookstore, soon after he returned from Europe in 1939. For six
years, Cranston realized, the American people had been sold a
significantly less inflammatory “Mein Kampf” than what Hitler
had actually written, all while Germany rearmed.
Cranston, who went on to serve in the US Senate, immediately
set out to publish a bootleg “Mein Kampf” to expose the essence
of Hitler’s thinking. The activist created a 32-page, illustrated

tabloid, restoring key racist and violent passages omitted in
Houghton Mifflin’s “Mein Kampf” translation.

Anti-Nazi poster from 1942-43 shows ‘Mein Kampf’ being
set on fire (Wikimedia Commons)
For all this, Hitler’s publisher in Bavaria sued for copyright
violation in 1939, and Cranston’s outfit was shut down by
Connecticut court action. However, more than half a million
copies of the underground truth-telling “Mein Kampf” had been
sold by then, helping to clarify Hitler’s intentions though his own
words.
At the start of World War II, the US government seized the
rights and profits from “Mein Kampf,” including from Houghton
Mifflin’s belated, unabridged edition, released shortly after
Cranston’s tabloid came out. Although the publisher continued
to pursue action against rogue printers of its former property,
HMH did not buy back the rights to “Mein Kampf” until 1979.
The next PR blip came in 2000, when US News & World Report
revealed that HMH had made $400,000 in royalty profits from
“Mein Kampf” since 1979. The article prompted the company to
begin donating the royalties to nonprofits that promote
“diversity and cross-cultural understanding.” In practice, those
organizations have all been related to Holocaust education and
combatting anti-Semitism — until the publisher’s latest plan to
gift Hitler’s book royalties to Boston cultural institutions.
“I’m sure HMH was well-intentioned when it tried to broaden the
use of funds from Mein Kampf,” said Josef Blumenfeld, founder
of PR firm EdTech180 and a former executive at HMH.

A Holocaust memorial in Vienna, Austria, is a tomb-like
structure made of book bindings to represent Jews killed
by the Nazis, July 2013 (Matt Lebovic/The Times of
Israel)
“Unfortunately, the company failed to recognize the sensitivity
around this book, perhaps more than any other,” Blumenfeld
told The Times of Israel. “Holocaust education and fighting antiSemitism is the most appropriate use of funds derived from the
sale of Hitler’s ‘Mein Kampf.’ The opportunity for HMH to do the
right thing here still exists,” said Blumenfeld, whose clients
include Facing History and Ourselves.
Having started its association with “Mein Kampf” by chopping
out the book’s core message, HMH is still deciding on the future
of profits from that hateful manifesto. The company’s 1933
abridged edition helped obscure Hitler’s genocidal blueprint, and
some onlookers worry that HMH’s latest plan for “Mein Kampf”
royalties will stymie Holocaust education efforts — even while
anti-Semitism is again on the rise.
http://www.timesofisrael.com/mein-kampf-royaltiesplan-roils-bostons-jews/
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