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Antisemitism Scholar:

New Legislation Shows Poland Has Yet to Acknowledge Country’s Holocaust History
Barney Breen-Portnoy, 25 August 2016
in Poland. According to an Associated Press report in
April, Gross was questioned by a Polish prosecutor in
Katowice on suspicion of committing the crime of
“publicly insulting the nation.”
The issue of the murder of Jews by Poles was first
focused on by Gross a decade and a half ago, with his
publication of Neighbors: The Destruction of the Jewish
Community in Jedwabne, Poland. The book details a July
1941 incident in which at least 340 Polish Jews were
A massacre memorial in Jedwabne, Poland. Photo:
murdered by a group of non-Jewish Poles.
Wikimedia Commons.
Since the publication of that book, Gerstenfeld said,
There is no doubt that Poles have not come to terms with
Gross has found evidence that the Jedwabne massacre
their
country’s
Holocaust
history,
a
renowned
was “not the exception.”
antisemitism scholar told The Algemeiner on Thursday, a
“There were massive killings, of which we do not know
week after Warsaw approved legislation to make the use
the number, of Jews by Poles,” Gerstenfeld said. “And
of phrases like “Polish death camps” punishable by up to
the Poles have not faced up to that. It hasn’t been
three years in prison.
investigated.”
Manfred Gerstenfeld - Barleyfield, an Austrian-born
Focusing on phrases like “Polish death camps” misses the
Israeli who was raised in Holland, explained to The
point, Gerstenfeld said.
Algemeiner that Poland’s World War II history was “not
“Obviously, most of the Polish Jews were murdered by
simple.”
the Germans in the concentration camps,” Gerstenfeld
“On
one
hand,
Poles
saved
Jews,”
said
said. And, he reiterated, the Polish government “is right
Gerstenfeld, founder of the think tank the Jerusalem
in its claim that they weren’t Polish death camps; they
Center for Public Affairs’ post-Holocaust and antisemitism
were German death camps on Polish territory.”
program. “On the other hand, they killed Jews. The Jews
But, he concluded, “The Poles have not faced up to their
were put in ghettos. Jews fled from the ghettos, and
history and they have not been able to disprove what
some of those Jews fought with the resistance, and
Gross has said.”
others were murdered by the resistance or delivered to
In a statement on his ministry’s website, Polish Justice
the Germans.”
Minister Zbigniew Ziobro said that the legislation
Gerstenfeld continued:
approved by the cabinet last week was being advanced
You have to make a distinction between two things: the
because ”we cannot allow those who were the victims,
issue that the Poles do not want the camps like Belzec
who suffered, to be accused and portrayed as the
and Auschwitz to be talked about as Polish death camps,
perpetrators or co-perpetrators of the Holocaust and the
which is perfectly legitimate, because they weren’t Polish
mass death and extermination camps, of the mass
death camps; they were German death camps in Poland.
killings, of what remains a scar of the humanity’s
But have the Poles come to grips with their history? No,
conscience,” CNN reported.
they have not. And there are serious indications that
The legislation still must be approved by the Polish
they embellish and falsify history of Poles during the war
Parliament and no timetable has been announced for that
regarding the Jews.
process.
Gerstenfeld highlighted the research done by Polish-born
https://www.algemeiner.com/2016/08/25/antisemitism
American historian Jan Tomasz Gross, who has claimed
-scholar-new-legislation-shows-poland-has-yet-tothat Poles killed more Jews during the war than they
acknowledge-countrys-holocaust-history-interview/
killed Germans — an assertion that sparked controversy
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Poland wants to outlaw phrases like 'Polish death camps'
Elizabeth Roberts for CNN
Updated 1008 GMT (1808 HKT) August 19, 2016
*Any words that suggest Poland was responsible for
committing the crimes of the German Third Reich. The
crimes committed by the Nazis could lead to a prison
offenders will be subject to fines and up to three years of
sentence
imprisonment
and
those
who
committed
it
*Critics say the law would be very hard to enforce outside
unintentionally will be fined or detained. The rulings will
Poland and is symbolic
be announced publicly."
(CNN) A law proposal making phrases like "Polish labor
The law has yet to be approved by Parliament and the
camps," "Polish extermination camps" and "Polish death
statement did not offer a timetable for when this is set to
camps" punishable by imprisonment for up to three years
happen.
has been approved by Poland's Cabinet.
Poland was occupied by Nazi Germany during World War
Critics responded to the news by suggesting it is an
II. It lost millions of its citizens, including at least three
attempt to "criminalize ignorance" on the part of those
million Jews in the Holocaust, according to the US
who have unwittingly caused offense.
Holocaust Memorial Museum.
Poland's Justice Minister Zbigniew Ziobro said in a
Polish officials routinely request corrections from media
statement that under the new law "there will be criminal
figures and politicians who describe former death camps
consequences taken against persons who publicly and
set up by Nazi Germany in occupied Poland as "Polish."
against the facts say the Polish nation participated,
Even though the word may have been used as a
organized,
is
responsible
or
co-responsible
for
geographical indicator, they object to the impression that
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Poland bore responsibility for the Holocaust, instead of
being a victim.

The Warsaw Ghetto, pictured during World War II.
Phrases that could in any way suggest Poland was a
perpetrator rather than victim of Nazi atrocities may soon
be punishable by law.

In a statement posted on the Justice Ministry website,
Ziobro said the law was being introduced because ''we
cannot allow those who were the victims, who suffered,
to be accused and portrayed as the perpetrators or coperpetrators of the Holocaust and the mass death and
extermination camps, of the mass killings, of what
remains a scar of the humanity's conscience."
***
Making people aware the death camps were Nazi in origin
is necessary. Criminalising ignorance is
absurd.https://t.co/tsrsIcNWS4
— Ben Stanley (@BDStanley) August 16, 2016

***
However, Ben Stanley, a politics lecturer at SWPS
University in Warsaw, said: "Making people aware the
death camps were Nazi in origin is necessary.
Criminalizing ignorance is absurd."
Stanley, who is from northeast England and has lived in
Poland for 15 years, told CNN that in recent years,
efforts by embassies and NGOs to contact newspapers
who have used such phrases have been both effective
and well-received. In many cases, he said, newspapers
have made corrections and taken steps to prevent a
repetition.
However, he said: "What the Polish government is now
doing is trying to criminalize the phrase. That's very
counterproductive and doesn't really help solve the

problem. It becomes rather negative and protective of a
martyrological narrative that the world doesn't
understand how Poland suffered.
The Polish Justice Minister said in his statement that
"when defamation of Poland takes place abroad, civil and
criminal tools could be used where Poland is one of the
parties."
Asked by CNN how the law could be applied to people
outside Poland and to non-Polish citizens, a spokesman
for the Justice Ministry replied: "According to proposed
provisions, Polish system of justice will have global
jurisdiction over the offence, as it has now over many
other criminal behaviors. Therefore this draft law, when
comes into force, could be applied towards foreigners
committing aforementioned offences abroad. "
The spokesman added: "The question of execution of
such rulings abroad is a problem which could be solved
by using international cooperation and mutual assistance
instruments."
But Stanley believes it would be tough to enforce the
criminal law outside of Poland against people who publish
such phrases.
"It's a largely symbolic gesture where foreign journalists
are concerned. I am not an expert on the law but I would
imagine that it would be very difficult to prosecute
foreign journalists for breaking a law that's not applicable
in their own countries," he said.
Meanwhile, the Chief Executive of the Holocaust
Educational Trust, Karen Pollock said: "The history of the
Holocaust is a complex one and the Nazi occupation of
Poland is no different.
"Accuracy when talking about this period of history is
essential but the emphasis and priority should be to
reach universal understanding and recognition of the
facts through education."
Update: We have replaced an unofficial tweet from a
Holocaust Educational Trust member of staff with an
official statement.
CNN's Carol Jordan and Artur Osinski contributed to this
report.
http://edition.cnn.com/2016/08/17/europe/polandban-death-camp-phrase/

_________________________________________________
A BLAST FROM THE PAST … when Capitalism co-operated with Communism
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Failure in Australia’s 1990s Adelaide War Crimes Trials but no failure in the UK! – heresay accepted in UK, not in Australia
-----------------------------------------------------------------

>>Sawoniuk, the bastard child of a Jewish schoolmaster,
had been taunted mercilessly about his parentage and never forgave his father<<
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Sawoniuk betrayed by letter intercepted by the KGB

Andrew Buncombe , @AndrewBuncombe , Friday 2 April 1999

ANTHONY SAWONIUK was traced almost by chance,
when a letter he wrote to his half-brother in 1951 was
intercepted by the KGB. But it would be 35 years later
before he came to the attention of the British authorities.
Sawoniuk wrote the letter to Nikolai four years after he
had settled in Britain. His half-brother was still living in
Soviet-occupied Belarus and the KGB routinely
intercepted all mail from the West. The letter revealed
the whereabouts of a man the Soviet secret police had
been looking for since the end of the war.
Sawoniuk came to the attention of the Russians as soon
as they liberated Domachevo in July 1944. As was the
practice, the Red Army held an inquiry to find out which
people had sided with the Nazis. Sawoniuk's name was

one of those quickly added to the Russians' list of wanted
people. They looked for him but there was no trace. By
this time, Sawoniuk had long since fled, crossing into
Poland with the Germans in the company of his second
wife, Nina. He then signed up for the Waffen SS but in
November Sawoniuk deserted - dumping the pregnant
Nina - while in Alsace, France. Perhaps having seen the
way the war was going, Sawoniuk changed sides signing up to join the 10th Hussar Regiment of Polish
Corps. Intriguingly, Szymon Serafinowicz, who was also
charged with murdering Jews but whose trial in Britain
collapsed when it was found he was suffering from
Alzheimer's disease, also served with this regiment.
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Settling in Britain, Sawoniuk felt able to write to his
brother the letter that would be intercepted. The
Russians felt unable to act on it until in 1986 they passed
to the Foreign Office a list of 97 suspected war criminals
living in Britain.
At the same time, the Simon Wiesenthal Centre - the
Israeli organisation that traces war criminals - had been
pushing the British to act against suspects. The head of
its Israeli office, Dr Effrain Zuroff, was working on lists of
suspects living in Britain, Canada and Australia. In
October 1986 a list of 17 names - not including Sawoniuk
- was presented to Britain.
The persistence of Dr Zuroff and others led to the
establishment in 1988 of a War Crimes Inquiry, led by Sir
Thomas Hetherington and William Chalmers. The Russian
list of 97 names, among them Sawoniuk, was passed to
this
inquiry.
Hugely
controversial,
the
inquiry
recommended that the issue of war criminals living in
Britain could no longer be ignored. In 1991 Parliament
passed the War Crimes Act, which extended the
jurisdiction of British courts to deal with crimes
committed outside the United Kingdom.
But Sawoniuk is likely to be one of perhaps only two
people prosecuted in Britain under the act. Police have
revealed that of the 376 cases of alleged war crimes they
have investigated since 1991, only one other possible
prosecution was pending. Another 30 suspects living in
Britain against whom there is evidence of war crimes
have been diagnosed as being too ill to prosecute.
Another 117 have died. In the other cases the allegations
were discovered to be unfounded or else there was
insufficient evidence.
http://www.independent.co.uk/news/sawoniukbetrayed-by-letter-intercepted-by-the-kgb-1084567.html
----------------------------------------------------

Nazi mass murderer weeps as he is led away
to die in prison
By Alex Hendry and John Coles,
The International Express, 6 April 1999

Justice caught up with the Demon of Domachevo after 57
years as he became Britain’s first convicted war criminal.
Anthony Sawoniuk, 78, crumbled in tears as he was
condemned to die behind bars after being found guilty of
massacring Jews for the Nazis during the Second World
War.
Ordering Sawoniuk to the front of the Old Bailey
courtroom, Mr Justice Francis Potts sentenced him to two
terms of life in jail. He said: ‘You have been convicted of
two charges of murder on clear evidence, in my
judgment.’ In a historic case which cost £11 million, a
jury convicted Sawoniuk of two sample charges of
murdering survivors he had caught hiding from a
massacre of 2,900 Jews in the Belarus village of
Domachevo. He was cleared of two other counts of
murder on the direction of the judge.
As the partially deaf and half-blind former British Rail
ticket collector was led away to begin the rest of his life
in prison, Detective Sergeant Michael Griffiths said: ‘This
case shows that irrespective of the passage of time,
those that commit murder will be brought to justice and
there can be no hiding place for murderers.’
A Crown Prosecution Service spokesman said: ‘This has
been a remarkable trial in many ways. Its successful
conclusion is a result of close co-operation between the
CPS and Metropolitan Police and is also a tribute to the
courage and resilience of the eyewitnesses.’
The prison service will now have to find a safe place to
house Sawoniuk to protect him from revenge attacks. He

has a history of mental illness and suffers from a heart
condition and is unlikely to cope with the normal prison
regime.
During the trial, the jury heard how Sawoniuk, the
illegitimate son of a Jew, machine-gunned up to 15
naked Jewish women into an open grave. On another
occasion he shot a Jewish woman and two Jewish men in
the back of the head and kneed them into a pit in the
sand hills outside the village, before forcing young boys
to bury their bodies. One of them, Alexander Bagley, who
was then 12, came from Belarus to give evidence.
The two-month trial included a visit by the jury to the
scene of the 1942 atrocities, where another villager who
witnessed them acted as jurors’ guide.
The prosecution said that now grey-haired Sawoniuk had
been an enthusiastic Nazi collaborator, volunteering for
the police when the Germans overran his home village of
Domachevo. He rounded up Jews who survived the main
massacre in September 1942 and led them along the
‘Road of Death’ to the execution site. Sawoniuk, who
initially denied even being a member of the police,
claimed the prosecution was part of a KGB plot.
He protested: ‘I have done no crime whatsoever. My
conscience is clear. I killed no one. I would not dream of
doing it. I am not a monster – I am an ordinary, working
class, poor man.’
But the jury of eight men and three women also saw an
old man still able to convey an aura of menace when he
denounced his accusers with a clenched fist. Sawoniuk,
the bastard child of a Jewish schoolmaster, had
been taunted mercilessly about his parentage and
never forgave his father.
Another irony is that he was the unwitting author of his
own downfall. He fled Domachevo with the retreating
Nazis but deserted and joined the Polish 10th Hussar
Regiment, attached to the British Army. In one simple
move he transformed himself from a German
collaborator into an Allied soldier.
He arrived in England with the regiment in 1946 and
once demobbed settled into a life of anonymity. He
worked at St Francis Hospital in Dulwich, South London,
and in 1961 joined British Rail as a cleaner, progressing
to ticket collector by the time he retired to his flat in
Bermondsey. However, in 1950 he wrote to his halfbrother in Poland and the letter was intercepted by the
KGB. Due to the Cold War, he was left alone for 30
years, until a second incident which told the KGB he was
still alive.
A woman who lived near Domachevo got a letter from
her brother in London, saying that he had seen
Sawoniuk. She passed the letter on to the KGB. In 1988,
his name was on a list of suspected war criminals living
in Britain passed by the Russians to the Government.
Three years later the War Crimes Act made it possible for
war criminals to be prosecuted for crimes committed
abroad. But even then Sawoniuk almost slipped the net
because Soviet documents gave a Russian spelling for his
name – Savonuyk. A historian working for the war crimes
unit spotted the name Sawoniuk in archives and realised
it was the same man.
To bring the case investigators interviewed 430 people,
took 120 statements and submitted 90,000 pages of
evidence. They visited the Ukraine, South Africa and
Australia. Sawoniuk’s conviction probably marks the final
chapter in a 13-year campaign for justice for victims of
the Holocaust. Of 376 investigations, only one has yet to
be completed. There could be up to 200 war criminals in
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Britain but beyond reach of prosecution through lack of
evidence.
---------------------------------------------------------------

Nazi war criminal dies in British jail
10:10AM GMT 07 Nov 2005

Anthony Sawoniuk was convicted in 1999

A Nazi war criminal serving two life sentences has died in
a British jail. Anthony Sawoniuk died in Norwich Prison
yesterday, six years after being convicted of murdering
18 Jews during the Nazi regime.
Sawoniuk, the only person to have been convicted in a
British court of Nazi war crimes, died at the age of 84.
Police said he died of natural causes and are not treating
his death as suspicious. Sawoniuk, who previously lived
in Bermondsey, south London, was jailed following a trial
at the Old Bailey in London in 1999. He was convicted of
18 murders after the court heard of his involvement in

Nazi genocide in eastern Europe more than 50 years
earlier.
As a Nazi collaborator, Sawoniuk had led "search and kill"
police squads which hunted down escaping Jews. He shot
dead at least 18 men and women "whose only offence
was to be Jewish", Sir John Nutting QC, prosecuting, told
the Old Bailey in 1999. He was "not only prepared to do
the Nazis' bidding, but carried out their genocidal policy
with enthusiasm", he added.
The trial was told he had shot two Jewish men and a
woman and also ordered 15 Jewish women to strip and
face an open grave before killing them with a machine
gun.
Witnesses implicated him in a series of murders in his
home town of Domachevo in Belarus. He later served
with the Waffen SS, but as he saw the Germans were
losing the war, he changed sides and joined the Polish
army fighting with the Allies. Sawoniuk, who worked as a
British Rail ticket inspector after moving to Britain in
1946, denied all charges. A police spokeswoman said a
normal coroner's inquiry would now take place.
http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/1502415/Nazi-warcriminal-dies-in-British-jail.html
[One consolation – at that age prison-life is much like
retirement village living where every basic need is
attended to, especially in Germany’s prisons for senior
citizens who usually spend weekend-leave at home. - ed.
AI]

_________________________________________________
Fredrick Töben comments:
>>The Holocaust-Shoah is NOT unique<<

Jewish supremacism, as expressed in Talmud, is at its most transparent in these concepts:
Antisemitism/Anti-Zionism/Holocaust-Shoah denial.
The following article is an example of a fanatical attempt
to character assassinate Ernst Nolte –*11 January 1923+
18 August 2016 – and thereby to pervert open analysis
on the Holocaust-Shoah. Let’s preface it by quoting Ernst
Nolte who rejects the proposition that the HolocaustShoah is a unique event in history, which he justifies
thus:
>>Ich galt damals allgemein als ein Linker, ich gelte
heute allgemein als womöglich sogar extremer Rechter.
Nicht ich habe mich geändert, sondern die sogenannte
öffentliche Meinung. Das ist - auf eine sehr kurze Formel
gebracht - die Geschichte von den zwei Noltes, die weit
mehr eine Geschichte von den zwei Öffentlichkeiten
ist.<<
>>I was regarded generally as a left-wing, and today I
am generally regarded as possibly even extreme rightwing. I have not changed, but so-called public opinion
has changed. This is – briefly stated - the story of the two
Nolte’s, which is far more a story about two public
opinions<<

And more importantly:
>>Ich stelle mich kritisch zu derjenigen These von der
Einzigartigkeit, die als Fahne vor Heerhaufen getragen

wird. Diese Art, wir sind im Besitz der Einzigartigkeit des
Holocausts und damit brauchen wir über nichts mehr
nachzudenken,
brauchen
keine
Beziehungen
herzustellen, sondern halten diese Fahne hoch - das ist
der Übergang in eine neue Religion, wenn auch in eine
Pseudoreligion.<<
>>I critically regard the uniqueness thesis, which is
carried like a battle-banner before one’s enemy. This
attitude, we are in possession of the uniqueness of the
Holocaust and so we need not reflect about anything else,
do not need to develop relationships but merely keep this
flag hoisted - this is transitioning to a new religion, albeit
a pseudo-religion.<<
-------------------------------------------------------WAS WAR LINKS – what was left-wing
1/4 Protest und Theorie – protest and theory
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=bex21sP-rO4
2/4 Dutschke und Konsorten – Dutschke and consorts
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=KfNHGSfkbuU
3/4 Laerm und Gewalt – noise and force
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=dfGJMORJa8o
4/4 Kunst und Klassenkampf – art and class warfare
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=jv5ANxFn50Y

___________________________________________________________________________

Germany’s best-known antisemitic and anti-Zionist historian Ernst Nolte is dead
AUGUST 20, 2016, 4:42 PM

Clemens Heni Dr Clemens Heni is director of The Berlin
International Center for the Study of Antisemitism
(BICSA)

Germany’s best-known revisionist, antisemitic and antiZionist historian, Ernst Nolte, is dead. Many German
authors honor the historian. Any substantial – if any –
analysis of antisemitism is rejected. I will show why it is
important to remember what Ernst Nolte stood for.
Journalist Bernhard Schulz honors Nolte in the Berlin
dailyTagesspiegel. Not a word about antisemitism. Then,
the Swiss daily Neue Zürcher Zeitung and its author,
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historian Christoph Jahr, mentions in passing Nolte’s
rejection of the Holocaust as the core element of National
Socialism and as a phenomenon sui generis. Still, Jahr
honors the German historian without dealing in detail
with Nolte’s antisemitism, and he omits his anti-Zionism
entirely. For historian Jahr, who mentions antisemitism
as part of his research in his CV, Nolte was a respectable
historian and not a leading antisemitic agitator ever since
the 1970s.
Even worse, The Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung (FAZ),
the leading conservative daily and its editor Lorenz
Jäger, honor Nolte as an historian and student of
philosopher Martin Heidegger. Not a single word why
Nolte became notorious and why this man was an
antisemite. Instead, Jäger also emphasizes that the
communist threat preceded the National Socialist or Nazi
threat. This emphasis is crucial. I will explain why.
Not one German newspaper understands the importance
of Ernst Nolte and his role in mainstreaming antisemitism
via rejecting the uniqueness of the Shoah, the
unprecedented character of both Auschwitz and Babi Yar,
and his anti-Zionist approach.
In June 1986, German historian Ernst Nolte (1923–2016)
started
de
facto
the Historikerstreit (“dispute
of
historians”) by publishing an article in the leading
conservative daily of the FRG, the Frankfurter Allgemeine
Zeitung.[i] Nolte has to be seen as just one, though a
leading voice in the nationalist wing in the Federal
Republic under Helmut Kohl, who became chancellor in
1982. National identity became a core element in the
latter’s policies.
The national(ist) wave had already begun in the 1970s
with the infamous wave of Hitler films, and with the
emergence of the New Right and its German agitator
Henning Eichberg and authors such as Martin Walser in
1979 who argued to “overcome Auschwitz” in order to restart
“national politics” in Germany (which was “divided” at the time).

Just a year prior to Nolte’s piece, in May 1985, on the
occasion of the 40th anniversary of the unconditional
surrender of the Germans on May 8, 1945, Kohl and US
President Ronald Reagan gained worldwide notoriety by
their joint visit a cemetery in the city of
Bitburg,[ii] where SS members were buried.
Reagan publicly said in advance that he had no interest
in visiting the former concentration camp of Dachau,
because he did not wish to deal with German history and
did not want to blame the Germans, but rather supported
forgiveness and forgiving.[iii]
Nolte when speaking about “German guilt” equated it to
Nazi rhetoric about “Jewish guilt.” He attacked those who
called antisemitic slurs of Germans at the time,
antisemitic themselves. His main focus, however, was
(and is) Stalin and Communism. He asked if the “Asian
deed” wasn’t prior, if the “Gulag Archipelago” did not
precede “Auschwitz?”[iv]
In 1994, historian Alfred D. Low published a study of The
Third
Reich
and
the
Holocaust
in
German
Historiography and analyzed the highly problematic
tropes of Nolte and his followers.[v] Low referred to the
fact that Nolte, several years before the Historikerstreit,
in
his
1974
book
Germany
and
the
Cold
War (“Deutschland und der Kalte Krieg”), wrote that until
1939 Nazi Germany the “rule of law” was still
predominant and the regime “a liberal idyll,” compared to
the Stalinist Soviet Union. Nolte even wrote that the
American
war
in
Vietnam was
a
“more
evil”[vi]“incarnation of Auschwitz.”[vii]

It has to be remembered that Nolte was not just playing
into the hands of hard-core Holocaust deniers. He was
also agitating for a trivialization of the Holocaust as early
as 1974 (and maybe before), when he said that the
America’s war in Vietnam was “worse” than Auschwitz.
Interestingly, this
antisemitic slur
went almost
unchallenged in 1974; there was no outcry and
no Historikerstreit about this. Nolte also wrote in that
book that he follows a Yugoslavian author, Mihajlo
Mihajlow, who said that “not Hitler, but Stalin has
invented
genocide”
as
early
as
“1920/21
in
Crimea.”[viii] With some pleasure Nolte quoted Soviet
antisemites who compared Israeli actions in 1967 with
the “methods of Hitler,” the German Democratic Republic
(GDR) defamed Israel as “fascist,” and he himself
claimed that “Zionism and National Socialism” had very
similar “roots and political aims.”[ix]
These aspects of Nolte’s ideology are completely denied
in today’s German language publications about him.
Nolte denied the unprecedented character of the Shoah
and precede today’s bestselling author Timothy Snyder
from Yale, for example (“Bloodlands”). Nolte succeeded
in denying the unprecedented character of Auschwitz,
Treblinka and the woods in Lithuania or Belarus. This
goes mainly unnoticed by historiography, with some
exceptions like Yad Vashem’s Dan Michman,
historian of the Holocaust and Yiddish scholar Dovid Katz
(Vilnius), Simon Wiesenthal Center’s Efraim Zuroff
(Jerusalem), German historian Jürgen Zarusky and a few
others.
As early as 1978, historian Peter Gay criticized Nolte’s
book on the Cold War in his study Freud, Jews, and other
Germans as well.[x] Gay was among the first scholars
who dealt with the trivialization of the Shoah. He
exemplified this with a reference to Nolte’s book and
called the equation of American warfare in Vietnam with
Auschwitz a “comparative trivialization.”[xi] This is a very
useful term and today we are facing many more
examples of “comparative trivialization” of the Holocaust
and Auschwitz, as I document and analyze in this book.
In particular, Peter Gay criticized Nolte’s anti-Zionism,
his distortion of the history of Zionism and the
antisemitic comparison of Zionism with National
Socialism. Gay emphasized that Nolte’s “countrymen”
played a crucial role in the persecution of the Jews,
which in turn led to the development of Zionism.[xii]
Finally, Gay pointed to the fact, that Nolte’s words echo
anti-Zionist “propaganda” from “the Arabs and
Soviets.”[xiii] It is of tremendous importance to
recognize the connection between the downplaying of the
Holocaust and the comparing or equating of Auschwitz
with completely distinct crimes committed by other
countries. Gay’s analysis did not lead to many follow-ups
from other historians and scholars in related fields.
Rather, “comparative trivialization” of the Holocaust has
become a kind of sport today; everyone joins in the
game, from Yale professors and members of the
American Academy of Arts and Science to Arabs,
Muslims, German right-wingers as well as left-wingers
and the mainstream. The sheer amount of different types
of “comparative trivialization” of the Shoah is astounding.
A core element of the Historikerstreit of 1986 and later
was the claim by Nolte that the “Gulag Archipelago” was
prior to Auschwitz. This argument was already a basic
trope in Nolte’s study in 1974. He wrote that “systematic
eradication of complete groups of the population” was
“first mentioned in Soviet Russia.”[xiv] Several times he
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referred to supposed “threats of eradication” of the
“bourgeoisie” in order to emphasize that annihilation or
eradication was not at all specific to the Shoah.
Nolte was obsessed with pointing to these mostly leftwing (or Soviet) ‘threats,’[xv] he referred to dozens of
examples of alleged “destruction” (or eradication)
throughout his book.[xvi] The aim was obvious: he
denied that Auschwitz was a “rupture of civilization”
(Diner).
In addition, he said that the “destruction of European
Jews” was “nothing but the second attempt” “to solve
problems of industrialization by eliminating a big group
of people.”[xvii] The Holocaust was a “modern
attempt,”[xviii] not at all unique to the fate of the Jews,
he claimed.
Historian Low highlighted the “singularity of the
Holocaust” and mentioned that his colleague from the
FRG, Jürgen Kocka, had a similar view. Consequently,
Kocka criticized Nolte and contrasted the Holocaust and
“the Pol Pot practice of outright killings in Cambodia,” the
“Turkish annihilation of Armenians,” and the “Stalinist
mass terror.”[xix]One of Alfred Low’s arguments was
particularly interesting: he analyzed Nolte’s anti-Zionism
from 1974 in Nolte’s book on the Cold War. There,
Nolte wrote that the “Zionism” of “Moses Heß, Leon
Pinsker and Franz Oppenheimer” had “similarities” with
the “antisemites.”[xx] He saw the threat of a “racial
state” in Israel from the very beginning, when Jewish
mass emigration was allowed. Low analyzed:
“Nolte also claimed that Zionism would lead to a ‘racial
state’ – a repetition of the extremist Arab and antiSemitic Soviet propaganda. The latter found expression
by the U.N. Following racist attacks on the Jews by the
Nazis, Nolte became engaged in denouncing Jewish
regeneration taking the form of Zionism. In Nolte’s view,
Zionism in its alleged fight against the ideas of
Enlightenment belonged unmistakably to ‘the nationalsocialist movements.’”[xxi]
There are remarkable connections between Ernst Nolte,
his allies, and contemporary anti-Zionism. We find, for
instance, a young anti-Zionist Jew, German historian
Tamar Amar-Dahl, giving up her Israeli passport in
protest and then publishing an anti-Zionist dissertation
under the auspices of right-wing Horst Möller at the
University of Munich. Her thesis attacked President
Shimon Peres from a left-wing position.[xxii]Möller is an
ally of Nolte’s and he lauded him for the KonradAdenauer-Prize in 2000. He also worked with Moshe
Zuckermann of Tel Aviv University, another left-wing
anti-Zionist academic. Amar-Dahl was then employed as
a lecturer by German mainstream historian Michael
Wildt,[xxiii] while he is in support of Timothy Snyder.
Snyder applies many of Nolte’s tropes without framing
them as such.
In recent years, historians have tried to portray
revisionist Nolte as a poor victim of “political
correctness.” Historian Thomas Mittmann from Bochum
University said that Nolte and his colleague historian
Andreas Hillgruber, who compared the “end of the
German Reich” with the “destruction of European Jews,”
were the first “victims” of “political correctness” in the
Federal Republic.[xxiv] He went so far as to claim that
political correctness is a “matrix” for “antisemitism and
nationalism,”
following
stage
director
Daniel
Levy.[xxv] In 1987, revisionists like Grabert Publishing
House, a leading right-wing extremist publisher in
Germany until today, was outraged about criticism of

Nolte. Grabert publishing house attacked Jews and
Holocaust
survivors
like
Elie
Wiesel and
Ralph
Giordano for their being shocked about antisemitism and
Nolte. Grabert’s co-worker Rolf Kosiek, a member of the
neo-Nazi party NPD (Nationaldemokratische Partei
Deutschlands) found it terrible that the FRG was still
“occupied” (by the US in particular) and that a Nazi like
Rudolf Hess was still in prison.[xxvi]
The crucial point to bear in mind is that Nolte claimed
that the Soviet Gulag was first, that Nazi Germany had a
point in ‘defending’ itself against the ‘Asian threat,’ and
that he referred positively to the claim that Jews
declared war on Germany in 1939 and the internment of
Jews by Nazis was justified.[xxvii] If the Gulag and the
“class murder” (or class warfare) were prior to the “racial
murder” of Auschwitz, then there was nothing specific
about the Shoah.
I will now turn to a 21st century bestselling author and
the way he focuses on Auschwitz.
As I have shown, Ernst Nolte’s antisemitism is
mainstream in today’s Germany. Three leading German
language dailies embrace and honor Nolte, the
Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung (FAZ), the Berlin based
Tagesspiegel and the Swiss Neue Zürcher Zeitung (NZZ).
They are silent about Nolte’s antisemitism from 1974, his
anti-Zionism and his anti-American and Holocaust
distorting equation of Vietnam to Auschwitz (as shown,
for him, Vietnam was even worse than Auschwitz).
These forms of antisemitism and rewriting of history go
unchallenged in today’s Germany or Switzerland,
respectively.
Nolte was a typical right-wing extremist German insofar
as he combined hatred of Jews, flirting with Holocaust
deniers, explicit denial of the unprecedented character of
the Shoah and hatred of Israel.
Today’s Germany is in denial of Nolte’s antisemitism and
this speaks volumes about mainstreaming of the New
Right and antisemitism, Holocaust distortion and antiZionism in the biggest and most influential European
country in 2016.
***
[i] Ernst Nolte (1986): “Die Vergangenheit, die nicht
vergehen will. Eine Rede, die geschrieben, aber nicht
gehalten werden konnte,” June 6, 1986, Frankfurter
Allgemeine Zeitung.
[ii] For a comprehensive overview see Geoffrey
Hartmann (ed.) (1986):Bitburg in Moral and Political
Perspective, Bloomington: Indiana University Press.
[iii] Alvin H. Rosenfeld (1986): “Another Revisionism:
Popular Culture and the Changing Image of the
Holocaust,” in: Hartmann (ed.), 90–102, 93: “Most
troubling about Mr. Reagan’s word, though, was
something else: the sense that what he was saying, as
bizarre and objectionable as it seemed, might not be
idiosyncratic but might actually represent the sentiments
of large numbers of people. The president of the United
States is not unintelligent, and he certainly is not out of
touch with the popular feeling and common aspirations.
(…) Americans on the whole have a difficulty with
history, most of all someone else’s history, especially if it
is unpleasant. In this respect their president represents
them very well indeed. One of his aides in the White
House, questioned about the prospects of a visit to a
concentration camp, recalled the president saying. ‘You
know, I don’t think we ought to focus on the past. I want
to focus on the future, I want to put that history behind
me.’ Another administration official explained, ‘The
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President was not hot to go to a camp. You know, he is a
cheerful politician. He does not like to grovel in a grisly
scene like Dachau.” The man behind the very idea to go
to Bitburg and to honor former SS-men was of course
FRG chancellor Helmut Kohl. His nationalism was based
on trivializing the Holocaust while embracing German
history.
[iv] “Vollbrachten die Nationalsozialisten, vollbrachte
Hitler eine ‘asiatische’ Tat vielleicht nur deshalb, weil sie
sich und ihresgleichen als potentielle oder wirkliche Opfer
einer ‘asiatischen‘ Tat betrachteten? War nicht der
‘Archipel GULag’ ursprünglicher als ‘Auschwitz’? War
nicht der ‘Klassenmord’ der Bolschewiki das logische und
faktische
Prius
des
‘Rassenmords’
der
Nationalsozialisten?,” Nolte 1986.
[v] Alfred D. Low (1994): The Third Reich and the
Holocaust in German Historiography. Toward the
Historikerstreit of the Mid-1980s, Boulder: East European
Monographs (distributed by Columbia University Press).
[vi] Ernst Nolte (1974): Deutschland und der Kalte Krieg,
Munich/Zürich: Piper, 528; see also Low 1994, 129. The
analysis of Low is very interesting and his critique of
Nolte timely; there a some minor mistakes in this book,
for example several references are not complete, and
Nolte’s year of birth is indicated as 1893, although it is
1923, cf. ibid., 126.
[vii] The German reads: “Diesmal gab es keinen
Kreuzzugsgeist,
und
mit
allen
Sensorien
der
Wohlfahrtsgesellschaft nahm Amerika den weltweiten
Vorwurf wahr, daß die Vereinigten Staaten der Sache
nach in Vietnam nichts Geringeres ins Werk setzten als
ihre im Grunde noch grausamere Version von Auschwitz,”
Nolte 1974, 528.
[viii] Nolte 1974, 728, footnote 166.
[ix] Nolte 1974, 607.
[x] Peter Gay (1978): Freud, Jews, and other Germans,
New
York:
Oxford
University
Press;
Peter
Gay (1986): Freud, Juden und andere Deutsche. Herren
und Opfer in der modernen Kultur, Hamburg: Hoffmann
und Campe.
[xi] Gay 1986, 14.
[xii] Gay 1986, 17.
[xiii] Gay 1986, 18.
[xiv] Nolte 1974, 119.
[xv] Nolte 1974, 132.
[xvi] See
his
index,
Nolte 1974,
740,
entry
“Vernichtungsprinzip, – forderung, -praxis“.
[xvii] Nolte 1974, 159.
[xviii] Nolte 1974, 159.
[xix] See Low 1994, 168–169.
[xx] Nolte 1974, 607.
[xxi] Low 1994, 132.
[xxii] Tamar
Amar-Dahl (2010): Shimon
Peres.
Friedenspolitiker und Nationalist, Paderborn: Ferdinand
Schöningh.
[xxiii] http://www2.hu-berlin.de/deutschegeschichte/en/staff?format=pdf (visited July 24, 2012).
[xxiv] Thomas Mittmann (2008): “Vom ‘Historikerstreit’
zum ‘Fall Hohmann’. Kontroverse Diskussionen um

Political Correctness seit Ende der 1980er Jahre,” in:
Lucian
Hölscher
(ed.), Political
Correctness.
Der
sprachpolitische Streit um die nationalsozialistischen
Verbrechen, Göttingen: Wallstein, 60–105, 66–67.
[xxv] Mittmann 2008, 105. For an overview about the
historians involved in the Historikerstreit, from Nolte,
Andreas Hillgruber, Klaus Hildebrand and Michael
Stürmer on the one side to Habermas and Hans-Ulrich
Wehler on
the
other,
see
Hans-Ulrich
Wehler (1988):Entsorgung
der
deutschen
Vergangenheit. Ein
polemischer
Essay
zum
“Historikerstreit,” Munich: Beck; a not so profound
overview can be found in Klaus Große Kracht (2005): Die
zankende Zunft. Historische Kontroversen in Deutschland
nach 1945, Göttingen: Vandenhoek & Ruprecht, 91–114.
Neither Wehler nor Große Kracht dealt with antisemitism,
though.
[xxvi] Rolf Kosiek (1987): Historikerstreit undGeschichtsrevision, Tübingen: Grabert, 124–125.
[xxvii] For Nolte and that claim, see the report for the
Irving/Lipstadt/Penguin Books trial by historian Richard
Evans (2000): Expert Report by Professor Richard Evans.
Irving VS. (1) Lipstadt and (2) Penguin Books. Expert
Witness Report by Richard J. Evans FBS,
http://www.phdn.org/negation/irving/EvansReport.pdf
(visited October 10, 2012); “ Nevertheless, Nolte clearly
continued to be sympathetic to Irving’s interpretation,
and has come back to it several times in recent years.
For instance, in 1994 he argued that Chaim Weizmann’s
statement might indeed be interpreted as a ‘declaration
of war against the German Reich’ by the Jews,” ibid.,
363. “Nolte also argued that Weizmann’s statement, as a
declaration of war, could be used to justify the
internment of Jews by the Nazis, a point he had first
made in 1985. Thus, he commented that Weizmann’s
statement ‘might justify the consequential thesis that
Hitler was allowed to treat German Jews as prisoners of
war and by this means to intern them.’ Nolte again
claimed that this interpretation was based on Irving’s
work. In 1987 Nolte commented on the Weizmann note
that ‘this statement possibly, as Irving also hints,
justifies Hitler interning the German Jews as civil
internees, just as it is well known that the French
interned the Germans and the English the Germans on
the outbreak of war.’ Nolte repeatedly drew attention to
what he described as Irving’s thesis that ‘Chaim
Weizmann’s letter to Chamberlain at the beginning of
September 1939 is possibly to be regarded as a kind of
declaration of war which gave Hitler the right to intern
the German Jews as enemy aliens,“ ibid. 365. A list of
material and documents related to that trial can be found
online, “Holocaust Denial on Trial. Using history to
confront distortions,” http://www.hdot.org/en/ (visited
October 10, 2012).
The author, Dr. Clemens Heni, is a political scientist
and Director of the Berlin International Center for
the Study of Antisemitism.

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

“The Past That Won’t Pass Away”; Ernst Nolte (1923–2016)
Tom Sunic, Ph.D., August 25, 2016 — Leave a Comment
On the occasion of the death of the renowned German
media in Germany and France. Nolte’s work on the link
historian and philosopher Ernst Nolte on August 18,
between Communism and National-Socialism stirred a
2016, there has been quite a few of both laudatory and
great deal of intellectual commotion in academic circles
critical comments about his work in the mainstream
in the United States and Europe in the late 1980s.
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Although in his works Nolte prudently avoids discussing
the body counts of Jewish victims of National-Socialism,
his novel approach to the study of contemporary history
earned him praise from nationalist-oriented scholars —
as well as a great deal of criticism from liberal and
Marxist scholars. What follows below is the reprint of my
review of his famous book Der europäische Bürgerkrieg,
1917–1945; Nationalsozialismus und Bolschewismus”
(The European Civil War, 1917–1945; National Socialism
and Bolshevism), published in 1989 in The World and I.

* * *
In German national consciousness, the years since the
Second World War have been marked by a painful
process of suppressing the National-Socialist past, as
well as by a prodigious effort to readjust Germany to the
model of exemplary liberal democracy. In the words of
one German historian, Germany has functioned over the
last forty years as a “negatively privileged nation.” One
the one hand, it could boast unparalleled economic
performance; on the other, its margin of maneuvering in
the realm of foreign politics has been virtually nil. With
the Soviet threat receding, and with Germany becoming
the main economic actor in European Community, a
number of German public figures have suggested that
Germany should seek an equally important role in the
political arena. Moreover, some European scholars and
historians have contended that recent German history
deserved to be studied in a wider historical context, one
that would include the critical assessment of the role of
the Allies during the Second World War.
One of the central intellectual figures behind this effort to
reconstruct German history has been Professor Ernst
Nolte, whose name has been over the last several years
in the center of what is known in Europe as the
“historians’ debate.” Undoubtedly, many conservatives
see in Nolte a brilliant theorist who is little by little
succeeding in ridding Germans of their collective war
guilt and in restoring German national consciousness to
its pre-National Socialist level. By contrast, many leftist
and liberal scholars — notably the Marxist scholar Jürgen
Habermas and the editor in chief of Der Spiegel, Rudolf
Augstein —have accused Nolte and other revisionist
historians of attempting to relativize and historicize
National-Socialist crimes.
By using the methods of dialectical comparison and
contrast, Nolte describes the clash between Fascist and
the Bolshevik ideologies and their chief protagonists,
National-Socialist Germany and Bolshevik Soviet Union.
His book is undoubtedly a fine primer for all those eager

to learn about the main movers and shakers in the
Bolshevik and National-Socialist movements, although
from the thematic angle, its weakness consists of trying
to sift through too much data. For that, of course, even a
book of 599 pages does not suffice. Although Nolte’s title
suggests the description of the civil war in the whole of
Europe, it is obvious that his main focus is the German
and Soviet ideological and military conflict.
In chronological order, Nolte reviews the political events
in Germany and the Soviet Union, covering the period
that stretched from the rise of the Bolshevik Soviet Union
and the proclamation of Weimer Germany through the
consolidation of Hitler’s and Stalin’s regimes. The book
culminates with a description of the major war operations
between Germany and the Soviet Union, the defeat of
Germany, and the subsequent division of Europe into two
opposing ideological and geopolitical blocs.
What is so controversial in Nolte’s analysis that some
scholars find appealing and others offensive? Nolte’s
main argument (which was already spelled out in his
previous essays and polemics) is that the Fascist
ascendancy to power, the National-Socialist terror, and
finally the death camps must be viewed as a panicstricken reaction of Europeans from all social strata to
the preceding mass terror conducted by the Bolsheviks in
the Soviet Union. In view of the Bolshevik terror in the
Soviet Union, Hitler tried to respond in accordance with
Lenin’s own principles, that is, to liquidate once and for
all his opponents before they destroyed European
civilization and installed the reign of “Tatar Communism.”
In this sense Hitler strictly followed the principles set
forth by the Bolsheviks, who had earlier declared that
they would “wipe out the entire European civil society.”
The assassination of 300,000 Russian aristocrats, the
decapitation of the Russian intelligentsia, and the mass
exodus of ethnic Germans from the Baltic nations and
the Ukraine — of whom some, like Alfred Rosenberg
and Max Erwin von Scheubner-Richter — had quickly
joined the fledgling National Socialist Party, convinced
Hitler that failure to strike in a decisive and violent
fashion against the rising tide of Bolshevism would
sooner or later spell the end of Europe. Nolte speculates
that under similar circumstances America too would have
turned vicious — that, given the often primitive, populist
nature
of
American
anti-Communism,
American
politicians would have probably reacted the way the
Germans reacted after 1933.
In Europe, during the rise of Bolshevism, the often-heard
argument among anticommunists was that the
illegitimate assassination of Louis XVI, and later of
Russian czar Nicholas II, deserved to be countered with
equally
repressive
measures.
Many
European
anticommunists argued that, in contrast to Louis XVI,
who was at least brought to a sham trial by the Jacobins,
Nicholas II was denied even the travesty of a kangaroo
court by the Bolsheviks. Instead, he, his wife, and even
his pets were summarily shot. Moreover, inquiries Nolte,
what was the expected reaction of an average German to
the words of the prominent German pacifist Kurt
Tucholsky, who in 1927 wrote in the leftist journal Die
Weltbühne: “Let gas enter into the bedrooms of your
children. … I wish a general editor, a mother of a
sculptor, a sister of a banker, a bitter and painful death.”
It took little time to realize that such a cosmic hatred
between the proponents of two opposing worldviews
(communist vs. anti-communist) had to descend, sooner
or later, onto a physical battlefield.
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In his description of the war operations and the Final
mentioning that National-Socialism, to some extent, was
Solution, Nolte examines the uniqueness of National
in a “casual nexus” with the theses developed earlier by
Socialism. As a movement, it combined a general
Friedrich
Nietzsche, Heinrich
von
Treitschke, Paul
struggle against Communism with Hitler’s private
Lagarde, and other nineteenth-century thinkers, both
pathological fantasies; there was never any logical
right and left.
connection between the two. He notes that many
Undoubtedly, Nolte is correct reminding us that antiGerman Jews, at least in the first years of the NationalSemitism was not a National-Socialist monopoly. Many
Socialist
rule,
were
not
alarmed
by
Hitler’s
prominent European leftists and “National-Bolsheviks” —
anticommunism. In fact, argues Nolte, had Hitler only
for example, Otto Strasser in Weimar Germany — made
been a Fascist and not a National Socialist, he could
hostile statements against “Jewish bankers and finance
probably have counted on the ideological neutrality of
capital.” And even Thomas Mann and Winston Churchill
German Jews, and even on some support (Mussolini
once termed the short-lived Soviet Republic in Munich a
enjoyed such support in the first years of his reign). But
“Jewish conspiracy” led by the “Jewish gang from the
for Hitler, Communism was the most destructive offshoot
underworld.” Only by reviewing all opposing sides and by
of the global Jewish conspiracy that stretched from
examining the feelings of all political contestants can one
“Moses to Bolsheviks” and now aimed at destroying
understand the mood of that painful “past that won’t go
European peoples by means of “Versailles, Weimar, and
away.”
Wall Street.” For Hitler, consequently, the only remedy
In the concluding chapters, Nolte briefly examines why
with which to counter the “Judeo-Bolshevik” threat was
the crimes of National- Socialism are today more often
the “preventive” destruction of the Jews.
debated and analyzed than the crimes committed by the
Nolte remarks that as much as one could understand
Bolsheviks. First of all, the Bolsheviks, along with the
Hitler’s apprehension following the preceding Bolshevik
Allies, emerged victorious from the Second World War.
uprising in Bavaria (in which some Jews (Eugen Levine,
To summon, therefore, Soviet leaders to a historical
Iwan Katz, Pavel Axelrod) did play a prominent role), the
accounting in a precarious bipolar world appears rather
allegation that Jews were the main factor behind all
difficult, not to mention politically dangerous (both sides
European
and
German
radicalism
was
wildly
have nuclear megatons in their arsenals, which de facto
exaggerated. In the German radical organization
entitles each to its own version of history). Contrary to
Spartakusbund, as well as among many Soviet
some previous allegations of his critics, however, Nolte
revolutionaries, a considerable number of Jews were
admits that the Gulag cannot be equated with the
opposed to the Bolshevik terror and early on began
Holocaust. The Holocaust, for Nolte, was the ultimate
staging assassination attempts against Bolshevik
expression of National-Socialist nihilism, which from a
dignitaries (Dora Kaplan tried to assassinate Lenin,
strategic and military point of view did not further any
and Leonid
Kannengiesser assassinated
High
German national goals. In contrast to the communist
Commissar Moisie Uritski).
class terror, the biologically determined National-Socialist
In fact, writes Nolte, there is ample evidence indicating
terror did not offer even a hope of survival to a declared
that the majority of Jews in the Soviet Union
anticommunist Jew.
sympathized with the Mensheviks and not with the
Although Nolte’s book has been attacked as an example
Bolsheviks. Finally, the expression Tatar communism,
of historical relativism, it is also meant to be a stern
used frequently by Hitler in his diatribes, is known to
warning against modern historiographers. Had Hitler won
have originated with the Marxist Karl Kautsky, who very
the war, Nolte observes, critical studies of his era would
early distanced himself from Lenin’s rule of terror.
have become as unpopular as exposés of the Soviet
Hitler’s obsession with the Jews again came to the fore
Union are to the American history professors of today.
when one month after the invasion of the Soviet Union,
Manipulating recent history for political purposes while
he told the Croatian general Slavko Kvaternik, “If any
removing it from a wider contextual meaning does a
state, for whatever reason, tolerates a single Jewish
disservice to scholarship. Had the Germans won the war,
family, this family will become a new herd of microbes
“many of the late-born antifascists of today would have
causing destruction.” Was Hitler aware that his
certainly become praised supporters of the new regime.”
interlocutor Kvaternik had a Jewish wife? In any case, it
Are not these words the indictment against modern
takes little effort to figure out what happens to those
mandarins who never tire of dancing to a different
who are declared microbes.
ideological tune when new titans enter history?
It is a pity that Nolte has not accorded more space to an
Dr. Tom Sunic is author of several books and a
explanation of the spirit of the epoch that brought the
Board member of the American Freedom Party
http://www.theoccidentalobserver.net/2016/08/theBolsheviks and, later, Hitler to power. As much as Nolte
past-that-wont-pass-away-ernst-nolte-1923-2016/
convincingly argues about the causal nexus between
National-Socialism
and
Bolshevism,
it
is
worth
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Changing Perspectives on History in Germany
A Prestigious Award for Nolte: Portent of Greater Historical Objectivity?
Mark Weber, The Journal of Historical Review, July/August 2000 (Vol. 19, No. 4), page 29.
For decades Ernst Nolte has been one of Germany's best
and Germany. Widely regarded as a path-breaking study,
known historians, as well as one of the most reviled. His
it remains indispensable for every serious student of the
numerous books include "The Germans and Their Past,"
subject. After years on the faculty of the Free University
"The European Civil War," and Streitpunkte (or "Points of
in Berlin, the 77-year-old scholar is now a Professor
Contention," reviewed in the Jan.-Feb. 1994 Journal). In
Emeritus.
the United States his best known work is probably his
For at least two decades, his provocative views on 20th1963 study, published here under title The Three Faces
century European history, and especially Third Reich
of Fascism, which compares "fascism" in France, Italy
Germany and World War II, have stimulated wide
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discussion about the past, even among non-historians. In
a 1980 lecture entitled "Historical Legend and
Revisionism?," for example, he said:
The Third Reich should be removed from the historical
isolation in which it remains... The demonization of the
Third Reich is unacceptable ... [Rather, it] must become
an object of scholarship, of a scholarship that is not aloof
from politics, but that is also not merely a handmaiden of
politics ...
Nolte's detractors -- especially his Jewish critics -- have
been particularly distressed by his suggestion that
Hitler's wartime treatment of the Jews might legitimately
be regarded, at least in part, as a defensive response to
the threat of Bolshevik mass murder of Germans. In his
1980 lecture, he said:
... It is hard to deny that Hitler had good reason to be
convinced of his enemies' determination to annihilate
long before the first information about the events in
Auschwitz became public ... [Zionist leader] Chaim
Weizmann's statement in the first days of September
1939, that in this war the Jews of all the world would
fight on England's side ... could lay the foundation for the
thesis that Hitler would have been justified in treating
the German Jews as prisoners of war (or, more precisely,
as civilian internees), thus interning them.
During the 1980s Nolte was at the center of Germany's
so-called "historians' dispute" (Historikerstreit), an
intense debate about the Third Reich and World War II,
and their "lessons" for the present and the future. It
began with a 1986 essay by Nolte in a prestigious daily
paper in which he argued that, 40 years after the end of
the war, Germans should be allowed to embrace their
past without a permanent sense of guilt. The two most
prominent protagonists in the ensuing debate were Nolte
and the leftist intellectual Jürgen Habermas. (For more
on this see the interview with Nolte, and the review of
his 1993 book Streitpunkte, both in the Jan.-Feb. 1994
Journal, pp. 15-22, 37-41, as well as "Auschwitz in
History," from a more recent essay by him, in the MarchApril 1999 Journal, p. 36.)
In a 1989 interview with an Italian newspaper, Nolte
summed up his view of the phenomenon of "fascism" in
Europe and of World War II:
I am convinced that European history cannot be written
as the history of individual states and also not as the
history of a destructive ideology which only emerged in
Germany. Throughout Europe there existed a fear of
Communism, and this was present even in the USA. The
history of the first half of the twentieth century must
therefore be written as that of a great ideological civil
war in which neither of the two contending sides was
entirely in the right. It was a matter of a struggle in
contrasts, in propaganda, which exaggerated claims until
the defeat of one party, National Socialism.
Expressions of hostility toward Nolte have not been
merely rhetorical. In 1994 a gang of 30 leftists physically
assaulted him, inflicting injuries so severe that he had to
be taken to a hospital. O n another occasion terrorists
set fire to his car.
Adenauer Prize
Nolte's place in German society, where the past is always
present, is thus a measure of the general social-political
outlook. That's why people took notice when he was
recently honored with the "Konrad Adenauer Prize" for
literature, one of Germany's most prestigious literary
awards. It was given at a ceremony on June 4, 2000,

along with 10,000 marks ($4,800), by the Munich-based
Germany Foundation (Deutschlandstiftung).
In his acceptance speech, Nolte showed that he has not
retreated from his earlier controversial remarks. "We
should leave behind the view that the opposite of
National Socialist goals is always good and right," he
said. According to news reports, he again raised the
question of "whether Hitler's anti-Semitism may not have
had a kernel of truth" or a "rational, comprehensible
core."
Because, he went on, Third Reich Germany was the
"strongest of all counter forces" to Soviet Communism, a
movement with wide Jewish support, Hitler may have
had "rational" reasons for persecuting Jews. Nolte also
denounced the "collective accusation" continuously
leveled against Germany since 1945, and spoke out
against those who advocate "an unstoppable transition
toward a world civilization." A "Jewish paradigm" of
history, he said, has become more important in recent
decades and now threatens to become a "quasi-religion"
in which German National Socialism is regarded as a
"new satan."
Möller's Praise for Nolte
As significant as the award itself was the speech in praise
of Nolte given on the occasion of the ceremony by
another prominent historian, Horst Möller, director of the
renowned Institute for Contemporary History (Institut für
Zeitgeschichte). The taxpayer-funded, quasi-official
Institute, established in the aftermath of the Second
World War, played an important role for decades in
"reeducating Germans," that is, promoting the historical
perspective of the victorious western Allies. It publishes
the influential historical quarterly Vierteljahreshefte für
Zeitgeschichte.
While explaining that he does not agree with all of Nolte's
views, Möller praised his "life's work of high rank," which
"has earned national and international attention." Nolte,
said Möller, is "the only philosopher of history among the
German historians, and the only historian among the
German philosophers of history." It takes extraordinary
courage, Möller went on, "to deviate from the main
course of the current intellectual life in Germany, and to
honor the historian who has been made an 'unperson'."
Möller also spoke out against the "hate-filled and
defamatory" efforts to quash open debate in Germany on
20th century history.
Möller, director since 1992 of the Munich-based Institute,
has overseen an expansion of its output and impact. Also
under his leadership, it played an important role in
discrediting
the
highly-publicized
"Wehrmacht
Exhibition," a traveling photo exhibit of atrocities
allegedly committed by regular German armed forces
during the war years. (See "Fraud Exposed in
Defamatory German Exhibition," Sept.-Dec. 1999
Journal, pp. 6-11.)
Möller's speech, along with the award for Nolte,
prompted some protests. A professor of history at
Berlin's
Humboldt
University,
Heinrich
Winkler,
complained in a letter published in the influential leftist
weekly Die Zeit that "Mr. Möller allowed himself to
become a party to an intellectual political offensive aimed
at integrating rightist and revisionist positions into the
conservative mainstream."
Jewish groups were predictably enraged by the award for
Nolte. The American Jewish Congress, for example,
dismissed the historian's views as "intellectual garbage"
and "old and shabby lies." A statement by AJ Congress
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president Jack Rosen, issued in the aftermath of the
Germany Foundation award, declared that "conservative,
nationalist forces in Germany, like their counterparts in
Austria, still refuse to accept the implications of the Nazi
era for themselves and for their country." As the world
knows, these "implications" include uncomplaining
German (and Austrian) acceptance of seemingly endless
humiliations, self-abasing contrition, and reparations
payments to Israel and world Jewry. (See "Germany Has
Paid Out More Than $61.8 Billion in Third Reich
Reparations," Nov.-Dec. 1998 Journal, p. 19.)
The AJ Congress also condemned the "remnants of the
Hitlerian impulse still present in Germany," a reference to
the sparks of resistance to the international campaign
against the German nation and heritage.
Typical of the American media's warped coverage of such
matters was a tendentious New York Times report (June
21) that appeared under a headline that absurdly
referred to Ernst Nolte as a "Hitler Apologist." Similarly, a
New York Times editorial (June 25) told readers that
Nolte is "a well-known historian who argues for breaking
taboos that have constrained Germany's debate about
the Nazi era. But some of his ideas are repugnant, and
he deserves no awards."
In reality, Nolte's effort to dispassionately explain or
understand Hitler and German National Socialism is no
more an "apology" than comparable efforts by other
historians to explain Napoleon, Stalin or Franklin
Roosevelt, and such historical phenomena as the French
Revolution, the American Civil War, or Soviet
Communism.
Martin Walser's Speech
The Nolte award ceremony is not the only sign of a
greater German openness about the past. Another was
an important and much-discussed speech in October
1998 by Martin Walser, one of Germany's most
prominent writers. He gave it at the Frankfurt Book Fair,
the world's largest trade exposition of book publishers,
during a ceremony honoring him with the annual Peace
Prize of the German Association of Publishers and
Booksellers.
"Auschwitz," said Walser, "is not suited to becoming a
routine threat, a tool of intimidation that can be used any
time, a moral cudgel [Moralkeule] or merely a
compulsory exercise." He lamented the "exploitation
[instrumentalisierung] of our disgrace for present
purposes," an apparent reference to the seemingly
endless campaign by Jewish groups for reparations.
Walser also criticized the "monumentalization of the
shame," and said that Auschwitz is exploited as a
"ceaseless presentation of our shame." The audience,
which included some of the country's most prominent
cultural and political figures, rose to standing applause at
the speech's conclusion.
Even though Walser expressed himself cautiously and
with considerable restraint, Jewish leaders reacted with
rage bordering on hysteria. Ignatz Bubis, the influential
chief of the Central Council of the Jews in Germany,
called the address "intellectual arson" and complained: "I
was listening to this speech and I was more and more
astonished. I thought I was taking part in a neo-Nazi

rally." American newspaper comments echoed Bubis'
outrage.
At least as important as the speech itself was the heated,
weeks-long discussion it prompted in newspapers,
magazines and television. "The trend in Walser's speech
is something that is more and more widespread of late,"
Bubis said. "Intellectual nationalism is spreading, and it
is not free of an understated anti-Semitism."
A Changing Historical Perspective?
Since 1945 it has been difficult for historians, especially
in Germany, to deal objectively with the Third Reich. As a
writer for the London Times (June 22) recently wrote:
"How far can German historians discuss Hitler in a
normal way -- advancing positive as well as negative
elements -- without seeming to be Nazi sympathizers?"
What's behind this abnormal situation? It endures in part
because, as the old saying goes, history is written by the
winners. In the aftermath of World War II, the victorious
Allied powers understandably sought to demonize the
defeated Nazi regime. But this is only part of the answer.
Now, more than half a century after the end of the
conflict, the continuing distortion of World War II history
is due -- as Ernst Nolte has cautiously suggested -above all, to the powerful Jewish-Zionist role in society
and cultural life. Jews understandably regard Germany's
anti-Jewish Führer as one of the great villains of their
collective history, along with the Egyptian Pharaoh who
opposed Moses, Amalek of Torah legend, and the ancient
Persian prime minister Haman. Reflecting their
tremendous influence in the world today, especially in
the United States, Jews have been amazingly successful
in foisting a Judeocentric view of history on non-Jewish
society. Thus, Hitler is portrayed as a peculiarly, even
uniquely evil figure -- far more so than, for example,
Soviet dictator Stalin or Chinese Communist leader Mao
Zedong -- each of whose victims vastly outnumber
Hitler's.
A Jewish view of 20th-century history -- which includes
what even some Jewish intellectuals call the "Holocaust
cult" or "Holocaust industry" -- is obviously incompatible
with a treatment that is objective and truthful.
As a result of this aberrant view of the past, Germany
remains -- even after half a century -- a nation
permanently "on parole." Because it has already been
collectively tried and convicted, so to speak, any
"relapse" brings swift condemnation and threat of
renewed punishment.
But as Jewish leader Bubis complained, and as the recent
award to Ernst Nolte suggests, there are signs that the
intellectual climate is changing. Not just in Germany, but
across Europe, there is growing acknowledgement that
the historical view imposed by the victorious Allies in
1945, as well as the Judeocentric view that now prevails,
is a crass and even dangerous distortion. Contributing to
this "historicization" has been the end of the Soviet
empire, with its outpouring of new revelations about the
grim legacy of Soviet Communism, and the collapse of a
major pillar of the "anti-fascist" view of 20th-century
history. Although powerful interests may succeed for a
time in stemming the tide, in the long run a more
"revisionist" treatment of history, even Third Reich
history, is inevitable.

__________________________________________________

Töben tells Zundel why he doubts the Holocaust: Video talk introduced by Lasha Darkmoon
By Lasha Darkmoon on September 29, 2013
Darkmoon.me — Sept 29, 2013
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Famous “Holocaust denier” Ernst Zundel is here seen
interviewing his fellow revisionist Dr Fredrick Töben (left) in this
100-minute cult classic video. Zundel questions Dr Töben about
his early life and the evolution of his ideas. The interview throws
a fascinating light on the genesis of a “Holocaust denier” and
raises the important question: how does one break free from the
prevailing mass hypnosis practiced on the public through the
Jew-owned mass media and finally come to realize the shocking
truth—that what is now purported to be the central feature of
WW2, the Holocaust, is in fact the most spectacular hoax of all
time?
___________________________________
Before you listen to the video, I would like to set the scene and
make some general observations of my own about the Holocaust
in general and Dr Töben in particular.
Dr Fredrick Töben was born in northern Germany in June 1944,
but emigrated to Australia when he was ten. He has lived most
of his life in Australia and is an Australian citizen. Having studied
at Melbourne University in Australia, he went on to attend the
universities of Heidelberg and Tübingen for postgraduate
studies, finally acquiring his doctorate in philosophy from
Stuttgart university.
Töben specialized in the thought of German political philosopher,
Karl Popper, whose doctrine of scientific falsifiability has now
become a cornerstone of modern science. According to this
theory, any hypothesis that is not empirically testable and
“falsifiable” is not a scientifically valid hypothesis, i.e., it is mere
metaphysics or “dogma”.
It seems to me that Töben, educated in the philosophy of
science, decided at some point to apply the same idea of
“falsifiability” to the Holocaust. He examined the historical data
of World War II methodically, with the precision required of a
philosopher of science, and found that the facts presented by
the traditional Holocaust scholars simply did not add up. The
Holocaust narrative, he concluded, amounted to no more than a
religious dogma: a belief unsupported by solid evidence.
Having reached this momentous conclusion — that the
traditional Holocaust narrative was essentially belief in a new
religion which might be called “Holocaustianity” — Dr Töben
was to bring down the wrath of the Jewish establishment on his
head.
As a result of his politically incorrect views, Töben was
systematically bullied, victimized and vilified as a “Holocaust
denier” and anti-Semitic racist. He was to receive two prison
sentences, one in Germany and one in Australia. He was also to
receive crippling fines that amounted to the total confiscation of
his property. All this was to demonstrate to the world what his
supporters already knew: that the vindictice malice and cruelty
of his persecutors knew no bounds.
Organized Jewry, having taken control of most of the Western
world’s media and legislative institutes, has now succeeeded in
making it a crime to question the Holocaust in 17 countries:
Austria, Belgium, Canada, Czech Republic, France, Germany,

Hungary,
Israel,
Liechtenstein,
Lithuania,
Luxembourg,
Netherlands, Poland, Portugal, Romania, Slovakia, and
Switzerland.
Dr Töben has always shown himself a plucky and highly
principled opponent who has refused to buckle and bend under
Jewish intimidation, refusing on several occasions to apologize
for his views when an apology might well have diminished the
severity of Jewish vengeance. To stand up to the Jewish power
structure has now, as noted above, become a heinous crime in
seventeen countries. Indeed, even to draw attention to this
disgraceful fact, as I do now, is a crime in the Jewish lexicon.
Kowtowing to Jewry is now compulsory. De Iudaiis nil nisi
bonum.
Töben, like Ernst Zundel and so many other revisionist
historians, considers the Holocaust to be a barefaced lie: a myth
perpetuated (in his own words) by “the Holocaust racketeers,
the corpse peddlers, and the Shoah Business Merchants.” (sic)
He has further asserted, to the accompaniment of howls of rage
from the traditional enemies of free speech, that “the current US
government is influenced by world Zionist considerations to
retain the survival of the European colonial, apartheid, Zionist,
racist entity of Israel.” (See here)
Dr Töben clearly entertains no love for the state of Israel, which
is in itself regarded as a shocking crime nowadays, for any
negative criticism of Israel is seen as a symptom of antiSemitism.
In 2005, in an interview with Iranian state television, Töben
made the controversial comment: “Israel is founded on
the Holocaust lie.”
The fact that millions of educated people all over the world
happen to believe that Dr Töben is right does not detract from
the controversial nature of the above statement that Israel is
founded upon the Holocaust lie. If there were a way of throwing
all these millions of Holocaust skeptics into prison, the state of
Israel and its zealous supporters would not hesitate to do so.
Unfortunately (or fortunately) they cannot consign so many
millions of people to prison. It just isn’t practical. There are not
enough prison cells in the world for so many potential prisoners.
How did Dr Töben end up in a German prison? Well, that’s
simple: he went to Germany. And soon after he got there, the
authorities nabbed him. In April, 1999, they put him in prison,
without offering him bail, and kept him there for the next seven
months while awaiting trial. He was then accused in court of
inciting racial hatred, insulting the memory of the dead, and
public denial of the genocide of six million Jews in gas
chambers.
After three days of careful consideration by Judge Klaus Kern, in
which neither Töben nor his lawyer Ludwig Bock was allowed to
mount a defense—for any defense against “Holocaust denial” is
itself regarded as a further crime!—Töben was found guilty
and sentenced to 10 months in prison.
Taking into consideration the seven months he had already
served in custody, Judge Kern ruled that Töben could be
released on payment of a fine of 6,000 marks ($3,500) in lieu of
the three months remaining of his prison sentence. German
sympathizers raised the money at once, without difficulty, and
Töben was a free man within 24 hours of the verdict.
“This is a victory for free speech,” Töben commented upon his
release, and went on to add defiantly: “I will not be silenced! I
intend to keep on using the Internet to promote discussion on
these issues. I believe in seeking the truth. Why are they so
afraid in Germany of allowing open discussion about the socalled Holocaust? It can only be because they are afraid of
the truth.”
Afraid of the truth! Cutting words. But if this is the only way to
coerce belief in the Holocaust—to punish people in seventeen
countries for daring to doubt the word of the soap-andlampshade
propagandists—there
is
little
hope
that
Holocaustianity will prevail for much longer as the world’s
newest religion.
Even during Töben’s trial, his lawyer Ludwig Bock had compared
the prosecution of Töben and other “Holocaust deniers” to the
trials of witches in the Middle Ages. The judge had just sat
there, rigid and stone-faced, unable to deny what was only too
apparent: that Töben was to be just another innocent victim of a
Jewish witchunt.
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”I wanted the court to go with me to Auschwitz to see the
evidence,” Töben pointed out reasonably. “In any case where
murder is alleged, there has to be a murder weapon. I have
been to Auschwitz and I know there is no mass murder weapon
there. The so-called homicidal gas chambers do not exist.

Faurisson: “Show me or draw me a Nazi gas chamber!”
French Revisionist historian Robert Faurission had said pretty
much the same thing.
“Show me or draw me a Nazi gaschamber!” Faurisson had
challenged his critics. “I’m still waiting!”
No one has been able to do so. Not a single gas chamber has
ever been produced as evidence. What is more, the gullible
public don’t even know this. It is universally assumed that there
are dozens of gas chambers dotted all around Germany and
Poland when in fact there are none.
It is sobering to reflect that British historian David Irving—who
probably knows more about the Holocaust than anyone alive
today—was fined 30,000 marks ($21,000) for publicly stating
what is now openly and authoritatively conceded: that the
extermination gas chamber shown to tourists in Auschwitz was a
mock-up or “dummy”. It had never gassed a single Jew. It had
been built by the Russians after the war.

For over 50 years, the staff at Auschwitz told visitors that the
Auschwitz main camp gas chamber was original. Now it is
admitted that the gas chamber is a reconstruction. The staff at
Auschwitz had been lying to the public for half a century. Click
to enlarge.
For decades, the authorities had deliberately lied to the public
by pretending that this fake gas chamber was an authentic one.
How many Holocaust hoaxes have there been? Wikipedia, which
has produced countless articles on every aspect of the
Holocaust, has failed as yet to produce a single article giving us
a comprehensive list of Holocaust hoaxes.
Anne Frank has been written about at great length, but the fact
that her famous memoir is essentially a forgery concocted by
her uncle and a Hollywood scriptwriter (who was asked to write
the dialogue) has not been revealed. Elie Wiesel, at every
opportunity, relates his Holocaust woes to the world, but is too
shy to show us his Holocaust tattoo. Geysers spouting blood.
Jewish girls being adopted by kindly wolves and nursed on wolf

milk. Jewish couples falling in love with each other behind
barbed wire, losing each other after the war, only to meet up
again decades later for a whirlwind romance and matrimonial
consummmation. The schmaltz is only equalled by the brazen
mendacity.
How many tears have been shed over Jewish skin turned into
lampshades and Jewish bones made into soap?
It is impossible to say.
♣
Let me end this brief introduction by relating what happened to
me a few days ago. I was sitting in my favorite sidewalk café at
my corner table and writing this essay on my laptop, as is my
wont, when a man I knew approached my table and sat down
opposite me. “Remember the story about the Kuwaiti
ambassador’s daughter?” he said.
“Only too well,” I replied dryly. “What of it?”
For those of you who are unacquainted with the story of the
Kuwaiti ambassador’s daughter, let me say that this story is a
typical example of mass media fabrication and black
propaganda. It is the way the Jews dish up our news:
sensational stories designed to deceive the public and promote
profit for the few and mass misery for the rest of us. This story
was the work of a public relations firm, Hill and Knowltown. The
central character was the teenage daughter of the Kuwaiti
ambassador.
When Saddam Hussein invaded Kuwait in 1991, having been
first given the green light by America, the world was to be
outraged by the sob story related by an unknown girl called
Nayirah—who was later on to be outed as the Kuwaiti
ambassador’s daughter in disguise. She was to testify tearfully,
before the cameras, of atrocities committed by Iraqi soldiers in a
Kuwaiti hospital: of scenes of horror which the wretched girl had
witnessed with her own eyes.
She had seen these satanic soldiers rip babies out
of incubators and toss them sadistically on the ground. I forget
if she said they had trampled on the babies with their hobnailed
boots, crushing their skulls to a bloody pulp on the hard stone
floor. I can’t remember. I wouldn’t put it past her. After all, she
had been schooled in her story by the best merchants of
mendacity, the public relations firm of Hill and Knowltown, with
a view to enraging the credulous masses of America—natural
born saps who can always be relied upon to fall for the latest lie.
And fall for it they did. Leading to America’s subsequent
intervention in Iraq in 1991 and the massacre of countless Iraqi
soldiers in the cruelest circumstances: by burying them alive in
huge open pits and burning them to cinders as they fled for their
lives.
“Okay, so what’s your point?” I asked the young man who had
interrupted me in my literary labors. “Why do you bring up the
story of the Kuwaiti ambassador’s daughter?”
He threw a newspaper down on the table. “Read that,” he said.
“Does it ring a bell? Doesn’t it remind you of the story of the
Kuwaiti ambassador’s daughter?”

Authentic history or yet another compendium of tall
stories and fabrications?
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I began to read the book review. As I read, I began to feel my
blood boil. My pulse began to race and rattle and I had to pause
several times in my reading, biting my lip in anger at the
outrageous lies being marketed by this British tabloid rag,
the Daily Mail. The book review was about the evil German
women of the Third Reich, thirteen million of them apparently,
all rampaging around in the “Nazi killing fields.” Written by
Professor Wendy Lower, it was called Hitler’s Furies.
Let me give you an idea of this “chilling” and “sensational” new
book by quoting from the review which I now have before me on
my desk. I wonder what Dr Töben will make of these latest
revelations of German iniquity, all of them concentrating on the
female of the species, mulier Teutonica.
This is how the book review begins:
Blonde German housewife Erna Petri was returning home after a
shopping trip in town when something caught her eye: six small,
nearly naked boys huddled in terror by the side of the country
road.
Married to a senior SS officer, the 23-year-old knew instantly
who they were. They must be the Jews she’d heard about — the
ones who’d escaped from a train taking them to an
extermination camp.
But she was a mother herself, with two children of her own. So
she humanely took the starving, whimpering youngsters home,
calmed them down and gave them food to eat.
Then she led the six of them — the youngest aged six, the
oldest 12 — into the woods, lined them up on the edge of a pit
and shot them methodically one by one with a pistol in the back
of the neck.
This sets the tone. Cold, heartless Aryan murderesses. Every
single one of them, Satan’s daughter, an emissary from hell. Let
me add that the book reviewer is forced to admit in a reluctant
memo, at the end of the article, that the evidence against these
women was virtually non-existent.

“Lisolotte Meirer killed Jews for sport during the Third Reich,”
says the Daily Mail, hunting them down in the snow with her
cruel SS boss. The Daily Mail however fails to mention that this
nice-looking young woman was fully acquitted— with all charges
against her being dropped for lack of evidence.
Apart from one woman, Erna Petri, “all the others mentioned
here,” he admits candidly, “were tried and acquitted or
released after questioning.”
They were tried and acquitted by the Americans, incidentally,
not by the Germans. So they were actually acquitted by their
own wartime enemies.
In spite of this acquittal, the Jewish (?) author of this blood-andthunder Holocaust memoir bizarrely suggests that the women
were nevertheless guilty, but managed to get off the hook only
because they were too ashamed to admit their guilt.
“This fact has been suppressed and denied,” she sputters
indignantly, “by the very women who were swept up in the
regime and by those who perpetrated the violence with
impunity. But genocide is also women’s business. When given
the ‘opportunity’, women too will engage in it, even its bloodiest
aspects.”
We’ll take your word for it, Professor. After all, you’re a woman.
And so you must know from personal experience what genocidal
hellhags women can be.
♣

The story of the Kuwaiti ambassador’s daughter springs to mind
as one read these sensational anecdotes, all from eyewitness
accounts of dubious provenance and without a single source
reference that can be accepted as reliable. Here’s another story
that could have come straight from the public relations firm of
Hill and Knowlton:
She [Johanna Altvater, a 22-year-old secretary] marched into a
building being used as a makeshift hospital and through the
children’s ward, eyeing each bed-ridden child. Then she
stopped, picked one up, took it to the balcony and threw the
child to the pavement three floors below. She did the same with
other children. Some died, and even those who survived were
seriously injured.
Her speciality — or, as one survivor put it, her ‘nasty habit’ —
was killing children. One observer noted that Altvater often lured
children with sweets. When they came to her and opened their
mouths, she shot them in the mouth with the small pistol that
she kept at her side.
On another occasion, she beckoned a toddler over, then grabbed
him tightly by the legs and slammed his head against a wall as if
she were banging the dust out of a mat.
She threw the lifeless child at the feet of his father, who later
testified: ‘Such sadism from a woman I have never seen. I will
never forget this.’
True, it is hard to forget. It is even harder to believe. I have met
German women. I have lived in Germany. German women are
among the noblest I have met. Never forget that two million of
these women were raped, tortured, and put to death in the
cruellest circumstances after WW2 by their Allied victors,
especially by the Russians on the express orders of their
bloodthirsty Bolshevik Jewish commandant Ilya Ehrenberg.
Even [German] nuns in habits were raped….182 Catholic nuns
were raped by Red Army soldiers in the diocese of Kattowitz, the
soldiers left behind 66 pregnant nuns. Some women lived for
weeks on rooftops trying to escape the violence….
The Russians had gone as far as actually to crucify nearly all the
[German] villagers whilst still alive, nailing a number of women
and even babies to barn doors…. Every room contained bodies,
the corpses of children and of women who had evidently
suffered serial rape before their deaths….women who had been
raped and mutilated one by one, each with an empty wine bottle
in her vagina…. (See here)
And these German women, we are now told in this new
Holocaust memoir, were no more than a bunch of sadistic serial
killers. Thirteen million of them, all in the Nazi party, all goosestepping vampire girls in jackboots wielding wicked whips like
demented dominatrices! The point being, I guess, that
as German women they had it coming to them after WW2.
Rape, torture and brutal murder—with their breasts hacked off
and their babies ripped from their wombs—all this was no more
than the horrid creatures deserved. It was retribution for being
evil Nazis who had done away with six million Jews in gas
chambers—in imaginary gas chambers, please note, since not a
single authentic gas chamber has to date been found.
Remember the gas chamber at Auschwitz turned out to be a
fake—just like the fake lampshades made of Jewish skin and the
fake soap made of Jewish bones. (Seehere, here, here,
and here.)
♣
The video you are about to see is cult memorabilia. The
interview it features took place in 1997, ten years before Ernst
Zundel’s conviction in February 2007 in a German court for
“inciting hatred against an identifiable group“: in short,
for the crime of saying what millions now increasingly believe—
that the Holocaust is a hoax calculated to legitimize the state of
Israel and defame the German people.
The Holocaust narrative, unproven and unprovable,
subjects the German people to endless obloquy and
defamation.
It
makes
extortionate
demands
for
reparations payments, without an end in sight. It is, quite
simply, legalized blackmail.
To see the video, click on
Ernst Zundel In Conversation With Dr. Fredrick Toben Portrait Of A Philosopher (1997)
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Argentina: High Schoolers Dress Up as Nazis, Attack Jewish Peers
AUGUST 26, 2016 11:26 AM 0 COMMENTS
“The West should seek the further weakening of Islamic State,
but not its destruction,” he added. “A weak IS is,
counterintuitively, preferable to a destroyed IS.”
Inbar, an influential Israeli scholar, is the director of the BeginSadat Center for Strategic Studies, a think tank that says
its mission is to advance “a realist, conservative, and Zionist
agenda in the search for security and peace for Israel.”
The think tank, known by its acronym BESA, is affiliated with
Israel’s Bar Ilan University and has been supported by the
Israeli government, the NATO Mediterranean Initiative, the U.S.
embassy in Israel and the Carnegie Council for Ethics in
International Affairs.
BESA also says it “conducts specialized research on contract to
the Israeli foreign affairs and defense establishment, and for
NATO.”
In his paper, Inbar suggested that it would be a good idea to
The students from the German high school wearing Hitler
prolong the war in Syria, which has destroyed the country,
mustaches and Nazi armbands. Photo: Israel Hayom.
killing hundreds of thousands of people and displacing more
JNS.org – Jewish high school students at a graduation party at a
than half the population.
nightclub in Argentina were verbally and physically attacked by
As for the argument that defeating ISIS would make the Middle
students from another school dressed in Nazi costumes,Israel
East more stable, Inbar maintained: “Stability is not a value in
Hayom learned Thursday.
and of itself. It is desirable only if it serves our interests.”
The incident took place on Tuesday night at a nightclub in the
“Instability and crises sometimes contain portents of positive
tourist town of Bariloche, in Argentina’s Patagonia region. The
change,” he added.
attackers, from a German high school in the town of Lanus, near
Inbar stressed that the West’s “main enemy” is not the selfthe capital Buenos Aires, had drawn Hitler mustaches on their
declared Islamic State; it is Iran. He accused the Obama
faces and were wearing armbands with swastikas on them. They
administration of “inflat[ing] the threat from IS in order to
confronted several Jewish students from an ORT high school,
legitimize Iran as a ‘responsible’ actor that will, supposedly,
hurling antisemitic obscenities at them. A fight broke out
fight IS in the Middle East.”
between the two sides, and the bouncers at the Cerebro de
Despite Inbar’s claims, Iran is a mortal enemy of ISIS,
Bariloche nightclub removed everyone from the club.
particularly because the Iranian government is founded on Shia
Following the incident, the Bariloche Municipality asked that the
Islam, a branch that the Sunni extremists of ISIS consider a
company that organized the high school graduation trip prohibit
form of apostasy. ISIS and its affiliates have massacred and
the “Nazi” students from participating in any further events.
ethnically cleansed Shia Muslims in Syria, Iraq and elsewhere.
Silvia Fazio, the principal of the German high school in Lanus,
Inbar noted that ISIS threatens the regime of Syrian President
said the students in question had been sent home and that they
Bashar al-Assad. If the Syrian government survives, Inbar
would be punished harshly.
argued, “Many radical Islamists in the opposition forces, i.e., Al
“In this case a mere apology will not suffice. This is a serious
Nusra and its offshoots, might find other arenas in which to
thing. They will be punished and, among other things, we will
operate closer to Paris and Berlin.” Jabhat al-Nusra is Syria’s alsend them to workshops and activities that deal with education
Qaida affiliate, and one of the most powerful rebel groups in the
against racism,” she said.
country. (It recently changed its name to Jabhat Fatah alThe head of the Delegation of Argentine Jewish Associations,
Sham.)
Ariel Cohen Sabban, said he would meet with the manager of
Hezbollah, the Lebanese-based militia that receives weapons
the nightclub where the attack occurred.
and support from Iran, is also “being seriously taxed by the fight
“This wasn’t a joke and it wasn’t a prank,” Sabban said. “These
against IS, a state of affairs that suits Western interests,” Inbar
symbols are proof of an ideology that killed six million Jews.
wrote.
These kids, who are 16 and older, should get between up to
“Allowing bad guys to kill bad guys sounds very cynical, but it is
three years in prison, because in Argentina what they did is a
useful and even moral to do so if it keeps the bad guys busy and
criminal offense.”
less able to harm the good guys,” Inbar explained.
https://www.algemeiner.com/2016/08/26/argentinaSeveral days after Inbar’s paper was published, David M.
high-schoolers-dress-up-as-nazis-attack-jewish-peers/
Weinberg, director of public affairs at the BESA Center, wrote a
-------------------------------------------------------similarly- themed op-ed titled “Should ISIS be wiped out?” in
Israeli think tank: Don’t destroy ISIS; it’s a “useful
Israel Hayom, a free and widely read right-wing newspaper
tool” against Iran, Hezbollah, Syria
funded by conservative billionaire Sheldon Adelson that strongly
BEN NORTON, WEDNESDAY, AUG 24, 2016 01:30 AM
favors the agenda of Israel’s right-wing Prime Minister
*
Benjamin Netanyahu.
Head of a right-wing think tank says the existence of ISIS
In the piece, Weinberg defended his colleague’s argument and
serves a “strategic purpose” in the West’s interests
referred to ISIS as a “useful idiot.” He called the U.S. nuclear
*
deal with Iran “rotten” and argued that Iran and Russia pose a
According to a think tank that does contract work for NATO and
“far greater threat than the terrorist nuisance of Islamic State.”
the Israeli government, the West should not destroy ISIS, the
Weinberg also described the BESA Center as “a place of
fascist Islamist extremist group that is committing genocide and
intellectual ferment and policy creativity,” without disclosing
ethnically cleansing minority groups in Syria and Iraq.
that he is that think tank’s director of public affairs.
Why? The so-called Islamic State “can be a useful tool in
After citing responses from two other associates of his think
undermining” Iran, Hezbollah, Syria and Russia, argues the
tank who disagree with their colleague, Weinberg concluded by
think tank’s director.
writing: “The only certain thing is that Ayatollah Khamenei is
“The continuing existence of IS serves a strategic purpose,”
watching this quintessentially Western open debate with
wrote Efraim Inbar in “The Destruction of Islamic State Is a
amusement.”
Strategic Mistake,” a paper published on Aug. 2.
On his website, Weinberg includes BESA in a list of resources for
By cooperating with Russia to fight the genocidal extremist
“hasbara,” or pro-Israel propaganda. It is joined by the
group, the United States is committing a “strategic folly” that
ostensible civil rights organization the Anti-Defamation League
will “enhance the power of the Moscow-Tehran-Damascus axis,”
and other pro-Israel think tanks, such as the Middle East Media
Inbar argued, implying that Russia, Iran and Syria are forming a
Research Institute (MEMRI) and the Washington Institute for
strategic alliance to dominate the Middle East.
Near East Policy (WINEP).
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Weinberg has worked extensively with the Israeli government
and served as a spokesman for Bar Ilan University. He also
identifies himself on his website as a “columnist and lobbyist
who is a sharp critic of Israel’s detractors and of post-Zionist
trends in Israel.”
Inbar boasts an array of accolades. He was a member of the
political strategic committee for Israel’s National Planning
Council, a member of the academic committee of the Israeli
military’s history department and the chair of the committee for
the national security curriculum at the Ministry of Education.
He also has a prestigious academic record, having taught at
Johns Hopkins and Georgetown and lectured at Harvard, MIT,
Columbia, Oxford and Yale. Inbar served as a scholar at the
Woodrow Wilson International Center for Scholars and was
appointed as a Manfred Wörner NATO fellow.
The strategy Inbar and Weinberg have proposed, that of
indirectly allowing a fascist Islamist group to continue fighting
Western enemies, is not necessarily a new one in American and
Israeli foreign policy circles. It is reminiscent of the U.S. Cold
War policy of supporting far-right Islamist extremists in order to
fight communists and left-wing nationalists.

In the war in Afghanistan in the 1980s, the CIA and U.S. allies
Pakistan and Saudi Arabia armed, trained and funded Islamic
fundamentalists in their fight against the Soviet Union and
Afghanistan’s Soviet-backed socialist government. These U.S.backed rebels, known as the mujahideen, were the predecessors
of al-Qaida and the Taliban.
In the 1980s, Israel adopted a similar policy. It supported rightwing Islamist groups like Hamas in order to undermine the
Palestine Liberation Organization, or PLO, a coalition of various
left-wing nationalist and communist political parties.
“Hamas, to my great regret, is Israel’s creation,” Avner Cohen,
a retired Israeli official who worked in Gaza for more than 20
years, told The Wall Street Journal.
As far back as 1957, President Dwight Eisenhower insisted to
the CIA that, in order to fight leftist movements in the Middle
East, “We should do everything possible to stress the ‘holy war’
aspect.”
Ben Norton is a politics reporter and staff writer at Salon. You
can find him on Twitter at@BenjaminNorton.
http://www.salon.com/2016/08/23/israeli-think-tankdont-destroy-isis-its-a-useful-tool-against-iranhezbollah-syria/
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Donald Trump Will Struggle to Reinvent Himself as ‘Mr. Brexit’
Dan Stewart @thatdanstewart, Aug. 25, 2016

Gerald Herbert—AP Nigel Farage, ex-leader of the British
UKIP party, speaks as Republican presidential candidate
Donald Trump listens at Trump's campaign rally in
Jackson, Miss., on Aug. 24, 2016.
It won't be easy to channel the spirit of Brits who left the E.U.,
even with Nigel Farage's help
Donald Trump must be running low on people to share a stage
with. On Wednesday night, he introduced a surprise guest to
crowds in Jackson, Mississippi—one Nigel Farage, former leader
of the United Kingdom Independence Party (UKIP).
The Trump faithful may have been forgiven for greeting Farage
the way he famously greeted Herman Van Rompuy as President
of the European Council—with a blunt, “who are you?” The
rightwing UKIP, after all, stands no chance of running the British
government and Farage is a virtual nobody in the U.S.
Little matter to Trump, who needs all the friends he can get at
the moment. He introduced Farage as the man responsible for
Britain’s historic “Brexit” vote to leave the European Union
(that’s a stretch; while the UKIP man certainly played a part,
Britain’s current Foreign Secretary arguably has the greater
claim).
The pint-swilling populist took the stand with a swagger,
promising a “message of hope and optimism” and urging
Trumpistas to emulate the Brexiteers in enlisting a “people’s
army of ordinary citizens” in getting out the vote in November.
“You had better get your walking boots on,” he said—a message
some Mississippians might have expected from First Lady
Michelle Obama in another context, but perhaps not from this
vermillion-hued Brit. The crowd gave him a big hand anyway,
perhaps wooed into submission as much by his overcooked
English vowel sounds as his message.

In sharing a stage with Farage, Trump is seeking to channel the
rebellious spirit of the British voters who rejected the E.U. He
apparently sees parallels between his own campaign and that of
the Brexiteers, figuring he too can overcome the polls and the
disapproval of the establishment to win a historic victory. Last
week, he even told his Twitter followers “they will soon be
calling me MR BREXIT.”
Those parallels do exist. The winds that powered Trump to
victory in the Republican Party primaries also helped steer
Britain away from the E.U. in June. Distrust of the
establishment. A desire to retake control from elites. A fear of a
changing country. For some, a sense that change—any change—
is better than the status quo.
But the differences are huge, and crucial. While Trump would
have you believe that Brexit was a huge upset that no one
predicted, polling consistently showed the country split down the
middle with the ‘Remain’ campaign only marginally ahead. The
gap was only very rarely as wide as it currently is between
Trump and his Democratic rival Hillary Clinton.
The Brexiteers were also buoyed by a loud and influential proBrexit print media in the U.K. Analysis of Britain’s newspapers in
the days before the vote found that 82% of newspaper coverage
was pro-Leave. Mass market tabloids like the Daily Mail splashed
daily headlines on the evils of the E.U. and the hordes of
migrants
massing
at
Britain’s
borders.
The
rightleaning Spectator, one of Britain’s oldest magazines, led the
week of the vote with a thoughtful op-ed on the wisdom of
leaving.
The U.S. print media has little comparable influence and prefers
to give the appearance of balance. But even in the more
influential right-leaning broadcast and online media, support for
Trump is waning. Yes, Sean Hannity keeps plugging for him on
Fox News, and Breitbart.com is wall-to-wall Trump. But the Wall
Street Journal, the National Review, the Weekly Standard, Red
State and other bastions of conservative thought have long gone
cold on the Republican nominee.
Then there’s the most obvious difference of all—Brexit was, and
remains, an intangible concept while Trump is an individual of
some substance. Yes, Britons knew they were voting to leave
the European Union. But how that would happen and what it
would mean were never really made clear by either campaign. A
poll found only 22% of voters understood “well or very
well” what they were voting for. That meant Brexit could
become a symbol—a vessel into which voters could pour their
fears, their anger, and their discontent. Or even just use to
register their irritation at the government.
Trump, however, is no mere repository—no matter how much
he would love to become one. He is fiercely corporeal, a symbol
only of himself. Voters know exactly what they’re getting when
they decide to vote Trump; that is the major obstacle his
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campaign has to overcome. However eager he is to disappear
into the role of Mr. Brexit, he will never be anyone but Donald
Trump.
--------------TIME Ideas hosts the world's leading voices, providing
commentary on events in news, society, and culture. We

welcome outside contributions. Opinions expressed do
not necessarily reflect the views of TIME editors.
http://time.com/4465754/donald-trump-nigel-faragemr-brexit/
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The Terrors of Free Speech:
Australia’s Racial Discrimination Act

By BINOY KAMPMARK, AUGUST 26, 2016
When sections in a piece of legislation assume their own
legitimate protection of groups against vilification with the
properties, the state of debate is bound to be strained. In
pursuit of free speech.
Australia, the Racial Discrimination Act (RDA), notably section
This would involve replacing “offend, insult, humiliate or
18C, has again become a central ball of political play.
intimidate” with “degrade, intimidate or incite hatred or
Sections 18C and 18D were introduced as legislative responses
contempt”. Supposedly, the latter is meant to be more onerous
to the 1991 National Inquiry into Racist Violence and the Royal
to demonstrate, though again, it would be a judicial matter as to
Commission into Aboriginal Deaths in Custody. The assumptions
how degradation or intimidation is measured. In free speech
of these reports attribute to words, particularly those used in a
land, many on the losing end of an argument, notably touching
certain way, dangers that can cause emotional and
on the untouchables of racial identity, would argue to be
psychological harm.
intimidated and degraded.
Australia then joined much of the world in legislating against
The second point would entail that most deceptive, problematic
speech of a certain variety. In many European states, bad ideas
and foolish of legal devices, the surpreme excuse for judicial
expressed with the good faith of a denialist, specifically on the
meddling: the objective test that simply conceals subjective
subject of the Holocaust, is bound to earn you a prison sentence
prejudices and assessments.
or a steep fine.
For Sackville, the legislation’s effects might be softened by
In placing Australian society on the road of good intentions,
abandoning the subjective test on hurt and offence and adopting
section 18C renders unlawful something reasonably likely to
an objective test on how “a reasonable member of the
“offend, insult, humiliate or intimidate” someone (a person or
community at large” would respond to certain words and
groups) because of their race, colour or national or ethnic origin.
conduct.
Given that individuals take offence regularly using race as a
The policing of words and the means to give a stern refutation,
poor alibi should already demonstrate that the argument, and
rebuke or attack, however vicious, is always a flirtatious move
implementation, are bound to be flawed.
towards broader policing. Such policy also attributes to a few
The defenders of the provision argue that haters, dissenters and
individuals (the courts, in other words) the means to decide
rabblerousers dabbling in the seedy world of racial
what might have constituted “fair comment” or appropriateness
discrimination are perfectly protected (within bounds of
on words. The unfree mind is a safe one, and the authorities will
decency, of course), by Section 18D.
help you stay that way.
The dispensing section is supposedly enlightened, exempting the
Free speech remains the terror of the Antipodean mind, one
application of section 18C in cases of artistic works, scientific
ever faithful to penal control and state regulation. If a multidebate and fair comment on matters of public interest. The
ethnic society cannot broach the subject of discussing race, as
railroading proviso is that these are all made “reasonably” and
opposed to its more hideous alternative of banishing discussion
in “good faith”.
altogether, then its claims to legitimacy must be questioned.
This is all fine for Meredith Doig, who writes that the courts
One can only be genuinely tolerant in accepting those who are
“have consistently held that the conduct under question must
intolerant, even foolishly so. Let me be degraded, in due course,
involve ‘profound and serious’ effects, not ‘mere slights’.” Doig
before the sheer force of well-founded argument.
triumphantly produces a statistic that is meant to prove the
Join the debate on Facebook
rule. “Less than 3 per cent of racial hatred complaints ever
Binoy Kampmark was a Commonwealth Scholar at Selwyn
make it to court.” You have to begin somewhere.
College, Cambridge. He lectures at RMIT University,
Given that much argument and hate is fought in a world of
Melbourne.
insult (the cleverer the better) often waged intemperately and
Email: bkampmark@gmail.com
unreasonably, the protections of such an exempting section are
http://www.counterpunch.org/2016/08/26/the-terrorsbound to be skimpy. Australia’s continued hostility to a Bill of
of-free-speech-australias-racial-discrimination-act/
Rights insists that judges and lawmakers, not the public, which
is regarded with suspicion, should determine reason and good
faith.
A sense of the state of such argument can be gathered every
time chatter about reforming Section 18C disturbs the political
landscape. Self-proclaimed vulnerable groups come out of the
woodwork agitating against inappropriateness. Submissions are
rushed off, with free speech being their enemy.
In 2014, when this issue of reforming the RDA also cropped up,
the Australian Tamil Congress submission to the Attorney
General’s department (Apr 29) spoke of the constant stream of
“stories from Australian Tamils of racism and racial
discrimination.”
The organisation wanted to be “free from verbal insults and
offensive comments when walking down the street, when on
public transport, in the workplace and online, let alone when
they are reading the newspaper, listening to the radio or
watching television.” A world, in other words, cocooned from
anything that might smack of any form of offence based on
race.
The reformers have not come up with decent truck on the
subject either. Former Federal Court Judge Ronald Sackville
argues that two amendments might do the trick in balancing
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Fighting for power of truth
By Bert Roughton, Posted: 12:00 a.m. Saturday, Aug. 20, 2016
The day before the verdict, Deborah Lipstadt and I shared a
coffee in the elegant London hotel that had become her home
during the weeks of the trial.
Actually, I had coffee; she buzzed with adrenaline.
On that bright April morning in 2000, she glowed in the way
people do when they find themselves on the world stage in a
warm and favorable light. During her three months in the
spotlight, the professor from Emory University had emerged as
a champion for truth and justice in the eyes of Americans and
Europeans who followed the trial.
For three months her attorneys had defended against
allegations that Lipstadt had libeled David Irving, a self-taught
English historian. To be clear, she indeed had called Irving a liar
and worse in her 1993 book, “Denying the Holocaust: The
Growing Assault on Truth and Memory.”
Irving had forged a handsome career, including a posh
residence in Mayfair, by trashing the long-accepted
understanding of the Holocaust. He traveled the world selling
books and dismissing assertions that the Nazis orchestrated the
extermination of millions of Jews and others. In Irving’s view,
Hitler was innocent of whatever harm his regime may have done
to the Jewish people.
The Fuhrer, Irving attested, was more uncle than oppressor to
the Jews.
Irving had been particularly unsparing in his assault on the
accepted accounts of mass exterminations at Auschwitz. “It’s
baloney, it’s legend, ” he once said. “I say quite tastelessly, in
fact, that more women died in the back seat of Edward
Kennedy’s car at Chappaquiddick than ever died in a gas
chamber in Auschwitz.”

He argued that Auschwitz was only a work camp and that the
ovens purportedly used to incinerate the bodies of its victims
were installed after the war.
Lipstadt would have none of that. In her book, she assailed
Irving as a bigoted would-be historian who had intentionally
distorted historical facts to support his extremist political views.
He claimed her portrayal was supremely damaging to his
standing and income potential, so he sued her and her publisher
for damages. In the reverse of what happens in American
courts, British law placed the burden on Lipstadt to prove she
was right to call Irving a liar rather than requiring Irving to
prove she had defamed him.
It was an astounding trial to observe. I spent weeks covering it
in a cramped courtroom in the stately High Court in central
London. Irving, generally dressed in a dark pinstripe suit,
provided his own defense. Lipstadt sat quietly through it all at
the defense table.
I hadn’t thought about the trial in many years until the other
day, when I saw a trailer for the upcoming film “Denial.” Rachel
Weiss portrays Lipstadt; Timothy Spall plays Irving. The film
opens in Atlanta on Oct. 7.
I wonder how the film will resonate in an age where truth has
for many become a matter of opinion. We all are watching a
presidential campaign that often treats facts and long-accepted
truths as pliable stuff that can be molded to support whatever
argument you want to make. The truth – the indisputable,
immutable bottom line – has never seemed so fragile.
It makes me long for the clarity of that British courtroom, where
the truth was systematically defended by the hard evidence of
Nazi records, science and rational thought.
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The case started as a test of whether Lipstadt’s assault on Irving
was justified; it evolved into a trial over the truth of the
Holocaust and, in a way, the value of facts.
To prove Irving was a fraud, Lipstadt’s legal team summoned a
legion of respected historians who presented reams of Nazi
records, photographs and other documents – some of which
hadn’t been public before – to prove Irving had denied the
undeniable. The defense provided evidence that the Holocaust
consumed between 5 million and 6 million innocent lives in a
well organized and recorded enterprise driven by hatred Hitler’s hatred.
The truth seemed to gain strength with each block of evidence.
The day after our coffee at the hotel, Sir Charles Gray, wearing
robes and a periwig, issued his ruling in a calm, measured tone.
To be sure, Gray said, Lipstadt’s depiction of Irving in her book
was damaging. Yet, he said, it was true and therefore not
libelous.
“The picture of Irving which emerges from the evidence of his
extra-curricular activities revealed him to be a right-wing proNazi polemicist,” the judge said. “It appears to me to be
incontrovertible that Irving qualifies as a Holocaust denier.”
By implication, the court also ruled that the accepted account of
the systematic genocide by the Nazis was indisputably accurate.
It was a good day for the truth, but it wasn’t a final victory.
Since the trial, Lipstadt has continued her work at Emory and
has written two more books, “History on Trial: My Day in Court
with David Irving,” and “The Eichmann Trial.” She has also
continued in her outspoken attacks when she believes the truth
has been misplaced.
As for Irving, he lost that flat in Mayfair, which, he says,
recently sold for $10 million. He lives in a big house in Scotland
and drives a 35-year-old Rolls Royce. He spent a year and a half
in an Austrian prison a few years back for denying the Holocaust
— a fate that Lipstadt opposed. He is working on a biography of
Heinrich Himmler, Hitler’s henchman and chief death camp
organizer. He says he bears no ill will toward Lipstadt.
Lipstadt recalls the trial as a test of the place facts hold in
understanding our history. “The trial was about the difference
between fact and opinion — truth and lies,” she said in an email.
“Our objective was to demonstrate to the court not what
happened in the Holocaust — though we did end up doing that
as a byproduct — but prove that what deniers such as Irving say
is based on lies and distortions of evidence.
“Of course, another important element was that the ‘opinions’
held by deniers such as Irving are laced with anti-semitism,
racism, and love of Nazism,” she wrote. “More than laced with,
they are built on the foundation stone of those hatreds.”
She also sees the war on truth continuing. “During the Brexit
debate, a leading politician who favored leaving said: we are
tired of hearing from the experts,” she said. “Scientists say
vaccines do not cause autism; but parents say that’s their
opinion. I said something to a friend, who believes all media —
with the exception of Fox — is liberal media, about ‘fact
checkers.’ He said, ‘Why should I believe fact checkers?’
“It is very distressing.”
http://www.myajc.com/news/news/opinion/fightingfor-power-of-truth/nsJQt/

*******************

BY JEWISH TIMESAUGUST 23, 2016
By Arlene Caplan Appelrouth
aappelrouth@atljewishtimes.com
Talking about the nature and behavior of anti-Semites is like
“opening a Pandora’s box of hatred,” Emory professor Deborah
Lipstadt told more than 150 people Sunday, Aug. 14, during her
annual Tisha B’Av speech at Young Israel of Toco Hills.
The Dorot professor of modern Jewish history and Holocaust
studies was introduced as “one of the great Jewish leaders of
our time” by Rabbi Adam Starr of Young Israel, where she is a
member.

Speaking on the topic “The Anti-Semite, a Typology,” Lipstadt
based her remarks on a book she is writing about the taxonomy
and typology of anti-Semitism today.

Deborah Lipstadt speaks at Young Israel in the waning
hours of Tisha B’Av.
Lipstadt is pleased that this is her first book with prepublication
contracts around the world. Her previous books include
“Denying the Holocaust” in 1993 and its 2005 follow-up,
“History on Trial,” about the libel case Holocaust denier David
Irving brought against her in English court.
The story of that trial has been turned into the film “Denial,”
making its premiere in September and arriving in Atlanta on
Oct. 7. Starring as Lipstadt is Rachel Weisz, who Rabbi Starr
joked is a “Deborah Lipstadt look-alike.”
Lipstadt divides anti-Semites into four categories: extremists;
enablers; polite anti-Semites; and accidental anti-Semites. The
demarcations are not strict, she said, and one person can be in
more than one category.
What anti-Semites have in common is hatred of Jews, Lipstadt
said, noting that the reasons for prejudice against Jews include
“delusions about Jews” involving money, power and conspiracy
theories.
The historical roots of anti-Semitism are planted in the New
Testament with the death of Jesus, she said, and “while we like
to think anti-Semitism is dead, it isn’t.”
Anti-Semites in the extremist category are usually on the right
wing politically and often participate in organizations like white
supremacist groups, including neo-Nazis.
But “they aren’t the ones who worry me,” Lipstadt said, adding
that many people see extremists as strange but not dangerous.
Anti-Semitism’s enablers are savvy people who often use social
media to promote their views. Lipstadt calls characterized them
as “utilitarian.”
Lipstadt mentioned the Jewish conservative journalist Bethany
Mandel, who posted a remark on Twitter referring to the antiSemitic supporters of Republican presidential candidate Donald
Trump.
Shortly afterward, Mandel was the victim of an extreme social
media campaign. The enabling anti-Semites barraged her with
tweets and texts that were so threatening that the journalist
purchased a gun for protection, Lipstadt said.
“People hide behind social media by making statements
anonymously,” the professor said. “This behavior is done in a
coward’s way.”
These anti-Semites also employ coded messages and dog
whistles. They want to draw the attention of like-minded people
to the Jews they are targeting with their hatred.
As an example, she said certain publications were using
parentheses, called echoes, around Jewish names. At first, the
code was not readily understood. When it became obvious that
the signs were targeting Jews, some Jewish people put their
own parentheses around their names in a show of defiance.
The polite anti-Semites, Lipstadt said, make comments such as
“Some of my best friends are Jewish” and “We have a new
partner, and she’s Jewish.”
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The accidental anti-Semites,” on the other hand, have
integrated and absorbed prejudicial attitudes to the point that
they often are unaware that their views are anti-Semitic.
Lipstadt spoke of a friend who was the only Jew in a New York
nursing school. When the friend went to a celebratory lunch with
a group of non-Jewish nursing students, one of them talked
about bargains and said to Lipstadt’s friend: “Now, Barbara, you
would be interested in this.”
Barbara, who thought fast, replied that she didn’t know Jews
were the only ones smart with their money.

The woman who made the remark about bargains probably
thought she was paying a compliment, Lipstadt said. She added
that most people usually don’t know how to respond to
accidental prejudicial remarks.
Using an old, slightly comic definition, Lipstadt said in her
concluding remarks: “An anti-Semite is someone who hates
Jews more than necessary.”
http://atlantajewishtimes.com/2016/08/lipstadtdefines-4-types-anti-semites/

__________________________________________________
THE SOROS REIGN: A ROMANIAN EXAMPLE
26.08.2016

Romania is one of the European countries which is most
oriented towards the Atlanticist geopolitical project. Despite its
Orthodox Christian people, its elites always follow a strict pro-EU
and pro-American course. The reason is very simple: it is a
country where elites and civil society have been completely
staffed by the US NGO's, particular by George Soros. The story
of Romania deserves attention, because it is exemplary and
shows how the methods of establishing Western liberal
domination actually work.
How it started
In the early '80s, George Soros began to finance the resistance
groups and people in communist regimes in Eastern Europe
promoting the ideas of "Open Society" . In 1979 "Open Society"
penetrated Central and Eastern Europe (communist states), but
also in many other countries in Africa, Asia and Latin America.
In 1992, Soros founded - in Budapest - "Central European
University", forming frames selected from across Eastern Europe
and the former USSR, including Romania.
Officially, George Soros became engaged in Romanian affairs in
the last days of 1989, after the fall of the Ceausescu regime.
But some say that the work of the Hungarian-born US magnate
of Jewish origin, began long before the fall of the Communist
regime.
Even though he has never recognized his involvement in
Romania before 1989, Soros admitted that he was involved in
other communist countries, financially supporting opponents of
these regimes. Given that Soros founded the Group for Social
Dialogue event on the 31st of December 1989, and the
Foundation Open Society in the early days of 1990, it is unlikely
that the early members were found randomly off the street. It
had been prepared since the time of Ceausescu regime.
According to a journalistic investigation by the Romanian
Newspaper Adevarul, the early 90's were a time of ideological
subjugation of Romania by the US. Thus the US created the first
Romanian private TV Channel SOTI and allocated huge sums of
money to the schooling of journalists. The Soros Foundation was
the main contributor to this. All structures of political opposition
including independent trade unions, student unions and political
parties were funded by the US funds: Soros (Open Society),
Freedom House, NED, National Republican Institute.
Thus the US funds and George Soros formed the major part of
Romanian political class and journalist community. For example,
the current Defense Minister Mihnea Motoc was granted at this
time a scholarship at the George Washington University and
since that time became a US agent of influence. As it was in
other post-communist countries, Soros aimed to control the
education system. Between 1990 and 1994, the Foundation was
busy for the elaboration of "textbooks" - written by members of
the Foundation - in collaboration with the Ministry of Education.
Soros’ first organization in Romania was Group for Social
Dialogue (GDS) with founding members Silviu Brucan, Andrei
Plesu, Gabriel Andreescu and Stelian Tanase.
Officially, Soros founded in Bucharest in 1990, the foundation
named after him: "Soros Foundation". Later, the name was
changed: "Open Society Foundation" (FSD). It was among the
first NGOs established in Romania.
Soros grip
The first direct representative of George Soros in Romania was
Sandra Pralong (Sandra Marilyn Andreea Budis) a person who,
not coincidentally, emigrated from Romania in the 70's and then
returned after Ceausescu was overthrown . Sandra Pralong was

an adviser to President Emil Constantinescu and today is an
adviser to the current Romanian President Klaus Iohannis.
It is worth mentioning that the current Romanian prime-minister
Dacian Ciolos, a former EU commissioner for agriculture, was a
member of the “Friends of Europe", an association funded by the
Open Society foundation. A fact he forgot to disclose to the
Romanian people. However, his government was often referred
to as “the Government of Soros” due to the fact that it is
entirely formed from former NGO activists, Soros students,
managers of multinational corporations and ardent Atlanticists.
So, this country today is openly ruled by the American
billionaire.
The network
In addition to GDS and the Soros Foundation, the American
financier has developed a myriad of NGO's related to his
structures. Here are just a few names of them: "Soros Advising
and Placement Center", "Soros Educational Advising Center",
the "Union for the Reconstruction of Romania", "Centre for
Partnership and Equality", "Center for Economic Development",
Foundation "Concept "," Human Rights Center - Bucharest ","
Association for Human Rights in Romania - Helsinki Committee
(APADOR-CH) ". Association "Pro-Democracy", "Romanian
Academic Society" etc., which in turn have given birth to other
NGO's.
Among the members of these organizations you can easily find
former ministers, advisers to Romanian presidents, directors of
state institutions, influential journalists. Noteworthy is that three
of the four Romanian presidents have had advisers or people
form Soros network.

In reality it was a real network, "Soros Open Network Romania .
Within this network operates a wide variety of organizations.The
best known NGO's in the "Soros Open Network Romania" (SON)
are:
APD. Founded in August 1990 by Adrian Mourousis in Brasov. It
was funded, first, by the "National Democratic Institute", then
entered the pyramid of SON. It has 30 branches across the
country and over 1,000 members. Specialization: supervision of
elections, a parallel vote count, etc. Organizes every year
"Summer University in Balvanyos" (Covasna), along with "Liga
Pro-Europa" and "Hungarian Youth Union" and the FIDESZ.
"Pro-Democracy" is financed besides SON (ie FSD) by the
"National Democratic Institute", "Freedom House", "USAID"
(United States Agency for International Development) and
"Westminster Foudation for Democracy".
"ROMANIAN ACADEMIC SOCIETY" (SAR). It is led by Alina
Mungiu. Promoted the merger between Democratic Party and
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the National Liberal Party - which also realized. Thus National
Liberal Party, Romanian historical party, which previously had
serious souvereignist wing, was completely hijacked by Soros
activists. Alina Mungiu is the anti-Orthodox activist and sister of
Cristian Mungiu, Romanian film director, decorated by Oscar for
his film justifying abortions.
Funding of Mungiu fund comes from the "Open Society Institute"
and the "World Bank", "Freedom House" (James Woolsey), and
"Marshall Fund".
"ASSOCIATION FOR HUMAN RIGHTS IN ROMANIA
Helsinki Committee" (APADOR-CH). Led at first by Renate
Weber, then in 1996 Monica Macovei.
Group for Social Dialogue "(GDS). Founded in 1990. GDS
includes the people, described by the media as leading
intellectuals of Romania today: Gabriela Adameşteanu Mariana
Celac, Andrei Cornea Andrei Oisteanu Adrian Cioroianu etc.
Leading personalities in the network "Soros Open Network
Romania" were Renate Weber, Alina Mungiu, Monica Macovei,
Cristian Parvulesc, Mihai Razvan Ungureanu , Adrian Cioroianu
etc.
A story of success
One of the best examples of work of Soros network is the career
of Mihai Razvan Ungureanu the current head of Romania Foreign
Intelligence Service (SIE) and former Prime-minister of the state
(2012) and Foreign Minister ( 2004-2007). From 1997 Razvan
Ungureanu worked for FSD. This allowed him to benefit from
scholarships and internships. Thus, in '90 -'91, Ungureanu
received a scholarship to master in the St. Cross College by
University of Oxford. This has allowed him to become later
member of the prestigious "European Association for Jewish
Studies at Oxford". In 1998, Ungureanu became a "Senior
Fellow" at "Oxford Centre for Hebrew and Jewish Studies" within
its "St. Cross College "(Oxford), the most famous center of this
kind in the world. Receiving the "Posen Award", Ungureanu also
benefited from a scholarship for two years (1996/1997 and
1997/1998), the renowned " Hebrew University " in Jerusalem.
In 2000, Ungureanu claimed courses as "Senior Reader" to
"NATO School" in Oberammergau (Germany) and in 2003
Ungureanu is "senior Reader" to "George C. Marshall Center for
Security Studies" in Garmisch-Partenkirchen (Germany ). Mihai
Razvan Ungureanu is just one example of the opportunities
offered by FSD and George Soros to young Romanians. The
same can be said of many others of those quoted above.
The list of Soros
Here is a list of some of the former or current members of the
Group for Social Dialogue, the Foundation Open Society and
other NGO's affiliated Open Society Romania Network presented
by the Romanian media:
*Dacian Ciolos – Prime-minister of Romania
*Sandra Pralong - former advisor to President Emil
Constantinescu, the current adviser of President Klaus
Johannis.
*Mihai Razvan Ungureanu - a former foreign minister
(2004 - 2007), director of SIE (2007 - 2012), prime
minister of Romania (February 2012 - May 2012)
currently once again director of SIE (Foreign Intelligence
Service)
*Helvig Edward - Head of SRI (Romanian Intelligence
Service), another Romanian intelligence agency, former
Director General of the Institute of Social Studies, former
adviser to the Minister of Interior, C. Dudu Ionescu,
former adviser to Mugur Isarescu, head the Bank of
Romania, former Member of Bihar, former MEP,former
Minister of Regional Development and Tourism
*Corina Șuteu – current Minister of Culture, former
director of Romanian Cultural Institute in New York
*Raluca Alexandra Prună – current Minister of Justice,
founding member of Transparency International –
Romania
*Alexander Lăzescu - former director of TVR (Romanian State
Television)
*Andrei Pippidi - historian, member of the Committee that
drafted Tismăneanu Report and Report on Romania's
participation in Holocausl
*Vladimir Tismaneanu - political scientist, chairman of the
Presidential Commission for the Analysis of the Communist

Dictatorship in Romania, one of the leading neoconservative
intellectuals of modern Romania
*Andrei Plesu - writer, Minister of Culture (December 28, 1989 October 16, 1991) Foreign Minister (December 29, 1997 December 22, 1999), adviser to President Traian Basescu
(December 2004 - May 2005)
*Catrinel Pleşu - former director, National Book Centre of the
Romanian Cultural Institute (2009 - 2012)
*Mihai Sora - philosopher, Minister of Education (December
1989 - June 28, 1990)
*Renate Weber - adviser to President Traian Basescu (2004 2005) Liberal MEP.
*Liviu Antonesei - writer, journalist
*Alin Teodorescu - sociologist, first president of GDS, adviser to
*Prime Minister Adrian Nastase
*Andrei Marga - philosopher, Minister of Education (1997 2000), Foreign Minister (May 2012 - August 2012), President of
ICR (September 2012 - June 2013)
*Horia Roman Patapievici - philosopher, member of the CNSAS
(National Counsil for the Examination of Securitate Archives)
(2000 - 2004), President of Romanian Cultural Institute (ICR)
(2005 - 2012)
*Mircea Mihaies - literary critic, essayist, former vice-president
of ICR (2005-2012)
*Christian Parvulescu - political scientist, chairman of "Pro
Democracy"
*Victor Rebenciuc - actor
*Sabina Fati - journalist
*Andrei Oişteanu - ethnologist, anthropologist, member of the
education committee of the National Institute for Studying the
Holocaust in Romania "Elie Wiesel"
*Andreea Pora - journalist
*Teodor Baconschi - theologian, former Minister of Foreign
Affairs, December 2009 - January 2012, Romania's ambassador
to the Vatican, Portugal, San Marino. MFA State Secretary
(2005-2006), Advisor to the President Traian Basescu (2006 2007)
*Monica Macovei - MEP, former Minister of Justice (2004 -2007),
former presidential candidate Romania
*Alina Mungiu - political scientist, head of News TVR (1997 1998) founded the Academic Society of Romania, a teacher at
SNSPA
*Stelian Tanase - writer, president and CEO of TVR, former
director of Reality TV
*Laura Stefan - a member of the NGO "Expert Forum", director
in the Ministry of Justice (2005-2007), was declared an expert
of corruption by US Embassy
*Adrian Cioroianu - historian, Dean of the History Faculty of the
Bucharest University, was one of the supporters of the
introduction of alternative textbooks, an initiative of the Soros
Foundation. Former senator, Timis, former MEP, former Foreign
Minister (April 2007 - April 2008)
*Rodica Culcer - journalist, former referent at the US Embassy
in Bucharest (1985 - 1991), former director of TVR News
*Adrian Cioflâncă - researcher and former member of the
CNSAS, Coat of Tismăneanu Report and Report Elie Wiesel.
*Stere Gulea - director, former president of TVR
*Gabriel Liiceanu - philosopher, director of the Humanitas
Publishing House (formerly Publishing Policy)
*Sorin Ionita - political scientist, consultant of the Council of
Europe, the World Bank on Eastern Europe and the Balkans;
Romania's representative ȋn European Economic and Social
Committee
(EESC),
sections
Transport,
Energy
and
Environment, Agriculture, former member of the Presidential
Commission for Analysis of Social and Demographic Risks
*Smaranda Enache - President of the NGO Pro Europa League,
former ambassador of Romania in Finland (1998 - 2001)
*Radu Filipescu - nephew's brother of Petru Groza, a founding
member of GDS
*Armand (Armant-Constantin) Goşu - historian, former adviser
to the Foreign Minister (2010-2012), was a member of the
Presidential Commission for the Analysis of the Communist
Dictatorship in Romania, former director of the Romanian
Institute for Recent History
*Dan Perjovschi - cartoonist, illustrator
*Mircea Toma - activist, ActiveWatch.

23

*Michael Bumbes – historian .
*Claudiu Crăciun - political scientist, lecturer of the Department
of Political Science and European Studies from SNSPA, was
expert in the Secretariat General of the Government and the
Ministry of Education (2004-2009). His work "The Government
Learning Research Project: Assessing Policy Making Reform in
Romania" was published under the auspices of the Open Society
Network and the Center for Political Studies at the Central
European University, both founded by George Soros.
***
Related links

LGBT, Soros and NATO
George Soros wants to destroy Macedonia, its name,
language and identity
Geopolitics of corruption: George Soros and the Panama
Leaks
George Soros And Big Agriculture Move The Marijuana
Movement
Panama Papers: Soros against the Rothschilds?
***
http://katehon.com/article/soros-reign-romanianexample

__________________________________________________
Wallenbergs Verhängnis
Die wahren Gründe der Verhaftung Wallenbergs

Von József
Die Geschichte fängt im Jahre 1944 an. Ein großer Teil
des ungarischen Heeres (Honvédség) hielt den Kampf an der Seite Hitlers für aussichtslos. Als die Sowjets nur noch 50 km von
Budapest entfernt waren, planten sie einen Aufstand
in Budapest, der die Pfeilkreuzler (ungarische Faschisten)
entmachten
und
Budapest
und
das
Land
vor
den
Kampfhandlungen der letzten Kriegsmonaten bewahren sollte.
Die Organisation nannte sich Magyar Front. Sie wurde aber
verraten, und der politische Flügel wurde am 19. Oktober
verhaftet. Die Verhafteten haben den militärischen Flügel unter
der Leitung von Hauptmann Mikó Zoltán nicht preisgegeben, so
daß dieser weiter tätig bleiben konnte. Diese Tätigkeit bestand
aus kleineren Sabotageaktionen, um bei der Belagerung von
Budapest dann den Russenentgegenzukommen. Zu dieser Zeit
lernten Hauptmann Mikó und Wallenberg einander kennen. Mikó
ließ die von Wallenberg für die Juden reservierten Häuser vor
den Übergriffen der Pfeilkreuzler schützen, er ließ ihnen
Lebensmittel zukommen und versorgte sie mit Papieren. In
diesen Häusern fanden nicht nur Juden Unterschlupf, sondern
auch polnische Patrioten. Die polnischen Widerständler lebten
bis zur Machtübernahme von Szálasi unbehelligt in Budapest,
danach wurde es auch für sie schwierig.
Nach Weihnachten 1944, während der Belagerung von Budapest, wandte sich Wallenberg mit der Bitte an Mikó, er sollte
das Archiv und einige Wertgegenstände der schwedischen
Botschaft in Sicherheit bringen. Wallenberg meinte, der
sicherste Platz dafür wäre der Keller der Ungarischen
Nationalbank, wo auch andere Botschaften Panzerschränke mieteten, die auch von den Pfeilkreuzlern unbehelligt blieben. Im
Januar 1945 fiel die Nationalbank in sowjetische Hände, wo sie
nicht nur die Wertgegenstände, sondern auch das Archiv fanden.
In diesem Archiv befanden sie auch Dokumente über das
Verbrechen von Katyn, die Wallenberg von den mit ihm in
Verbindung stehenden polnischen Patrioten erhalten hatte. Die
Sowjets verhafteten führende Bankangestellte, die guten
Gewissens und nichtsahnend von den Katyn-Dokumenten über
die Verbindung Mikó-Wallenberg berichteten. Mikó, der Anfang
Januar den Kontakt mit den Russen aufgenommen hatte, wurde
von diesen nach einer Woche sehr freundlicher Behandlung
plötzlich verhaftet. Vergeblich suchte die provisorische
antifaschistische ungarische Regierung nach ihm als einem der
führenden Köpfe des antifaschistischen Widerstandes. Die
Russen leugneten einfach, daß er sich in ihrem Gewahrsam
befand. Er wurde mit den bekannten NKWD-Methoden weichgeschlagen. Nein, er wurde nicht beschuldigt, Kenntnisse über
Katyn zu haben, da waren die Sowjets gerissener. Die Sowjets
unterstellten ihm ein antisowjetisches Komplott, und warfen
Mikó
und
seinen
unmittelbaren
Untergebenen
vor,
Partisanenaktionen im sowjetisch besetzten Teil Ungarns sowie
Spionage gegen die Sowjetunion betrieben zu haben. Mikó und
seine Gruppe wurden im Juli 1945 nach Constanza(Rumänien)
verbracht. Dort kam es zu einem Schauprozeß durch ein
Militärgericht der 3. Ukrainischen Armee. Bei diesem kamen
Mikó und sein Stellvertreter, Oberleutnant Bondor Vilmos nach
monatelanger (getrennter) Haft und Folter wieder zusammen:
"Was wird mit uns, fragte Bondor. Mikó hat mit dem Daumen nach unten gezeigt und nur geantwortet: Kaputt. Wir
wurden mit Wallenberg in Verbindung gebracht."
Beim Prozeß wurden Mikó, Bondor und zwei weitere Personen
zum Tod durch Erschießen verurteilt. Zwei weitere Angeklagte

K. Szegedi
bekamen 15 Jahre, zwei andere 10 Jahre. Die Schuld Bondors
und die der sechs anderen Angeklagten bestand einzig darin,
daß sie Mikó gekannt hatten, dessen Schuld war, daß er
Wallenberg gekannt hatte. Wallenbergs Schuld wiederum war,
daß er die polnischen Widerständler gekannt hatte und von
diesen
Dokumente
übernommen
hatte. Die
polnischen
Widerständler in Budapest sind übrigens auch von den Russen
gefangengenommen und hingerichtet worden, nachdem sie sich
schon gefreut hatten, Gestapo und Pfeilkreuzlern entkommen zu
sein.
In der Todeskammer hat Bondor, der später begnadigt
wurde, Mikó darauf angesprochen, ob er gewußt habe, welche
Brisanz die polnischen Dokumente hatten. Mikó hat die
Frage bejaht und gesagt, er habe auch den Schweden gewarnt.
Wallenberg habe aber die Warnung in den Wind geschlagen. Offenbar vertraute er darauf, daß die Amerikaner ihm beistünden.
Bondor, der im Jahre 1956 freikam und noch im gleichen Jahr in
die USA emigrierte, schreibt, die Amerikaner hätten bis Ende der
70er Jahre eine schändliche Rolle in dieser Angelegenheit
gespielt. Das Außenministerium habe versucht, jene Amerikaner
mundtot zu machen, die bereit waren zu bezeugen, daß die
Katyn-Morde durch die Sowjets verübt worden waren.
Die Verurteilten sind im August 1945 ins berüchtigte Zentralgefängnis von Odessa verfrachtet worden. Die Hinrichtungen
gingen jede Nacht vonstatten. Einmal ist auch Bondor
aufgerufen worden. Er hat sich von Mikó verabschiedet. Bei
dieser Gelegenheit sah er ihn das letzte Mal. Bondors
Gnadengesuch war angenommen worden, was bedeutete,
daß sein Todesurteil in 25 Jahre Zwangsarbeit umgeändert
wurde. Später hörte er, daß Mikó noch im gleichen Monat
erschossen worden war. Mikós Bekleidung habe er an einem
Wachmann erkannt. Im Jahre 1993 bestätigten auch die
russischen Behörden die Hinrichtung offiziell.
Nun könnte unsere Geschichte hier zu Ende sein. Wir halten es
aber noch für wichtig, über das Schicksal eines anderen
Nebenakteurs zu berichten.
Professor Ferenc Orsós war eine international anerkannte
Autorität auf dem Gebiet der Gerichtsmedizin. 1943 baten ihn
die Deutschen, die internationale Expertenkommission zu leiten,
die die Toten von Katyn untersuchen und aufgrund dessen
feststellen sollte, wer den Massenmord verübt hatte. Waren es
die Sowjets, die bis 1941 die Herrschaft im Gebiet hatten, oder
die Deutschen, die es danach erobert hatten? Die
Expertenkommission unter der Leitung von Orsós kam zu dem
eindeutigen Ergebnis, daß die Morde (4.450 Tote) im April-Mai
1940, also während sowjetischer Herrschaft verübt worden sein
mußten. Im "befreiten" Ungarn zahlte Orsós einen großen Preis
für diese Meinung. Er wurde vom Volksgericht zum
Hauptkriegsverbrecher erklärt. Sein Glück war, daß die
Medizinische Universität Ende 1944 nach Halle evakuiert worden
war. Die Amerikaner, in deren Obhut er sich befand, weigerten
sich, dem Antrag des Volksgerichts aufAuslieferung zu
entsprechen. Sie haben ihm aber auferlegt, er müsse über Katyn
schweigen und seine Feststellungen vergessen. Die weiteren
Mitglieder der Expertenkommission, deren die Russen habhaft
wurden (ein bulgarisches und ein tschechisches Mitglied),
"gaben ihre Fälschungen zu", andere Kommissionsmitglieder (ein
rumänisches und ein polnisches) wurden vom KGB ermordet.
Die wissenschaftliche Karriere von Orsós war damals beendet; er
unterrichtete seither Kunstanatomie an der Akademie von
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Mainz. Bis an sein Lebensende im Jahre 1962 fürchtete er, vom
einen lauten Protest in Sachen Katyn, nämlich daß im Falle
KGB ermordet zu werden.
Katyn die gleichen sowjetischen Ermittler ermittelt und die
Die Lehren der Geschichte
Schuld der Deutschen festgestellt hatten, die auch in Sachen
Aus unserer Geschichte ist ersichtlich, daß es den Amerikanern
Auschwitz ermittelt und die Gaskammern der Welt präsentiert
unangenehm war, mit der Wahrheit über Katyn konfrontiert zu
hatten (www.idgr.de/texte/geschichte/ns-verbrechen/fritjofwerden. Die Sowjets brachten zwar während des Nürnberger
meyer/meyer-replik-auf-piper.php).
Prozesses auch die Geschichte von Katyn als Anklagepunkt
Viele Beobachter wären womöglich auf den Gedanken gegegen die Wehrmacht auf, jedoch ließ das IMT die Sache später
kommen, wenn einer in dem einen Fall so offensichtlich lügt,
stillschweigend fallen. Dafür inszenierte Stalin im Dezember
dann könne er das auch in dem anderen, Auschwitz
1945, also noch während der Nürnberger Prozesse, einen
betreffenden Fall tun. Verbrecher werden manchmal vom
Schauprozeß in Leningrad. Bei diesem Prozeß wurden die
schlechtem
Gewissen
geplagt.
Dies
gilt
auch
für
deutschen Offiziere Ernst Böhm, Ernst Gehrer, Gerhard Janicke,
Schreibtischtäter. Nachdem Gorbatschow im Jahre 1990 Katyn
Heinrich Remlinger, Erwin Skotki, Eduard Sonnenfeld und Karl
als eines der schlimmsten Verbrechen des Stalinismus genannt
Hermann Strüffling zum Tode verurteilt. Ihre Hinrichtung
hat, macht es keinen Sinn mehr, im Falle Wallenberg die
erfolgte am 5. Januar 1946. Zu den Hauptanklagepunkten hatte
Wahrheit zu leugnen. Aber nein, die etablierten Historiker
Katyn gehört. Janicke war "geständig" gewesen, einen
erfinden auch heute noch die abenteuerlichsten Geschichten
erbarmungslosen
Ausrottungsbefehl
von
Generalmajor
über Wallenberg, nur um nicht die unangenehme Wahrheit ausRemlinger ausgeführt zu haben. Stabschef Franz Wiese erhielt
sprechen zu müssen. Diese Historiker werden zum Teil von der
20 Jahre GULag. Er "gestand" im Leningrader Schautribunal
Soros-Stiftung (Soros
ist
Jude) bei
ihren
Recherchen
schaurige Plünderungsverbrechen der Wehrmacht. Offizier Arno
gesponsert. Verständlich, daß sie dabei zu einem Ergebnis
Düre, ein weiterer Angeklagter, der nach seinem "Geständnis"
kommen, welches auch den Sponsor befriedigt. Nicht zufällig
mit GULag statt Galgen bedacht wurde, beschrieb vor dem
fällt dem Verfasser dieser Zeilen die Geschichte Germar Rudolfs
Leningrader Gericht die Ermordung russischer Frauen, Kinder
ein, der dem Gericht, das ihn angeklagt hatte, anbot, seine
und Greise durch die Wehrmacht und erklärte, daß dabei im
Messungen durch unabhängige Fachleute überprüfen zu lassen,
Wald von Katyn "15000 bis 20000" Menschen, darunter
deren Ergebnis er sich dann unterwerfen wollte. Nun, das
Tausende polnische Offiziere, von den deutschen Truppen
Gerichte war daran nicht interessiert, was nur bedeuten kann,
erschossen und verscharrt worden seien. Und die Amerikaner
daß die Richter sich im Innersten davor fürchteten, daß Rudolf
blieben bezüglich des Leningrader Schauprozeß wortlos und
recht haben könnte, weshalb sie es nicht wagten, der Sache auf
kommentarlos. Wohin hätte das schließlich geführt, wenn
den Grund zu gehen. Auch bei Wallenberg haben wir es mit
offizielle amerikanische Stellen auf einmal gesagt hätten, die
einem ähnlichen Fall zu tun: Heute könnte man ohne weiteres
Geständnisse von Leningrad seien durch Folter zustande
die Verbindung Wallenberg-Katyn offenlegen, zumal diese den
gekommen? Das ganze Gefüge der Nürnberger Tribunale wäre
etablierten Forschern bekannt sein muß. Das Buch, welches
noch vor der Urteilsverkündung ins Wanken geraten. So
unserem Aufsatz zugrunde liegt, ist seit 1995 auf dem
schwiegen die Amerikaner und besiegelten damit auch
ungarischen Buchmarkt erhältlich und trägt auf dem Titelblatt
Wallenbergs Schicksal. Hätten sie nämlich damals gegen den
den Satz: "Die Verbindung von Mikó Zoltán und Raoul
Schauprozeß protestiert und vor der ganzen Welt verkündet,
Wallenberg im ungarischen Widerstand 1944-1945." ... Aber
daß sie der russischen Version in Sachen Katyn keinen Glauben
nein, statt dessen faselt man lieber über Milliardenkredite der
mehr schenkten, hätte das weitere Gefangengehalten Wallenbergs
Schweden, Doppel-, Dreifach- und Vierfachagenten, um bloß die
auch keinen Sinn mehr gehabt. Jedenfalls haben sich die Sowjets
Wahrheit nicht aussprechen zu müssen: Wallenberg wurde von
diese Option offengehalten, zumal er ja im Gegensatz zu Mikó
den Amerikanern geopfert, um die Glaubwürdigkeit Nürnbergs
und den polnischen Widerständlern nicht hingerichtet wurde. Für
nicht zu erschüttern.
die Amerikaner aber sprach eine viel wichtigere Tatsache gegen
Quelle: VffG – Heft April 2004 / S. 78 - 80
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

DER EUROPAISCHE BURGERKERIEG, 1917-1945
Nationalsozialismus und Bolschewismus
Ernst Nolte
Berlin: Propylaen Verlag, 1987, 599 pp.
In German national consciousness, the years since the Second
World War have been marked by a painful process of
suppressing the national-socialist past, as well as by a
prodigious effort to readjust Germany to the model of exemplary
liberal democracy. In the words of one German historian,
Germany has functioned over the last forty years as a
"negatively privileged nation." One the one hand, it could boast
unparalleled economic performance; on the other, its margin of
maneuvering in the realm of foreign politics has been virtually
nil. With the Soviet threat receding, and with Germany
becoming the main economic actor in European Community, a

number of German public figures have suggested that Germany
should seek an equally important role in the political arena.
Moreover, some European scholars and historians have
contended that recent German history deserved to be studied in
a wider historical context, one that would include the critical
assessment of the role of the Allies during the Second World
War.
One of the central intellectual figures behind this effort to
reconstruct German history has been Professor Ernst Nolte,
whose name has been over the last several years in the center
of what is known in Europe as the "historians' debate."
Undoubtedly, many conservatives see in Nolte a brilliant theorist
who is little by little succeeding in ridding Germans of their
collective war guilt and in restoring German national
consciousness to its pre-Nazi level. By contrast, many leftist and
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liberal scholars--notably the Marxist scholar Jurgen Habermas
and the editor in chief of Der Spiegel, Rudolf Augstein--have
accused Nolte and other revisionist historians of attempting to
relativize and historicize the national-socialist crimes.
By using the methods of dialectical comparison and contrast,
Nolte describes the clash between fascist and the Bolshevik
ideologies and their chief protagonists, the national-socialist
Germany and Bolshevik Soviet Union. His book is undoubtedly a
fine primer for all those eager to learn about the main movers
and shakers in the Bolshevik and national-socialist movements,
although from the thematic angle, its weakness consists of
trying to sift through too much data. For that, of course, even a
book of 599 pages does not suffice. Although Nolte's title
suggests the description of the civil war in the whole of Europe,
it is obvious that his main focus is the German and Soviet
ideological and military conflict.

In chronological order, Nolte reviews the political events in
Germany and the Soviet Union, covering the period that
stretched from the rise of the Bolshevik Soviet Union and the
proclamation of Weimer Germany through the consolidation of
Hitler's and Stalin's regimes. The book culminates with a
description of the major war operations between Germany and
the Soviet Union, the defeat of Germany, and the subsequent
division of Europe into two opposing ideological and geopolitical
blocs.
What is so controversial in Nolte's analysis that some scholars
find appealing and others offensive? Nolte's main argument
(which was already spelled out in his previous essays and
polemics)… Read Full Article @
http://www.worldandischool.com/public/1989/january/schoolresource15793.asp
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LEGAL AFFAIRS

Align section 18C with community standards, says judge Ron Sackville
The Australian, 12:00AM August 20, 2016
other issues such as union misconduct, budget repair and samesex marriage.

CHRIS MERRITT,LegalAffairsEditor,Sydney,@ChrisMerrittc

SARAH MARTIN, Political reporter, Canberra, @msmarto
One of the nation’s most experienced judges has joined the
push to reform section 18C of the Racial Discrimination Act to
strike a better balance with freedom of speech while maintaining
an effective armoury against racial hatred.
Judge Ron Sackville warned that the legislation needed to move
to an objective test in which liability under section 18C would be
determined according to community standards.
The Weekend Australian can reveal the Human Rights
Commission was considering 18 race hatred cases in June, with
more having reached court over the past two years.
The Institute of Public Affairs obtained heavily redacted
documents from the commission under the Freedom of
Information Act, showing the race hatred caseload on its books.
IPA director of policy Simon Breheny said: “The really worrying
thing is that Australians have no visibility about the process that
is taking place inside the commission.”
While the commission’s “conciliation” procedures frequently
result in monetary settlements, Mr Breheny said there was no
specific information about each matter.
Court documents show some complaints made under section
18C have been dismissed as “fanciful”, “implausible” and not
sufficient to meet the requirements of the section.
In one recent case, a Ugandan man alleged that his former
employer, the NSW Police Force, harassed and bullied him, and
discriminated against him because of his race. He claimed he
was being stalked, including when he had returned to Uganda,
by the force because it was “so incensed or aggrieved” that he
had made a complaint about their racism.
The court dismissed the case.
In another 2014 case that was dismissed, an art gallery owner
was accused of racial discrimination because he had asked for
English translations of a Greek artist’s exhibition notes.
However, in more serious instances, the court has found section
18C applied, including in one case where a man of “Indian or
Pakistani appearance” was racially abused by a nightclub
bouncer who told him “he should go back to his own country”
and “Australia is a white people’s country”.
The court ordered the bouncer to pay $9000 in compensation.
After The Australian yesterday revealed that Malcolm Turnbull
had indicated support for changes to section 18C last October,
the Prime Minister said it was not a priority for the government.
He said while he had “looked at” the issue, he was dealing with

‘I think the balance at present is not quite what it should
be,’ says acting judge of the NSW Supreme Court Ron
Sackville. Picture: Lindsay Moller.
Justice Sackville has outlined a reform plan whose key element
is in line with the scheme unveiled two years ago by AttorneyGeneral George Brandis.
“I think the balance at present is not quite what it should be,”
said the acting judge of the NSW Supreme Court and former
Federal Court judge.
He told The Weekend Australian he favoured retaining a national
race-hate law but said it needed a series of changes that would
shift the balance and make section 18C easier for the courts to
apply in a consistent manner.
The key part of his scheme would mean moving to what he
described as an objective test in which liability under section
18C would be determined according to community standards.
This would mean abandoning the current approach that focuses
on how the statements at the heart of a complaint would affect
a reasonable representative of those who lodged the complaint.
Justice Sackville’s reform plan, outlined in a forthcoming edition
of the Australian Law Journal, would also remove the prohibition
on language that offends, insults, humiliates or intimidates and
replace it with what he described as “a more demanding
standard”. This would ban language that degrades, intimidates
or incites hatred or contempt.
“The objective standards that I am suggesting would be capable
of readier application than the present test, which involves a
rather difficult combination of subjective and objective
elements,” Justice Sackville said. “I think they do present some
difficulties for courts in applying those tests.”
At the moment, section 18C imposes liability for speech that is
“reasonably likely, in all the circumstances, to offend, insult, humiliate or intimidate” on the basis of “race, colour or national
or ethnic origin”.
Justice Sackville’s remarks are in line with those of Brisbane
barrister Michael Henry.
Comments:

Fredrick6 HOURS AGO
Section 18C should be scrapped. Why? Anyone who has hurt
feelings and feels insulted or diminished in self-worth by what
someone says or writes can take the matter via a defamation
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action to a proper court and test the truth-content of what is
said or written.
The Human Rights Commission does not care about truth as a
defence but relies on the purely subjective “hurt feeling”, and as
anyone knows from experience, words can be hurtful.
Besides taking the hurt feeling to court through a defamation
action, the remedy to fix this hurt feeling is a dose of maturation
– and that takes time.
The alternative is to wallow in a feeling of victimhood where
scapegoating reigns supreme but where basic values such as
truth, honour and justice cannot flourish.
This is because the concept of “discrimination” has been
replaced
by
truth,
which
causes
confusion
through
misunderstanding because any act of discrimination is an act of
thinking, however weird or fanciful.
All too often those who cry foul about something on grounds
that it is malicious discrimination fail to see that any act said,
written or done is best evaluated by using the “justice” concept.
Remember, non-thinking individuals and highly developed
sophists-liars on a power kick, delight in playing the victim card
because that extricates them from truth-telling.
It must not be forgotten that in 1995 s18C was specifically
designed as a discussion stopper, and at the same time to
extend legal protection to those who feel aggrieved about any
public discussion on certain historical matters whose
interpretation remains contentious.
Removal of s18C would liberate us from the horrible PC shroud
that since 1995 has been stifling Australia’s moral and
intellectual vitality.
Liberty16 HOURS AGO
@Fredrick This is because the concept of “discrimination” has
been replaced by truth....didn't take long. Truth is no defence to
so called hate speech action. Technically wrong again. No
wonder you lost your cases?
Liberty16 HOURS AGO
@Fredrick So what Remember, non-thinking individuals and
highly developed sophists-liars on a power kick, delight in
playing the victim card because that extricates them from truthtelling....sounds wonderful until the rubber hits the road. Is the
holocaust true or false? Tell the truth as you see it Frederick. Go
on. Tell us what you really think.
Lisa14 HOURS AGO
You need to research what kind of situations a charge of
defamation can be used for. It doesn't usually cover things said
that are hate speech. Definition of 'defamation' from the
Lawschool website: "Defamation is when someone spreads false
rumours about you and as a result hurts your reputation".
That's why 18c is needed.
Liberty13 HOURS AGO
@Lisa Defamation has a truth defence that hate speech laws do
not. That is why they must go. Silly Little Lisa.
Liberty1 DAY AGO
….. remove the prohibition on language that offends, insults,
humiliates or intimidates and replace it with what he described
as “a more demanding standard”. This would ban language that
degrades, intimidates or incites hatred or contempt.“......... The
objective standards that I am suggesting would be capable of
readier application than the present test,.......Objective? Really?
What nonsense. Hatred and degradation are inherently vague
and subjective terms or standards. These terms all operate in
the same way – they protect dignity. There is no human right to
dignity. Anyone who suggests that incitement of hatred,
degradation or contempt is not an essentially vague and
subjective standard is fooling themselves or others, or fails to
understand how far some activist post-modern judges will twist
the language so as to impose their own personal biases.
As any lawyer worth his or her salt knows and as UN General
Comment 34 on ICCPR Article 19 makes clear, as does the UN

Rabat Plan of Action on so called hate speech laws, any statute
must be sufficiently clear and not subjective to be a valid law at
all. If not the statute is void for vagueness. All these hate
speech law tests (hate, contempt, ridicule, offend, insult,
humiliate, degrade.villify) are inherently vague and therefore
void for vagueness. They are void for vagueness.
They should all be repealed at the State and Territory level and
Federally by passing overarching comprehensive legislation
guaranteeing the equal free expression that is the constitutional
right of all freeborn Australians. Simply repealing s18C (let
alone merely tinkering with its language) will make almost no
difference at all. In fact better it remains in place in order to
spark meaningful reform.
Liberty16 HOURS AGO
Liberty is not associated at all with Frederick. Not all all. Chalk
and cheese. Totally opposite views.
Lisa14 HOURS AGO
Sorry Liberty, but you are wrong about statute being void for
vagueness here in Australia. The only court that can strike down
a law is the High Court and that is only if said law is
unconstitutional. If legislation is vague in this country it simply
gets passed on to Cabinet to be clarified and re-passed. Plus any
lawyer worth their salt knows that international law does not
really have that much power here in Australia.
If this law was void for vagueness there would not have been a
conviction under it. It is anything but 'vague'.
Liberty12 HOURS AGO
@Lisa What a load of tosh.

Fredrick1 HOUR AGO
@Liberty @Lisa @Liberty @Lisa Liberty confuses substancetruth telling with sophistry-lying. It was Alan Dershowitz who
split free expression into free speech and hate speech, thereby
confusing and then discarding the factual truth concept by
hiding behind the subjective hate-speech concept. It is an
immature but effective way of temporarily resolving daily
battles-of-the-will situations perfected by the typical school yard
bully - all huff and puff and bluff but no substance that would
help to clarify what the disagreement is all about. For
Shopenhauer truth emerges in three stages: first it is ridiculed;
then it is violently opposed; and finally it is accepted as common
knowledge.
Peter17 HOURS AGO
It's common sense really. Tell that to the Human Rights
Commission & its publicly funded so-called victim industry. Get
rid of it just for a start if you want do benefit the entire country,
all groups everywhere. The Commissioner is a political, public
funded far too expensive joke.
Debra L18 HOURS AGO
Very promising that this esteemed judge has peeped over the
parapet and his head remains intact.
Geoffrey20 HOURS AGO
Quote: The Institute of Public Affairs obtained heavily redacted
documents from the commission under the Freedom of
Information Act, showing the race hatred caseload on its books.
IPA director of policy Simon Breheny said: “The really worrying
thing is that Australians have no visibility about the process that
is taking place inside the commission.”
Star Chamber blacked out.
***
MORE:A black and white issue
***
http://www.theaustralian.com.au/business/legalaffairs/align-section-18c-with-community-standardssaysjudgeronsackville/newsstory/ddaa37ef12c80d07660
62f6676feafa7

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Ernst Boehm - Ernst Gehrer - Herbert Kanike - Heinrich Remmlinger - Erwin Skotki - Eduard Sonnenfeld K H Strueffmann - Arno Diere - E P Vogel - Fran Wiese
http://de.metapedia.org/wiki/Remmlinger,_Heinrich

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
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While reading this defence against “vaccine deniers”, think of the attacks on so-called “Holocaust deniers” – the
mechanism is the same. Why not just leave it up to individuals to vaccinate or not? Only those who are not vaccinated
face the danger of an infection because a non-vaccinated CANNOT endanger the vaccinated. The logic used by the
advocates of vaccination is that the vaccinated is endagered by the non-vaccinated!

WHO Manual Directing "Authorities" on How to Respond to Vaccine Deniers in Public
Jefferey Jaxen, August 19, 2016
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The endlessly increasing vaccine push on the public, at the
medical and health freedom. To these ends, the WHO has
behest of pharmaceutical companies, can be looked at as
created a graphic to address the "probability to change one's
nothing more than a psychological operation (PSYOP). From the
mind to vaccine acceptance."
European Regional Office of the World Health Organization
The WHO refers to those that don't believe in vaccines or
(WHO) comes the 2016 "Best Practice Guidance 1st Edition:
question their effectiveness and safety "adversaries." The
How to Respond to Vocal Vaccine Deniers in Public". From this
document concludes with a chapter titled "How to Protect
guide parents and communities will understand how to see
Yourself." The chapter warns "In extremely rare circumstances
through the simplistic messaging maneuvers and counter the
your personal safety and security may be compromised by your
ongoing public PSYOP. The WHO's guiding document opens on
pro-vaccination viewpoint." Furthermore, the WHO document
page one with the following statement:
cautions the public health official to "Be aware that your
"This guidance document provides basic broad principles for a
evidence and opinion may put your personal safety in
spokesperson of any health authority on how to respond to vocal
jeopardy."
vaccine deniers.The suggestions are based on psychological
Overall the document reads like a military PSYOPS manual on
research on persuasion, on research in public health,
how to properly craft and deliver specific messaging to a
communication
studies
and
on
WHO
risk
conquered enemy force. Given the massive amounts of scientific
communication guidelines."
corruption, conspiracy "facts" and political revolving doors with
The document centers on how to address "science denialism" for
vaccine manufacturers (i.e. Julie "Merck" Gerberding), the
health authorities in a public venue or discussion. The document
WHO's document is glimpse to a future where forced medicine,
reads like a marijuana propaganda piece from the 1960's.
directed by drug manufacturers, will give the public no quarter.
According the the WHO, those who question "science" and
At face value, the instructions and wording are just plain creepy
"experts" are chopped up into three categories: a vaccine
in our current atmosphere of eroding health freedom.
refuser, a vaccine skeptic or a vaccine denier. Each one of the
Furthermore, it is important to keep in context that just six
three labels, according to the WHO, can be found on what they
months before this document's release, the WHO was caught (in
call the vaccine "hesitancy continuum." The "vaccine denier"
their own internal emails) in a coordinated effort to mislead
refers to "a member of a subgroup at the extreme end of the
investigators and fraudulently conceal the dangers of the human
hesitancy continuum." When it comes to corporate bottom lines,
papilloma virus vaccine.
the pharmaceutical company lobbyist focuses on the politician or
http://www.blacklistednews.com/WHO_Manual_Directin
government "official" that can persuade the most people, and
g_%22Authorities%22_on_How_to_Respond_to_Vaccine
maneuver around or through the stop-gap measures to remove
_Deniers_in_PUblic/53578/0/38/38/Y/M.html
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------http://blogs.timesofisrael.com/germanys-best-known***
antisemitic-and-anti-zionist-historian-ernst-nolte-ishttp://www.spikedonline.com/newsite/article/defendin
dead/
gfreespeechdownunderbrendanoneillqanda/18688#.V72
***
blvl97IU
http://www.theaustralian.com.au/author/Hedley+Thom
***
as
http://www.straitstimes.com/asia/australianz/aussie***
conservatives-seek-repeal-of-law-against-racist-speech
http://www.theaustralian.com.au/highereducation/secti
***
on18cteachingcasescanenddreams/newsstory/dee28734
http://www.theaustralian.com.au/opinion/there-wille8ead0efd89243ed4e471caf
never-be-winners-under-section-18c-as-it-stands/news***
story/1bacb30956b99217e34116f222196ff2
http://www.theaustralian.com.au/opinion/letters/lawcame-form-ethnic-leaders-who-conned-the-naive/newsstory/14d216be05f3384a0810c984001b1c97

______________________________________________
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German and Canadian Holocaust enforcers working together to
silence siblings Monika and Alfred Schaefer

30

9/11 Brainwashing part 1 http://youtu.be/PEub314qp_4
9/11 Brainwashing part 2 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=mHyzsuj2Rzs

**********************************************************************
From: Alfred Schaefer info@alfredsaws.de
Sent: August 20, 2016 2:24:50 AM
Subject: no more activity on fitbit
Dear Mel, dear Jeff,
a wonderful thing happened, the timing was perfect. My house
was raided by the German "Kriminal Polizei" and they took all of
my computers and papers, but it could not have happened at a
more appropriate time. I had just uploaded my latest video, the
German version of "Dissidenten Reden Klartext" the full lenth 30
minuts which included my sisters appology to our Mom.
Don't be allarmed if you see no more activity on my fitbit, it is
only because the app that uploads my data is in police custody.
I am not dead.
Everything is just fine and it is a relief for me that now the
police have the opportunity to learn some things about
psychological warfare as they took the script from my London
Forum talk and many other useful things.
Many regards,
Alfred.
On 20.08.2016, at 20:23, Monika Schaefer
monika_schaefer@hotmail.com wrote:
Your attitude and spirit is nothing short of spectacular Alfred.
What an inspiration!
Monika
Gesendet: Sonntag, 21. August 2016 um 10:56 Uhr
Von: "Alfred
Schaefer"
<info@alfredsaws.de>
An: "Monika Schaefer" <monika_schaefer@hotmail.com>
Betreff: Re: no more activity on fitbit
Monika, when you talk in Toronto about this raid, here a few tid
bits to help you to understand the spectacular opportunity we
have, to deal the "thought crime" division a real blow.

Nomally a raid on thought criminals is conducted with a heavily
armed SWAT team with sirens blazing and much fan fare. This is
a psychological warfare trick to intimidate.
In my case, there was a man and a woman, they rang the
doorbell at about 7:00 AM and not 3:00 AM as they often
otherwise like to do. Then, they did not even bring their own
witness. These are tell tale symptoms that their motivation is at
an all time low, they do not want to do this anymore.
Another 1 in 100 chance luck:
I always get in the shower before Elfriede does. This one
morning I did not, I slept uneasy and let her go first, so when
the doorbell rang at 7:00 it was lovely Elfriede who answered
the door and ushered in our surprise visitors. She offered them
water or coffee which they declined. She told them that Alfred is
in the shower. The police officer did not take his sights off the
bathroom door. Of course I got wind of what was happening
though the bathroom door, so I could enter the stage the way I
wanted to.
I opened the door completly relaxed and completely naked. No
towel, no nothing. I smiled at the gentelman and asked him if
there is anything particular that he is looking for at this hour in
our house. I wanted to convey to him that I had nothing to hide
and have no fear. Without flinching he told me he had a search
warrant and I can get dressed.
Then after explaining the search warrant to us, we were told we
are entitled to a witness to the search. After some deliberation I
said, OK, and he glued himself to my heels and we strode over
to Luxburgs. What a stroke of luck, the timing of all of this. Only
a few months ago I had given Brigitte a copy of the description
of Gerard Menuhins book, "Tell the truth and shame the devel".
I had done this after a short dialog regarding 9-11, I showed her
a copy of the National Journal with the article of Gerard's book,
and she solemly asked me if I could copy that for her. I gave
her a copy. She told me her grandmother had always warned
her about those "Jews".
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Anyway, when you talk about this Monika, the Graff von
Luxburg is German nobility. And these people are truly nobility
in every sence of the word. When Haro had to leave because of
timecontraints and office schedule, he told the officers, to just
hold on until he gets his son. Alexander came over and he was
every bit as dignified and professional as was his father. Our
police officers must have almost choked up as they digested this
show. Signed on the "witness" line of the paper, the name
"GRAF von Luxburg". and they thouroghly checked his ID.
Nobody can tell me that I do not have a guardian angel.
Seldom have the ducks been better aligned than they are right
now. We all wanted to take this to the next level, and they have
done it for us. I am eternally grateful that one of the tribesman
followed Bnai Brith's plea put out to the world, take this guy
down.

On the complaint itself, when you have to hold back from
laughing. The reason for the raid is stated as "he put up a video,
Sorry Mom, I was wrong about the holocaust" and it goes on, in
this video the woman claims there were no gas chambers and
bla bla bla.
The fact that we just got up the "Disident Speaks out" and
"Dissidenten Reden Klartext" is supremely fantastic. The german
version has been sent to every single judge in Germany and so
many more people. If I had to write a script for a raid that fits
my liking, I could not have written a better script than the one
that just played out. Lets leverage every single bit of this as
focused and positively as we possibly can.
Thank you Monika for your amazing violin playing and ideas and
courage.
Alfred.

_________________________________________________

*Sorry Mom, I was wrong about the Holocaust*
*Entschuldigung Mama, ich hatte Unrecht was den Holocaust betrifft*

__________________________________________________
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Bayreuth Festival ends lackluster season
Richard Wagner's Festspielhaus theater is freshly restored, but the myth and mystique of his festival
seems tarnished as it wraps up the season.
Little seems to excite the public other than rumors in the pipeline.
By Rick Fulker, 26.08.2016
in hopes of garnering admission to the notoriously exclusive and
overbooked event. Over the course of the year, the Bayreuth
Festival website has, in fact, repeatedly shown ticket availability.
For their part, festival sources explain that since the advent of
online ticket sales a few years ago, the audience has grown
more internationally mixed.

The 105th Bayreuth Festival ends on August 28 as it began, with
a performance of "Parsifal." Reviews on the interpretation of
Richard Wagner's last - and most enigmatic - opus by stage
director Uwe Eric Laufenberg ranged from "triumphant" (Daily
Telegraph) and "sublime and provocative … a bold vision" (New
York Times) to "a catastrophic, naïve, decorative nonengagement with the delicate subject matter at this most
authentic location … a scandal." (Frankfurter Allgemeine
Zeitung).
Laufenberg, who had used much religious imagery in his scenes
and pointed to a transcendence of the world's major religions in
his interpretation, engaged the critics in mid-August in an article
on the online portal Nachtkritik.de. He noted the openmindedness of foreign critics, while condemning the Germans
for their inside-the-box thinking.

Sometimes clad as harem vamps, sometimes fully-veiled:
Klingsor's flower maidens in 'Parsifal'
The audience sees it differently
After the premiere on July 25, the audience applauded warmly,
however, for a full 10 minutes - apparently accepting the stage
direction while recognizing a strong cast and a fresh musical
rendition by conductor Hartmut Haenchen, who had stepped in
on short notice.
That audience had submitted to cordoned-off areas and a
bottleneck of bag and ticket checks before being admitted to the
epicenter of Wagnerian art, the composer's self-designed
Festspielhaus. Its façade looked refreshed this year after
renovation, but the red-carpet reception on opening day had
been cancelled for the first time in memory - in acknowledgment
of the victims of four terror attacks in one week in Germany.
In effect, the enhanced security was tolerated if not appreciated
by most - and was relaxed somewhat after the second day. It
will last, however, beyond the current season, according to the
Bayreuth Festival's managing director Holger von Berg, who told
the local press that "there will continue to be a fence, and the
entrances will be closed."
Von Berg also had to explain the once-unthinkable: Not all the
tickets available this year were sold; over the course of the fiveweek festival and its 30 performances, some 40 seats remained
empty.
The festival was thus effectively sold out, yet gone are the days
when people would camp out all night in front of the ticket office

From nudism to burqas, military-look and religious
symbolism, Laufenberg's 'Parsifal' is rich in multicultural
imagery
Wagner overkill, mystique passé?
Artistic director Katharina Wagner, a great-granddaughter of the
composer and once a regular media presence, was rarely seen
in public this year, focusing instead on her role as producer of
live transmissions of the operas.
Media dissemination of the Wagner Festival has, in fact, never
been more extensive, with all seven performances from the first
week of premieres - "Parsifal," "Tristan and Isolde," "The Flying
Dutchman" and the four operas of the cycle "The Ring of the
Nibelung" - transmitted live to roughly 100 movie theaters in
Germany and neighboring states and broadcast on television in
Germany, England and Japan.
Whether the easier access to the event once shrouded in myth
and mystique has reduced its appeal remains to be proven.

Marek Janowski surprised many with a strong debut and
a distinctive take on the 'Ring'
Little remains on the program that truly engages and excites,
say many long-year observers. In its fourth season, the
production of the "Ring" cycle by director Frank Castorf
continued to stand out for impressive scenes but boring action.
The conductor, however, was hailed by most: 77-year-old Marek
Janowski gave his Bayreuth debut.
Otherwise, speculation is rife on next year's new production of
"The Mastersingers of Nuremberg" by Australian director Barrie
Kosky - and on two unanswered questions. Firstly, will she or
won't she? She, of course, is Russian diva Anna Netrebko and
it's been speculated she'll join the cast of "Lohengrin" in 2018.
And, secondly, she won't, but who will? That refers to the
unannounced stage director of the next "Ring" in 2020, as
Katharina Wagner has ruled out doing the job herself.
http://www.dw.com/en/bayreuth-festival-endslackluster-season/a-19505492
***********************
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Hartmut Haenchen:
"A society without women is doomed"
Stepping in barely four weeks before opening day, he
surprised the Bayreuth Festival Orchestra and its public.
73-year-old Hartmut Haenchen is clearly a maestro with a
mind of his own, as revealed in a chat with DW.

Deutsche Welle: Your premiere was widely praised by the
audience and the critics. How do you feel about it?
HH: After an extremely short rehearsal period, everything came
together. It was a sense of relief and gratification, musically and
emotionally too. I was able to make a great deal of what I'd
wanted happen.
DW: Many were surprised by the swift tempos in your take on
"Parsifal." How did the singers react?
HH: It was a big readjustment for them, and not easy, because
the stage direction had already been set. So we had to make
some minor adjustments. But of course I didn't make any
changes to the action, and you actually can't really see the
stage from my position in the orchestra pit. In fact, the first
time I saw the stage direction was on TV. That's unusual!

From his position in the pit, the conductor couldn't see
much of the stage
DW: So you conducted "Parsifal" in Bayreuth on short notice but
have studied the work long-term and intensively. What do you
think is its message?
HH: "Parsifal" clearly shows us that a society of men that tries
to get along without women is disfunctional. Throughout
Wagner's works you repeatedly see that only women are in a
position to make positive change in the world - and that the
men get it all wrong! He makes that clear in various ways and in
various works, not only "Parsifal" but also "Tannhäuser," the
"Flying Dutchman" and "Tristan."
The society of the knights of the Holy Grail in "Parsifal" is only
maintained by ritual. But a society must actually be confirmed
and proven through deeds. This community is thus doomed.
Only an outsider who sees the problem can change something.
The main protagonist, Parsifal, doesn't recognize it, but is made
wise to the world through the actions of a woman, Kundry.
Now whether that really results in social transformation is an
issue that Wagner leaves open. As in "Twilight of the Gods,"
there's just a shimmer of hope at the end, but no real solution
offered. That makes this piece, "Parsifal," very topical - in the
sense of religions stuck in their rituals and functioning only on
an ideological level but ignoring basic human values. That's
clearly a problem in our times.
DW: As director Uwe Eric Laufenberg sees it in this production,
the character of Parsifal transcends religions by subsuming them
into a kind of meta religion of nature. Can you agree with that?
HH: I didn't have time to work with the director on his concept.
He explained it to me, and I came to terms with it easily

enough. In a sense, he takes an approach that's critical to
established religion. But unlike the director, I don't like to
describe "Parsifal" as a piece about Christianity. I think Wagner
makes clever use of symbols like the Holy Speer and the Holy
Grail in order to make the piece understandable to ordinary
people. They are simply the point of departure for his story which also includes the Indian belief in reincarnation and
elements of Buddhism.

'Parsifal' isn't really a Christian, work, says Haenchen
DW: What does Wagner's music have to say to us today?
HH: Wagner is an important pillar of European culture, one
worth preserving. His ideal is to promote and develop the arts
with a vision of the future. In my opinion, some things that
belong together have grown apart, with new artistic creation
considered separately from old. They really should go together
organically. That's what I appreciate with Wagner: he
understands people as they are, speaks to them and takes them
a step further.
DW: For the sake of societal change and development?
Exactly! If we keep cutting back resources on culture, we'll end
up spending ten times as much later on, repairing the damage
to society. This isn't just about music. We have to develop,
sustain and support the arts and culture in Europe in order to
contain social problems, even criminality and drug abuse. As
long as people are guided towards humanistic values - and here
I'm talking about the ideals we once shared - then we're on the
right path to preserving Europe.
But as I look around today, I'm worried about insufficient
investment in education and youth theaters. Children have less
access to concerts, and funding for music schools has been
curtailed. In all these issues that are really critical for the future,
political leaders are too short-sighted. With the modest means
at my disposal, I'm trying to agitate for positive change here.
DW: Does that include the integration of people from very
different cultures into our own by means of music? After all,
there's a big gulf between events like the Bayreuth Festival and
the current refugee crisis. Is that too grand a vision?

For years, Haenchen was the main conductor of the Carl
Philipp Emanuel Bach Chamber Orchestra
HH: The foreign element and the fascination with things that are
different have always enriched European culture. And if there
are disagreements on the issue, it's never been any different.
I was artistic director of the Dresden Music Festival for eight
years, and one of the themes there was "Fasination for the
Foreign." We brought together different musical cultures and
showed how they cross-fertilize each other and create mutual
tension. And we observed that music, which gets by without
words and overcomes language barriers, is the best way to
bring people together, to get them to join forces and understand
each other. You really have to recognize that.
***
DW's Adelheid Feilcke spoke with Hartmut Haenchen.
http://www.dw.com/en/hartmut-haenchen-a-societywithout-women-is-doomed/a-19505781
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PEEK INSIDE RICHARD WAGNER'S NEWLY RESTORED
HOUSE
By Rick Fulker, 24.07.2015

The villa Wagner called home
"Where I found peace from my delusions" is a very rough
translation of Richard Wagner's neologism "Wahnfried" "Wahn" meaning delusion and "Fried" peace. The
itinerant composer finally found a permanent home only
when he was approaching age 70. The bust in front is
that of the visionary (or delusional?) King Ludwig II of
Bavaria, who funded both Wagner's festival and his
mansion.

Old meets new
This part of the expanded facility is brand new. So as not
to disturb the initial impression of the historic Wahnfried
and the Siegfried Wagner House off to the left, it's tucked
away off to the rear and is visible only after approaching
the house. There are temporary exhibitions on the ground
level, while underground rooms house the permanent
exhibits and Wagner Archive.

Up close
You don't need your opera glasses to appreciate these.
The costumes are housed in the part of the museum that
is underground and deals with Bayreuth Festival history
after Richard Wagner's death in 1883.

Wagner buried with his dog
For the first time, the garden has been restored to look
like it did when Richard and Cosima Wagner gazed upon
it. The couple is buried just behind it, along with
Wagner's dog, Russ. This opulent back yard extends
directly into the vast park of Bayreuth Palace.

Coming to life
Pictures are an indispensible part of any historical
exhibition. These, to go along with the original costumes,
seem to float in space behind glass panes. Here we see an
Isolde from a bygone era.

Everything in its place
It may look as though the Wagners had left on a trip except for the cloth and clase casings. The furniture
stands where the originals once did, most of them
destroyed during an air raid in April 1945 during the final
weeks of World War II. Originals from the Wagner
residence that survived the ravages of time are protected
behind glass.

The stage in miniature
With this miniature replica of Richard Wagner's festival
theater, it's possible to peek inside and get an impression
of the famous covered orchestra pit beneath the stage. In
the original, the overall construction creates a blend of
instrumental and vocal sound ideally suited to Wagner's
music.
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It's about the music
After taking in the exhibits, visitors can restore their
energy here - or deplete it, depending on their mood and
the piece - and listen to a selection of over 500
recordings. While the ear is being stimulated, the eye
rests on a Japanese garden outside the window.

Fort Knox for R.W.
Richard Wagner's original scores and letters are stored
behind high-security doors in the subterranean archive.
The air conditioning there not only keeps the objects cool.
Its special mix with reduced oxygen levels also protects
against fire damage.

Looking back at the Nazi era
The Siegfried Wagner House is next to Wahnfried. The
multimedia exhibition there has nothing but floor-level
information panels with texts and images. Meanwhile,
recorded voices tell of the era of Winifred Wagner and the
Third Reich.

The sofa he died on
This exhibit has to be protected as well. In an earlier era,
female Wagner devotees would kneel there, clutch it and
sob. The "Master" passed away on this object while the
Wagners were in Venice, and it was returned to Bayreuth
along with his remains.
*
Bayreuth Festival's 'Parsifal,' set in IS-occupied Iraq,
railed as provincial
Richard Wagner's knights of the Holy Grail opera was
reset in the Islamic world as security measures were
tightened at the Bayreuth Festival. The audience booed
the production, though the soloists were top notch.
http://www.dw.com/en/bayreuth-festivals-parsifal-setin-is-occupied-iraq-railed-as-provincial/a-19426770
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