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in historical revisionism. While I agree with the growing
number of Jewish writers that the extent of the Jewish
Holocaust has been exaggerated, I have never said it is a
“gigantic lie”.
The claim that Fred Leuchter has visited Australia, is
simply factually incorrect. Lipstadt’s “growing assault on
truth” is continued in the only footnote relating to the
half page on revisionism in Australia.
The seven sentences in the footnote, below, relating to
Dr Anice Morsey contain three errors of fact. Have the
above errors of fact been corrected in the paperback
edition?
Best wishes.
John Bennett, President, Australian Civil Liberties Union
-----------------------------------------------------------Text from 1994 paperback edition, pages 18-19:

122 Canning ST
CARLTON Vic 3053
AUSTRALIA
17 October 1994

Dear Deborah Lipstadt
Denying the Holocaust, a book by Deborah Lipstadt,
which is subtitled “the growing assault on truth and
memory”, is an attack on revisionist historians who query
the extent of the Jewish Holocaust in World War 2. The
book has been favourably reviewed in the Guardian
Weekly, the New York Times, and the Washington Post.
Half a page of the book is devoted to historical
revisionism in Australia. Claims by Lipstadt that I am
“the leader” of the Australian League of Rights, that I
have claimed the Holocaust is a “gigantic lie”, and that
Fred Leuchter , who has demonstrated that people could
not have been gassed at Auschwitz, has visited Australia,
are all incorrect, and amount to an “assault on truth”.
I am not “the leader” of the Australian League of Rights,
and am not now, and have never been even a member of
the group. I understand the group is a Christian group,
that it promotes an economic theory of social credit, and
that it believes in an International Fabian Socialist
conspiracy, orchestrated by the left wing Fabian Society.
I am not a Christian, do not believe in social credit, and
far from believing in a Fabian conspiracy theory, am a
long standing member of the Fabian Society, and a
former member of its executive.
The only organizations I belong to apart from the Fabian
Society, are the Society of Labor Lawyers, Amnesty, the
Free Speech Committee, the Voltaire (Free Speech)
Institute, and the Australian Civil Liberties Union, of
which I am President. It was because of my interest in
freedom of speech, and my opposition to censorship,
including censorship of history, that I became interested

Footnote 49:

View: The Big Lie
ABC TV Lateline 20 July 1994
- interview with Prof Deborah Lipstadthttps://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ogam3sbQHZs
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There Are Not Two Sides to Every Story:
Deborah Lipstadt on “Denial”

By Matt Fagerholm,
In a blistering segment on his Emmy-winning HBO
program, “Last Week Tonight,” John Oliver dissected
unsettling comments made by Newt Gingrich at this
year’s Republican National Convention. “I think we can
all agree that candidates can create feelings in people,”
said Oliver. “What Gingrich is saying is that feelings are
as valid as facts. So then, by the transitive property,
candidates can create facts, which is terrifying, because
that means someone like Donald Trump can essentially
create his own reality.” The same could be said of David
Irving, a Holocaust denier who sued revered historian
and professor Deborah Lipstadt for libel, forcing her to
prove in court that the Holocaust actually took place.
What’s astonishing is that this trial occurred a mere two
decades ago. Now director Mick Jackson and screenwriter
David Hare have brought the story to life on the big
screen, with Rachel Weisz inhabiting the role of Lipstadt.
Tom Wilkinson and Andrew Scot play key members of
Lipstadt’s defense team (lawyer Richard Rampton and
academic Anthony Julius, respectively), while Timothy
Spall is indelibly blood-curdling as Irving.
Lipstadt spoke with RogerEbert.com about our conspiracy
theory-driven culture, Weisz’s spot-on accent and why
the film deserves to be viewed as much more than a
Trump allegory.
I saw “Denial” at its premiere in Toronto, and mentioned
Mick Jackson’s brilliant HBO film, “Temple Grandin,”
during the Q&A.

Oh that was a wonderful film. When Mick’s name was
first mentioned to me, they told me that he had directed
films like “The Bodyguard” and “L.A. Story,” and it was
only afterwards, when I was reading his bio, that I
realized he had also made “Temple Grandin.” I once
attended a conference at Trinity College with a friend of
mine, and he told me about his son, who is autistic. The
Israeli army had made accommodations for his son, and
he was very touched by that. I told him about the film
“Temple Grandin” and he said, “Not only do we know the
movie, we have her book.” She had given his son hope.
What was it like collaborating with David Hare, as well as
with Mick Jackson and Rachel Weisz, on this project?

There were all sorts of false starts, as there are on any
movie, and they eventually decided to bring in
Participant Media and BBC Films. They called me and
asked, “Do you know the name David Hare?” and I said,
“Of course, I know the name. I’m not living under a
rock.” [laughs] They told me that he was thinking of
coming onto the project, and they wanted me to go to
London to meet him. Within three days, I was on a plane
to London. We had tea together and met with Richard
Rampton and Anthony Julius. David and I got together a
few more times after that, and during our fourth
meeting, he decided that he would take on the script. He
came to Atlanta to watch me teach, meet my friends,
and see where I lived. Then I received versions of the
script and was asked to comment on them. I didn’t
comment on every line or his artistic approach, but I did
say if something wasn’t accurate, and he was very open
to my feedback. When Mick came on, I met with him a
number of times. He would ask lots of detailed questions
because he comes from the world of documentary,
having directed such programs as BBC’s “The Ascent of
Man” with Jacob Bronowski.
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When Rachel came on, she called me right away and we
spent 40 minutes on the phone together. I spent two
days with her at her home in New York, and she pumped
me for as much information as she could. It was very
helpful to her during her process of understanding me
and creating the character. At the end of our time
together, she said, “I’m not going to recreate you as
Helen Mirren recreates the Queen. I’m going to take all
the stories you told me, along with the script and the
direction I’m given on the set, and I’m going to put it all
together as a composite, which will be my understanding
of who you are.” Some of my very close friends have
seen the film and they’ve said, “Love the film but she
didn’t get this or that exactly right,” and I explain to
them that she wasn’t mimicking me. This was her
interpretation and I think she did a great job. I laugh
when people complain about her accent. I have a little
four-year-old friend with whom I read every night, and
her parents were watching the trailer for the film during
a recent visit. She looked up and said, “Why does that
lady sound like you?” If a four-year-old thinks Rachel
sounds like me, that is what I sound like.
Immediately after the film ended, I turned to the couple
sitting next to me and said, “Timothy Spall made a great
Donald Trump,” and they completely agreed. Beyond
those similarities, “Denial” does capture the bullying
nature of modern American culture.
I don’t want “Denial” to be an anti-Trump film for an
important reason: the message of the film is much
bigger than one person. You are absolutely right that we
live in a bullying culture. David Irving is a bully—he’s
bullied people by threatening lawsuits, getting people to
settle, etc. But more importantly, we live in a conspiracy
theory-driven culture where people say that 9/11 was an
inside job, or that Sandy Hook was set up by the antigun people in order to get anti-gun legislation legislation
passed. Facts don’t seem to matter to these people. If
they believe it and if they are going to insist on it, that’s
enough. This served as the inspiration for Stephen
Colbert’s concept of “truthiness,” as well as The
Economist’s definition of “post-truth” politics. This film is
about Holocaust denial, and about the truth of the
Holocaust. It’s about how there are not two sides to
every story, and that there is a difference between fact,
opinion and lies. If I say to you it is my opinion that 9/11
never happened, or that slavery never happened or that
Elvis is alive—that’s not an opinion, that’s a lie, even if I
insist upon it. What we see today are people taking lies,
insisting on them as their opinion and hoping to shape
the facts. Holocaust deniers are a perfect role model for
these people.
Irving’s penchant for baiting the media with soundbites
like, “No holes, no Holocaust,” is evocative of how
opinions are often taken on issues before they are
properly explored. You can “like” a headline online
without reading the article.
It’s all a part of the 24-hour news cycle. I don’t want to
beat up on the Internet because I couldn’t do my work
without it. I always describe the Internet as a knife. A
knife in the hands of a murderer is a weapon, a knife in
the hands of a surgeon is an instrument to save a life.
But what has happened with the Internet is that people
with crazy ideas have found each other, and they can
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hide behind false identities and become trolls. They can
insist that there were Muslims dancing on New Jersey
rooftops after 9/11, even though there is no evidence to
prove it. It’s very, very dangerous, and our movie speaks
to that. It wasn’t our goal to make an anti-Trump movie.
When we started making the film in December, no one
thought Trump had a chance. He was a joke at that
point. If you merely focus on him rather than the bigger
issues of the film, you fail to see the forest for the trees.
I never took the macro view when the film was being
made. Each day, I was asked questions like, “Would you
have worn hiking boots or sneakers when you went to
Auschwitz?” I dealt with each piece at a time, and I took
a similar approach to the trial. I never sat down and said,
“I’m going to bring down the world’s leading Holocaust
denier,” or, “I am fighting this on behalf of the Jewish
people or the survivors or the people who believe in
truth.” I slogged my way through each day. There’s a
scene in the movie which I didn’t pick up on until my
third viewing where my character comes back to Emory
and asks her class, “Who here thinks they would’ve
hidden Jews? You all think you would’ve been brave, but
you can’t know what you’re going to do until you are
faced with [the dilemma].” It’s only in hindsight that
certain actions are called “heroic.” It always makes me
uncomfortable when people call me heroic, because I
never thought of myself as that. I just knew that if I
didn’t fight this guy, he wins, and if he wins, history gets
mangled, people who suffered get hurt and truth gets
thrown out the window. I couldn’t be the vehicle to let
that happen.
One of your greatest achievements is how you’ve made
facts tangible and undeniable through your work for the
United States Holocaust Memorial Museum.

Thank you very much for saying that. My initial job for
the museum was to do some of the research on America
during the Holocaust, and provide them with raw
material while outlining the issues. In the permanent
exhibit, there’s a whole section of videos on the
American response, and that is based on my research.
After I did that, President Clinton appointed me to be on
the Holocaust Council, and when I stepped down, I got a
fellowship to do research there. After that, President
Obama reappointed me. So I think I am the only person
who was a worker, a member of the Council and got a
fellowship. The Holocaust Museum was very helpful to us
in arranging the filming at Auschwitz, which has very

strict rules against filming on the grounds. It was a team
effort. They allowed us to bring the camera inside the
grounds, but the actors remained outside. The rest of the
footage was shot on a set in England. After we had a
finished cut, one of the producers flew to Krakow, took a
car to Auschwitz, screened it for them, received a very
positive response, and then flew back to London. If we
were going to make a film about the truth of Auschwitz,
we had to know that we got it right and they were the
ones to tell us we got it right.
Was it important to you that the court transcripts were
preserved verbatim in the screenplay?

Oh absolutely. Before he wrote a word of the script,
David Hare said, “Deborah, anything that goes on in the
courtroom will come from the transcripts, word for
word.” That’s when I knew we had the right person.
Everything that comes out of David Irving’s mouth is
what he said in the courtroom. This was a movie about
truth, and you couldn’t mangle the truth. It frustrates me
that some of the reviews, even some of the positive
ones, have said, “I wish there would’ve been a moment
where Deborah stood up in court a la Jimmy Stewart in
‘Mr. Smith Goes to Washington,’ or Norma Rae or Erin
Brockovich.” It didn’t happen, and we weren’t going to
put it in there. The closest it happened was at the press
conference, but there was no confrontation. Including a
scene like that would’ve felt false to us and to the whole
enterprise. We weren’t going to pander to the audience,
and the audience reactions have been unbelievable. The
film was recently playing on a number of screens at the
Angelika. I snuck into a theater during the film’s final
scenes, and the audience applauded at the end.
Tell me a bit about your upcoming book, The Anti-Semitic
Delusion: Letters to a Student, due for release next year.

I’ve taken all the things that my students have asked me
over the years about anti-Semitism, and it very much fits
with the topics of this movie—conspiracy theories and
distortions and how necessary it is to understand the
facts and not be beguiled by prejudicial stereotypes. It’s
in the works, though I don’t think it will be a movie.
[laughs] I know colleges are providing educational
screenings of “Denial,” and I hope lots of young people
see it, because the message is, you’ve got to be willing
to be the uncomfortable guest at the dinner party.
http://www.rogerebert.com/interviews/there-are-nottwo-sides-to-every-story-deborah-lipstadt-on-denial
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Trump’s lewd video: An evolutionary comment
Kevin MacDonald, October 8, 2016 — 62 Comments

What Trump said:
“I’ve got to use some Tic Tacs, just in case I start kissing
her,” Trump says. “You know I’m automatically attracted
to beautiful — I just start kissing them. It’s like a magnet.
Just kiss. I don’t even wait.”
“And when you’re a star, they let you do it,” Trump says.
“You can do anything.”
“Whatever you want,” says another voice, apparently
Bush’s.
“Grab them by the p—y,” Trump says. “You can do
anything.”
So now we have a media frenzy, the theme of which is that
Trump has shown himself to be a horrible sexist and abuser of
women. “Rape culture in a nutshell” as a writer in the
Huffington Post would have it.
As usual, it’s a moral indictment. Of course, moral indictments
of Trump have been routine ever since he entered the race,
often centered on race and immigration. But now the chorus is
deafening. So much so that quite a few Republicans (mainly

those who never supported him or did so only reluctantly — i.e.,
the GOP establishment cuckservatives) are now (surprise!)
deserting him.
The implicit assumption here is that the women involved are
passive, helpless creatures who are being assaulted by the big
bad hairy ape. Heaven forfend! Fainting couch feminism at its
finest. Spare me.
What Trump is saying is that, because he is a star, women are
entirely open to his advances, and as an evolutionary
psychologist, I would have to say I am utterly unsurprised at
this.
Evolutionary psychology 101.
Trump is nothing if not an alpha male. He is rich and he is a
celebrity. His comments happened in Hollywood where the
culture of sex, celebrity, money, and power has been
entrenched for 100 years. All that talk of the casting couch has
a strong basis in reality. And it’s well known that male movie
stars have access to a very active sex life if they want it. It
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would take a lot of will power to pass on a life that pushes the
buttons of quite a few of your evolved pleasure centers.
So we have the spectacle of ultra-liberal, Trump-hating
Hollywood — the absolute center of the American culture of sex,
celebrity, money and power — somehow failing to notice the
hypocrisy.
This is not about rape. Women are willing participants in this
culture of sex and power, and they often have much to gain by
indulging males, or at least they may think they do. As Trump
said, “when you’re a star, they let you do it.”
On the other hand, rape is Bill Clinton’s thing — with Hillary’s
collusion; it goes without saying that rape is evil.
Kathleen Willey calls out Andrea Mitchell, Jake Tapper for
spinning
sexual
assault
allegations
as
“infidelities.”
https://t.co/0l7Std1fJK pic.twitter.com/UTJdXqmWRY
— Breitbart News (@BreitbartNews) October 9, 2016
The evolutionary psychology of sex is that males often gain by
maximizing the number of sexual partners. That’s because the
act of sexual intercourse is low-cost for males, while for females
in the environment we evolved in, it could be very costly
indeed — pregnancy, the danger of childbirth, lactation — and
that’s just infancy. As a result we expect females (or those who
control them, such as parents) to be very choosy about whom
they mate with, whereas males are not expected to be as
choosy—unless they plan to be a good father and invest in their
children. But a culture of monogamy and good parenting is not
what Hollywood is pushing.
But even under conditions of monogamy, males benefit from
extra-pair matings in a way that females can’t. And throughout
history, males who compete successfully (i.e., achieve social
dominance, like Trump) have been able to turn their social
success into reproductive success, or, in our society, a very
active sex life with willing females. So a major finding in history
is that wealthy, powerful males had access to many females.
Think Chinese emperors with hundreds of concubines, Muslim
sheiks, and African chieftains.
Or Genghis Khan. By achieving unprecedented military success,
he and his male descendants were able to establish large
harems of women throughout Asia. Based on modern YChromosome data, his lineage has 16 million direct male
descendants in the modern world. (But it didn’t happen
with European kings — interesting question as to why.)
And the flip side is that women are attracted to successful
males. Read any romance novel. Or look at the real world and
notice which men are getting the attractive women. Willing
attractive women.
But an important strand of modern feminism is to try to turn
men into beta males who are willing cucks and wouldn’t think of
coming on to a woman in an assertive way. If you’ve been
around a university lately, they’re full of them. Sensitive guys
who are likely horrified by that brute Trump.
So we have articles like “Trump is the climax of America’s
masculinity problem” in the Atlantic, “Donald Trump and
the crisis of masculinity” in Counterpunch, and “Donald
Trump is a parody of American manhood — and that’s
what lifts him” in the LATimes.
The sad thing is so many women have bought into this. It’s
pathetic that as America heads into a watershed election, the
entire focus of discussion is on how Donald Trump thinks of
women. Grow up. Get in the real world.
Having said all that,
let’s talk evolutionary psychology 2.0.
The mainstreaming of the Hollywood culture of sex, celebrity,
money and power has not been good for the society as a whole.
Trump has apologized for his comments, and he is well-advised
to do so. Part of his apology could be to say that he got caught
up in this culture because of its obvious appeal to his nature as
a male, but he rejects it now because of its harm on the wider
society. You might say that Trump has taken advantage of all
the aspects of corruption available in contemporary America—
the tax loopholes for the wealthy, hiring foreign labor in order to
be competitive, investing in casinos despite their drawing on the
worst human compulsions, contributions to pliable politicians,
and doing the celebrity sex thing. And as he said about much of
this, he knows the system inside-out and realizes the need to
change it.

The fact is that this Hollywood culture has not been good for the
society as a whole. Social support for high-investment parenting
has always been a critical feature of Western social structure
until the sexual revolution of the 1960s. This regime was an
aspect of the sexually egalitarian ethic of traditional
Western society, deeply intertwined with Christian religious
beliefs. Fundamentally, the harder edges of sexual competition
were softened; wealthy, powerful males did not have freedom of
sexual access that they do today. Until the 1960s, even though
the Hollywood culture thrived beneath the surface, there were
strong controls on the content of movies in conformity with
Christian family values. [1] Since the 1960s, these cultural
controls were lifted, and all of the markers of family stability
have headed south — including divorce rates and births out of
wedlock for all races and ethnic groups. (Nevertheless, there are
very large differences between races and ethnic groups in
conformity with Rushton’s lifespan theory of race differences.)
But this relative lack of social support for marriage has had very
different effects depending on traits like IQ—a theme of The Bell
Curve. For example, a well-known study in behavior genetics
shows that the heritability of age of first sexual intercourse
increased dramatically after the sexual revolution of the 1960s.
In other words, after the social supports for traditional sexuality
disappeared, genetic influences became more important. Before
the sexual revolution, traditional sexual mores applied to
everyone. After the revolution, genes mattered more. People
with higher IQ were able to produce stable families and
marriages, but lower IQ people were less prone to doing so, and
these trends have been exacerbated by the current economic
climate.
A theme of Chapter 4 of The Culture of Critique is that the
psychoanalytic assault on traditional Western sexual culture had
a disparate impact on different IQ groups:
Jews suffer to a lesser extent than non-Jews from the
erosion of cultural supports for high-investment
parenting, and Jews benefit by the decline in religious
belief among non-Jews. As [Norman] Podhoretz (1995,
30) notes, it is in fact the case that Jewish intellectuals,
Jewish organizations like the AJCongress, and Jewishdominated organizations such as the American Civil
Liberties Union … have ridiculed Christian religious
beliefs, attempted to undermine the public strength of
Christianity, and have led the fight for unrestricted
pornography. The evidence of this chapter indicates that
psychoanalysis as a Jewish-dominated intellectual
movement is a central component of this war on onJewish cultural supports for high-investment parenting.
…
Although other factors are undoubtedly involved, it is
remarkable that the increasing trend toward lowinvestment parenting in the United States largely
coincides with the triumph of the psychoanalytic and
radical critiques of American culture represented by the
political and cultural success of the counter-cultural
movement of the 1960s.
I then go into the academic version of the ideas presented here,
especially the greater importance of social controls and
traditional religious beliefs for people on the left side of the Bell
Curve. (See here, in the Conclusion).
There is nothing wrong with traditional Western sexual codes.
The problem is not the traditional culture. Rather it is the
economic dispossession of non-elite Whites combined with a
media culture that glorifies expressive individualism and
uninhibited sexuality (i.e., drugs, sex, and Rock ‘n’ Roll) — a
media culture that, in my view, was critically shaped by the
Jewish intellectual movements reviewed in The Culture of
Critique.
1. There was a huge uproar in the 1920s insisting on control
over Hollywood because of the content of movies, particularly
because of material related to sex and the family. The reaction
against this by conservative America did indeed have overtones
of anti-Semitism (e.g., in Henry Ford’s The International
Jew), but Hollywood did not voluntarily stop what it was doing.
Instead, there was the establishment of The Motion Picture
Producers and Distributors of America, headed by Will H.
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Hays in 1922 in response to movements in over thirty state
legislatures
to
enact
strict
censorship
laws.
Later
the Production Code Administration, headed by Joseph I.
Breen, was launched in response to a campaign by the
Catholic National Legion of Decency.
Comment:
Fredrick Toben October 9, 2016 - 11:58 pm | Permalink
Re the second Presidential debate:
Did you notice the Holocaust reference towards the end gained
no traction? The fact that it arose indicates this controlled Q&A
session was well scripted but both Clinton and Trump decided
against going there. Those who control the Holocaust narrative
had help from the DENIAL film’s release but the current
dominant political USA mindset concerns itself with more
pressing problems, all of which Donald Trump so clearly raised
and Hillary Clinton so clearly avoided to address.
http://www.theoccidentalobserver.net/2016/10/trumps
-lewd-comments-an-evolutionary-comment/

________________________________________________
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The Keys of Atlantis

A Study of Ancient Unified Numerical and Metrological Systems

By Peter Wakefield Sault
****************************

Mountains of The Moon
3-10. The Egyptological Fraud
In 1654 James Usher, Archbishop of Armagh, announced
that the Earth was ‘created’ in 4004 BC. This he did –
without a trace of irony – on the basis of a patently
absurd Judaic myth. A contemporary of Isaac Newton,
John Lightfoot, Vice-chancellor of the University of
Cambridge went so far as to narrow it down to 9 o'clock
a.m. on the 23rd October of the same year [15].
Moreover, even this year, which must have seemed
almost unimaginably ancient to Usher and Lightfoot, was
obtained by downright fraud – the presentation of ages
measured in months as if they were in solar years. The
fraud was neither's but was instead that of the authors of

the Judaic mythology, which may not even be a genuine
mythology at all but one concocted for political purposes.
For example, the age to which Noah is alleged to have
lived was 950 solar years and these years are factored
into the date of ‘Creation’ given above. It is quite obvious
that the lifespan of Noah was not 950 solar years but the
same number of months, that is to say of lunations, and
using a nominal conversion rate of 13 lunations per solar
year this translates to 73 solar years. Clearly Noah was
an
ordinary
man,
alleged
extraordinary
feats
notwithstanding. In correcting this lifespan alone, the
date of ‘Creation’ is brought forward by 877 years.
However, Noah was not the only ancient Hebrew credited
with an over-extended lifespan. If the age of Adam (930
months = 71½ years) and the period from Adam's death
to the birth of Noah (216 months = 16½ years) are
similarly corrected, then the date of ‘Creation’ must be
brought forward by 1,935 years. Applying similar
corrections to all the “generations of Adam”, the year of
‘Creation’ turns out to have been around 2000 BC at the
earliest. If the dubious attribution of the Horizon Pyramid
to King Khufu and the even more dubious dating of his
reign to around 2600 BC are accepted then the pyramid
must have been completed some six hundred years
before ‘Creation’.
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Nonetheless, despite the utter improbability of its claims
and the complete lack of any supporting or corroborating
evidence of a Hebrew or ‘Israelite’ presence there, JeanFrançois
Champollion,
the
so-called
‘Father
of
Egyptology’, based his kinglist of Aereia upon the books
of the Torah. As Peter Tompkins puts it: [19]
“By the time he was seventeen, Champollion had made
his first table of the succession of Egyptian pharaohs,
based on data culled from the Old Testament.”
Tompkins displays an interesting turn of phrase. When
he states that Champollion “based” his kinglist on the socalled “Old Testament”, what he is actually saying
(whether he knew it or not) is that Champollion
fabricated a kinglist to conform to the Torah. This means
that the entire history of the peoples of the Nile Valley as
presented to the world by ‘Egyptologists’ cannot be
trusted and is, therefore, worthless. Moreover it means
that even if a King Khufu was indeed the commissioner
of the Horizon Pyramid, as asserted to Herodotus by the
Saite priesthood around 440 BC, the dating of his reign is
based upon false evidence. All of the evidence that might
have revealed some of the true history has been subject
to systematic removal or destruction by subsequent
generations of ‘Egyptologists’ with the singular purpose
of continued funding from those with a vested interest in
the perpetuation of fabricated histories, in particular that
of the Torah. Academia is being selective when it chooses
to believe what a priesthood had to say to Herodotus
about the commissioner of the Horizon Pyramid and yet
to disbelieve that same priesthood when, in around 600
BC, it informed Solon that an entire civilization had
disappeared from the face of the Earth some 9,000 years
before their time.
Champollion and his paymaster Napoleon Bonaparte, like
Newton before them, were Freemasons and likewise
immersed in the masonic machinations of their time,
which were legion. This is no small matter, for billions of
believers – Muslims and Christians as well as Jews – hold
the account given in the Torah to be true, thereby to
their minds justifying the expulsion of the indigenous
Palestinians by gangs of Jewish terrorists and the
creation by the United Nations Organization of the
modern state of Israel in Palestine, which took place
between the years 1947 and 1949. During Napoleon's
time Zionism first emerged as a political force. Tracking
the rise of the Rothschild banking family, it was endorsed

in 1917 by Scottish Freemasonry in the person of a Scot,
Arthur James Balfour (1848-1930), a former Prime
Minister, writing in his capacity as British Foreign
Secretary to Baron Walter Rothschild in a document that
has become known as the Balfour Declaration. In the 4th
Century BC, Chuang Tzu observed that “If a man steals a
fish-hook he will be hanged, but if he steals a country he
will be made a king or a duke.” In 1922 Arthur Balfour
was made 1st Earl of Balfour of Whittingehame. The role
of Freemasonry in all of this should not be
underestimated, for central to the Freemasons' religion
are the semi-mythical ‘Temple of Solomon’ – which they
surely hope to see constructed on the spot currently
occupied by one of Islam's most sacred monuments, the
Mosque of al Aqsa – and its builder, the legendary
Phoenician King Hiram.
In stark contrast to the artificial expansion of the lives of
early Hebrew hero figures is the shrinkage of Manetho's
timescale by the device of misrepresenting solar years as
months; – the exact opposite of the device employed to
extend the lives of ancient Hebrew heroes, nonetheless
all intended to make the Hebrew culture appear to be
more ancient than it truly is. At one time, racial seniority
carried much prestige and brought automatic privileges
and no matter that the seniority was a fake; if it fooled
most people, that sufficed (and still suffices in too many
places even now, sad to say). To this end, Manetho has
been swept beneath the proverbial rug.
Manetho was an Egyptian of the 3rd Century BC. Born
probably at Sebennytus in the Delta, he became a priest
or high priest at Heliopolis. Eight works or parts of works
were ascribed to him, all on history and religion and all
apparently in Greek: Aegyptiaca, on the history of
Aereia; The Sacred Book on Egyptian religion; An
Epitome of Physical Doctrines; On Festivals; On Ancient
Ritual and Religion; On the Making of Kyphi (an
incense); The Criticisms of Herodotus; and the
spurious Book of Sothis. These survive only as quoted by
other, later writers.
A hint of the chicanery employed in fabricating the
Egyptological paracosm of Ancient Egypt – and just how
far back it all goes – can be gleaned from the
introduction to W.G.Waddell's Manetho: [20]
Copyright
©
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Newsletter No 70 April 1998
Anniversary of Auschwitz Visit
Fredrick Toben, 20 April 1998
In April 1997 Adelaide Institute supporters sent me to the
alleged Auschwitz gas chambers so that I could overcome the
challenge: "Have you been there?", and "I saw it on TV so it

must be true!". Twelve months later I reminisce about this trip
and conclude that the battle over the truth-content of the
homicidal gas chamber allegations has been won on paper but
not ‘out there’. This conclusion is not an original one because a
number of eminent revisionists have made like claims since the
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‘Auschwitz myth’ began to take its current form during the early
1960s.
The problem confronting revisionists is the challenging fact that
those who control the ‘Auschwitz myth’ are also controlling the
levers of societal power, in particular the various media outlets
and cultural organisations, including primary, secondary and
tertiary education systems. But this control is not absolute
anymore - thanks to the Internet. On 12 March 1998, National 9
TV ran its story about the net censorship issue - see page 2. I
was happy to see my comment - there is no evidence to
support the Auschwitz homicidal gas chamber story come across loud and clear!
Earlier, from 27 February to 15 March, Adelaide celebrated its
biennial Arts Festival of which the Writers’ Week, 1 -6 March,
was the most important for me. It was an exceptionally hot
week and although two large tents - labelled East and West offered participants some shade, the capacity crowd spilled out
on to the adjoining lawn area. There I found a table and
umbrella - and for that week made this space mine! There was
not a day on which, directly or indirectly, mention was not made
of World War II, the Jewish persecution, gas chambers, how evil
and cruel the Germans were - (are?) etc. This week-long antiGerman, anti-Hitler and Nazi-phobic hate session brought home
the message that most of our writers are uncritical believers in
the Jewish-Nazi Holocaust story, in particular the homicidal gas
chamber allegations. It is clear that the current politically
correct view espoused by our literary elite is founded on the
Holocaust dogma, tinged by extreme feminism, a morbid
deference to Aboriginal landrights issues and shrouded in
pornographic writings sold to a gullible public as erotic
literature. I wanted to rise above basic, perpetual puberty blues
- and found philosopher and biographer Ray Monk telling his
audience that philosopher Ludwig Wittgenstein spent his lifetime questing "for the ethically decent life". I challenged this on
the grounds of the now famous Wittgenstein-Popper clash at
Cambridge which clearly reveals how Wittgenstein rejected the
moral dimension.
On Saturday, 28 February, I attended The Architect’s Walk a
play which, technically in all aspects, was an excellent
production. It was about Albert Speer and Rudolf Hess in
Spandau Prison, based on Speer’s prison diaries and Gitta
Sereny’s biographical work: Albert Speer: His Battle With Truth.
Unfortunately playwright Daniel Keene fudges the issue by
assuming that Speer knew about the existence of the homicidal
gas chambers - the gas chambers that we now know never
existed. I had on 22 August 1976 visited Albert Speer at
Heidelberg and specifically asked him about the gassings. He did
not know anything about it - and this from the Armaments
Minister of the Third Reich! Since then, however, the Holocaust
dogma has tightened its noose around world public opinion and
anyone who does not subscribe to the dogma that European
Jews were systematically exterminated in homicidal gas
chambers, is declared a heretic, a hater, an antisemite, etc. I
know from my own visit to Auschwitz that the premise on which
Keene rests his play is false. Thank God it is still not a crime in
Australia to create works of art that rest on a false premise!
Likewise I would not like to see legal moves to enshrine at law
false premises as historical facts, then pursue those who
disagree with these false premises and criminalise their
endeavours to bring forth into public prominence some historical
facts.
On the Tuesday morning historian, Professor Norman Davies,
author of a tome, Europe, A History, made it possible for me to
raise the gas chamber issue. In his book Davies expressed
surprise at how the Allies accepted the four million Auschwitz
death figure given to them by the Soviets at the Nuremberg war
crimes trials. During question time I approached the microphone
and offered Professor Davies a thousand dollars cash if he could
"show me or draw me the Auschwitz homicidal gas
chamber". Although the good professor ignored my challenge,
a number of people came to me afterwards, including an
Auschwitz survivor, who wanted to know more about my
motives for having made the Faurisson offer in Adelaide. "For
the sake of historical truth" was my standard reply. It is a good
sign that the audience did not become vicious towards me as
would still have been the case four years ago, and this means

that revisionism has made progress, though this lack of
opposition could also indicate a general indifference towards the
topic.
On Thursday evening Professor Davies gave a lecture at the
University of Adelaide and I was, together with Associate David
Brockschmidt, ready to wave my $1,000 about again.
Unfortunately, perhaps because I was recognised by Davies, he
did not have a question time at the end of his lecture and
instead opted to meet individuals privately afterwards. What a
disappointment. Davies has a problem with history. He
considers history to be mere story-telling: "One thing that is
disappearing in history is this pretence that the author is telling
you a scientific fact. History has its limitations and the full story
will never be told - the storyteller always influences the tale"
(The Advertiser, 24 March 1998). Although this is a good
definition of historical revisionism one still rests the story on
physical historical facts and not on mythology. There is, after all,
such a thing as objective reality - though we now have
individuals who are running around universities proclaiming that
there is no objective reality, that everything is interpretation. US
president, Bill Clinton, is a person who lives in the present only and hence a moral framework of values is for him irrelevant
because he operates on an animalistic subjective level where
objective reality does not exist. Just do your thing!
On Tuesday, 17 March reporter Christopher Niesche, of The
Australian’s Brisbane office, rang me concerning what appeared
to be a stale story. The next day, when his article appeared in
the paper, I informed TAFE’s Open Learning director Rod Arthur
we do not condone such action. I also attempted to establish
contact with the Executive director of the B’nai B’rith AntiDefamation Commission in Melbourne, Danny Ben-Moshe, who
had expressed his concerns at hearing that revisionist material
was sent to schools. I was ready to inform him that if the
Holocaust is taught in schools and universities, then let’s stop
this German/Nazi/Hitler phobia and worry about the historical
facts - see page 3. On 19
March I was interviewed by SBS Radio’s Caroline Davey for the
5 pm World View news program, broadcast on 24 March 1998 see below. On 30 March Jeremy Jones appeared on our local
ABC Radio 5AN during Richard Margetson’s morning program see page 4.
Also on 17 March, David Brockschmidt and I visited the
University of Adelaide’s Arts Faculty to register for a lecture
series on The Holocaust by historian Dr David Hart. Most
university academics have opened their lectures to the public,
and for a fee of about $60 one may sit in on such lectures. The
Arts office secretary informed us that unfortunately Dr Hart has
not opened his Holocaust course to the general public. Upon
asking why not, the lady referred us to Dr Hart who had just
entered the office.
I introduced myself to Dr Hart and asked why he could not make
an exception in our case, to which he replied: "You have a
reputation for being disruptive". Well, I need say no more about
this incident because David Brockschmidt has put pen to paper
and produced this gem:
*
The dead-heart of the history department at the
University of Adelaide, by David Brockschmidt
Dr David Hart, lecturer in history has no heart for revisionist
historian scholars. Dressed more like a handyman but not as fit
as one, Dr Heartless stands in front of Holocaust revisionist
scholar, Dr F Toben, director of Adelaide Institute and myself.
Hart does not radiate any authority or respect as may be
expected of a university professor. After Dr Toben introduced
himself and asked him whether the public could participate, the
answer was a firm "No," because "You have a reputation for
being disruptive".
He made it clear that Dr Peter Monteath specially requested that
no members of the public could attend this course, and to our
surprise he also said, even if it would be a public course we
would not be allowed to ask any questions during lecture time.
So much for freedom of research and freedom of speech at the
University of Adelaide.
Here we have another secret, sacred ‘soap and lampshade’
course from which the public is excluded. These courses also
called Holocaust Studies have been an absolute runner at the
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universities of the western world for the last 30 years. It’s
Swindler’s List over and over again, the never-ending soapy for
the true believer.
Dr Hart just departed and left us standing there like two
schoolboys, excusing himself that he had a class to attend to.
The impression we are left with of our brief conversation with Dr
Hart is that "there is no way we’ll let you bloody revisionists into
our system working with only facts and figures. - and asking
questions for which we have no answer. Who the hell do you
think you are? We are in charge and we have the power to say
‘No!’. We will say ‘no’ to you forever without giving you a
satisfactory reason because we really have none".
So we trooped off to see Dr Peter Monteath. To my surprise
when I saw him standing in the doorway of his office, I
recognised Peter from five years ago having had long and frank
discussions about historical revisionism. I remember then that
he told me that David Irving is a very intelligent man, a
competent historian especially of German military history
between 1933-45.
Today Peter is only a shadow of himself. The spark in his eyes is
gone, his body language and voice is weak. Great sadness
overcame me - just seeing him in that state now. Broken and
destroyed by the terror of political correctness in the form of the
Holocaust dogma. He knows very well that the revisionist genie
is out of the bottle and no soap and lampshade horror story can
put it back in.
I had informed him then, already five years ago, that historical
truth will break through - and their version of history will not
stand up to the facts and figures revisionist historians have
presented to the world. You can see it, feel it while walking
around the university grounds that these lecturers and
professors and politically correct bureaucrats are on their way
out. The so-called court historians of today, who find only in the
archives what they’re allowed to find, have had their day in the
sun.
I don’t think Peter would call David Irving an intelligent and
competent historian of the German military today, certainly not
after the immigration troika hunt, during which Bolkus, and
Ruddock created the ‘bad character’ clause for David Irving in
order to keep him out of Australia. They fear this man because if
you have to live a lifetime with lies, the truth is frightening
indeed.
Historical education at the University of Adelaide is in a sad
state of affairs. Just looking at this so-called intellectual elite
brings tears into my eyes. I did feel sorry for the students who
have to okay the political game to please these politically correct
and burnt-out lefties of the 1968 generation. They remind me of
a bunch of living corpses who feel sorry for themselves; no
energy and spark left in order to kick-start the students’ brains.
These old ho-ho Ho-Che-Minh, Maozedong brigade has run out
of steam. Their dream has turned into a nightmare; crawling off
into the sunset of retirement with a big superannuation packet
in their pockets. Is there any hope for us?
Dr
Hart’s
Internet
site
can
be
reached
at:
http://arts.adelaide.edu.au/person/Dhart/Holocaust, and I invite
readers to judge for themselves the expected academic rigour of
his course as outlined in the material on his site.
PS: We have heard a rumour that Dr Hart has organised a
debate on the Holocaust. Justice Michael David, QC - who
represented Australia’s first war crimes defendant, Ivan
Polyukhovik, now deceased - is to state the case that ‘the
Holocaust happened’. Let’s hope the concept ‘holocaust’
will be defined during the debate.
*
The screening of National 9’s Nightline interview with
Fredrick Toben on Thursday, 12 March 1998
Intro: From outer space to cyberspace and the growing debate
what’s available on the Internet. The world-wide computer link
has attracted many unsavoury characters - from porn peddlers
to bomb builders. So, should it be censored or should it remain
a sanctuary for truly free speech?
Mark Barlin: Every day more Australians are taking that first
plunge in surfing the net. It is a vast and growing sea of
information, but splash around long enough and you’re bound to
come across some very murky water indeed - so-called hatesites, the home pages of racists and Nazis and anarchists and

countless other groups. At best the sites are outlets for
unconventional views, at worst dangerous bile.
America’s Simon Wiesenthal Centre estimates last year alone
there was a tripling of hate-sites. An organisation called HateWatch has been set up to monitor them. Given the global nature
of the net their problem is ours, too.
Angus Kidman (Australian Personal Computer): It’s very, very
difficult or impossible to actually say. On the national level we
think this kind of content is unacceptable and to block it off from
coming to Australia.
MB: Of course hate-sites aren’t just created overseas.
Jeremy Jones (Executive Council of Australian Jewry): In
Australia we’ve found that virtually every main racist
organisation and a lot of small individual groups and individuals
themselves have their own hate-site on the web. It’s the most
common way now of putting your message out to the general
public.
AK: These groups have flourished for many, many years without
the benefits of the net. So clearly, if people are of this mind, I’m
not convinced that the net in itself is, you know, responsible for
letting them spread their message.
BM: There is no doubt though it amplifies the message. Time
was when someone had an axe to grind or a radical barrow to
push, they’d stand up in the park and have their say. Their
reach was only limited by the loudness of their voice. Today
those same characters can whisper on the Internet and be heard
right around the world.
Our lawmakers are struggling to keep up with the net’s
development. Unlike America, free speech is not the overriding
consideration on where and how we draw the line.
Kevin O’Rourke (Council for Civil Liberties): Freedom of speech
is very important to any community but it’s not an absolute. You
can’t defame people, you can’t shout fire in a crowded place,
and so far as hate-sites are concerned you can’t advocate
religious or racial hatred with a view to inciting violence or
discrimination.
MB: The Executive Council of Australian Jewry is testing the
legal waters with a complaint to the Human Rights Commission
over this site. They contend its discussion of the Holocaust
breaches racial vilification laws. The site is run by an
organisation called the Adelaide Institute.
Fredrick Toben (Director Adelaide Institute):Our main aim is to
illuminate
aspects
of
history
that
historians
are
neglecting. There is no evidence to prove that the gas
chambers existed.
MB: Dr Fredrick Toben produces much of the material published
by the Adelaide Institute. He says the Internet has become an
invaluable tool.
FT: The Internet brings us together. A lot of like-minded
persons come together and share this information.
MB: Dr Toben initially defended the Human Rights Commission
action, calling as a witness for his defence, among others,
controversial British historian, David Irving. Now, though, the
Institute has withdrawn from the on-going hearings saying it all
amounts to censorship.
FT: Jeremy Jones, by using the Racial Hatred Act, wants to say:
"this topic is not up for discussion".
JJ: If you’re a survivor of the Nazi Holocaust, you lost family in
the Nazi Holocaust, and hear something like this, it goes right to
the heart. It causes immense pain because you’re being doubly
persecuted. Not only did you go through the suffering of losing
family, but now you’re being told you’re a liar.
MB: Is this a hate-site?
FT: Oh, usually the ones who label you like that - they
themselves are the haters.
MB: The Human Rights Commission is yet to formally hear the
case, its decision keenly awaited as we ponder the direction the
information superhighway is taking us.
Mark Barlin, for Nightline. ***
Fredrick Toben comments: Mr Barlin is a professional who
knows how to treat a subject with objectivity. He even provided
us with a copy of all the material filmed.
***
TAFE fury at links to racism by Christopher Niesche,
The Australian, 18 March 1998
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QUEENSLAND TAFE is to investigate the use of official stationery
to mail anti-Semitic material denying the occurrence of the
Holocaust to German schools in Victoria.
TAFE's Open Learning director Rod Arthur said yesterday his
department had no connection with the material and was
concerned people might think Open Learning was associated
with it.
"I am concerned that there could be that sort of perception and
linkage," Mr Arthur said. "I will be asking (department) officers
if there's anything we can do." He said there was no indication
the anti-Semitic propaganda was sent by a current or former
TAFE staff member.
The material was sent to at least two German schools in
Melbourne late last year in Queensland Distance Education
College envelopes, which Open Learning no longer uses since
the department's change of name. One teacher, who received
the material at Melbourne's German Saturday School and asked
not to be named, said he was "appalled". "I was particularly
incensed to see this kind of material was targeted at young
people in the school," he said. "Whoever sent the material from
Queensland knew exactly what they were doing."
The envelope contained material from the Adelaide Institute
stating: "Jews are not always the victims in history, but also
murderers." Only "a couple of hundred thousand Jews and other
Communists" were executed and most "were killed quite
humanely", it reads. In another brochure, a US designer of
"execution equipment" wrote of having explored concentration
camps in Poland and concluded Jews were not executed there.
Another advertises a book titled The Hoax of the Twentieth
Century – the case against the presumed extermination of
European Jewry.
Executive director of the B'nai B'rith Anti-Defamation
Commission, Danny Ben-Moshe, said it was impossible to know
how many schools had received the material because most
people's reaction would be to put it straight in the rubbish bin.
Mr Ben-Moshe said seeing the material distributed to German
schools was "very disconcerting" and a "grave and serious
development".
"Trying to disseminate Holocaust revisionist material to the
classrooms is obviously a concerted, thought-out attempt by a
believer in Holocaust denial to instil those ideas in the
classroom," he said. "Someone who's unfamiliar with it may put
it into a classroom."
Adelaide Institute director, Frederick Toben, said he did not
know who had been sending the material. "These are individuals
acting on their own behalf and how can you stop them if you
don't know who they are?" he said. While he said he could not
condone the use of official stationery to send the material, he
would not condemn the sending of the material to the German
schools.
***
Adelaide Institute Media Release: 20 March 1998 Re:
The Australian’s TAFE fury at links to racism, 18 March
1998, p.4:
The director of Adelaide Institute, Dr Fredrick Toben, said that
as the material facts of this story are over three months old, it
may be assumed that Adelaide Institute’s exposure on National
9’s Nightline on 12 March 1998 had something to do with this
story emerging at this point. "The editorial staff at The
Australian - David Armstrong, Campbell Reid, et al, have
refused to talk to me about my protest that the material on
Adelaide Institute’s website is ‘racist’ and ‘anti-Semitic’," he
said.
Dr Toben advises that he has contacted the director of
Queensland’s TAFE Open Learning, Mr Rod Arthur, to assure him
that Adelaide Institute condemns the illegal act of unauthorised
use of another organisation’s envelopes.
"I also attempted to contact Mr Danny Ben-Moshe, of the B’nai
B’rith, to voice my objections to his claim that Holocaust
revisionist material is somehow not worthy of being placed in
schools," Dr Toben said. "Courses on the Holocaust are taught in
Australian schools and students have a right to be told the truth
about the alleged homicidal gas chamber fraud." Dr Toben said.
"I find it odd that Mr Ben-Moshe has coined the term "believer in
Holocaust denial" . We do not deny the Holocaust nor do we
want to believe in such things either. We want to stop believing

in the Holocaust and get to the factual historical basis on which
it allegedly rests.
We want to know the factual truths about this historical event
and we want to stop believing in just words. The long-standing
challenge of French revisionist, Professor Robert Faurisson, is
still open: "Show me or draw me a homicidal gas chamber".
Why doesn’t Mr Ben-Moshe accept this challenge? What has he
to fear?" Dr Toben said. "I can only guess that Mr Ben-Moshe
knows about this fraud and is not letting on." Dr Toben said that
his enemy is now engaged in a smear campaign against
Adelaide Institute and that he would inform the Federal Police
about this matter.
***
SBS National Network World View news program
presenter Caroline Davey interviews Fredrick Toben,
24 March 1998
Caroline Davey: SBS World View across the nation. Next a
mystery involving a tale of three cities. A revisionist historian in
Adelaide suspects the anonymous dissemination of material
from his research organisation’s website via Brisbane to
Melbourne schools is part of a smear campaign. The group
called the Adelaide Institute challenges what it calls "a billion
dollar holocaust industry" though it denies strongly it’s either
racist or anti-Semitic. In the name of free speech it’s re-writing
aspects of widely accepted Holocaust history on its internet
homepage. Copies of this material have been sent on outdated
stationery from the Queensland Institute of Tafe to at least two
Saturday morning language schools in Melbourne. To begin the
story here is a former German language consultant from a
Saturday morning school in Melbourne who prefers to remain
anonymous.
Anonymous German Language Consultant: It was posted
from Brisbane and that is what aroused my curiosity apart from
being absolutely incensed about our school being sent this type
of material in the envelope was described as coming from an
organisation called the Adelaide Institute and it contained
material which purports to supply scientific proof that the
Holocaust never happened and that if Jews were put to death,
then it was in very small quantities.
CD: But director of the Adelaide Institute, Dr Fredrick Toben,
defends the revisionist history it publishes on the website
claiming the right of free speech in an academic pursuit of truth.
Fredrick Toben: The people who are saying that mass gassings
took place at Auschwitz make terrible allegations against the
German people because they’re saying that the Germans
planned, constructed and used gas chambers at Auschwitz.
According to my research this is technically impossible, and
there are books out which indicate that the gas chamber shown
to tourists for the past 40 years, that this is a fabrication. In
fact, David Irving made that statement in 1990 in Germany and
was convicted because the German judiciary has gone mad. You
get punished for telling the truth!
CD: On what basis - though you say your own research, but
what sort of technical qualifications do you have?
FT: You don’t need any technical qualifications when you read
the story about the gas chamber at Auschwitz. They tell you
that there is a room which was a mortuary, was converted into a
gas chamber and, they say, there were four holes in the ceiling
and into this Zyklon-B was poured. Now, when you look at the
alleged gas chamber at Birkenau (Auschwitz-Birkenau) the four
holes are not there. So the story has to be a fabrication.
CD: What if they were covered up?
FT: Well, we had a look. I went inside the so-called alleged gas
chamber and we couldn’t find the holes. There are two crudely
cut holes through the roof but you’d never pass then off as gas
chamber holes.
CD: How long would you have had this kind of information on
the net that was sent in a package from the Brisbane TAFE to
the couple of German language schools in Melbourne?
FT: We’ve had material about this topic since 1996 - that’s when
we came online.
CD: So, how did the material come to be sent? Former German
language Saturday school consultant again:
AGLC: It has come from Brisbane. It was, the postmark said
Northgate Mail Centre, Queensland and the sender was
Queensland Distance Education College which is or was part of
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the Department of Employment, Vocational Education and
Training but a GPO address in Brisbane in an envelope which
said On Her Majesty’s Service. So I wrote to the dean of the
Queensland Distance Education College late in October asking
for the name of the person who sent the material because the
envelope was hand-written. I did not receive a reply. A month
later I rang the Department of Employment, Vocational
Education and Training, in Brisbane and asked for the name of
the head of the department and I was given the name of its
general manager. So I wrote to this person and included a copy
of my earlier letter and asked this person’s help in identifying
whoever sent the material. I did not receive an answer then, so
I sent a further communication which was a telefax message to
the same managerial person reminding him that I had sent
requests earlier which had not been answered. In reply to that,
this was early December, in reply to that I received a fax the
next day which very briefly told me that the department had
been unable to locate the person who wrote on the envelope
and that they were unable to assist with my request.
CD: On contacting the relevant minister’s office in Brisbane I
was told the envelope used bore departmental logos more than
eight years old and there was no evidence any of the
superseded stationery passed through the Open Learning
Institute’s mail despatch centre. Senior media adviser for the
training minister, Lee Crombie, goes on to say in late October
the Institute received two letters from Victoria from different
people alerting the institute to the use of the envelopes and that
records show that responses were processed on the 6th and
10th of November.
Dr Fredrick Toben once again. This material which you say is
freely available on the web, why do you think it was sent from
Brisbane?
FT: That I don’t know. I did speak to the TAFE’s Open Learning
director, Rod Arthur, indicating to him that we certainly would
not condone anyone taking the material off the website and then
putting it in his envelopes and sending it off.
CD: Right. So you’re fairly surprised, I guess, as other people
would be?
FT: Absolutely, and I don’t know, I know there are people who
access the website and then get a print-out and then send the
material elsewhere.
CD: What does the Adelaide Institute represent? To me it
sounds like an educational institution, is that right?
FT: Well, we look at historical topics that the ordinary so-called
court historians don’t touch, and we also specifically focus on
the alleged Jewish-Nazi Holocaust because the stories told to
students in schools and at university is not accurate. We go so
far as to say there are massive distortions, and they are
neglecting a whole stream of historical revisionism that has
dispelled many of the conventional stories that we still believed
in. For example, the lamp shades made of human skin; or soap.
These stories are fabrications, they’re lies, they’re war-time
propaganda, and we are now at the stage where we say that
this gas chamber at Auschwitz is the same, it’s a propaganda
story.
CD: Are you a little bit suspicious as to somebody’s motive for
printing off, downloading your information and sending it to
schools?
FT: Oh, look, there are people who do all sorts of things if they
feel strongly enough about disseminating the truth. You have
religious people who go door-knocking, others go mail or letter
boxing. I mean, this is part of our ‘free flow of information
society’, that there are people who feel strongly about
something and they’ll do all they can to spread the word, I
mean we’ve got groups like the B’nai B’rith Anti Defamation
Commission - they’re pushing a certain line concerning the
Holocaust which we would disagree with. We take it as our right
as part of this principle of free speech, that we have just as
much right to push our line and our story, how we see the
events that unfolded at the end of the second world war, in
particular at Auschwitz.
CD: The B’nai B’rith Anti-Defamation Commission was asked by
the German language consultant to pick up where he had left off
and to make its own investigations. Danny Ben-Moshe is its
executive director.

Danny Ben-Moshe: We are rather disappointed that the
department in Queensland did not respond to this in a more
expeditious manner and now that this issue has come to the
public attention, we’re certainly going to make sure that the
department investigation is thorough, widespread and we’ll also
be contacting other departments of education across Australia
because this is one we know about. Who knows whether there
are others - we’re not because we’ll certainly make a
concentrated attempt to make sure this is the last one of this
kind to arise.
CD: Well, the Queensland training minister’s office spokesperson
says that an internal investigation at the time did not reveal the
involvement of Open Learning Institute’s staff and found no
outdated envelopes were held at the Open Learning Institute
and that police were notified and that a request for the matter
to be investigated was lodged and that police have not advised
the Institute of any developments.
DB-M: Well, I mean they’re questions the very issue which we
need to get the answers for. We will certainly be pushing to
make sure that police investigation is conducted, to make sure
that all investigations are conducted and if disciplinary action
needs to be taken at any level we should like to see that it be
done and seen to be done.
CD: Dr Fredrick Toben from the Adelaide Institute was claiming
that students are given Holocaust information as historical truth
which they dispute. In the interest of freedom of speech should
children be exposed to all different theories?
DB-M: Well, sure, I mean, look, you can say whatever you like.
You can say, would you get in a classroom on science and
geography, people today saying the earth is flat? Would you get
people saying that the sky is pink rather than blue. Of course
you have free speech. Of course you have discussions. That’s
what history and that’s what academia is all about. But you
don’t exploit that for a political agenda, to distort it, to pursue a
pernicious, racist claim which in our view, the view of the B’nai
B’rith Antidefamation Commission, is what Holocaust deniers are
about. Oh, yes, six million lives, individual lives of people that
would be the populations of Melbourne and Sydney, including a
million children … which probably could take every kid in every
primary school, kindergarten and secondary school in Melbourne
and Sydney - just disappear …and he goes off in a room and
decides, you know what, it didn’t happen. That is not history,
that is not research, that is not academia, we’ll never accept it
as such.
CD: It’s interesting that at the end of the day, that aside of the
history of truth and so forth, but at the end of the day we still
aren’t any the wiser as to who sent the information of the
Adelaide Institute from the Queensland campus of the TAFE
institute.
DB-M: You’re quite right but at the same time what it has
highlighted is the fact that when organisations like the Institute
(TAFE) do distribute the sorts of material that they do, it may
have an effect of reaching a wider audience which is why we feel
on a separate level, and these are often issues which we have to
address in a broader sense; problems of Internet distribution of
Holocaust denial has to be confronted so that where we may not
have the answers here, and we’ll push for them, we should
make sure questions don’t arise in the future where we need to
find those answers.
CD: Danny Ben-Moshe from the Jewish B’nai B’rith AntiDefamation Commission, and before that Dr Fredrick Toben the
head of the Adelaide Institute, and a former German Language
consultant in Melbourne.
Email Response to the TV program: Clear evidence of
Hitler/Nazi/German Phobia
From jobrent@magna.com.au Sat Mar 14 23:29:56 1998
Date:
Sat,
14
Mar 1998 23:44:40
+1100 To:
fredadin@adam.com.au
From: jobrent@magna.com.au
(Jo and Brent) Subject: Nightline and your comments. Cc:
jamie@voyager.net [An exchange between Joanne Ellem
& Fredrick Toben]
Joanne Ellem: I have been thinking about your appearance
on Nightline and the comments that you made on that broadcast
for the past few hours. I now find myself in a position where I
felt that it is absolutely necessary for me to write to you. My
opinions will probably hold no weight or bearing with you, but I
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must write. I am sure that you and David Irving have much to
talk about, as you seem to hold very similar views. I am very
interested to see that you didn't address Mr Irving by his
adopted honorific title "Dr" which has been found to be
fraudulently used. I saw on the report that you, yourself used
the same honorific. I am hoping that you are using this title
because it was earned honestly and not just assumed. If this is
the case, I am afraid that it makes you about as believable as
your English colleague.
Fredrick Toben: You are wrong here. Irving was given the ‘Dr’
title by The Australian - he frowns on such decorations. He has
never made use of such - it is a smear tactic used against him.
Yes, I did earn mine. Have you earned anything like that?
JE: I have been reading records on the web of your views and
correspondence that you have had with certain people, and to
be honest I am absolutely flabbergasted at the constant
insistence by yourself as to the uproved nature of the Holocaust.
Amazing claims, when there is a wealth of information which
proves you wrong. I suppose it is extremely easy for you to
discount survivor accounts, as you have an extremely outdated
and archaic and somewhat clichéd opinion about Jews. So
accounts from people you do not recognise as people are not
going to be viable to you. Funny, as the Jews were not alone in
this mass murder, thousands of Gypsies died in the camps, 1 in
5 Poles lost their lives, not to mention vast amounts of
Russians, Jehovah’s Witnesses, Communists, dissidents and
brave people of conscience.
FT: Please understand we are not denying the Holocaust
because we would firstly have to define what we mean by
that all-embracing concept. We focus on the homicidal
gas chamber story - and to date there is just no proof of
them having existed at Auschwitz. Just take a look
yourself - with a minimum of intelligence you will realize
that the story we are told is technically impossible.
JE: What really astounds me is that you seem to disregard the
records that have been left by the Nazis themselves, meticulous
record keepers. From the spelling of your name, I can only
assume that you are of German heritage and therefore may be
able to read German. If so, then I am sure that there are many
offices in Germany which hold these files who would gladly show
them to you for reading. Contact the BBC in London (maybe Mr
Irving can help you there), their series Nazi's, a Warning from
History quotes many written file sources as well as eyewitness
accounts from all sources. The film evidence alone taken by
liberators of the camps tells a completely different story to the
rather deluded point that you are taking. Photographic evidence
taken by the Nazis themselves during 1939-45 also paints a
picture of a very active extermination programme.
FT: That's right - and there is no proof of a gas chamber having
existed. You will notice that those who claim they existed always
reach a point in their story where you need to believe - and if
you don't they get emotional and abusive so that your critical
faculty remains dormant.
JE: Walter Frentz, Luftwaffe camera man and colleague of Leni
Riefenstahl, took film footage of camps. There has been a
documentary on his work during World War II that I am sure the
ABC would be willing to show you.
FT: So what? Pictures of camps - I want the gas chamber
details - and no-one is giving them to me, not even Jamie,
and Deborah Lipstadt. Have you not read van
Pelt/Dwork's book: Auschwitz From 1270 To The
Present wherein the alleged gas chamber in Krema I has
been ‘decommissioned’. Answer this please.
JE: As I said before, I am amazed at the stance you have taken.
Not only do I find it abhorrent, I also find it not based in any
form of fact. I am interested in history, I read, I ask questions
and I look at facts. And there are so many facts which, I am
afraid, pretending that aren't there or aren't real on your part,
doesn't make the depth of the destruction or the loss of life any
less real. It degrades the deaths of all those people, and I will
not stand quiet.
FT: Your amazement is your problem not mine. Don't pull the
emotional card about degrading deaths - how can you assume I
do not honour the dead?
This card is used to block open enquiry - Jones does this by
peddling hurt. This will not grip any longer because we know

that lies have been told about Auschwitz. Are you courageous
enough to open your mind?
JE: I am not Jewish. My heritage is firmly placed in Celtic soil,
Ireland, Scotland and Wales. But I will not happily accept lies.
The Nazis were known for their lies, and it disturbs profoundly
that their lies can still surface now.
FT: It doesn't matter to me what background you have. My
tradition is the philosophical enquiry JE: If your family suffered during the war, I am sure that must
have been difficult. But at least they survived, and were not
persecuted because of their religious beliefs. If you have a
member or members of your family that were in the Nazi party,
I suppose that this would be some sort of reason why you would
hold the unsubstantiated views that you hold. But history shows
us in graphic detail what the National Socialist Party of Germany
stood for and I am afraid records show it to be a a monstrous
machine that plunged the world into war and encouraged and
supported a regime that not only bought about the downfall of
Germany (again) but also saw 8 million innocent people lose
their lives for no reason other than a notion of racial inferiority.
The countless written reports on the Führer show him to be a
man insanely driven, surrounded by a circle of uneducated
brutes and political opportunists.
FT: Your Hitler and Nazi phobia prevents you from looking
at the issue objectively but perhaps you will mature and
be able to objectively discuss this in more detail. Our
issue is simple: Show me or draw me a homicidal gas
chamber! Hasn't been done to date!
JE: You must have your reasons for living in the past, but it is a
dark ignorant past.
FT: That's your opinion because I believe - no, I know that we have exposed a lie that has terrified people into
looking at life afresh - the ones who continue to believe
in the gas chambers have never risen above the
emotional level of hurt feelings. That's a sad state of
intellectual integrity.
JE: If you have studied or looked at human anatomy, I think
that you would also see that internally we are all the same,
regardless of our racial backgrounds. Racial inferiority is now
just a catch cry of the uneducated and ill-informed.
FT: I don't disagree but tell that to some of our religious
fundamentalists!
JE: I recently met a survivor of Mauthausen concentration
camp, maybe you should talk to some survivors. If you are an
historian and if you welcome the debate you were talking about
on Nightline, then I challenge you to go and look in the faces of
some of those people who survived, hear their accounts and
then look them straight in the eye and tell them that they didn't
loose all their families, that they are all lying. I challenge you.
FT: We don't deny that such suffering occurred - but no
‘bleeding heart matter’ when it gets to the gas chamber
allegation because this allegation claims that Germans 1.
planned, 2. constructed and 3. used huge chemical
slaughterhouses to exterminate European Jewry. There
must be a right for all interested persons to discuss the
truth of these allegations. If not, why not? To date this
topic is taboo. Why?
JE: The Nazis would have loved you, there nothing more chilling
or disturbing than a so-called intelligent man backing up
primitive and ignorant theory.
FT: More Nazi phobia coming from you.
JE: I love my country, but I can also look at my fellow man and
say that I love them as well. I cannot forget and will not forget
the mass horror that occurred during WW II or the injustice that
was levied on the Jewish people of Europe, the innocent Jewish
people of Europe. I am one voice, 53 years later, who wants to
speak for them. I am Australian, I am 30, I am a woman, and
you Mr Toben, are wrong.
FT: Perhaps you can open yourself to this gas chamber
issue because I do not deny that millions of people
suffered but the Jewish people have no monopoly over
suffering. We must attain some balance on this matter. If
I am wrong, then tell me what is wrong about my views
on the gas chambers. I do not want to believe in this
‘historical fact’ anymore - I want to know.
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JE: In the memory of the 6 million Jewish men, women and
children who died at the hands of their European countrymen
during 1939-1945.
FT: You are wrong about the six million figure because that
should have been reduced when they reduced the death figures
at Auschwitz in 1990 from 4 million to one and a half million.
Elementary arithmetic!
Thank you for taking the trouble to respond to this matter.
At 16:34 16/03/98 +1100
JE: I have just read your email. Yes, you were rational...and it
seems that you enjoy discussing this topic..
FT: Greetings, I am always amazed how today's students take
everything literally and thus lose the sense of working with an
enriched language…from literal language use we therefore move
to litigation - and our society is fast becoming a litigious society
because everybody wants to be a victim or feel like a victim.
The Holocaust industry has this developed to a high degree - so
much so that I am labelled by you a fascist just because I am
sceptical about the homicidal gas chambers claim.
I am not a hedonist who is out to maximize my good feelings. I
attempt to understand because I hear so much nonsense about
all sorts of topics. Surely an open mind is the hallmark of a
civilized person. Add tolerance as a value, then we have an open
discussion about what bothers us.
JE: I have only one comment to make. You are a-believingwhat-you-see-kind-of-man -yes? On Thursday night on the
ABC, Nazis, a Warning from History had footage of the Germans
carrying out experiments using carbon monoxide in a chamber.
This footage was taken by Nazi camera men as a record of their
work.. It was taken in Auschwitz early on in the war before
Heydrich put the final solution into full swing. I have seen
footage of Nazi officers dropping gas canisters into the
chambers at Auschwitz as well as other film records as well.
FT: I am rather wary about this gassing experiment because the
delousing programs demanded such - and a twisted
interpretation on a normal process has brought us the alleged
homicidal gas chamber. Show me or draw me a gas chamber?
Just hasn't been done. Why not, my dear lady? Perhaps you can
achieve this - I will then publish your discovery because you
would make world history were you to succeed in this matter.
JE: IT IS ALL ON FILM...so go ahead, keep your blinkers on; and
as for the smear campaign on Irving, bravo, more lies, he
actually referred to himself by that title in England BEFORE he
came here.
FT: Your blinker is the film world - you actually believe
what you see - without a little bit of a nagging doubt that
this could be a product of war propaganda?
JE: And yes, I am in my final year of University, and maybe
eventually I will get my Ph.D, but at least I won't be using my
hard won and paid for education to make myself a tool of an
extremely questionable political faction.
FT: The final intellectual adventure of the 20th Century is
nothing to do with a political ideology. We are upholding the
time-honoured intellectual virtue of objectivity and disinterested
enquiry within a community of scholars who have the courage to
think independently about taboo topics.
You fail to even raise a doubt about the gassing story because
the brainwashing has been going on for a long time. Just
conduct an experiment among your fellow students and see
what they say to you if you "doubt the existence of the gas
chambers". You will feel the pressure because you will be
shunned for not being a believer!
No, my lady, you are a long way yet from the point where you
are thinking independently rather than derivatively. It is a lonely
journey but how rewarding it is to discover the freedom of
thought in its truest meaning. I could simply close my mind and
take on board the conventional view about the Holocaust and
the gas chambers - and then give my energy to a foreign cause
and fight for that. After all, we all want to fight for something and you have found your cause. Yet, I detect that you do have
the potential to become a free thinking woman who fearlessly
lets her mind go and stops believing what others have told her
in books. After all, proof of any gassings to date consists of
words - words - words.
There just is no physical proof: no plan, no order, no budget, no
murder weapon, no body-autopsy. Do you wish to tell me that a

program of extermination could have proceeded without such
prerequisites? You must still believe in angels - which I do on
rare occasions.
JE: Enjoy your fascism
FT: Again enjoy - but I must not take you literally because I
would then slot or label you a hedonist - and surely life consists
of more than just having a good time and feeling either hurt or
happy.
Kind regards and sincerely yours, Fredrick Toben.
Media Release sent to JE on 20 March 1998.
This is her response:
At 18:44 20/03/98 +1100
JE: Evil man, no deaths, no matter how many there are, are
"okay" if done "humanely". Remove me from your mailing list or
I will take action.
FT: Are you calling me an 'evil man'? Are you saying I am
saying "no deaths, no matter how many there are, are 'okay' if
done 'humanely'"? Are you asking me to take you off my mailing
list or are you ordering me? A little 'please' would help you
become a little civilized. It is obvious to me that your mind is
either closed or operating at an infantile, emotional level at
which an open debate is impossible. I shall incorporate our
correspondence in either our April or May newsletter. It will
serve to illustrate the problem faced by those who dare to
search for truth in history. Farewell. Fredrick Toben Adelaide
Institute.
At 18:18 21/03/98 +1100,
JE: If you place anything that I have written in anything that is
published by your so called Institute, I will take legal action. I
am keeping a copy of this email, as it states that you have NO
permission to reprint anything from me about me or with any of
my details etc by your racist group and if you persist then you
will suffer the consequences. There is nothing in the constitution
of this country that says I have to be "nice" or say "please" to
racists, extremists or those holding opposing extremist views.
And any effort to integrate me into this group is defamation of
character and a public slur which I will meet in the courts.
FT: My dear correspondent. You have already defamed me by
labelling me a racist. This needs to be tested in court. As you
know, email correspondence is a public activity and that is why
there are special programs which encrypt such messages. As
you published your material beyond my email confines, I shall
publish your deliberations in the form of a right of reply - which
fulfils my right to the principle of free speech, or do you wish to
deny me natural justice? Your threatening manner indicates to
me that you fear free speech and that you lack good manners.
Are good manners not the hallmark of a civilized person?
I welcome your legal challenge, any time, any place. And
remember when you take legal action against me, work a little
on the Faurisson challenge: "Show me or draw me a homicidal
gas chamber!" Perhaps you will be able to fulfil the challenge but I doubt it because that would mean that you could also
provide me with a drawing of a square circle or a round square.
Good luck with your legal action against me - and most
sincerely, Fredrick Toben, Adelaide Institute.
At 17:51 22/03/98 +1100:
JE: Stupid, stupid man. I take it you have never visited any
camps, if you had, then there is all the proof there. As for maps,
the Holocaust museum in Sydney has more maps and camp
maps to more than prove you wrong. And as for giving time in
court to spout your nonsense, I am not going to give you the
satisfaction of mouthing off in front of an audience. Once a
ranting Nazi, always a ranting Nazi. But an injunction will sure
as hell put a stop to you printing my name or my details in your
rag. I have already consulted the New South Wales Special
Branch, and am just about to consult a lawyer, in fact right now.
FT: I am amazed at the tone of your communication. Did you
not look up our website where I clearly state that I have been to
Auschwitz. I wanted to find the alleged gas chamber but instead
found that Krema I - which had been ‘sold’ as a homicidal gas
chamber for almost 40 years - was in fact a fraud. So, my dear
lady, get your facts right.
During my visit to the Jewish Museum in Sydney I did have a
look at the Holocaust exhibition. Some of the material is plainly
wrong - and nowhere does it show us the homicidal gas
chamber of Auschwitz in photo or drawing form. Why not? Why
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can't I get a look at the murder weapon? Why are people
offended when I ask them to draw or show me the murder
weapon? Why are you getting emotional about this very issue
and now wish to withdraw from a discussion you initiated? Is it
because you know that this alleged murder weapon never
existed - and I am the messenger of this news and thus you
wish to silence me? Give me a break - why abuse me by
labelling me? Should you not be mature enough to handle the
tension that develops when differing points of view clash? That's
the essence of an intellectual exchange. And, my dear lady, if
you can prove to me that the homicidal gas chambers existed and it is up to you to prove that which you claim existed
because I cannot prove that which did not exist - then I shall
publish this information in our newsletter and on the net. I don't
care whether they existed or not - but I am going flat out to
solve the matter. I am going after those people who claim that
the Germans planned, built and used homicidal gas chambers at
Auschwitz. To date no-one has offered me that proof. Perhaps
you will be the one? I would welcome that - you will then be
world famous. I wish you all the best in your endeavours of
getting an injunction - you obviously do not like too much
reality! You wish to have your say, then silence me. This is a
very immature intellectual attitude. It is basically a subjective
expression of your feelings and has nothing to do with any
intellectual enterprise which rests on the establishing of
objective reality, independent of what a person feels.
Again, good luck with your endeavours. I, too, am in contact
with our Federal Police in Adelaide about your threats. What a
way to go - where is our much-cherished freedom of speech and
thought. Your attitude will make it a crime to hold a premise
that is politically incorrect. Why do you hate life, my dear lady?
Why do you wish to impose an intellectual dictatorship on me?
Why am I not allowed to disagree with your views? Why do you
have no regard for physical evidence? Why do you fear to hear
the truth about the Auschwitz gas chamber allegations and label
me a Nazi, etc.? Why?
Kindest regards, Fredrick Toben, Adelaide Institute.
At 23:52 23/3/98 +1100
JE: It seems Mr Toben, according to legal advice, that if you
mention my name and publish it in areas that can be read by
associates of mine and cause them to think ill of me or if what is
written causes me any defamation in any way, that I have every
legal ground to take libel action in a defamation case. So
mention my name and publish on the net, which you have made
plain that you will do, then I will have no choice but further take
action. I am in no financial position for such, but I have every
grounds and a clear cut case.
If you must for your own personal enjoyment and bizarre sense
of victory publish what I have said, go ahead, but mention my
name then it's a whole different ball game. Check with your
lawyer. Like I said, I have caved in on my principles, but
mention my name on the Internet, a forum that is used
regularly by friends and colleagues. then I will have no choice.
Whilst I have made it clear to you how I feel about your views
and your misguided politics, I have by no means shared this
view with any other person with the exceptions of the first post
which was forwarded to a relevant party. From that moment on
I have kept this between yourself and myself.
I will admit freely that I get very upset by blatant lies and
racism, I am very clear on defamation and not defaming anyone
else that I come in to contact with. And strangely enough, that
also includes you whilst I am resigned to the fact that you enjoy
proving yourself right in the face of the truth I have no recourse
in preventing you to use my words, but as I said, I have it on
excellent legal authority from one of Sydney's top lawyers that
once defamation takes place then a court will rule in my favour.
Abide by the laws of this country and I have no choice but to let
you say what you will, regardless of whether or not I like it.
I am not keen on giving you any chance for you to have any
more publicity to cause hurt to those who have already suffered
enough. And quite frankly, your denial of the truth has lead me
to decide to prove you wrong, which I will do, but then no
amount of factual information will change your mind. So, it
seems that you are not as open to research as you claim, I
know from my own academic searches that the more you learn,

the more your opinion changes, if you are willing to take on the
changes and the elements you have learned.
So, now I am asking you nicely, to stop emailing me. I have
said what I thought, but in closing, it is nice that you have
visited those places that you think are the source for one of the
greatest lies in modern history. I have one last thing to say:
why do the so-called shower blocks at Auschwitz have self
sealing doors and a small drop hole in the ceilings? (You
undoubtedly have seen the footage of the SS officers dropping
cyanide gas cylinders, if you haven't I will personally track down
the source for you). And please, I don't want to hear the old delousing lie. That little question should be something that may
ask you a question that you can't answer, and if you
can...believe what you will.
FT: I would be pleased if you could provide me with this
information.
JE: So now, I have been rational, I have been polite, and I am
playing by the rules and laws that govern this country. I am
exercising my rights, and in showing you some respect I expect
the same in return.
Joanne Ellem, Humanitarian.
FT: Thank you, Fredrick Toben.
At 20:30 26/03/98 +1100:
JE: Will pass on details as they come to hand.
FT: Thanks - but bear in mind van Pelt's/Dwork's
‘decommissioning’ of Krema I - after this building had been
‘sold’ as a real homicidal gas chamber for over 40 years. Think
about it. And another thing - if you give me the proof that gas
chambers existed (and it's for you to prove your assertions),
then rest assured that I shall publish it.
Fredrick Toben
Moral and financial support needed
Mrs Olga Scully’s HREOC hearing has been set down for
18-20 May 1998 at Launceston, Tasmania. Contact
Adelaide Institute, or Olga on 03- 63445885. Please be
generous - the cause needs your support.
*
German-hater Jeremy Jones fails to ambush and defame
Fredrick Toben on Adelaide’s ABC Radio 5AN,
30 March 1998
When Radio 5AN’s morning presenter, Richard Margetson
announced to his listeners that Jeremy Jones would appear on
his program to talk about an Adelaide-based hate Internet
website it was a call from an interstate supporter that alerted
Toben to this happening. Toben’s first call to the station at 8.20
am was fruitless, then his second call at 8.30 am had the
producer of the program place Toben on hold ready to
participate in the live discussion. Although Margetson claims to
have researched the topic, he failed to contact Toben for the
program thereby offending against the principle of natural
justice. Had it not been for the interstate supporter’s call, then
Jeremy Jones would have been free to do what he loves best:
persecuting Toben and the Adelaide Institute by talking about
their work without giving them a right of reply. No wonder Jones
never wanted a conciliation conference during the HREOC
proceedings. He must know that any of his arguments about the
gassing story can swiftly be demolished. Adelaide Institute’s
mind-liberating work continues to stand proud because it does
not rest on a foundation of inaccuracies, exaggerations,
deception and lies. As ‘foreign minister’ of Australia’s Jewish
community, Jones is well-connected to Israel’s secret service,
Mossad. Perhaps we can win them over to organise a public
debate between Jones and Toben.
*
Richard Margetson: Adelaide has a new marketing authority
which is promoting art and culture and heritage, life-style, wine,
food - all those positive things that we know happen in Adelaide.
But Adelaide has other people unofficially promoting the city in a
very different way. It may surprise you to learn that in some
cities Adelaide has a well established reputation as the home of
racial bigotry, extremism, neo-Nazism and anti-Semitism.
Joining me now is a former Adelaide resident now a
Sydneysider, Jeremy Jones. Jeremy is the director of
Community Affairs for the Australia, Israel and Jewish Affairs
Council, and Jeremy a very good morning to you.
Jeremy Jones: Good morning Richard.
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RM: Jeremy, am I exaggerating a little bit much when I say
Adelaide does have a really strong reputation as the home of
racial bigotry, neo-Nazism and that sort of thing?
JJ: It’s an exaggeration in one and it’s not in another. It’s just
we have to remember that when we think of foreign places we
may think of only one little aspect and that’s the one we’re most
recently heard, one that sticks in our memory. So, for instance,
we may think of Oklahoma as the site of a terrorist bombing
while of course Oklahoma city is a lot broader than that. You
may think of India as a scene of a cricket test when obviously
the culture is much more diverse. And the thing with Adelaide is
over the years - first there were the trials of Nazi war criminals
or alleged Nazi war criminals taking place in Adelaide. Then
there was the situation of National Action’s very public activities
based in Adelaide. But much more recently in the international,
the global scene of the Internet one name which constantly
comes up on sites of people who are looking at the most
offensive material aimed at Jewish people in particular around
the world to a site which has Adelaide in its title, and for that
reason people who haven’t heard much of Adelaide who
wouldn’t know what a pleasant place it is and live in or visit
only, have the image of a place which is the base of someone
who would spread what they argue is hate propaganda.
RM: In researching the story we’ve come across this world web
site that we’re talking about. It’s called the Adelaide Institute.
What do you know of that organisation?
JJ: Well, I have to be careful in the sense in what I say in that
the Adelaide Institute is an Internet site maintained by an
Adelaide resident with the assistance, I would guess, of a few
people in Adelaide, his friends or colleagues, and that site in
May
1996
an
advertisement
appeared
in The
Australian newspaper inviting people to come and visit the site
which was promising them new insights into world history, I
guess would be a reasonable summary, and within three or four
weeks the various Jewish bodies around Australia were receiving
quite a number of phone calls and electronic mail
communication from people who’d gone to that site and were
deeply offended and insulted because what they had found on
that site wasn’t anything that could be regarded of legitimate
research. It was nothing which was academic, nothing which
was scientific but a great amount of what you could regard as
very strong slurs against people who were Jewish and
particularly against people who either suffered through the Nazi
Holocaust or descended from people who suffered through it or
died during the Nazi Holocaust.
RM: Seven-and-a half minutes to nine. 891, Adelaide’s 5AN.
We’re speaking with Jeremy Jones, the director of the
Community Affairs for the Australian, Israel and Jewish Affairs
Council about a site called the Adelaide Institute and as such a
surprise to us as to Jeremy no doubt is that Dr Fredrick Toben,
who is the director of that institute, has just called in and we
join him on the line this morning. Dr Toben, good morning to
you.
Fredrick Toben: Good morning.
RM: Just first of all, I guess, we’ve just been hearing from
Jeremy there about referring to your site as anti-Semitism, I
guess in lots of ways, not legitimate, not academic, not
scientific. What’s your initial response to those types of claims?
FT: Well, Jeremy does nothing better than merely talk about
me. He talks about me but he doesn’t talk about the content I’m
talking about and my challenge to him is, and I did this at the
Writers’ Week, I offered Norman Davies a thousand dollars to
show me or draw me a homicidal gas chamber. Now this can’t
be done and instead he labels, libels me and says that I’m a
Nazi or neo-Nazi or a racist or a hater and that is not good
enough for me. This is defamatory because he will not come to
grips with my challenge.
RM: Well, is the challenge such that you are denying the fact
that a holocaust took place?
FT: Nobody denies the fact that millions of people died in
terrible circumstances - Jews and Gentiles. What is being
denied, not really denied, what I’m saying is - see, the
problem goes back to this one little simple idea: the
people who say that the Germans gassed millions of
people in homicidal gas chambers, they’re making an

allegation against the Germans. They say that the
Germans planned, constructed and used gas…
RM: And they would have to be said that there was a fair
degree of historical evidence to show those things.
FT: Well, this is the problem. I came back from Auschwitz last
year and I had a look at the alleged gas chamber and now it’s
been decommissioned. They say it was made to look like a gas
chamber. This is in Krema I if anyone knows about this.
Auschwitz is a complex of a number of different camps and…
RM: But we’re talking about issues that without much, I mean,
obviously where people can be mislead, but it’s very hard to be
mislead on the level that the world has been mislead on an issue
of the Jewish Holocaust, surely?
FT: Nobody - you see when we use the word Holocaust we must
define the term because nowadays anyone who suffered under
the Nazis during the second world war can claim to be a
Holocaust survivor if he’s Jewish. Now that to me is using the
concept Holocaust in the wrong way because…
RM: We’ll just turn back to Jeremy Jones for the moment.
Jeremy Jones, the director of the Community Affairs for
Australian, Israel and Jewish Affairs Council. Jeremy,
immediately you have to respond to those types of issues that
the challenge has been thrown to you.
JJ: But this is hardly the forum for anybody to come to
grips with some of the issues that have been raised.
RM: I guess so.
JJ: And what I want to say is that as I was saying before the
telephone call was received, that in late 1995 the Australian
federal government passed legislation called ‘The Racial Hatred
Act’ and under that act any Australian has the opportunity to
lodge a complaint against something which is a public act,
reasonably likely in all the circumstances to offend, insult and
humiliate or intimidate another person or a group of people, and
is done because of the race, colour or national or ethnic origin of
the person or of some or all of the people in the group. The
point is that after that site was publicised, I have no idea how
long it was in existence before it was publicised, the peak body
of the Australian Jewish Community in discussion with all its
constituents and affiliates decided to take the action of lodging
the complaint with the Human Rights and Equal Opportunity
Commission concerning the contents of that site. Now obviously
this is a matter which has not yet come before public hearing. It
has been a very lengthy process so far and there’s been a great
deal of correspondence exchanged. But the simple matter is the
Jewish community representative organisations believe that this
site falls into that category and that’s why we have lodged a
complaint. Now to talk about the particular issues or to try and
have the sort of debates or discussions that Fredrick Toben’s
having at this point doesn’t serve the purpose of understanding
what the law is or what the complaint is at all.
RM: So a site such as the Adelaide Institute site, what is your
response to it if it is classified, as you say, racial vilification,
then should it be still in existence? This is where we get into the
difficulty, I guess, of censorship of what’s actually available to
be read or seen.
JJ: Yea, it is a complex area and it’s certainly not a black and
white area and that’s why in the Jewish community we don’t go
in very simply without giving it a great deal of thought before
we would lodge a complaint under this particular act. But the
simple matter is that if you have a right to free speech you also
have a responsibility not to use that free speech in a way that it
impinges on somebody else’s rights to live their life free of
vilification and intimidation. The part of the logic of having
defamation law, having libel law, having laws about public
comments which might endanger public safety is to say that free
speech is a very important freedom but it’s one of many and it’s
important that a society like ours works out the appropriate
balance between those freedoms.
RM: OK, Jeremy Jones, we have to leave it there. Thank you
very much for your time this morning and Dr Fredrick Toben we
thank you also for your call this morning as well. 891 Adelaide’s
5AN. It’s thirteen minutes to nine.
***
The Irving Interlude
Although David Irving considered Internet websites to be
nothing but harbingers of "stale news", he, like Arthur Butz, has
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finally set up his own site at www.fpp.co.uk . As a result
Adelaide Institute will therefore discontinue its Irving section.
What a wonderful communication medium this Internet is Irving is now directly accessible without anyone mediating for
him!
We now hope that soon Professor Robert Faurisson will also take
the plunge and set up his website - even a lean-and-mean one
like Butz’s would suffice to compliment the various sites now
carrying his material.
When I visited Irving in April 1997, he was busy ploughing
through the latest ‘official’ Auschwitz book: Robert Jan van Pelt’s
and Deborah Dwork’s Auschwitz from 1270 to the Present. It is
a definitive book because it ‘decommissions’ Krema I at
Auschwitz - Stammlager, as a homicidal gas chamber. This is so
significant in the Holocaust story that it amazes me to see to
this very day upholders of the gassing story still running with
the Krema I gas chamber story.
As late as April 1997 I was informed by the Auschwitz Museum
authorities that Krema I was still described as a homicidal gas
chamber, but since Pelt’s/Dwork’s book, first published in 1996,
we know differently - all because they have spilled the beans on
this lie. What an embarrassment for the German judiciary which
fined and convicted Irving for telling the truth about Krema I.
This conviction is used by the Australian Minister for
Immigration to label Irving ‘of bad character’ - all this is hard to
believe. Of course, it’s worse in France, where the thorough
French legal mind has gone one better than the Germans: you
are not free to question any of the findings made by the
Nuremberg International Military Court.
David Irving, who is still not quite a ‘holocaust revisionist’,
latched on to the Dwork/van Pelt book, and in May 1997 wrote
the following letter to Pelt. He is still awaiting a reply to his
letter.
[Irving writes: Pelt quotes one remarkable letter from a 1912
book The Promised Land, Houghton Mifflin, in which Maryashe
Antin, a twelve-year old Jewish girl, describes delousing
procedures in Auschwitz for a trainload of cross-border migrant
Ostjuden at the turn of the century pages redolent of all the
neuroses displayed by the characters in Schindler's List: the
passengers are herded in a panic to a building where they are
stripped naked, their bodies washed, their clothes fumigated,
and orders shouted by sinister, white-clad Germans: "Schnell!
Schnell!" but it is only so that they don't miss the onward train
connection. "Oh, so we really won't be murdered! They are only
making us ready for the continuing of the journey, cleaning us
of all suspicions of dangerous sickness. Thank God!" ]
***
To: Robert Jan van Pelt, Professor of Cultural History
School of Architecture, University of Waterloo, Ontario
Canada N2L 3G1
Chicago, Thursday May 29, 1997
Dear Robert Jan Van Pelt,
I EXPECT YOU will be familiar with my name. I have been
reading your book on Auschwitz with close attention over the
past few days in fact I have made time to read it right through,
from left to right. My attention was drawn to it by Dr. David
Cesarani's review of it in »The Jewish Chronicle« which made it
seem I am sure this was not Cesarani's intention! to be a work
of almost revisionist thrust!
Ninety percent of what you write is new to me by which I refer
to the mediæval history, the architecture, and the townplanning aspects of Auschwitz and its environs. What a
fascinating study, and why did nobody before you think of
building up to the grim centrepiece on such a broad canvas? A
lot of it is familiar: the recurrent theme in your book is the
prevalence over the centuries of lethal epidemics both in that
marshy region and in the camps built there by the Nazis.
You are to be commended for your forthrightness. I notice that
according to the »Süddeutsche Zeitung« you lectured to a
function of the Institute of CULTURAL SCIENCES AT ESSEN
about the latest Holocaust research, and that you expressed
puzzlement at oral testimonies by former Auschwitz survivors
about a railroad ramp "which can not," you are quoted as
saying, "have existed, according to every blueprint of the
camp." You asked: "What was this ramp the Jews were actually
recalling?" The session chairwoman Gertrud Koch is quoted as

having rebuked you for RATIONALITÄTS-MYSTIFIKATION and to
have asked the rhetorical question: "What is the reality that one
finds when one studies architectural plans?" The SÜDDEUTSCHE
ZEITUNG also mildly reproved you, suggesting that to
"remember" means more than "burrowing into the web of Real
History." I wonder what comment you might have on this odd
episode? Can I say straight away what is my major criticism of
the book? It is clearly the work of two different authors you and
you partner Deborah Dwórk and the raw contributions of each
brain are sometimes painfully evident. I am not sure which is
which (though I suspect you are the author of the architectural
analyses the literally concrete evidence for much of the story
which is otherwise shrouded in controversy.) This has produced
some thought-provoking clashes in your conclusions, which tho'
buried deep in the text are to my mind crucial to the
malodorous controversy lingering around the Holocaust and
Auschwitz itself.
In short, it is unfortunate that you found yourself harnessed as
co-author to Dwórk and her easy-going reliance on sources like
Danuta Czech, not to mention Filip Müller (page 179), Kitty Hart
(page 193), SS Rottenführer Perry Broad, and even Felix
Kersten (page 307). The latter's "diaries" are notoriously
suspect: I tested their "medical Hitler" chapter many years ago
against the touchstone of the original and only-just-found
diaries of Professor Dr Theo Morell, Hitler's physician and
inventor of Rusla-Puder, the anti-lice, anti-typhus agent, and
decided that the published Kersten Diaries are worthless as a
source; the real ones ah, that's another matter; but the Bonnier
Bokförlag prevailed on the family not to release those. You
quote for example Kitty Hart's reference to "an SS woman":
what, may I ask, was that? As for your quoting Rudolf Vrba
(page 231) am I not right in thinking that he was very soundly
trounced indeed exposed as a fraud during cross-examination
in the trial of Ernst Zündel in Toronto? Moreover I am uneasy
that you felt it safe to quote (page 234) a German judge in a
post-war war crimes trial as a source (particularly since all his
fellow-judges dissented from his opinion).
As for Broad, I expect you are familiar with his statements in
British captivity (of which only an uncertified photocopy was
available at the Auschwitz trial), and with his testimony at the
IG Farben Trial about the crematorium in the Stammlager
Auschwitz I "The roof was flat with six holes about 10 cm
across, through which the gas was injected." The screams had
lasted about two or three minutes, he said. Broad also spoke of
flames from the open funeral pyres being visible from twenty
miles away. (Hm!)
Cross-examined in person during the later Auschwitz trial, Broad
not unnaturally tried to disown these and other statements. You
quote Broad on pages 3012 describing, in a 1991 book of
memoirs, the "effective gas chamber which could hold 900
people" in the main camp (i.e. Auschwitz I), but on pages 363-4
you confirm that there never was a gas chamber at Auschwitz I,
and that the one shown to tourists since the war was a fake
built by the Polish communists. I welcome your disparaging
references to Jan Sehn and his "official" Polish government
investigation (page 2767). But despite its high-falutin Latin
name, in my view the Danuta Czech Kalendarium also cries out
for exposure by some conscientious Ph.D. candidate, who might
for example start by comparing its statistics with those
generated by Richard Korherr in his well-known report for
Himmler. The result of relying on the Kalendarium is that while
one of you two authors decides, on the basis of the architectural
and other evidence, that the Russian prisoners, ten thousand of
them, died like flies in Auschwitz from the Nazis' bungled campdesign and planning (e.g., pages 2712), the other, relying on
Ms. Czech, regurgitates (pages 1778) the view that hundreds
were "gassed" in September 1941; and on page 292 your book,
quoting with criminal negligence from a third-hand source,
refers carelessly to "the liquidation of the Soviets".
Can I draw your attention in this connection to the various
testimonies sworn by that communist gadfly Kasimierz Smolen,
the book-keeper and then (self-confessed) "kapo" at Auschwitz,
and particularly to his affidavits sworn in Kraków on Dec. 15 and
16, 1947 (National Archives microfilm .1019, roll 9).
I am quite prepared to accept that there may have been
experimental "gassings" on a limited scale both at Auschwitz
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and elsewhere; Adolf Eichmann's papers which I was given in
Argentina show that he himself witnessed one trial truck-gassing
elsewhere, on which he was required to report to SSGruppenführer Heinrich Müller, but even he was never shown a
gas chamber at Auschwitz. I cannot help feeling that your
colleague has relied unnecessarily, despite your many years of
work and your excellent use of the blueprints from Moscow and
Auschwitz museum, on published secondary and tertiary
sources, which is a pity now that we have more than adequate
primary documentary materials available.
Why did you (or your co-author) content yourself with the
Nuremberg volumes, with Nazi Conspiracy and Aggression, and
with memoir literature, when this first-class documentation is
available? You rely on what others tell you about Heydrich's
RSHA conferences in September/October 1939, when you could
have read the full original transcripts in the Bundesarchiv,
Koblenz, or in the National Archives, Washington DC. There are
detailed reports of, for instance, the conference between Oswald
Pohl, Maurer, and others at Auschwitz on June 16, 1944. You do
not even refer to the ominous letter to Kammler dated January
9, 1943 (Nuremberg document NO4473), about the construction
of Krema 2 and the use of its Vergasungskeller (you could have
speculated happily on the meaning of that word, and I would
have drawn attention to the absence of any Nazi security
classification on the letter).
Why did you make no use of the British (Bletchley Park)
intercepts of the daily top-secret Tätigkeitsberichte submitted by
seven KZ-Kommandanten including Rudolf Höss in secret cipher
to Berlin from the spring of 1942 to February 1943, which give
precise figures of mortality rates including colossal percentages
for "natural" causes epidemics, typhus but very low figures for
executions, and none at all for gassings? These signals also
listed how many were Jews, Poles, other Europeans and
Russians. 'The returns from Auschwitz, the largest of the camps
with 20,000 prisoners, mentioned illness as the main cause of
death, but included references to shootings and hangings. There
were no references in the decrypts to gassing' (Professor Sir
Frank H Hinsley et al., BRITISH INTELLIGENCE IN THE SECOND
WORLD WAR: ITS INFLUENCE ON STRATEGY AND OPERATIONS,
Cambridge, 197984, 3 vols., vol. ii, appendix, page 673). In my
second volume of Churchill's War, I write at one stage: Later
that month, September 1942, further information did reach
Churchill from his most secret sources lifting the veil on what
was actually happening in Hitler's concentration camps. The
ultra intercepts of their commandants' daily returns, transmitted
in code to Berlin, yielded figures for death rates in several
concentration camps during the previous month. These included
twenty-one deaths at Niederhagen, eighty-eight at Flossenbürg,
and seventy-four at Buchenwald; in what was evidently a fastgrowing camp at Auschwitz in Upper Silesia there had been the
notable totals of 6,829 male and 1,525 female fatalities during
August 1942. There was a lethal epidemic now raging at the
camp. 'It appears that although typhus is still rife at Auschwitz,'
the Intelligence report pointed out, 'new arrivals continue to
come in.'
Did you know of the documents NO205, a letter from Victor
Brack to Himmler, June 23, 1942, and NO21(a)(b), a report
from Oswald Pohl to Himmler, dated April 5 and May 9, 1944:
these outline the security measures at Auschwitz Pohl reports
that there are three camps; Auschwitz I has 16,000 prisoners,
Auschwitz II has 15,000 male and 21,000 female prisoners, of
which 15,000 are unfit for work (then why were they not, in
accord with the standard version, cast into the "gas chambers"?)
There are 15,000 more prisoners in the fourteen Außenlager
(satellite camps) comprising Auschwitz III. Pohl states that
there are 2,300 SS guards (Wachpersonal) for camps I and II.
While you make magnificent use of the blueprints in Moscow and
the Auschwitz state museum, you fail to comment on one
troublesome deficiency: the lack of any security-classification on
these and the other SS construction documents. Those few
documents in other archives which do hint at an uglier side to
the word Sonderbehandlung invariably have the highest
classification
Geheime Reichssache, or Chefsache. Your
blueprints are not even classified with the humble Geheime
Kommandosache. (And for that matter both the Allied aerial
photographs, and even your own illustrations of the crematoria,

e.g. on page 332, testify to the absence of any barbed wire or
other security measures around the crematoria buildings).
This casts reasonable doubt on the significance of the seemingly
pivotally important Aktenvermerk of January 29, 1945,
Brieftagebuch-number 22/39/43/Swo/Lm
you have this on
page 330
recording a meeting between the AEG-engineer
Tomitschek from Kattowitz and SS-Unterscharführer Swoboda of
the Auschwitz Zentralbauleitung: while you rather irresponsibly
said, in the BBC's "Horizon" programme on May 9, 1994,
("Blueprints for Genocide"): "It says very clearly: 'You will be
able to kill and you will be able to burn simultaneously in this
building,'" in fact the German text is rather less clear than that.
It reads
I grant you somewhat opaquely : "Diese
Inbetriebsetzung [des Krematoriums II ab 15.2.1943] kann sich
jedoch nur auf beschränkten Gebrauch der vorhandenen
Maschinen
erstrecken
(wobei
eine
Verbrennung
mit
gleichzeitiger Sonderbehandlung möglich gemacht wird), da die
zum
Krematorium
führende
Zuleitung
für
dessen
Leistungsverbrauch zu schwach ist."
I translate this as: "This commissioning [of crematorium II as
early as February 15, 1943] cannot however extend to more
than a limited utilisation of the existing machinery (enabling a
cremation at the same time as Sonderbehandlung), as the
power line leading to the crematorium is not strong enough for
its energy consumption." The rest of the letter makes plain that
the bottleneck is the shortage of cable, since this construction
project has not been assigned sufficient priority in Germany's
rigidly controlled raw materials rationing system. (Top priority at
that time, Dringlichkeitsstufe DE, went to U-boats, V-weapons,
etc).
Interpreting
the
document
and
its
ominous
word
Sonderbehandlung purely in the way you do raises therefore
fundamental problems to which there may well be simple
answers; I shall be interested to hear:
1. Are you suggesting that the Final Solution was of such
low priority that SS-Gruppenführer Hans Kammler was
not able to get the copper he needed to run a few extra
yards of wire to his "gas chamber"?
2. Was the Final Solution of such common knowledge that
it was explicitly (and surely quite needlessly) admitted
and recorded in a low-level meeting between an SS
official and local outside electricians?
3. Or was the Final Solution in fact kept so ultra-secret
that every document referring to it carried the
classification of Geheime Reichssache, and that
anybody breathing a word to those with no need to
know was automatically subject to the death-penalty?
This Geheime Reichssache classification was routinely
and mandatorily suffixed (gRs) to any such document's
Brieftagebuch number. Both such classification signs
are notably absent from your Moscow document.
4. I am troubled by the usage, "Auschwitz, am 29.1.1943"
in the heading. I have not seen "am" used instead of
"den" in thirty-five years of archival research. This may
be unimportant, and you may be able to produce reams
of other examples.
5. Finally, remind me: why did Sonderbehandlung, if it
meant here the gassing of victims, place an impossible
burden on a building's power supply? Surely not just
the quarter-horsepower electric motor needed to drive
an extraction fan? You hint more than once at Adolf
Hitler's personal knowledge of these crimes.
You will agree that Hans Kammler played a key role throughout
the development and expansion of the Auschwitz and Birkenau
complexes. Yet on Mar. 31, 1945, Dr Joseph Goebbels noted in
his diary, after speaking the day before at length with Hitler,
"Kammler sei ihm [dem Führer] erst bei der Organisation des
Einsatzes unserer VWaffen überhaupt bekannt geworden"
(Goebbels diaries, published German text, page 473).. After
effectively seizing control of the V-weapons in the summer of
1944, Kammler had taken over as Sonderbeauftragter des
Führer for them in January 1945. Now for Rudolf Höss,
commandant of Auschwitz 19403. You happily quote the
statement that he "signed" his affidavit confession in
Nuremberg, when the original, in Washington, clearly shows
that he did not (though the "witnesses to his signature"
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mysteriously did!) Had you explored that relatively easy avenue
of inquiry further (Washington D.C. is a ninety-minute flight or a
gorgeous all-day drive from Waterloo, Ontario), you would have
found on the National Archives microfilm M.1270, roll 7 several
verbatim transcripts of the days of pre-trial interrogations of
Höss and others early in April 1946. You (or Ms Dwórk) would
also have found the fascinating (and frankly disturbing) threeway confrontation between Höss, an interrogator and the
Gärtner and Genickschußspezialist Otto Moll, who bickers with
Höss over their relative responsibilities for what you call the
"bunker killings".
Of course, analysis of such verbatim transcripts gives the game
away about how the pressure was piled onto the prisoner, and
how he was progressively "reminded" about things the Allied
interrogators felt he might have "forgotten". The most graphic
example is surely the unfortunate Mauthausen commandant
Ziereis, who was somehow transported from life to the brink of
death in U.S. captivity but had the presence of mind to time as
well as date his "signed confession" in hand-writing, namely
2:30 a.m., a few minutes before he finally slipped over that
brink into a well-merited eternity. What incidentally is your
authority for confidently equating Höss's mysterious location
"Wolzek" with "[Sobibor]" (page 279); as you know, Höss's
"Wolzek" has long intrigued revisionists. By the same token, you
are wrong to state that Operation Reinhardt that's the correct
spelling
was named in memory of Reinhard Heydrich,
assassinated in May 1942; it was rather more mundanely
named after the Staatssekretär Fritz Reinhardt, the civil servant
in the Reich finance ministry in charge of exploiting the assets of
deported, deceased, and murdered Jews.
Had you after visiting Washington flown on to London, England,
you could have used the many versions of the hand-written
memoirs of Höss's erstwhile stand-in and deputy Kurt Aumeier
(written under similar conditions of duress; he too was, no
doubt deservedly, hanged by the Poles). These pencilled papers
are held at the Public Records Office. But Aumeier does not even
figure in your history. Is not such an original document, written
at or near the time, worth ten times what a Kitty Hart or Primo
Levi writes for payment for profit-driven publishers? How can
your colleague Deborah Dwórk be "Rose Professor of Holocaust
History at Clark University" if she is unaware of Aumeier's
testimony or the Washington interrogation transcripts? Now my
next point: You have signally failed to address the question of
the disposal of the masses of bodies. I calculate that about ten
bodies go to a cubic meter; disposing of 355,000 one such
gassing spree alleged to have taken three weeks (May 14, 1944
onward) therefore requires a pit of about 35,000 m3, which
would surely have been visible on aerial photos. If they were
cremated, it is an iron rule that each cadaver consumes 3040
kilos of coke. So cremating 355,000 bodies would require some
ten to fifteen thousand tons of coke. The fuel cellars in the
crematoria would not hold more than about twenty tons. The
real coke consumption is given from documents which show that
from November 1942 to October 1943 when the crematoria
were not exactly standing idle, according to your book and to
your source, Danuta Czech a total of 760 tons of coke were
delivered to the crematoria, enough to dispose of up to 25,000
cadavers, which is well within the figures assessed by
revisionists.
You also adopt the story of "huge cremation pits" (page 338),
and you refer on page 283 to "gravel-pits" in which the gassing
victims were mass-cremated: yet on page 191 you quite rightly
refer to the swampy nature of the entire region, with the water
table only a few inches below the ground's surface. Look at your
own illustration on page 323; the photograph shows that the
ditch is filled with water only about six inches below the ground
level! Any pit that was dug at Auschwitz filled up with water
almost instantly. Thus we have to discount Filip Müller's
colourful story of the channel designed to catch fat flowing out
of the burning bodies why the fat did not catch fire is one
question; why it would flow uphill out of the pits quite another.
You have failed to mention the death registers which were
returned in 1989 from Moscow to the German authorities. These
list 66,000 certified deaths. Some volumes are missing, but
those which have been inspected reveal that contrary to the
assertion that the old and unfit were given no numbers and put

to death immediately without being registered
the death
certificates show a normal distribution of age groups from the
very young to the very old. You repeat on page 10 the familiar
allegation that the retreating Nazis blew up the crematoria to
destroy the incriminating evidence. I remember hearing
Christopher Browning say on a BBC television programme that it
was the Red Army who blew up the buildings; and the February
1945 Luftwaffe aerial photographs of the site also suggest that
they had as of that month still not been blown up. Do you have
any comment on this? You dwell at some length on the two
visits by Heinrich Himmler to this important Nazi site, on about
March 1, 1941 and on July 17, 1942. Himmler's Persönlicher
Referent, SS-Sturmbannführer Rudolf Brandt, kept a shorthand
(and therefore secret) diary, which is now in the Bundesarchiv
(file NS19/Zug.DC/13) and which I had transcribed in full nearly
twenty years ago, in 1978, by shorthand experts. I am troubled
that while referring to Auschwitz four times (Feb. 26, May 4,
July 14, 16, 1942) this transcript does not even hint at anything
ugly happening there. It seems remarkable that Himmler did not
visit it more than twice (Vrba was lying about the "1943 visit")
given the keystone role which modern historians, if not history
itself, have assigned to Auschwitz.
Gauleiter Albert Hoffmann, Bracht's deputy from Feb. 10, 1941,
who testified to British Army interrogators that he considered
the Nazi Ausrottung of the Jews to be justified as they were
"undesirables", stated that he visited Dachau before 1938
(conditions were excellent) and Auschwitz with Himmler and
Bracht: "Here he states conditions were considerably worse.
Maltreatment did occur and [Hoffmann] has actually seen the
ovens where bodies were being burned. He totally disbelieves
the accounts of atrocities as published in the press" (My source
of interrogation record is the Federal Records Center, RG.332,
ETO, MISY Sect., box 50). Your own book frequently raises more
questions than it answers: the very first line quotes a Jewish girl
of nineteen, housed in Auschwitz in 1945, as telling your coauthor, "I was very ill with pleurisy typhus." Then why did the
Nazis not "gas" her as unfit for work? The same question goes
for the "600 sick inmates," and for the "60,000 people" lower
down the same page, and for Anne Frank, her sister Margot and
her father Otto, and for all their friends and neighbours who also
contracted typhus from the conditions at Auschwitz or BergenBelsen: on page 335 you refer to the SS making provisions to
treat 3,188 sick men and 3,188 sick women in two hospital
camps at Auschwitz II (Birkenau). This is a question which
cannot be ignored, for it goes to the root of the matter. I am
impressed by your honesty in reporting (page 222) that after
the typhus epidemic broke out in the summer of 1942 the whole
camp "had to be fumigated with tons of Zyklon B." This gives to
the uninitiated like myself a picture of the scale on which this
pesticide had to be used. You refer however to ZyklonB as being
a crystalline form of cyanide (it was not: it was packaged as
pellets of wood pulp or diatomaceous earth, impregnated with
hydrogen cyanide); you correctly state (page 219) that after
rooms had been fumigated with it, they "could be entered safely
only after having been aired for twenty hours." This conflicts
powerfully with the "eye witnesses" favoured by Ms. Dwórk who
describe the Sonderkommandos going into the "gas chambers",
without gas masks (smoking cigarettes), only minutes after the
screams died down. Upon reflection I am not impressed by the
significance of that replacement of an existing chute (Rutsche)
with stairs into the mortuary, as cleverly detected by you, and
by Gerald Fleming before you, on the Moscow blueprints: you
comment portentously (page 324):"The victims would walk to
their death." Does this also include the vast numbers of typhusdead? They could not have walked down those stairs. On page
328 you describe the Sonderkommandos extracting gold teeth
and cutting the women's hair: when was this done, and more
importantly, where? In the downstairs mortuary "gas-chamber",
still reeking of cyanide? In the (tiny, two-man) elevator? In the
ground-level furnace room of the crematoria? Let us be specific
about these details, because the legends depend on them. From
your highly interesting investigation of Himmler's grandiose
plans for the camp the outsized radio-communications room,
the great hall of the Kommandantur, Himmler's imperial-sized
study, etc. it seems the site was intended to become a centre
of SS government in the eastern regions of the Reich. Would he
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really have established these things in the heart of a killing
centre? The equivalent of moving No. 10 Downing Street to a
wing of Wandsworth prison, nor the White House to Death Row
at San Quentin? In short, I feel that one of you has done
magnificent research for this book, while the other who poked
around in the history of Holocaust has let him (or her) down.
Yours sincerely,
David Irving
***
Remember, we need your moral and financial support
*Olga Scully faces the HREOC on 18-20 May 1998. A Christian
fundamentalist, Olga has for decades distributed religious tracts

in her home city of Launceston. Only when she became Adelaide
Institute’s Tasmanian associate, was she attacked by Jeremy
Jones.
New Videos from Adelaide Institute
*Judea Declares War On Germany - continues where
David Cole left off, and takes you back to the Zionist
declaration of war against Germany. $40 plus $4.
postage.
*No Holes, No Holocaust: Fredrick Toben talks about his
Auschwitz trip and how he failed Prof Robert Faurisson’s
challenge: "Show me or draw me a homicidal gas
chamber!" $25. Both videos $10. O/s airmail postage

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

No 73 June 1998

A Moral Problem Looming Large At Ayers Rock
- Uluru, The Heart Of Australia

Fredrick Toben, 20 April 1998
Recently in remote northern Australia a dingo snatched a baby
from its parents. This incident recalled the Lindy Chamberlain
case of the 1980s. The Chamberlain family had camped at the
base of Ayers Rock just near the now unused airstrip. Mrs
Chamberlain claimed that a dingo had taken her baby, Azaria.
The authorities did not believe Mrs Chamberlain’s story and
prosecuted her for murder. A jury found her guilty and she
spent time in prison before being released. One of the most
disturbing features of the case was that Mrs Chamberlain had
been quite unemotional throughout the trial. This was
interpreted by the public as a sign of her guilt. Another factor
was that the Northern Territory, in its quest to seek state
independence from the Commonwealth of Australia, needed a
significant case to establish its judicial independence.
[One may similarly conclude that the 1997 Northern Territory
Euthanasia legislation, rejected by Canberra, was likewise an
attempt to gain judicial independence.
There was also case of a German living in Sydney who had been
found guilty of murdering his Asian wife. Ten years later the
actual murderer confessed to the deed as a robbery gone wrong
on television’s 60 Minutes. The innocent German was set free
and subsequently compensated for wrongful imprisonment. But
the damage had been done. His ‘crime’, too, had been that he
remained calm throughout his trial - just like Lindy
Chamberlain.]
Until the Chamberlain affair in 1984 it was still possible to camp
overnight at the base of Ayers Rock-Uluru which in 1958 had
been declared a national park of 132,566 hectares. On 26
October 1985 this park was handed back to the traditional
owners and named Uluru-Kata Tjuta National Park. Now for $15
one may enter the park and climb the 1.6 km to the top of the
348 m. rock.
About 15 km from Ayers Rock quality hotel and backpacker
accommodation is provided by the Ayers Rock Resort Company ARRC, POBox 46, Yulara - 0872, Australia; Tel.: 61 8 8956
2222. The major shareholder in this company is the Northern
Territory government.
Yulara is a company town and anyone, tourists excepted of
course, who does not have a job cannot stay there. Workers’
discipline is strict - anyone involved in a fight is given 48 hours’
notice to leave the town.

There is also the ever-growing non-company township sector
itself which provides the usual public services - town council,
police, education and health, fuel outlets. One of the great
expenses incurred by the resort is created by the sun: the
various sails covering areas within the resort need constant
painting - much like Sydney’s harbour bridge. Then there is the
water problem. Lawn areas grow well with artesian water - you
can literally see the grass grow. But the high calcium content of
the water demands a constant maintenance program
During my visit to Ayers Rock in September 1997 the locals at
Yulara held their annual ball at the show grounds. This was
followed the next day, Sunday 21 September, by a pram race
conducted by judges who openly proclaimed that "There are no
rules in this race and the judges are open to bribes" - a most
hilarious event begun with spectators water bombing
participants. The Qantas entry won the race and a barbecue at
the Lyons Ayers Rock Park concluded the event.
Now, where is the moral problem? Isolation is a problem for
some, and they find solace in the usual human way. Adelaide is
1,648 km and Darwin 1,535 km from the resort. A drive on a
good sealed road to Alice Springs is 468 km. The community is
tightly-knit and pecking orders are clear-cut, if they openly
exist. Some have worked here for six years, do not drink and
save lots of money, enough to purchase one or two houses in
Melbourne. So, anyone who is strong enough to enjoy smallcommunity-in-isolation living and is set on saving money, can
do just that at the Ayers Rock Resort.
As one person said to me: "People place a wall around
themselves otherwise they would disintegrate in this fragile
environment where everyone is here for one purpose only - to
make money".
The problems faced by people who live at the rock are mirrored
in the climatic problem faced by the flora and fauna in this area.
It is called drought - not enough water. Interestingly, once the
area receives its rare showers of rain, the countryside flourishes.
How can this be explained? The method employed by plants and
animals to survive this hostile and harsh environment consists of
adopting
one
of
the
following: enduring - evading escaping by confronting - going slow - being dormant.
Doesn’t this remind you of something we’ve been doing in our
fight against those who tell lies about the alleged homicidal gas
chamber story?
There is another human problem threatening this tourist resort.
To date the resort is run by Europeans and no amount of
bending over has succeeded in bringing in Aboriginal workers to
take over the administering of their tourist resort. Not even an
Aboriginal bus driver is to be seen anywhere. Why not? I was
told that when an Aboriginal driver was employed he would
disregard the bus time table and simply not turn up on time.
Some left-liberal apologists claim that by demanding discipline
the Aborigine’s cultural rights are violated That is a pity because
a negative influence upon Aboriginal interests is becoming
noticeable - all in the name of Aboriginal culture.
We must stringently focus on and expose those who
condescendingly push an Aboriginal agenda because all too
often there is a hidden agenda riding on top of it as was the
case in the US Civil Rights Movement. Once that hidden agenda
was achieved, the Afro-American agenda was discarded by
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those who used it for their own ends to get into the US
establishment.
At Ayers Rock-Uluru a notice for tourists claims that the rock is
a sacred site and anyone who respects this will also respect the
wishes of the traditional owners who do not want you to climb
Ayers Rock. Up to the end of World War II only about 25
Europeans had climbed Ayers Rock. Since then hundreds of
thousands of overseas visitors have flocked to the rock, most of
them from England, Germany and Japan fly in via Darwin, then
head to Queensland’s Barrier Reef before flying home again.
Some tourists make it to Adelaide and Melbourne or Sydney.
Since 1985 there have been 31 deaths at the rock.
I met a German couple, around 30 years of age, who proudly
proclaimed that they respected the Aboriginal cultural tradition
which requested visitors not climb the rock. Although this may
be admirable - and morally of the highest order - I sense that
these two honest and sincere people have let themselves be
exploited by a fraudulent ideology. There is the request to
respect Aboriginal tradition while the tourist dollar flows into the
coffers of those who own Uluru-Kata Tjuta National Park and the
prize - climbing Ayers Rock - is withheld. A number of tourists
informed me they would not have come to Australia’s
geographic centre had they not been able to climb this famous
monolith.
What has all this to do with the Final Intellectual Adventure Of
The 20th Century? Simple. The mind-set that attempts to stop us
from exploring the factual historical truth-content of the JewishNazi Holocaust is similar to the mind-set that claims to have the
Aborigines’ interests at heart. We detect a condescending tone
and attitude, which is an expression of anti-intellectualism,
when celebrating Aboriginal culture. A mythical 40,000 years of
tradition is claimed - yet we are not permitted to ask critical but
politically incorrect questions such as: Where did the Aborigines
come from? That’s considered to be a racist question.
Interestingly, his question may now have been answered by
someone who has profited from the $100 million Aboriginal art
industry. On Monday, 23 March 1998 ABC TV’s 7.30
Report exposed Aboriginal artist, Sakshi Anmatyerre, as a
person of Indian descent who had changed his name by deed
poll in 1992 from Farley Warren Patrick French. The deed poll
states that he was born in Calcutta in 1950 and became an
Australian citizen in 1975.
This successful painter has had his works bought by such
prominent persons as Paul Hogan, the Packer family, the Sultan
of Brunei, and his postcards are sold through all Australia Post
outlets. He has been working from Alice Springs since the
1980s. Unfortunately we cannot ask him any pertinent questions
because three days before the 7.30 Report’s exposé Anmatyerre
flew out of Australia to India.
This case is not the first picked up by the media. In March last
year Elizabeth Durack admitted that she had painted under an
Aboriginal pseudonym, Eddie Burrup.
In December 1994 Adelaide artist Cheryl King had her Adelaide
Town Hall exhibition cancelled because the Town Hall Arts
Advisory Panel was concerned "…about the response in the
Aboriginal and arts community to the Aboriginal techniques
apparent in your work".

Cheryl King, however, claimed that her painting style had
nothing to do with Aboriginal techniques because her style is
‘pointillism’ as developed by the French impressionists. Heather
Shearer, an Aboriginal artist, visited King’s Glenn Gallery in
Adelaide and claimed before a hungry media that one particular
painting was offensive because it depicted a female camp scene
- and King had not received permission to do that painting!
Needless to say King did not even interpret her painting as
depicting an Aboriginal camp scene.
During the 1960s Israel Goldstein was acclaimed to be one of
Australia’s most important Aboriginal painter. It turned out that
he was of Chinese descent.
Also in March 1997 Leon Carmen, alias Wanda Koolmatrie,
confessed that he had written the acclaimed novel My Own
Sweet Time which had been placed on the New South Wales
school syllabus because of its "significant literary value".
And so the fraud goes on. Under the guise of ‘secret women’s
business’ a tourist resort developer was bankrupted and spent
some years litigating in court. This year the High Court of
Australia cleared the final legal impediment for the Chapman’s
to commence their project - to construct the Hindmarsh Island
Bridge.
Ayers Rock and its climbing challenge must not be allowed to
serve a non-Aboriginal minority’s interest. Most Aborigines do
not wish to be pushed back into the sandy desert of their
dream-time, exactly what those who romanticise this phase of
development wish to achieve. All Aborigines wish to partake in
the consumer goods industry and the material comforts it offers
and not remain in the harsh desert environment around Ayers
Rock-Uluru.
The Aboriginal bureaucracy that has flourished during the Labor
Party’s reign of 1984-93, and its policy of multiculturalism, has
shamefully neglected to look after its own people. Little wonder
that two Australian politicians -independent members of
parliament Graeme Campbell and Pauline Hanson - are both
liked and supported by those Aborigines who have themselves
been exploited by the Aboriginal ethnic lobby. Most Aborigines
do not wish to have preferential treatment in the form of the
ethnic multicultural designation Australian-Aborigines. They care
little for a hyphenated designation and would simply like to be
part of mainstream Australian society.
That is why we need some honesty in the debate when it comes
to explaining where today’s Aborigines originally came from. We
can confidently say that they came from southern India because
to this day we have language traces that point to a direct link
with tribes of southern India.
Further, if we take a look at Australia’s indigenous dog, the
dingo, then we know that this dog has many relatives in the
form of the common Indian street dog.
If my musings are way off the track, then I would gladly hear
from anyone who could point me in a better direction, and I
shall make corrections accordingly. Until that time I shall
continue to claim that Australia’s Aborigines originally came
from southern India - thereby short-circuiting the silly story that
their origin lies in some 40,000 year dream-time mythology.

IMAGES OF AUSCHWITZ
Then there was the camp hospital where a Dr Rosensaft saved
many Jewish women. Why save lives when this was a death
camp? It just doesn’t make sense.

Swimming Pool - for inmates’ use.
Auschwitz also had a brothel, theatre, post office - even an
orchestra. A stupid story is told by some ‘survivors’ how the
orchestra would play as the people were whipped into the gas
chambers!

Railway track at Auschwitz-Birkenau, laid mid-year 1944.
Before that the people had to walk 3 Km from the Oswiecim
township railway station to Birkenau.
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Here at the siding the so-called ‘selection’ was made: to the left
into the gas chamber and to the right to slave labour.
None of these assertions have been substantiated by any kind of
facts or documentation other than questionable witness
statements which often were ‘the creation of a feverish mind set
on getting a pension from the German government.

Door inside the alleged gas chamber - made of wood. Such
construction simply would not work in real life - only in the
minds of those who created the story of the gas chamber.

Gates to Auschwitz-Birkenau

Hole in the roof of Krema I.

Images of Krema II

Danish Year 10 students visiting Auschwitz I:
Some were interested but most were not. This particular
talkative guide could not answer the question asked of him by
the accompanying teacher: "What kinds of experiments did Dr
Mengele conduct on the twins?"
Answer: "We don’t know because the Germans destroyed all the
records."
Like many of the atrocity stories about Auschwitz, a deeper
probing finds that there is no factual evidence to support them,
and any further questioning is regarded as an antisemitic, antiJewish, racist, neo-Nazi attack.

Images of Krema I

Hole in roof of Krema II
According to the model of the gas chamber displayed at
Auschwitz and at the US Holocaust Memorial Museum, there are
supposed to be four square holes in the roof through which SS
guards inserted the Zyklon-B gas.
Professor Robert Faurisson’s words are so appropriate here: "No
Holes, No ‘Holocaust’ ".

Image of Krema III

Fredrick Töben standing next to the cremation oven –
some call this the gas oven!
***
It is now admitted that this is all fraudulent work.

Solid pillar of Krema III - that is all which remains of this
crematorium site.
From: Auschwitz 1270 To The Present, by Deborah Dwork
& Robert Jan van Pelt. W. W. Norton, New York, 1996, pp.
363-4:
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There have been additions to the camp the Russians
found in 1945 as well as deletions, and the suppression of
the prisoner reception site is matched by the
reconstruction of crematorium I just outside the
northeast perimeter of the present museum camp. With
its chimney and its gas chamber, the crematorium
functions as the solemn conclusion for tours through the
camp. Visitors are not told that the crematorium they see
is largely a post-war reconstruction.
When Auschwitz was transformed into a museum after
the war, the decision was taken to concentrate the
history of the whole complex into one of its component
parts. The infamous crematoria where the mass murders
had taken place lay in ruins in Birkenau, two miles away.

The committee felt that a crematorium was required at
the end of the memorial journey, and crematorium I was
reconstructed to speak for the history of the incinerators
at Birkenau. This program of usurpation was rather
detailed. A chimney, the ultimate symbol of Birkenau,
was re-created; four hatched openings in the roof, as if
for pouring Zyklon B into the gas chamber below, were
installed, and two of the three furnaces were rebuilt
using original parts. There are no signs to explain these
restitutions, they were not marked at the time, and the
guides remain silent about it when they take visitors
through this building that is presumed by the tourist to
be the place where it happened.

___________________________________________________________________________________________
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More Images Of Auschwitz.

Dr Toben enters the ‘gas chamber’ through one of the two holes which have been
crudely cut into the concrete roof.

---------------------------------------------------------More images of Auschwitz
***

Auschwitz I - Stammlager

The entrance to Auschwitz-Stammlager (base camp) with
its famous inscription: Arbeit macht frei - work liberates.

To the left of the gallows, the alleged entrance to the
homicidal gas chamber. This was the entrance to the air
raid shelter. When the building was fraudulently turned
into a 'gas chamber', this entrance should have been
removed.

The gallows where 50 years to the day (16 April 1947 of
this photograph being taken in 1997), Commandant
Rudolf Hoss was hanged for a crime he did not commit.
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Dr. Toben enters the 'gas chamber' through one of the
two holes which have been crudely cut into the concrete
roof.

The door to the alleged gas chamber with the obligatory
'peep-hole' in the door through which you can see just
another wall.

Inside the alleged gas chamber - shown to millions of
tourists and sold to them as an orginal gas chamber.
Now authors Robert Jan van Pelt and Deborah Dwork in the
book Auschwitz: From 1270 To The Present (published in 1996)
claim that it is a mere 'symbolic' representation of the gas
chambers at Auschwitz-Birkenau.
***

Auschwitz II – Birkenau

The caved-in roof of Krematorium II at AuschwitzBirkenau, destroyed by the Soviet Army.
The story has it that the Germans blew up the building to hide
their 'crime' but failed to destroy the architectural plans of the
building. Professor Gerald Fleming falsely claims that the plans
prove the gas chamber story tobe a fact.

The pillars are not 'porous' and the ceiling does not show
any of the four holes through which allegedly the ZyklonB gas was thrown.

This plaque replaced the 19 plaques whereon until 1990 it
was stated that 4 million persons had been killed at
Auschwitz.
No-one has yet explained how it is possible simply to reduce a
death figure from four million to one and half million.
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These words were inscribed on the 19 plaques until 1990.
Even the Pope blessed this plaque in 1979. The words were
removed after Soviet Union President Gorbachev released in
1989 the Auschwitz Death Books which until then, it was
thought the Germans had destroyed while evacuating
Auschwitz.
Question: On what authority and on what facts is the
current death number based? What happened to those
who were thought dead (4 million) and are now alive?
[4M - 1.5M = 2.5M].
From: Auschwitz 1270 To The Present
By Deborah Dwork & Robert Jan van Pelt. 1996:
In the thirty-two months that Auschwitz operated as a
designated extermination center, from March 1942 to
November 1944, between 1 million and 1.1 million people
were killed, or an average of 32,000 to 34,000 a month.
During the Hungarian action, the Germans, with dispatch
and efficiency, increased that average five-to-six fold.
***
Deceptive Translation.... The Entlausungskammer (delousing
chamber) is translated as gas chamber. Why?

This model is found at the Auschwitz Museum and in the
US Holocaust Memorial Museum
***

Professor R. Faurisson's comparison of two
gas chamber doors

The image above is a gas chamber door from an
execution chamber in Baltimore in the United States.

The Gas Chamber Model

The above image is the alleged gas chamber door from
Krema I in Auschwitz.
One is a steel door, with secure locking mechanisms and
hermitically sealed, while the alleged door from Krema I is
similar to a door found in any house.

________________________________________________
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Decent man is savaged
David Hookes’ reputation was brutalised
undeservedly this week because Joe Gutnik is
driven by a persecution complex, writes Neil
Mitchell in The Australian, 23-24 May, 1998
There’s an enormous risk in the words that follow because
regardless of how carefully they are chosen, a section of the
community will read them wrongly. But that’s no reason to back
away when there is a point that must be made.
Let’s start that point by understanding the power of words.
Cher, the leggy and usually underdressed middle-aged singer,
was right when she warbled on about words being like weapons
- "they wound sometimes".
Melbourne has been scarred in the past week by deep wounds,
some of them inflicted stupidly and accidentally, others
deliberately and painfully gouged into a person’s reputation,
apparently for reasons of history and politics.
Consider these words. Are there any more hurtful? Racist. Bigot.
Anti-Semite. Now consider who they were aimed at. An
international sportsman. A man who used to make his living
belting bowlers around a cricket field, regardless of their colour,
and now makes a living talking about belting bowlers around a
cricket field.
His name is David Hookes and apart from hitting Tony Greig
senseless in one over in an ancient Test match, he is a decent
and gentle man. But on Monday on Melbourne radio station 3
AW, grasping for humour, he did something silly. He said this of
Joseph Gutnick, the Rolls-Royce-driving, heavily guarded
multimillionaire who, apart from digging for gold, is the
president and perhaps saviour of the Melbourne Football Club:
"I’m happy for Joe to be there (in the rooms after a winning
game), but make sure he’s got his arms around the players
when they lose. Now he may well do that, to be fair. And from a
photographer’s point of view, to get him in that environment is a
terrific shot.
"But just, you know, beware of the Jew bearing gifts."
Joseph Gutnick’s retaliation was immediate and extreme. He
protested to 3AW. He protested to the Australian Football
League (AFL). He threatened legal action. He began to ask
people what they knew of David Hookes and whether he was
anti-Semitic. By mid-afternoon, Hookes had apologised to him
privately and promised to do so on air.
Several hours later the football club board authorised a
statement that was then issued to every media representative
this side of the North Pole. The board loyally supported its
president and said of Hookes:
"His statements are racist and bigoted, as well as being antiSemitic." And then: " … his behaviour highlights once again that
the fight against racism continues."
It was an offensive and absurd attack on Hookes, particularly
after he had already apologised privately for saying something
that was at worst crude and stupid. To his credit, he went ahead
with the public apology the next morning.
Now, in my opinion Hookes is not racist. He is certainly not a
bigot.
If "evidence" is needed, I am aware that this same man accused
of being an anti-Semite once dropped plans to join a certain
Melbourne sports club after he was told the club had an
unofficial ban on accepting Jewish members. It was a private
and serious protest.
Perhaps these words explain the atmosphere. This was Gutnick
during an interview with me on Tuesday morning after he had
accepted the Hookes apology:
"We are celebrating now the 50th anniversary of the
establishment of the State of Israel. We have our own army and
we have our own country and we have nuclear weaponry and we
won’t take any of this rubbish anymore.
"We will fight for our rights and if it means suing 3AW, if it
means suing the Prime Minister of Australia … whoever it is that
says anti-Semitic comments … then we’ll fight it to the end."
You can taste centuries of persecution in those words. You can
smell the horror of genocide and you can begin to sense what all
that must carve into the soul of generations.

You can understand, but at times it is damned hard to accept
the taint that can bring to logic.
Because Hookes, or any other person, has rights, too, and
feelings. In this case the rights of this individual were ignored
and his reputation brutalised with a form of attack and
punishment that far outweighs the offence.
Racism and anti-Semitism are abhorrent. But those who
overstate their complaint often undermine their cause.
Neil Mitchell hosts the morning program on 3AW. He is
also a life-long supporter of the Melbourne Football Club.
***
Brockschmidt’s Views:
"Dr Hartless’ " Holocaust Lecture For true Believers,
or Another Eye-Witness Account
From The Nazi-Holo-Horror Show
Dr David Hart of the history department at The University of
Adelaide offers a Holocaust seminar. On 21 May, at 12.15 pm,
40 regular students attended his lecture - and two uninvited
historical revisionists Dr Fredrick Toben and Mr David
Brockschmidt of the Adelaide Institute.
After a short introduction Dr Hart started his eye-witness
account video and left the lecture theatre. The first eye-witness
to appear on the screen is the Holocaust survivor, story teller
and corpse peddler, Philip Müller. His pleasant voice is
persuasive and he would be great in reading Tolkien’s Hobbit
and Lord of the Rings to adults and children.
Müller tells us about the Sonderkommandos’ living quarters in
the basement of Block 13 at Auschwitz -Stammlager. According
to him the Sonderkommandos could hear the screams and shots
fired right in front of their windows in the courtyard, but see
nothing, while the SS allegedly executed prisoners at the
famous brick execution wall. Never mind that this execution wall
was not there when the alleged executions happened. If the
visitor to Auschwitz-Stammlager has a look at this execution
wall today he will see no bullet marks in it.
Never let the facts or, God forbid, the historical truth come in
the way of a good horror story.
Müller also tells his audience how the SS tricked the Jewish
prisoners into the alleged gas chamber of AuschwitzStammlager which was actually an operating theatre
(pathology) of the adjacent hospital, and later transformed into
an air raid shelter during the war. After World War II the Poles
and Soviets reconstructed the air raid shelter as a homicidal gas
chamber to stand as a symbol for the alleged gas chambers at
Auschwitz-Birkenau. This has been confirmed by Robert Jan van
Pelt and Deborah Dwork in their book: Auschwitz From 1270 To
The Present. These two are not revisionist scholars but
contemporary
historians
who
are
accepted
by
the
exterminationists as the leading authorities in Holocaust history.
After the screening of the video, when Dr Hart had returned to
the lecture theatre with his small son, I asked him how it was
possible to gas people in an air raid shelter - which was a mere
symbolic gas chamber built after the end of the war.
He answered: "You know you are not allowed to be here. If you
don’t leave I’ll call security."
I replied: "That’s O.K. by me, but first answer the question." He
responded by again threatening to call security. I continued to
question him whether he has read the van Pelt/Dwork book.
He answered, " I have not read it but I’ve heard of it."
Can I assume that here is another Holocaust lecturer who has
not done his homework?
Out of the blue Dr Hart’s boss and minder, Dr Peter Monteath,
appeared. Dr Fredrick Toben who visited Auschwitz in April 1997
and inspected the reconstructed and decommissioned homicidal
gas chamber at Auschwitz-Stammlager, and also the alleged
homicidal gas chamber at Auschwitz-Birkenau, Krema II, asked
Dr Monteath whether he had been to Auschwitz.
He replied: "Yes".
Toben asked: "Did you have a look at Krema II’s alleged gas
chamber from the top and from beneath?"
Monteath replied: "Yes, I did."
I then asked Dr Monteath whether he also searched for the
holes in this massive concrete roof-ceiling where, according to
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the official Holocaust dogma, Zyklon-B pellets were inserted by
SS guards.
Monteath replied: "I didn’t look for the holes in the ceiling."
This left me stunned and speechless for a few seconds. When I
overcame my surprise I asked Dr Monteath: " What were you
looking for, then? Did you take concrete, brick and plaster
samples like Leuchter, Rudolf and the Krakow Institute?"
Dr Monteath replied: "Leave the campus or I’ll call security."
I repeated my question, but with tongue-in-cheek, said: "You
are the historian. Where are the holes in the ceiling of Krema II
as seen on the RAF and US reconnaissance photos published
in The Ball Report (and also shown in the model of Krema II at
both the Holocaust Memorial Museum, Washington and at
Auschwitz?")
Dr Monteath didn’t respond, but said: "I’ll guide you to Pressac’s
books which prove the homicidal gassings."
I informed him that we had read Pressac’s books 1989, 1993
and 1994. But unfortunately these books prove nothing, as he
himself said there are "only criminal traces" left at Auschwitz.
We do have to be grateful to Pressac because he reduced the
death numbers for Auschwitz from 4 million to 710,000 - of that
number 490,000 Jews died of all causes. In his 1994 book
Pressac claims that the death figures have to be reduced further
when the public is ready for such a reduction.
Then Peter Monteath accused Toben of going to Auschwitz on 20
April - Hitler’s birthday. Toben told him he actually left
Auschwitz 19 April. Here we go again, historian Monteath
sidetracks my question, refers to Pressac who has no answer
either and repeatedly threatened to call security. I can’t believe
all this happening at a university where a lively exchange of
views and freedom of research should be uppermost in our
minds and guaranteed.
Instead, Dr Monteath goes to Auschwitz, crawls under the roof
of Krema II in order to investigate the murder weapon - the
alleged homicidal gas chamber and telling us: "I didn’t look for
the (Zyklon-B insertion) holes".
Doesn’t that remind you of the Roman cardinals refusing to look
through Galileo’s telescope to see whether his world view is
confirmed by the existence of Jupiter’s moons? The cardinals
reminded him to think about Giordano Bruno who didn’t recant
and was burnt at the stake. The cardinals also did not want to
dignify Galileo’s proven physical observations against their social
standing. Who are the deniers here in our case concerning the
holes - in fact, the lack thereof - in Krema II’s roof?
Historical revisionists must keep challenging this matter over
and over again, even at the risk that Mossad decides to put a
hole in your head! You can kill the messenger but not the
message. Taboos and ‘memory holes’ are for the faint-hearted.
Truth must and will come to light. The philosopher Arthur
Schopenhauer said that truth emerges in three stages: first it is
ridiculed, then it is violently opposed and finally, it is taken for
granted. The politically correct, but historically incorrect
historians of today, and the Holocaust industry, is already
preparing for stage three.
***
Another exterminationist site:
The Holocaust History Project www.holocaust-history.org
My response to Richard Green’s The Bolshevik Canard.
Hi, Rich, how are tricks? Just read your little essay: The
Boshevik Canard. What I get out of it is your twisted version of
history wherein you try to tell us that the Bolshevik-Jewish
connection is a Nazi invention in order to get stuck into the
Jews. This, of course, is nonsense, and you know it.
The Bolsheviks came to power in Russia in 1917 and the Nazis
in Germany in 1933 -16 years later. The Nazis were elected, the
Bolsheviks were not. On page 1 of your article you start with the
crimes of Stalin - clever, clever! Are you trying to tell us that the
Bolshevik genocide only started in 1924, after Lenin’s death,
when Stalin assumed power? I don’t think so.
Your first sentence should have been, ‘The Crimes Of Lenin,
from 1917-24’. It is obvious from your omission that you are
trying to avoid the crimes of Lenin because at least 90 percent
of Lenin’s first Petrograd government was made up of Bolshevik
Jews - as were at least 50 percent of other Soviet institutions.
According to Winston Churchill, Solzenitzin, Nekrassow,

Bukowski, and others, these Jewish Bolsheviks were the most
vicious blood hounds the world has ever seen.
You are also trying to shift the responsibility of the BolshevikJewish Holocaust from international finance, mainly Jewish
banks, to the German emperor, Wilhelm II. The Jewish banker,
Jakob Schiff, financed the Kaiser in World War I, and Lenin. The
other Jewish money-bags from Europe and the US who financed
Lenin and Stalin were: Armand Hammer whose father was the
founder of the Communist party of the US; the banking houses
Kuhn and Loeb, Olaf Aschberg, Felix Warburg, Otto Kahn,
Mortimer Schiff, Hyronimous Hanauer, Guggenheim, Max
Breitung, Rothschild, Wallenberg, and others.
During the years preceding the so-called Russian revolution,
Jakob Schiff alone provided $US12 million to the Russian
revolutionaries. According to the Russian imperial ambassador
to the US, M Bakmetiff, the Bolsheviks paid Kuhn, Loeb and Co.
the staggering amount of 600 million gold roubles between 1918
and 1922. These bankers made a killing out of their Bolshevik
brothers’ bloodbath in robbing and destroying Russia.
So you’re telling us, Richard, the German Kaiser gave Lenin $US
62,000 which was approximately $1 million in 1923, when the
Bolsheviks paid it back to him. With $US 62,000 Lenin could not
have overthrown the Czarist government, nor force Kerenski
into exile and dissolve the Russian Parliament, the Duma. It was
the hundreds of millions of US dollars coming from mainly
Jewish but also Gentile bankers which started the Bolshevik
genocide with the loss of at least 60 to 65 million Gentiles and
hundreds of thousands of non-Bolshevik Jewish lives.
The death penalty applied to anyone who criticised Bolshevik
Jewry, under the auspices of antisemitism. It was a trigger so
these criminals could start their genocide. There was no death
penalty for criticising or hurting Christians and Muslims. On the
contrary these Jewish Bolsheviks, financed by their Jewish
brothers in America and Europe, did anything they could to wipe
out Christians, Muslims and other religious minorities.
Your story that Stalin targeted the Jews as a whole is, as I
repeat, nonsense. Stalin’s henchmen, from Lazar Kaganovich to
his sister Rosa, who was Stalin’s wife; to the Kaganovich
brothers; Frenkel, Yagoda and tens of thousands of other
Bolshevik Jews, kept the gulags and slaughter houses busy, at
least until Stalin’s death in 1953. But probably until 1990 these
slaughter houses continued to function when the USSR, the
biggest butcher shop of world history (besides Mao’s Red China
with 80 million victims) ceased to exist.
So, Richard, the old leftist and liberal trick to reduce the Jewish
participation in the Jewish-Bolshevik holocaust between 1917
and 1990 doesn’t gel. Your little essay is really for the strong in
the heart and the weak in the head.
In a special, separate issue to be published later, I will prove at
the hand of irrefutable historical facts, the connection between
‘Talmudic Judaism - Zionism - Communism -Bolshevism Capitalism.
***
The Whitlam Lectures of 21 April 1998: Former South Australian
premier, Mr Don Dunstan, and his historical view of social
democracy in Australia
"Labor in this country never accepted the utopianism of the
Marxist philosophy of dialectical and historical materialism" this introductory sentence set the tone of Mr Dunstan’s lecture.
To say that Australia’s social democratic movement has no roots
in Marxism-Leninism is untrue. Their ideological forefathers were
Marx, Engels, Lasalle, Bebel and to a certain degree Lenin.
That’s why Mr Dunstan starts his critique of communism with
Stalin and ignores his forerunner Lenin.
Lenin and his mainly Bolshevik-Jewish bloodhounds established
the gulag slaughter systems, killed at least 20 million Gentiles
and hundreds of thousands religious Jews in the ex-USSR
between 1917 until Lenin’s death in 1924. Lenin’s mate, Stalin,
then slaughtered at least another 40 million until his death in
1953. This mass genocide Don Dunstan calls "inhumane and
cruel" - a very mild critique indeed. You can call it social
democracy, democratic socialism, socialistic democracy - it is all
the same old con. not the proletariat rules but a vicious leftist
elite which is not interested in the social security of the peasants
and workers but only in their own political power and financial
enrichment.
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The Whitlam government started to throw money around at
anything, and anybody who sang their song and played their
game. Money Australia did not really have. Ask the former
minister in the Whitlam government, Clyde Cameron, he will
confirm that. The ‘sacking’ of the Whitlam government was the
best thing which Governor-General Kerr ever did in his political
career. Unfortunately it came too late - the damage was already
down to Australia’s wealth and social fabric. The moral decay in
Australia started full speed ahead under Whitlam and his
cronies, for example, Chief Justice Lionel Murphy. I believe
Dunstan has no right to point the finger at Olsen and Howard.
Liberals and Labor are the same puppets of international
finance, and both are blackmailed into selling out the country to
these international interest groups. What right does Don
Dunstan have to criticise Howard for selling-off Telstra. The
Labor Party previously began selling off the Commonwealth
Bank and other national assets. The Liberals are at least honest
in so far as they admit running the show for the trans-nationals,
like Coles "Brave" New World and Woollies. Labor was doing
exactly the same but pretended to the Australian people that
they were not.
So Dunstan tells us Marx and Engels were limited by their
training in Hegelian philosophy - I wonder why he did not
mention Immanuel Kant. Had Marx and Engels studied Hegel
and Kant carefully, and turned their teachings into practice and
listened to what these two philosophical giants had to say,
Engels would never have financed Marx, and Marx would never
have written his Communist Manifesto. This ideological disease
would therefore have failed to turn into a political reality, and
100 - 150 million people world wide died within the last 80
years.
Australian social democracy without Marx and Engels? No way,
Mr Dunstan. You fellows were "all the way" with your
philosophical mate Frank Hardy - there will be no power and
certainly no glory in the history books for anyone of you as
there will be no people’s republic of Australia either.
Communism is not the result of capitalist exploitation as Mr
Dunstan was trying to tell his audience but it is the old Talmudic
Judaism - Zionism - Communism - Bolshevism - International
Capitalism (or Globalism) - the Jewish idea of paradise on earth.
This philosophy now has not only turned into a nightmare for
the ‘true believers’ such as Dunstan but has been one right from
the beginning for Gentiles and non-Bolshevik Jews alike. If you
really want to see fascist, decadent reactionary forces look first
to the left before you look to the right.
What we need is not any leftist utopia resulting in a bread-andcircus economy. The value of the Australian dollar must not be
based on international speculation, nor Moody’s credit ratings,
but on production in this country. That is, on what is in the
ground, on the ground, and in the brains and muscles of the
Australian people.
Labor is just as responsible for selling out Australia as are the
Liberals.
Dunstan tells us that Marx was right, and he mentioned his
standard work Das Kapital. So here Dunstan is wrong again.
Marx, of course, was not right - neither in theory nor practice.
Proof of this is the decline and break-up of the MarxismLeninism legacy from the late 1980s.
Dunstan also tells us that the Australian Labor Party is the great
reform party. The fact is that this party could not even reform
itself, let alone the country, so the job was left to the Liberals.
But now they’re going overboard by selling everything to pay for
the debt Labor created. Even Adam Smith, the apostle of
capitalism, tells us in his main work The Wealth Of Nations that
you cannot privatise everything, especially not major public
services. This may even lead to civil war.
Development on borrowed capital - live now, pay later - is a
recipe for disaster. This credit/debt trap is the rotten core of
capitalism. Jesus recognised this when he chased the money
changers and lenders out of the temple - and paid for it with his
life. ‘Economic rationalism’ just as ‘dialectical materialism’ are
both dead-end ideologies destroying everything.
Instead of feeding Moloch (the banks) who bleed us dry and
keeps us in bondage until we die; instead of keeping the
usurious Wall Street cabal and similar bourses with their
Shylocks floating in money, the nations of this world should

disconnect themselves from these parasites with their fictitious
monetary standards and start to trade and barter directly with
each other.
Dunstan tells us that the debt burden in South Australia is quite
low by world standards. What Dunstan is not telling us is that in
1945 Australia was the second richest country in the world after
Argentina. Today we are a third world country with a first world
living standard, a rising trade balance deficit presently of $210
billion, and an annual interest bill of approximately $25 billion.
Australia can hardly pay the interest, forget about paying back
the loan.
Labor was the major contributor to having got the county into
this financial mess. Of course, if we compare ourselves with
Bangladesh we are still looking good.!
The reader can see I am not exactly a Labor party fan.
Nonetheless, now some credits for the man. Dunstan was right
to appeal to the Australian government not to sign the proposed
economic ‘Versailles treaty’ called the Multilateral Agreement on
Investment (MAI), devised by the Organisation on Economic
Cooperation and Development. What this global economic and
finance mafia is trying to do to Australia and other nations of the
world is criminal. Whoever signs this diktat signs away the
future of Australia and our children.
There is another thing I would like to give Don Dunstan credit
for - he revolutionised the dress code of South Australian
parliamentarians! Don Dunstan in his ‘pink panther’ shorts made
short world history, and as such he will be remembered as the
first political dressman in Australia’s parliamentary history. So
South Australia now has two famous Dons: Don the cricketer
and Don the sartorious.
I must not forget to mention that this Whitlam lecture series is
hosted by none other than the old leftist socialist dinosaur and
millionaire, ABC Radio broadcaster Phillip Adams.
Is Gutnick a ‘Badnick’?
According to 3AW broadcaster Neil Mitchell, Joseph Gutnick,
Rabbi, gold digger and heavily-guarded Rolls-Royce driven
multi-millionaire suffers from a persecution complex.
The first questions that come to my mind are: was Mr Gutnick or
anyone of his family ever persecuted by anyone, including any
Nazi persecution? Has Mr Gutnick lost any family members as a
result of such persecution? Has Mr Gutnick or anyone of his
family ever seen a Nazi cocnentration camp from within between
1933-45? If this is not so, then where does his persecution
complex come from?
I may remind Mr Gutnick that it was Adolf Hitler himself who
gave the order to Heinrich Himmler, on the request of the US
ambassador in Berlin in 1940, to get Gutnick’s Messiah, the
Rebbe Menachim Mendel Schneerson and his Lubavitcher
followers, out of German- occupied Warsaw in Poland.
Schneerson was brought to Germany with his followers by the
German-Jewish army-colonel Bloch, and protected by two dozen
German soldiers. The Schneerson group had Latvian citizenship
and received Latvian passports from Kola Zebergs, a Latvian
embassy official in Warsaw who, by chance, is a relative of my
wife. Together with my wife I visited Kola Zebergs and his wife,
Dzintra, during 1974 in Silver Spring, Maryland, a picturesque
little town outside Washington, DC, USA. Kola Zebergs not only
arranged the travel documents for Schneerson and the
Lubavitchers but also handed out civilian clothes for the group
so that they would not be recognised as religious Jews which
may have caused harassment on their train trip back to
Germany. Kola Zebergs passed away in 1989 and he is survived
by his wife and daughter.
It is appropriate here to recall the Jewish saying: "Whoever
saves one Jewish life, saves the whole world!"
During the late 1970s I informed Rebbe Schneerson that Kola
Zebergs lived in Silver Spring so that the Rebbe had the
opportunity of thanking Zebergs for helping him to get out of
Poland. The Schneerson journey took him out of Poland into
Latvia, via Germany, and from there through Scandinavia to
New York where he lived amongst his followers until his death a
few years ago.
Schneerson never thanked Zebergs for his help. Perhaps
‘Diamond Joe’ Gutnick would like to do that now while Mrs
Zebergs is still alive. As far as I know after his arrival in New
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York in 1940, Schneerson never sent a thank-you telegram or
letter to Adolf Hitler, Heinrich Himmler or to Col. Bloch.
We all know that Rebbe Schneerson is now in the Jewish heaven
and Adolf Hitler, of course, is now in a Gentile hell, together with
his mates, Stalin, Mussolini, Franco, Churchill, Roosevelt, Pol Pot
and all the other great conquerors and mass murderers. So, Joe,
next time you pray to Elohim and his Messiah Rebbe Menachin
Mendel Schneerson, ask the Rebbe to pen a few words of thanks
and send it to Adolf in hell for "letting my people go"!
Coming back to what sports personality Hookes said about
Joseph Gutnick on 3AW, for which he privately and publicly
apologised to Gutnick: " … beware of the Jew bearing gifts".
The Canadians have an equivalent saying when they speak of an
‘Indian-giver’. An Indian or a Jewish ‘giver’ is a person who
gives something and then one day wants it back - with interest.
So, is ‘Diamond Joe’ an Indian/Jewish giver? Did he not give 4
million dollars to the cash-strapped Melbourne Football Club?
Was that a tax write-off? Did his company get a tax rebate of
more than $80 million? If this is a fact, then Joe Gutnick is
indeed an Indian giver.
Now to Joseph Gutnick’s interview with 3AW’s Neil Mitchell.
Rabbi Gutnick stated: "We are celebrating now the
50th anniversary of the establishment of the State of
Israel. We have our own army and we have our own
country and we have nuclear weaponry and we won’t
take any of this rubbish anymore".
So the question arising out of this part of Gutnick’s statement
is: What are you Joseph Gutnick? Are you an Australian of
Jewish faith who has sworn allegiance and loyalty to Australia
and to our head of state, Queen Elizabeth, Queen of Australia?
Or are you an Israeli? I ask this because you talk about our
Israel, our army, our country, and our nuclear weaponry.
So what is it going to be Joe, Australia or Israel? People whose
citizenship commitment is only lip service are not welcome here.
You cannot serve two masters, Mr Gutnick! Even if you have
decided that your loyalty lies in Israel and not in Australia - if
you view Australia only as a cashbox needed to buy up more
Palestinian land in order to turn even more Palestinians into
refugees within their own country - even then your comments
on 3AW don’t make sense.
Most religious Jews regard the state of Israel as an offence to
God’s laws. They do not recognise the Zionist state of Israel. 4550 percent of them do not work but take all the social benefits
they can get from the Israeli state. They also see the NaziJewish Holocaust as God’s curse against the Jews because they
broke His law again and regard Adolf Hitler as God’s tool to
punish the Jewish people. So the logical question emerging out
of this for you, Joe, is that you should condemn the foundations
of this secular state of Israel and regard Hitler’s persecution of
the Jews as just and heavenly punishment. As a religious Jew
and Rabbi why do you do exactly the opposite to what God’s
laws command? When your Messiah (Rebbe Schneerson) comes
back to establish and rule the real state of Israel he does not
need an army and nuclear weapons, Joe, because as the Chosen
one he has God on his side! You may threaten and intimidate to
sue 3AW and the Australian prime minister, but you cannot
intimidate us to ask you proper, though politically incorrect
questions.
I strongly believe that the financial and political power of
religious and political Zionism is a threat to freedom of speech in
Australia and world wide. If you are an Australian of Jewish
faith, then your army, your country and your weapons are right
here and not in Israel!. If you are an Israeli living in Australia,
then you enjoy only guest rights here. A guest in Australia has
no rights to legally bully and intimidate any citizen in this
country, including the Prime Minister. If you don’t like it here,
you can always move to Eretz Israel, perhaps even to settle on
one of your properties in the Israeli occupied city of Hebron. I
am sure the Palestinian people there will take good care of you.
Last but not least, some food for thought, for you and the
Jewish community in Australia. The Jewish gentleman, Nachum
Goldman ex-president of the World Jewish Congress said in his
book, The Jewish Paradox, at p.77: "I hardly exaggerate Jewish
life consists of two elements, extracting money and protesting".
What do you think, Joe, was good old Nachum right or wrong?

The second Jewish gentleman was David Ben-dor, an author and
lecturer who said in the Jewish Chronicle, London, 4 July 1977
at page 25: "The term Holocaust I regard as an obfuscation.
Even Yad Vashem, Jerusalem’s Holocaust Memorial was created
as a money making business."
The same has been said by American public figures that the
Holocaust Memorial Museum in Washington, DC, is not about
Jewish suffering but about Jewish power.
The third Jewish gentleman, Simon Green, tells us in the Jewish
Chronicle, London, 31 May 1996, page 26: "What (Holocaust)
truth is it that needs a law to defend it. Such a law would
ineluctably be an insult to the victims. What is the Board of
Deputies Yad Vashem Committee afraid of?" The German leftist
newspaper, TAZ, states on 24 May 1995, page 12: "The fact
that the Yad Vashem Memorial site was already being planned in
1942 reveals the functionalist relationship with the Holocaust.
Thoughts have turned to the immortalisation of the Shoah
(Holocaust) even while most of the victims were still alive."
The fourth Jewish gentleman, Professor Yehuda Bauer,
Holocaust historian at the Hebrew University, Jerusalem, is
quoted, again by the German newspaper, FAZ, 3 September
1997, page 43: "Jehuda Bauer urges that historical facts should
at long last be faced without bias in order to counter the
instrumentalisation of the Holocaust."
The fifth Jewish gentleman, Professor Arno Mayer, of Princeton
University, USA, says in FAZ, 8 April 1989, page 29: " … the
remembrance of the National Socialist persecution of the Jews is
being turned into a cult with its own pilgrimages". This cult, he
says, has fallen into the hands of sectarians and has contributed
to removing the Jewish catastrophe from its historical context.
Even the theologically coloured concept of the Holocaust shows
that we are well on the way to supplanting findings with creed.
The sixth Jewish gentleman, Dr Amon Raz/Krakotzkin, Ph D in
history, a long time history teacher and pivotal critic of Israeli
curricula for history tells us in FAZ, 6 February 1995, "Amon
Krakotzin advises in his book that it is pointless for students to
even try to answer examination questions honestly. Only if you
repeat the lies in your history textbooks will you pass the
exams."
Professor Dietrich Schwannetz calls the proponents of the
judicially approved version of the Holocaust the high priests of
the art of memory and in no sense true educators. In the
German Focus magazine, issue 38, 1997, page 171, he stated:
"We fail to expose the high priests of the art of memory for what
they are: namely not educators, not intellectuals, but priests. I
am referring to people who strive to place debate about the
Holocaust outside the realm of scientific enquiry, and to turn it
into a cult by means of taboos, monopolies on interpretations,
bans on comparisons, and semantic rules and regulations."
Let me round-off my article with a quote from The Spectator, 8
March 1997, by columnist Taki: "Those who traffic in the
Holocaust are neither brave nor honourable, just low and
greedy."
Give us your thoughts on this Rabbi Gutnick. Shalom.
David Brockschmidt.
***
Simon Wiesenthal Center seeks censorship and jailing of
all dissenters from Zionist dogma
From: THE CAMPAIGN FOR RADICAL TRUTH IN HISTORY
at http://www.hoffman-info.com May 23, 1998. Michael A.
Hoffman II, Editor
The California-based Simon Wiesenthal Center is a billion dollar
international Jewish lobby, headed by a Sanhedrin, which
describes itself as a "human rights group."
Writers have been imprisoned or prosecuted in Canada,
Germany, Britain, France and Australia at the behest of the
Wiesenthal Center. The Wiesenthal Center is attempting to
erode America’s First Amendment freedoms by a process of
gradualism. They know the American people will not at present
countenance an outright criminal ban on anti-Zionist
intellectuals in the U.S.
Thanks in part to the Wiesenthal Center, this ban is however in
effect in Germany, where it has led to the imprisonment of
historian Udo Walendy and translator Günter Deckert and made
Max Planck Institute chemist Germar Rudolf, a fugitive.
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In France the ban has resulted in the criminal conviction of
Professor Robert Faurisson and Muslim intellectual Roger
Garaudy, among many others. When French political leader Jean
-Marie Le Pen, a member of the European Parliament, referred
to the "gas chambers" as a mere "detail of history" the Center’s
Paris-based European Director, Shimon Samuels, demanded
"the waiver of Le Pen's European Parliamentary immunity in
order that he be liable for prosecution and declared ineligible for
further European election." [1]
All this because Le Pen expressed his opinion about history! Yet
this was an opinion shared by Winston Churchill. [2]
This hysteria over a statement challenging the sacerdotal
centrality of gas chambers is, in the eyes of the Wiesenthal
Center, a thought-crime "liable for prosecution." This is the
witch-hunting mentality they seek to kindle in America. In
Canada, where publisher Ernst Zündel has been repeatedly put
on trial since 1983, the Wiesenthal Center’s Sol Littman has
constantly lobbied for Zündel’s prosecution and imprisonment
for the ‘crime’ of "denying" sacred Jewish dogma about World
War Two. [3]
In Great Britain, Cambridge-educated journalist Nick Griffin was
given a nine month suspended jail sentence on May 1, 1998, for
the 'crime' of referring to the homicidal gas chamber dogma as
'the holohoax.’
In the U.S., Wiesenthal Center director Rabbi Marvin Hier and
his associates are attempting to make criticism of Allied
accounts of World War Two and the racist theology of Talmudic
Judaism, subject to interdict--for example, by expulsion from
the Internet.
According to the December 18, 1997 Los Angeles Times, the
rabbis at the Wiesenthal Center are launching a campaign to
blackmail Internet Service Providers (ISPs) into making the
worldwide web safe for Zionist propaganda, by banning sites
that host anti-establishment dissent:
"These sites are cataloged in a three-part interactive CD-ROM as
part of the center's third attempt to prove to service providers
that a growing number of hate groups is using the Internet to
recruit young people and distribute propaganda. The center is
focusing on the providers because they are paid to host sites on
the Internet.
"There needs to be a kind of collective wake-up call," said Rabbi
Abraham Cooper, associate dean of the center..."Internet
service providers must ... institut(e) aggressive guidelines that
allow them to bump... groups from their servers … . The
Wiesenthal center plans to distribute 5,000 Racism, Mayhem, &
Terrorism: The Emergence of an Online Subculture of Hate CDROMs to law enforcement officials, educators and the public. It
hopes these groups will decide to take action once they watch
the disk."
Contradicting and exposing Talmudic hatred and Israeli
propaganda on the Internet has become a concern for U.S. "law
enforcement officials"?
Aren't the rabbis getting a bit ahead of the game, here? America
is not quite yet 1918 Bolshevik Russia, where criticism of Jews
was a death penalty offense. [4]
Oh, how these Wiesenthal rabbis fear free and fair debate and
both sides of the argument having a hearing! The Wiesenthal
fiat to police the American Internet is one of many incremental
steps that are intended to make government censorship
palatable by degrees.
That is why on May 21, 1998 the Wiesenthal Center hosted
numerous speakers from U.S. law enforcement and various
prosecutor's offices at Jesuit Gonzaga University Law School, to
send a chilling message to American dissidents, suggestive of a
tenor of criminalization of thought, whereby our freedoms are
already curtailed by a type of pre-emptive intimidation. The
right to scrutinize what has become America's de facto state
religion, the cult of the gas chamber relics and the virtual
worship of Jewish supremacists, is regarded as a grave offense
by the Wiesenthal rabbis. In Europe they have made such
critical thinking a crime. They seek to do the same in America
and they have powerful allies.
The Wiesenthal Hate Symposium at Gonzaga featured one of Bill
Clinton’s neo-Bolshevik, ‘Affirmative Action’ Commissars, Deputy
Assistant Attorney-General Thomas Perez. Previous Wiesenthal
Center gatherings hosted top Justice Department enforcer Duval

Patrick, another ‘Affirmative Action’ zealot who uses human
rights shibboleths to enforce special rights for a chosen few.
How is it that the Federal government has such a cozy
relationship with a Jewish organization headed by two rabbis?
The Federal government is violating church/state separation by
allowing top Justice Department officials to be sponsored by the
Jewish Wiesenthal Center.
Using law enforcement to suppress criticism of Jewish historical
and religious dogmas is clearly unconstitutional. Hence the
witchhunters have hit on the notion of ‘hate speech’ as a means
for subverting the First Amendment, by demonizing intellectual
opponents as a species of sub-human.
The Wiesenthal Center is dedicated to repression of critics and
skeptics by stigmatizing dissident intellectuals as "haters" and
exploiting its privileged relationship with the Federal
government in order to use the Justice Department as its private
enforcement arm.
Meanwhile the Wiesenthal Center's own hatred of independent
thinking, traditional Christianity, the rights of EuropeanAmericans, Palestinians and WWI revisionists, is conveniently
omitted from the rigged agenda.
Hatred is not a one-way street. There are Jewish haters like
mass murderer Baruch Goldstein and a theology of hate as
promulgated in the philosophies of such highly esteemed Jewish
religious authorities as Moses Maimonides and Shneur Zalman,
whose teachings are implemented by murderous Israeli
"settlers" on the occupied West Bank. Moreover, the Center’s
eponymous patron saint, Simon Wiesenthal, is a fraud who has
destroyed innocent people with false accusations of war crimes.
According to The Chicago Tribune, on December 10, 1974
Wiesenthal contacted the Justice Department and accused the
Catholic Polish-American Frank Walus of being a Nazi war
criminal. Wiesenthal’s evidence was nothing but gossip and
hearsay but on the strength of this prestigious mountebank’s
word, Walus was prosecuted and convicted. Only on appeal was
it discovered that Frank Walus was completely innocent. Walus
had been hunted, hounded and impoverished by his legal
ordeal, all thanks to Wiesenthal’s malicious gossip. [5]
According to historian Mark Weber, "In 1946 Wiesenthal
published KZ Mauthausen, an 85 page work that consists mainly
of his own amateurish sketches purporting to represent the
horrors of the Mauthausen concentration camp. One drawing
depicts three inmates who had been bound to posts and brutally
put to death by Germans. The sketch is completely phoney. It
was copied, with some minor alteration, from photographs that
appeared in a Life magazine in 1945, which … .record …
execution ... of three German soldiers."
Weber reports that in 1946 Wiesenthal published claims about a
Nazi facility for making soap from Jewish fat, "Belzec Soap
Factory." These soap tales have been debunked by Jewish
historians such as ProfessorYehuda Bauer. Even Deborah
Lipstadt has denied them. In the same article, Wiesenthal
fantasized that masses of ‘Jews’ were killed in Nazi electrocution
showers. [6]
Wiesenthal also lied when he claimed he was "100% sure" that
Dr. Josef Mengele was hiding in Paraguay with the help of his
German family until 1984. [7] In fact, Mengele had died in Brazil
in 1979. Gerald Posner and John Ware assert that Wiesenthal
"compromised his integrity" in the Mengele case with his
relentless self-promotion and myth-making. [8]
The Times of London on June 14, 1985 declared that
Wiesenthal’s vaunted documentary ‘archive’ on Mengele in
Vienna was so worthless that it "only sustained his selfconfirmatory myths..."
Wiesenthal’s great claim to fame was having provided the
intelligence that led to the capture of Nazi official Adolf
Eichmann. In a letter to the New York Times, Wiesenthal
boasted, "I succeeded in putting a number of Nazis on
trial...including Adolf Eichmann..." [9]
Actually, this is yet another blatant lie. Wiesenthal had nothing
to do with the capture of Eichmann. Isser Harel, former
commander of the Israeli secret service, in 278 pages of
testimony, declared that Wiesenthal had "absolutely nothing" to
do with Eichmann’s capture, that Wiesenthal had "no role
whatsoever." Harel declared, "All the information supplied by
Wiesenthal...was utterly worthless..." [10]
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Austrian Chancellor Bruno Kreisky, a Socialist of Jewish descent
who had been imprisoned by the Gestapo, stated: "The
Wiesenthal group is a quasi-political Mafia that works...with
disgraceful methods. Wiesenthal is known as someone who isn’t
very careful about the truth, who is not very selective with his
methods and who uses tricks." [11] It is certainly fitting that the
mendacious Wiesenthal Center has as its namesake a notorious
con. man.
Of course one should not expect the U.S. establishment media
to publish these embarrassing facts. While they are quick to
decry "white supremacy," the corporate media are just as quick
to bow before the Jewish supremacists of the Wiesenthal Center,
who are using legitimate human rights concerns to impose an
Orwellian dictatorship where the alternative side becomes a
thought crime, and where Simon Wiesenthal is a sanctified
"Holocaust martyr" beyond reproach.
Indeed, if the Wiesenthal Center works its sophistry on the
American legal profession and the Federal government, it will
one day be a crime to publish the pamphlet you are reading
now. Any honest examination of Wiesenthal Center activities in
Canada and Europe will reveal a ruthless drive for banning and
even jailing intellectuals who will not toe the Zionist party line.
For example, according to the Reuters news agency, in early
1998 the Wiesenthal Center demanded that the government of
Switzerland prosecute an author who criticized Zionists in a
pamphlet. "A Jewish organization asked the Swiss government
to investigate who is behind a brochure circulating in the
country" concerning the extortion of money from the Swiss
people. "The Los Angeles-based Simon Wiesenthal Center said it
had received a copy of the brochure from a prominent Swiss Jew
who said it is being widely disseminated in Switzerland.
"The brochure said the controversy over Swiss bank handling of
Holocaust-era accounts could be traced to the election of
Benjamin Netanyahu as prime minister of Israel in 1996. It
called several U.S. politicians active in the issue, including New
York Senator Alfonse D'Amato and Vice President Al Gore,
supporters of the Israeli ruling party. The brochure also refers to
the Holocaust as a cult.
"In a letter to Swiss diplomat Thomas Borer, who has been
handling the controversy over the Holocaust-era accounts, the
Wiesenthal Center's dean, Rabbi Marvin Hier, called on the
Swiss government ‘to launch an immediate investigation to
discover who is responsible for the publishing and dissemination
of this anti-Semitic brochure and to hold them fully culpable
before the law.'' [12]
Voila, that’s all it takes: stigmatize a writer as "anti-Semitic,"
smear his research as "hate," establish Jewish rabbis as the
supreme arbiters of truth and goodness, and the state becomes
the enforcer of Zionist dogma. Dr. Israel Shahak reports that
the rabbis once used these suppressive tactics against Jewish
thinkers who sought to free themselves from the rigid orthodoxy
of the Talmud. Now they are using them against anyone who
challenges their claims and their influence.
But who in fact are the haters - the freethinkers who publish
recondite documentation exposing hoaxers and their fraud, or
the religious zealots who would use the power of the state to
silence all who question or think independently? The naive
dupes who accept the Wiesenthal Center’s mythology about
seeking to advance "human rights" may one day have a rude
awakening, when they discover that the human rights in
question are actually intended only for the Chosen few.
If the Wiesenthal Center’s partnership with Federal prosecutors
and law enforcement continues, our American heritage of
freedom of speech and press will be gradually diminished and
eventually proscribed. George Orwell warned that the goal of
the dictators of the mind was to make even the least vestige of
independent thinking impossible.
By labeling all who dissent from Zionist dogma as "bigots" and
"haters," the Wiesenthal Center is well on its way to imposing
Orwell’s nightmare in America.
Notes
1. Wiesenthal Center Press Release of Dec. 8, 1997.
2. In his entire multi-volume history of World War Two, Churchill
does not mention one word about gas chambers. Like Le Pen, he
must have regarded them as a detail.

3. Cf. Michael A. Hoffman II, The Great Holocaust Trial: The
Landmark Battle for Freedom of Speech, New York: Wiswell
Ruffin House, 1995 and Victoria Times-Colonist, April 8, 1998.
(Hoffman’s book is banned in Canada).
4. Izvestia, July 27, 1918.
5. The Trials of Frank Walus, The Chicago Tribune Magazine,
Dec. 2, 1984.
6. Cf. Mark Weber, The Journal of Historical Review, JulyAugust,
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8. Mengele: The Complete Story, New York: Dell, 1987.
9. New York Times, Sept. 29, 1993.
10. J. Goldberg," "Top Spy Says Wiesenthal Lied About His
Exploits,"Forward, Nov. 12, 1993. Also cf. Jerusalem Post, May
18, 1991.
11. Deutsche National-Zeitung, Nov. 11, 1988.
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***
India versus the New World Order
- commentary by Michael Maxwell, Alice Springs
India’s underground nuclear tests conducted on 11 and 13 May
1998, which made Buddha smile, was followed by a deluge of
nations (mainly America’s client states) preaching "don’t do as I
do, do as I say". For instance, Britain, the US and Russia spent
decades testing their atomic bombs, often conducting human
experiments on their own people without their knowledge or
consent (!). Now tell India they should not conduct any tests.
This is the hypocrisy that constantly emanates from these
nations, Australia, as usual, does what it is told and joins the
chorus for sanctions, as it did in the recent anti-Iraq campaign
whipped up by America at the same time as President Clifton’s
embarrassing media exposure in the ‘Zippergate’ affair.
Why did America lead the charge in the imposition for sanctions
against India, as well as the first to apply severe ones? One may
well be from an indirect source as past events have
demonstrated, which involve America’s Jewish lobby. India as an
economic powerhouse has long sided with the Arabs against
Israel, and needs more Zionist control. Perhaps US Ambassador
Frank Wisner, a Jew, can provide it. Again the imposition of
boycotts is an old ploy used to economically cripple a nation that
refuses to conform to the American/Jewish ‘New World Order’.
One is reminded of the 1933 boycott of Germany and the recent
one on Iraq, all Jewish inspired.
China, a power unto itself and too big to be tackled head on by
the US, claims beyond all logic, that India’s tests create a new
instability in Asia, when in fact what we have is a cycle of
hostility amongst Asian neighbours. China’s occupation of Tibet
and the building of a sealed road across the ‘roof of the world’
says enough about China’s intentions regarding India. Again, if
China has nuclear weapons, why can’t India with the second
largest population in Asia (and the world)? As the saying goes:
"sauce for the goose is sauce for the gander" and as one Indian
woman put it: "we’re sick of being pushed around", a sentiment
many nations echo when it comes to the self-appointed ‘world
bully/policeman’ - the United States.
Anyone interested to learn more about the role played by a
community of fifty-five million expatriate Chinese who have two
trillion dollars of assets will enjoy Sterling Seagrave’s 1995
book Lord of the Rim, ISBN 0 552 14052. This book lays to rest
the fear held by many that Jewish money controls the world. It
may control the New York Stock Exchange, and George Sorros
may have successfully plundered Indonesia’s economy, but
Jewish finance does not absolutely control world finance though this does not mean that there is a lack of trying to
dominate the Chinese world.
***
Advice to Adelaide Institute
from Mr Keith Rex, Sydney, 18 May 1998
The issue of Newsletter No 68, which gives the transcript of your
conversation with the HREOC Commissioner, reveals that you
are slowly starting to realise how the legal and academic system
works, but still have a long way to go. You are starting from a
TV sitcom courtroom view of these matters. But neither the
courts nor academia are motivated by any concern for the quest
for Truth and Justice - nor are they equipped to do that. Such
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things are so infinitely complicated that to try to cover them in a
formal way would take infinite time and effort. People like you
expect far too much and tend to become angry when they do
not live up to these unrealistic expectations.
All the courts can do is to make decisions about games with
very limited rules and that is their function and when they try to
exceed that - as the High Court is currently doing, they are
wrong and very dangerous. Likewise with academia. But naïve
people imagine they can do a ‘Clarence Darrow’ - forgetting that
he lost his case!
It may make good TV drama but that is not how truth and
justice are established in the real world.
You are very naïve and it is far from clear to me what you are
trying to do. However, in a rough way it seems that you are not
happy with the way the Jews rule the world. I hardly think that
many people are, but if you want to change things, you have to
use a little more intelligence and a lot less emotion. Playing the
martyr only works when you have a real army behind you.
First you must learn that all the institutions are dominated by
politics and always have been. There is no such thing as a
politically neutral scientific theory, or law. I hardly have to
mention religion which is the most blatant politically of them all!
If you want a fair and objective culture you have to work at the
cultural level. And if you can change our culture you can change
academia and the courts.
Now the worst possible tactical mistake is to fight on the battle
field chosen by your enemy - particularly when your enemy has
so much power and you have so little. They have all their troops
and their best fortifications there and so you have little hope of
victory and even if by some miracle you did win, you win
NOTHING! They never choose to fight on their heartland. THEY
are not fighting a defensive war. They are fighting a war of
annihilation. They are running a fly trap. They attract flies where
they can conveniently destroy them! And we of course do not
put these traps near our food, do we?
Your best bet is to ignore their bait and go straight to the heart!
Not only is the heart poorly defended, to even attract attention
to it is fatal to them.
Professor Ian Plimer attempted to establish a legal precedent
which would have made the expression of ANY non-orthodox
views illegal. But be failed. They cannot punish you for making
unorthodox comments about Arks or a proliferation of similarly
politically sensitive issues.
Now the heartland of historical revisionism is the title to Israel.
If you were to challenge that, THEY would be in deep trouble
and they could not get you the way they can about the
Holocaust myth.
In all such matters, all they can do is resort to ridicule, which is
a very weak defence, since it throws away their great defencesecrecy. If people start looking at key issues, they are undone.
If you want to upset these imperialist academic empires, the
smartest thing is to concentrate on the things they ridicule and
the things they ignore. These are their double tactics to counter
criticism of their most vulnerable areas. They present these
matters in such a way as to make them look absolutely
ridiculous, but it is a good question to ask: "Why such an
academic establishment goes to such expensive lengths to
rubbish something that few people take seriously anyhow? Take
the Velikovsky issue. Was that not overkill? Why spend so much
effort rubbishing an obviously crank theory that no one really
took seriously? You have to dig deeper. Their real argument is
that "if you do not accept all our dogma as gospel, then you
must be a Velikovsky crank, a Creationist, a Flat Earther, etc."
But the REAL objective of their attack was genuine scholarship
which was threatening to overthrow the empire and in this
particular case what they were trying to destroy was continental
drift theory. Well, they lost, but there are still plenty of pseudo
science dogmas of the establishment they are desperate to
defend.
One such example is the Atlantis question. This is a very political
matter. As part of their attack they try to fool people into
thinking that there are only TWO sides to ANY issue - theirs and
the most crank one they can dig up.
Now, there is massive evidence that Atlantis existed and still
does. But it is not some stupid island in the middle of the
Atlantic. It is the supercontinent of America. The fact is that

there was extensive trade in the bronze Age between the old
and the new worlds. And that is how all these ephemeral
civilisations in America arose. Now can you see the political
dimension? This is the fight between the establishment view
that all people are equal in ability and are equally capable of
building high civilisations - versus the diffusionist view that
civilisation started in a singular place and diffused. This view
allows that some races are genetically superior to others!
Now perhaps you can see why they are at such pains to throw a
smoke screen over the question of the origin of our ‘aborigines’.
Is it not amazing that they ask us to believe that the ancient
Greeks, etc. were unable in their ‘primitive’ ships to do more
than paddle about in a landlocked sea while the vastly more
primitive blacks in their vastly more primitive canoes were able
to cruise confidently the whole Pacific? Do you not smell a rat?
In fact, landlocked seas like the Mediterranean are notoriously
stormy and any ship which could survive it could make the
Atlantic a piece of cake. Such small ships are considerably more
sea worthy than the Titanic.
Plimer failed! So they cannot drag you before the courts on the
Atlantis question. And if you expose their duplicity on that one,
you have blown their whole establishment out of the water.
And as for the title to Israel, it seems you are not familiar with
the excellent books of Professor Kamal Salibi: Die Bibel kam aus
dem Lande Asir, (English: The Bible Came from Arabia) and The
Secrets of the Bible People. Salibi is a linguistic professor at
Beirut University and he made an interesting discovery about
the evolution of the Semitic languages which revealed that the
origin of the Bible was in Arabia. It is a most compelling theory
which overcomes all the archaeological problems that go with
the dogma that Palestine is the land of the Bible. There are no
remains of ancient cities at the Jerusalem site for the same
reason that there are no remains of ancient Wales in New South
Wales. It is really New Jerusalem - a city founded by latecoming refugees. The real land of the Bible is some 1,000 miles
away and all the real Jews converted to Islam over 1,000 years
ago. This book invalidates the ‘Jews’ ’ claim to ancient title.
And Salibi explains all about the Ark - or Arks which were a
traditional cultural aspect of Asir and did not derive from
Mesopotamia as the Orthodox insist.
Whenever you see such a ridiculous fuss about absurd matters always look DEEP and you will find something of great political
sensitivity.
Salibi is infinitely more dangerous to the Jews than Irving, but
they dare not attack him directly or even ridicule him openly as
they have with other theorists with far less credible theories,
because they would only attract public attention to the thing
that they desperately want to keep secret.
When they lose Israel, they will fade away into obscurity again
and then you will be quite free to tell the truth about the
Holocaust, etc. and then no one will listen because they will be
totally bored and rightly so since the Jews will no longer rule
their lives.
Then there is their conspiracy to paint Hitler as the most evil
man of all history - as a demonic supernatural incarnation of
absolute evil. You can knock that on the head by drawing
attention to the REAL monster of the 20th Century - Kaiser
Wilhelm II. Have you ever wondered how this vile man who
started it all, managed to get off scot-free - never punished for
his vast crimes - lived his life out in luxury and not vilified at all
in death? Wilhelm was driven by pure greed and vanity and not
only did he destroy the stable world order, plunging the world
into the flames which are still burning, he personally instigated
all the major evils of this century. One of his monstrous acts
was to induce the Sultan of Turkey to call a fatwah on all
Christians - Germans were excepted since he pretended that he
and all Germans had converted to Islam. The call was to
slaughter Christians wherever they were found. The Kaiser’s
Holy War was a conspiracy to destroy the British Empire. And
that is how the Armenians came to be slaughtered. And then he
gave the penniless Lenin enough gold to buy a battleship and a
sealed train to get him into Russia.
So we can blame all the evils of Communism on him as well.
Hitler, Stalin, Pol Pot, etc. would have been unknown in the
most peaceful of all centuries if Wilhelm had been aborted.
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He died only a few years before Hitler, so why does Hitler - a
mere reaction to his monstrous designs get all the blame? Never
mention of a trial for war crimes, etc. - allowed to live out his
life in luxury and whitewashed in death? So, what gives?
Anyhow, if the truth was to be made public this would sink
Hitler, etc. into the background as merely a response to the
mess created by the arch villain of the 20th Century, and those
who did the snow job on Wilhelm could be vilified - and who
could that possibly be?
I would be happy to give you more details about these particular
heart issues and of many others.
History is incredibly plastic. If God exists, then I imagine that He
amuses himself by doing endless re-runs of history, each time
making some small change to see what the effect is. History is
still as plastic as ever and if you wish to change it, all you have
to do is to tweak it at some suitable point - a cusp. Find the
cusp and tweak it. Just think about it - instead of Wilhelm it was
some more typical mild mannered monarch? Re-run the world if
you can - try and imagine such a world - No World War II,
instead, the continuation of scientific and technical progress for
peaceful purposes that characterised the latter part of the
19th Century. No Communism, no Israel, no explosion of Asia.
Such extreme psychopaths as Wilhelm are very rare and even
rarer is their succession to great power, and the rise of the
minor psychopaths like Lenin, Lenin, Hitler, etc. would have
been impossible since they needed a world on fire for them to
rise to power.
All this Communist directed anthropology, psychology, etc.
would have lacked the resources of the USSR to give it
preferment and direction, so these sciences would have
developed in a scientific rather than a political way and none of
this trouble with the Aborigines would have arisen. Instead we
would have the truth.
To make the world right, you have to go back to where it went
wrong and then come forward with the corrections. The
foundations of these ‘sciences’ are rotten, so they need to be
demolished and built again. That is not the function of
academia. Academia simply builds on the past - rotten or not.
You can expect no help there. The best thing in these matters is
to abolish the universities. They are a rotten concept which
evolved out of theological schools and still have all the structure
of theology. We do not need them in the age of the Internet.
Yours sincerely, Keith Rex.
***
New Version Of The Homicidal Gas Chamber Story?
Review by Geoff Muirden
On 4 May 1998, between 8.30 and 11.05 pm, SBS-TV screened
an Israeli program called ‘Fine Cut: Healing By Killing’ which
revealed the medical profession’s involvement in the Holocaust,
albeit with a different slant. The alleged homicidal gas chambers
are still on the agenda but we are told that they started in Nazi
euthenasia programs designed to "terminate" and/or sterilize
people regarded by the Nazi state as useless burdens on
society.
This official euthenasia policy, including the gassing of patients,
was ended by Hitler after Germans protested against it. Doctors
involved in such programs, known as Aktion T-4 and organised
by the Euthenasia Order HW located at Tiergartenstrasse 4, then
went across to the concentration camps and practised their
murderous deeds.
Some more details of this kind of thesis are expounded outside
the film by writers such as Michael Burleigh in Chapter VI,
‘Saving Money, Spending Lives: Psychiatry, Society and the
‘Euthenasia’ Program, in the book Confronting The Nazi Past;
New Debates On Modern German History, London, Collins &
Brown,
1996.
The
book
is
produced
by
the
UK
magazine: History Today. Burleigh also expounds this thesis at
greater length in his book: Death and Deliverance: ‘Euthenasia’
in Germany c. 1900-1945, Cambridge, 1994. In the article
Burleigh comes up with some details in which he insists that the
euthanasia policy was not just an invention of Nazism:
"Long before the National Socialist government appeared on the
scene, some psychiatrists advocated (or considered) killing- this
permanent reminder of the limits of their own therapeutic
capacities and permanent burden upon the nation’s scanty
resources…the year 1933 did not mark a decisive break: most of

the policies of the Nazi period were more or less latently evident
in the Janus-face health and welfare apparatus of the Weimar
Republic."
Evidently he does not think much of the quality of ‘shrinks’
under the Nazi government: "Many of the psychiatrists - who
tended to be recruited from the dross of the medical profession
anyway - were SS members inherently antagonistic towards
their patients."
Nevertheless, despite this comment and mention of laws such as
the 1933 Law for the Prevention of Hereditarily Diseased
Progeny, which authorized compulsory sterilization for
hereditary illness, he concedes that in some psychiatric areas
there was progress: Michael Sakel pioneered insulin coma
therapy for schizophrenia; Ladislaus von Menduna invented
cardiazol convulsive therapy; and Bini and Cerletti invented
electro-convulsive therapy, all of which had dangers and
shortcomings, but were nevertheless seen as overall
improvements over previous treatment.
But according to Burleigh, limited psychiatric treatments by
these methods only heightened psychiatric embarrassments
about patients who could not be effectively treated, who he feels
were "terminated".
The accounts of ‘gassings’ of patients under the official
euthanasia program show ordinary homes, a building where
gassings allegedly occurred, with windows and a chimney. How
was the gas administered? Dropped down the chimney? Did the
gassers risk a gassing themselves? Why didn’t the patients kick
out the glass panels of the windows and let the gas dissipate?
According to the documentary, corpses were transported in mail
vans and trucks, so apparently the postal authorities must have
been aware of such operations.
Much is made of the Brandenburg and Bernberg killing centres.
At Bernberg, we are told that there were fake ‘showers’ which
dispensed gas. The bodies were then taken to dissection rooms
to be carved up and death certificates issued on various
pretexts. Were the doctors troubled by poison gas lingering on
the bodies?
The claim is made that 14,000 were murdered at Bernberg. The
killers there allegedly went on to practise the same thing at
other centres such as Treblinka and Sobibor.
The documentary devotes considerable attention to one Dr
Eberl, educated at Innsbruck Medical School, who then went to
Vienna, Dresden, Berlin and eventually to Treblinka and
Auschwitz concentration camps.
We are told that the killing program was known by the code
number "14f13" aimed at Jews, Communists and dissidents.
The Wannsee Conference is again alleged in the documentary to
have formulated the ‘Final Solution’, meaning the mass
extermination of European Jewry in homicidal gas chambers.
The documentary shows us Block 10 at Auschwitz, boarded over
with shuttered wooden windows, and we are told that doctors
therein "sterilized 10,000 women a day"! The documentary
assures us that most victims of sterilization were Jewish women
from Slovakia, Holland and mainly Greece.
We are told that they were given injections, after which the
doctors pulled out the entire womb which they photographed.
What they did with all the photos we are not told. A Dr
Clausberg was the official in charge of this program at
Auschwitz.
We are told that Dr Mengele seemed to prefer victimizing
children, photographing them nude and carrying out painful
experiments, such as giving victims "noma", a type of cancer;
and rotting skin.
The documentary tells us that Auschwitz was a medical
operation, the doctors selecting victims for the ‘gas chambers’.
In the end it is claimed that Clausberg was captured and sent to
a Russian jail for 25 years. Eberl was caught by US forces after
World War II and then released, but in 1948 he was re-arrested,
imprisoned in Ulm where he hanged himself.
***
In Brief
From: Claus Nordbruch clausnor@smartnet.co.za
Date: Fri, 22 May 1998 10:22:03
I am the author of the contemporary book on South Africa's
latest history Volksbetrug am Kap which was published in
Germany last month and has already caused much attention in
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the media. The book (hardcover) is written in German, contains
about 330 pages with circa 20 photos which have never been
shown before, at least to the German public. I once received
those photos from former members of the intelligence services
in South Africa. The book also contains some interviews I had
with South African political opposition leaders. The book's price
is US-$ 16,80.
If you have German-speaking persons among your clients,
perhaps you’d interested in obtaining some books. If this is the
case, please let me know. I also distribute General HD Stadler's
book The other side of the story in which the gruesome terrorist
war of the ANC is documented. The book (softcover) contains
lots of colour pictures and only costs US$12.80. If you order the
books mentioned above you, as a re-seller, will get 30%. If your
order extends the US-$200.00 limit, we will mail for free. Kind
regards Dr. Claus Nordbruch.
Madness From Germany:
Mauthausen; Mon, 25 May 1998
Last night we watched the most ridiculous ‘Eyewitness'
documentary I have ever seen … Bayern 3 TV at 10,30 pm
‘Choice and Destiny’.... the experiences of the two Holocaust
survivors Itzahk and Fruma Grindberg …if you get the chance its
the best comedy I have ever watched … I've never heard so
many ridiculous claims as he made....she mainly spoke about
people who died …but his tale was amazing, he was first in
Auschwitz, but was sent to Mauthausen … Birkenau was heaven
compared to Mauthausen. In Mauthausen the prisoners lived
NAKED, TOTALLY NAKED all day every day … EXCEPT for their
Sportsuebungen (physical exercise) when they were issued with
hats … Summer and Winter they did everything totally naked …
they slept 400 to a room....and because of the restricted room if
one had to go out to piss and stood on somebody elses foot, or
so, there was always a riot...in which case the Blockaelteste
came in and drove them all out into the snow (naked) where
they had to do APPELL for a few hours then occassionally he
killed a few people by hitting them on the head with a
stick....then they went back into the huts … because they NEVER
got water to drink they had to urinate a lot more so they were
always being driven out in the snow because of the fighting (too
dumb to learn not to fight).....then he, Itzahk, was put into the
Krema to work … where he was issued a uniform....Russian
prisoners would deliver the dead to the Krema … if the dead had
one ounce of meat on them the Russians cut it off and sold it in
the camp as Pferdefleisch (horse meat) where it was grilled and
eaten (They SOLD the flesh … WHERE DID NAKED PRISONERS
KEEP THEIR MONEY??) … One day he had to gas 30 or 40
German SS soldiers who had been bought in from the Russian
front ....why they were gassed he didn't know … The Red Cross
bought them food packets....but he swapped his food for coffee
which helped him survive the last few months of the war! … And
so it went on...I couldn't help but just laugh at this story … He
now lives in Prague but of course Simon ‘Wieseltail’ put up the
money for the film which was shot by his daughter … this is the
CRAP we get on TV EVERY DAY … its total madness.
***
A Year 12 student sends an email: Wed, 27 May 1998.
Subject: Anti-German Racism
I firstly would like to congratulate you and your staff at the
Adelaide Institute for having the courage to come out in openly
debating the issue of what actually occurred at Auschwitz and
other supposed ‘Death Camps’ during World War II. I am
currently in my final year at school and for the entire time I
have been at school I have been told time and time again about
the horrific things that happened to the Jews at the hands of the
Germans during World War II and how we should feel so sorry
for them. I have never fully believed everything I have been told
about the Holocaust,. I have always been branded a racist for
voicing my opinions on the Holocaust. However thanks to people
like yourselves I am now able to find more and more evidence
which support the views I have on the Holocaust. Hopefully one
day soon more and more people will discover the truth to what
really happened to the Jews during World War II.
***
High anxiety quiz time,
Australian Jewish News, 29 May 1998

The Simon Wiesenthal Centre’s Rabbi Marvin Hier has been
pounding the antisemitism drum loudly in a recent fund-raising
letter to potential donors. Quoting from the letter, the New
York Forward reports
that
Rabbi
Hier,
with
typical
understatement, says inter alia: "Antisemitism is alive, well and
thriving throughout the world… We can dismiss it (the growing
antisemitc threat) as a series of relatively inconsequential
incidents and trust that a Holocaust can never happen
again…Or…we can dedicate and re-dedicate ourselves etc etc"
This "hit them in the kishkes" approach to fund-raising was
nicely lampooned in Forward by Jeffrey Goldberg who asked:
"How many Jewish organisations does it take to screw in a
lightbulb?"
Answer:
a) That’s a blatantly offensive antisemitic joke. Call Marvin Hier
immediately.
b) Sixteen - one to screw it in wrong, one to fix the first one’s
mistake, two to issue statements applauding the second group,
two to issue statements dissenting from the praise of the second
group, three to raise money for the Eternal Lightbulb Fund,
three to serve as consultants to the Eternal Lightbulb Fund, and
four to organise a conference "Lightbulbs and the Nazi Threat."
***
Wisdom from Professor Alan M Dershowitz’s
The Vanishing American Jew
Hitler-phobic and anti-German racist, Professor Dershowitz, is
one of the world’s foremost Holocaust exterminationists and to
date he has ignored Fredrick Toben’s attempts at establishing
contact with him. It is from his base at Harvard University that
the notorious ‘Hate Website’ emerged. In his 1997 published
book he suggests that a multifaceted approach be adopted in
dealing with so-called "Holocaust deniers".
1. Never sue, prosecute, or debate the deniers themselves.
They should be either ignored or ridiculed. If they want to sue
for defamation as a result of the ridicule, welcome such a suit,
because it pits them against freedom of speech and exposes
their hypocrisy. Moreover, a suit by them does not put
the truth of the Holocaust on trial.
2. Every time a denier gets any attention - through ads or other
media - use that attention as an occasion to educate the general
public, and particularly the young, about the truth of the
Holocaust. But do not specifically respond to, or even
acknowledge, the deniers themselves, except in a ridiculing
manner. Their claims do not deserve serious attention, and we
should not dignify them by responding.
3. Assemble a simple multimedia package setting out in
understandable terms the overwhelming evidence in support of
the historical truth of the Holocaust. This package should consist
of a twenty-five - or thirty-page pamphlet with photographs of
the Einsatzgruppen and the death camps, the charts prepared
by the Nazis documenting the killings, the confessions of the
death camp commandants and guards, the text of the Wannsee
Conference at which the genocide was planned, eyewitness
accounts by survivors, and judicial pronouncements confirming
the Holocaust by courts around the world. It should also include
statements by the world’s most renowned historians of every
nationality and background - professors whose names are
familiar to college students - confirming that there is no possible
historical dispute about the basic facts of the Holocaust. The
pamphlet should be accompanied by a professionally produced
videotape, including motion picture and still archival pictures of
the Einsatzgruppen, death camps, trials, and survivors. The
purpose of this package is to lay to rest any question that the
public in general, and students in particular, may have about the
truth of the Holocaust - without dignifying the deniers.
Obviously, a package of this kind cannot be prepared by
individual communities. It must be done on a national or
international level by an organization or group with considerable
resources.
4. Make the videotape available to every cable TV station, since
Holocaust deniers are now demanding, and obtaining airtime on
public access TV. No attempt should be made either to censor
them or to debate them, but their exercise of freedom of speech
should be turned to our advantage - and to the advantage of
truth - by using it to educate the public about the indisputable
truths of the Holocaust.
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5. Continue efforts to document and archive every aspect of the
Holocaust through survivor testimony, document collection, and
other evidence gathering. New sources, such as the files of the
former Soviet Union, should be triangulated with existing
sources. We must be prepared for a time - in the not so distant
future - when there will be no eyewitnesses left alive and when
the deniers will begin the second stage in their campaign: to try
to win the debate they are now trying to start about whether the
Holocaust ever occurred. As time passes, we can expect the
claims of the deniers to become increasingly extreme.
6. Continue to develop curricular material for inclusion in
courses throughout the country so that students will learn about
the Holocaust in the same manner, and with the same degree of
historical certainty, as they learn about other incontrovertible
events.
7. Continue to challenge all comparisons to the Holocaust,
especially when they come from mainstream sources, and
explain its uniqueness in modern history by focusing on its
unique characteristics, such as the ingathering of Jews for
execution from throughout Europe and the deliberate murder of
a million babies and young children in an effort to eliminate the
Jewish people by literal genocide.
8. In addition to ridiculing the deniers, emphasize their bigoted
backgrounds - many of them are anti-black as well - and the
anti-Semitic intentions and effects of denial. But in doing so, we
must not engage in substantive debate with them, or legitimate
them in any way. By ridiculing them and disclosing their racist
background and agenda, we deligitimate them and make it more
difficult for the media and young people to take them seriously,
or to want to be associated with them.
9. Never use the Holocaust as a justification for Jews doing
anything wrong. The "Holocaust mentality" should not serve as
an "abuse excuse" for actions that cannot be justified on other
grounds. The experience of the Holocaust may explain certain
Jewish (or Israeli) attitudes, fears, concerns, or even paranoia,
but it cannot justify them, lest the memory of the Holocaust be
denigrated by becoming part of a political debate over current
actions.
10. Finally, never put any Jew on the defensive when it comes
to the Holocaust. We have the moral high ground, and we
should insist on maintaining that moral authority.
Fredrick Töben comments:
This anti-intellectual and morally bankrupt view advocates
ridicule as a tool to prevent the search for truth in history. It
negates our western philosophical tradition which thrives on
grappling with opposing points-of-view. Intellectual competition
created the microchip Internet world where information super highways - potholes and dead-end roads included - offer active
minds an abundance of food for thought. Ironically, Dershowitz
in German can mean der Shoah Witz - the Holocaust joker!
***
Labor MPs give Pro’s work the brush-off
By Political Reporter Phillip Coorey, The Advertiser, 26 May 1998
Controversial artist Pro Hart has had one of his works banished
from State Parliament.Dislike of his work - and claims of Hart’s
perceived right-wing sympathies - resulted in one of his
paintings being removed from the Labor corridors of State
Parliament only a day after it was hung.
The painting, Ghost Polo Players on the Campaspe River, was
sent to Parliament on Thursday by the SA Art Gallery, which
displays works there on a loan basis. But an outcry by some
Labor MPs, including Opposition arts spokeswoman Ms Carolyn
Pickles, resulted in the painting being taken down and returned
to the gallery’s storage centre on Friday. It was replaced
yesterday by Mala Dreaming, an Aboriginal work by Richard
Japaljarri.
Hart has been labelled right-wing, especially after having One
Nation Leader Ms Pauline Hanson to lunch at his Broken Hill
home last October after declining lunch with the New South
Wales Premier, Mr Bob Carr. At the time, Hart was reported as
saying: "Pauline’s good. She’s got a lot of good ideas and we
ought to hear what she’s got to say. One of his paintings was
later auctioned at a One Nation fundraiser. Ms Pickles would not
comment on Hart’s political leanings, only to say "anyone who
supports Pauline Hanson has dubious politics". She said she
opposed the painting being hung in Parliament solely because

she did not like it. "I just don’t like his pictures. He’s not my
favourite artist," she said. "People may call me a philistine but I
think we have better Australian artists."
Other Labor MPs and some staffers - none of whom wanted to
be named - said Hart’s links with Ms Hanson were among the
arguments to have the painting removed. Upper House Deputy
Labor Leader Mr Paul Holloway said" "All I know is they put it
up, it caused a bit of interest and discussion, and then it was
taken down again." Labor MLC Mr Terry Cameron, who had the
painting outside his door, said it was "quite nice".
The Arts Minister, Ms Laidlaw, said it would be "scary" if the ALP
were selecting paintings based on the perceived political
leanings of the artists. Hart’s sister and manager, Mrs Margaret
Hyde, said the action was "small-minded" because there was
"no politics in art".
She said Hart had been unfairly labelled as right wing when
really he was apolitical. He has donated paintings to parties of
all persuasions in the past and was strongly pro-Labor when he
worked in the Broken Hill mines, she said. Hart was not
available for comment yesterday.
***
Justice Deniers,
Editorial in Ottawa Citizen, May 14, 1998
It's difficult not to like anything that aggravates Ernst Zundel,
and aggravation presumably is what the infamous Holocaust
Denier felt when Justice Richards made his recent decision that
Mr. Zundel's hearing before the Canadian Human Rights Tribunal
should proceed despite concerns about bias. Still, that decision
has worrisome implications that cannot be ignored.
The Zundel Tribunal was erected by the Canadian Human Rights
Commission after it received complaints that a California website
allegedly controlled by Mr. Zundel violated the Canadian Human
Rights Code. The Code applies to the Internet because the
federal
Government
has
constitutional
authority
over
telecommunications, including phone lines.
The question of whether Zundel's sort of speech should be
prosecuted - we feel it should not - is difficult enough, but in
this inquiry, the tribunal is venturing into uncharted virtual
territory. Which country's laws apply to the Internet? Does the
physical location of a website's home computer matter? If a
Canadian communicates on the Internet from a foreign country,
is he communicating in Canada? These thorny questions and
others have been before the tribunal since its work began last
fall. A spanner was thrown into the works in March when the
federal court decided that Canadian Human Rights Tribunals did
not satisfy a person's right to a fair hearing.
The problem is that tribunals are appointed and paid for by the
Canadian Human Rights Commission, which is actively involved
in bringing complaints forward. This creates, in the court's
terms, a "reasonable apprehension of bias" in the tribunals. The
inquiry on which the decision was based involving a pay equity
case against Bell Canada, was ordered to stop before it began
work. This decision is now under appeal.
In light of the Bell Canada decision, Mr. Zundel brought a
motion in federal court to have the inquiry against him halted.
Justice Richard refused, arguing that the delay and expense
involved in halting proceedings that are already well under way
would be greater than in halting inquiries that have not yet
begun. Therefore, he concluded, it is not in the "public interest"
to stop hearings that have already begun.
This is troubling. As the Supreme Court has said, "it is
impossible to have a fair hearing or to have procedural fairness
if a reasonable apprehension of bias has been established." The
Bell Canada decision established the apprehension of bias. It
follows that it is not possible for Mr. Zundel, or anyone else, to
have a fair hearing before a Canadian Human Rights
Commission as these Tribunals are now constituted.
With all due respect for Judge Richard, whether Mr. Zundel's
objections on these grounds were raised at the start of the
hearing or part-way through are irrelevant. And so is the "public
interest" in avoiding delays, when it stands against the absolute
right to a fair hearing.
Even if the appropriate test were one of balancing public
interest, surely the public interest in ensuring that every hearing
is fair trumps any worry about delay.
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This unfortunate decision may cast a pall of bias over anything
the tribunal decides. Given that it may have something to say
about important new questions about the law and the Internet,
that pall may have lasting effect.
If the Zundel inquiry had been halted, it would only have been
until the Bell Canada appeal is heard or legislation is changed to
make Canadian Human Rights Tribunals entirely independent.
Delay and some expense are all it would have cost to fully
protect the right to a fair hearing and the integrity of what the
tribunal will say. Surely that's a small price to pay?
***
Gutnick had to take on Hookes,
Danny Ben-Moshe, executive director of B’nai B’rith AntiDefamation Commission, Herald Sun 1 June 1998
Remarks by cricket commentator David Hookes to "beware of
the Jew bearing gifts", made in reference to Melbourne Football
Club president Yossi ("Joe") Gutnick, a religious Jew, have
caused a stir. Threatened with legal action by Gutnick, Hookes
apologised in person and on air. This, in turn, led to further
comment by 3AW presenter Neil Mitchell that Gutnick’s protests
were inappropriate.
An anti-Semite is, by definition, someone who hates and attacks
Jews, physically or verbally, because they are Jewish. Clearly
Hookes is not a hater of Jews and he did not mean them any
harm when he pronounced those few ill-chosen words. So why
all the controversy? It is because anti-Semitism is predicated on
negative stereotypes of the Jew, most notably to do with
obsession of money, power and accusations of dual loyalties. It
was this imagery, however un intentionally and without malice,
that Hookes was reinforcing. Had the Melbourne Football Club
boss not been an identifiable Jew, but, let’s say, an Anglican or
a Catholic, would reference to money-gifts have been made?
The fact is that Hookes, and he is not alone in doing this,
demonstrates how deeply ingrained these images are in our
society and (sub)conscious. It is the propagation of these
themes, in various guises, that has led to persecution and
genocide against the Jews throughout the ages. This does not
mean a progrom is imminent or that the Australian media is

loaded with anti-Semites, but it does demonstrate that there is
a worrying degree of ignorance and naivety about the nature of
racism in general and anti-Semitism in particular. These are the
things which must be avoided and overcome if Australia is to
remain a largely tolerant society.
As in all societies, Australia has its fair share of racist groups.
But if these perpetrators of hate are to remain on the margins of
society, with their views equally taboo, it is vital that their ideas
are rejected. If respected members of the media, albeit without
racist intent, impart a similar message, the potential for the
racists’ views to gain a veneer of respectability among the wider
community increases. If someone gets in their mailbox on the
street, or at university, a leaflet distributed by a racist
organisation which discusses the extent of Jewish money and
power, as regularly happens, then they hear the same subject
on the radio as they are driving to work, these noxious ideas
may not be dismissed so lightly. This is part of the way in which
ideas from the extreme may begin to resonate in and permeate
the mainstream.
Racism does not occur in isolation. A racist attack is the result of
a cumulative process drawing on varied sources. If we are
committed to saying no to racism, we have to cut off this evil at
its source. To do so clearly entails learning more about the
nature of racism and thinking a little more carefully to avoid
negatively stereotyping any and all, ethnic and religious
minorities.
Fredrick Toben comments:
An anti-Semite can also be the label applied by Jews to someone
they don’t like, including one of their own! And, the term ‘racist’
has now become simply the most intense and hateful pejorative
that can be levelled against anyone who wishes to raise in any
form, matters that ebb and flow about the natural, racial
diversity of humankind.
Corrections: Newsletter No 71, page 10: the author’s name
should read Yuki Tanaka.
Newsletter No 72, page 1, line 2 - should read 2000 years; line
3 - should read 1000 years.

_________________________________________________
Die Gerichtstermine für Ursula Haverbeck im zweiten Halbjahr 2016

Erster Gerichtstermin:
Am Freitag, den 2. September 2016 um 10:00 Uhr im
Sitzungssaal 104, Heinrich-Drake-Str. 3 in 32756 Detmold.
Hier geht es insbesondere um meinen Brief an den
Bürgermeister der Stadt Detmold.
Zweiter Gerichtstermin:
Dienstag, den 11. Oktober 2016 um 9:00 Uhr im Sitzungssaal
24, Bismarckstr. 12 in 32545 Bad Oeynhausen.
Hier geht es vor allen Dingen um den Beitrag „Das jüdische
Jahrhundert“ von dem Historiker, jüdisch-russischer Herkunft,
Jurij Slezkine welcher sowohl im Internet als auch in der
Zeitschrift „Stimme des Reiches“ erschienen ist und um die
Frage, wo die sechs Millionen Juden vergast worden sind.
In allen Verfahren bezieht sich die Anklage auf den § 130
Abs. 3 StGB (Volksverhetzung)!

At 87 Frau Ursula Haverbeck is currently Germany’s most
prominent fearless “thought criminal” who, states: ‘The
Holocaust is a lie’. She wishes to see the physical proof
that backs up the Holocaust narrative.

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------Val Kyrie Présents: Ursula Haverbeck

The Hooton Plan and the Migrant Crisis
Translation by Alfred Schaefer

Dear fellow Supporters near and far, dear Friends, first I want to
thank you for the overwhelming flood of support following the
Panorama-Interview. I did not even expect that at all.
Today we have a new topic to discuss, namely the flooding of
Europe with strangers. Seldom, one can say, does a century
carry a name. Usually we are satisfied to give it a number, for
example, we call the last century the 20th century even though
the number begins with 19.
This 20th century, surprisingly has two names. A Jewish Russian
historian teaching in the USA, calls it the Jewish century. And
then, in his extensive book that he has written, he adds that this
is also the century of anti-Semitism. Yuri Slezkine, he has
described the history of the Jews in the world in this over one
thousand pages book, half mythically but very real, especially

when he writes about the jewish century in Germany. This has
been available in Germany since 2006.
I always have to conclude that jewish literature is seldom read
by the Germans, which is rather dumb that we do not read it.
When one examines whether Yuri Slezkine was right with his
naming of the century a jewish one, that this century began
with the 100-year Memorial Congress in 1889. The memorial for
the French Revolution, which happened in 1789. We know about
this Congress, from the protocols and especially from a
publication in an English magazine, named "Truth" that was
published in 1890. In this Conference they set the plans for the
coming century.
This included, for example, the wars, the breaking up of
Germany after the war, and the abdication of the three
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emperors: the Austrian, the Prussian, and the Russian Tzar. And
over the Russian Empire on this map, and that is 1889/90, we
see the words, "Russian Desert". On another map that appeared
one or two years later, the area for Russia is labeled, "Land for
social experiments". From that we may conclude that this was
the design for the revolution,
the Bolshevik revolution. That was the first part of this jewish
century and it continues like that.
In 1933, the takeover of power through the National-Socialists,
and what happened in March? Many will recall that, this was the
first Jewish declaration of war on Germany as published in an
English newspaper. A full page declaration in the Daily Express,
where it is stated that "Judea declares war on Germany". And in
August of the same year this is declared as a "holy war against
Germany," that it is bloodthirsty and aggressive, and the most
militaristic land, and must be fought with all means.
And then, there are the claims that Germany is responsible for
both of the world wars. For the first world war that has been
proven wrong, Christopher Clark wrote a book last year "The
Sleepwalkers: How Europe Went to War in 1914". But,
Sebastian Huffier recognized that much earlier and said it. The
second world war and Adolf Hitler are a result of Versailles.
And then in the second half of the last century, this Jewish
century, we have the biggest crime of all times, namely the
Holocaust that the Germans are supposed to have committed.
So if we examine the larger movements of this history then you
can see that Yuri Slezkein was right.
The second name for the 20th century comes from a German by
the name of Hugo Wellems, and has the title, also published as
a book, "The Century of the Lie" [available only in German I
believe]. This book was published in the year that the wall came
down [Berlin, East-West] which is 100 years after the Memorial
Congress for the French revolution. And here it is very easy to
determine, and this is clear in Wellems book, that before the
first world war, and even more so during the first world war, and
after, the most horrible atrocity propaganda was being
disseminated about the Germans.
The worst of these barbaric lies, this was the chopped off hands
of the Belgian children, because this was supposed to prevent
these children from ever becoming soldiers. But, after the first
world war, this must be acknowledged, at least there was the
admission that this barbaric propaganda consisted only of lies.
This admission came, very candidly, from an employee of the
London Daily Mail, that on the day the first world war started on
August 14, he was told, by telephone, to publish atrocity stories,
particularly involving children and women, and to use his
imagination for this purpose. And "Mr. Wilson," he said, "yes,
this is what I did." So this is very clearly an admission that
these stories were not based on facts. For the second world war,
there has not yet been an official admission.
The admission for the first world war can be found in the series
"Historische Tatsachen" [Historical facts] by Udo Walendy. This
has the number 22, and was published in 1984 in a magazine
with the title "Allierte Kriegsproganda 1914 - 1919" [Allied War
Propaganda]. Here he has gathered, from the different
newspapers of the time, the most horrible texts and pictures,
drawn as cartoons, pictures of the most barbaric Germans, who
were blood thirsty and who wanted to make one war after the
other.
And what is so grotesque, when one knows that another man of
jewish ancestry, we always call him the Prussian, Hans Joachim
Schöll, the father of the lying son, he did a study, and
determined that the Germans were the least warmongering. The
French and the English were at the top of the list. These
magazines, that is why I am referencing them, that illustrated
the jewish lies of the first world war, were confiscated by the
police in the year 2013, which was almost 30 years after they
were published. They were confiscated and removed. And a
complaint at the court had no effect on this. Mr. Walendy has
not received his magazines back from the court to this day. So
one asks the question, how can it be, that 30 years after the
publication of these magazines, he did have a large inventory of
these, who ordered that these be taken away? Who is
responsible?
The very worst are the condemnations of the Germans for the
second world war. I always say world war 1 and world war 2,

because this must be understood as being one, they are part
one and part two. And for WWII, there are three publications
from respected American citizens, that deal with the question:
"What do we do with the Germans after the end of the war?" So
they assumed, of course, that they would win this war. So these
three sat down, and answered this question.
Now, in chronological order: The First was the anthropologist Dr.
Earnest Hooton - he lived from 1887 till 1954, and was a
prominent University scientist. He wrote the so-called HootonPlan, which I have here. This is now available, only parts of it of
course, translated into German, at the Hanse-Buchwerkstatyt, in
Bremen. This has the title, and this comes from Mr. Hooton
"Breed the desire for war out of the Germans". That was this
anthropologist's theme, how one can accomplish that.
The second is a prominent lawyer, a member of B’nai B’rithLodge, Louis Nizer. He lived from 1902 till 1994 and wrote a
book with the title, simply with the question: "What To Do With
Germany? " This book has also been translated into German.
"Was sollen wir also mit Deutschland machen? " The options
that Nizer stated were the following: either replacing the
population with another, or exterminate the people, or a
selective breeding program, or depending on political opinions,
forced expulsion. All very friendly measures, that they wanted to
do to the Germans.
Then, the third was Theodor Kaufman. He lived from 1910 till
1978, and then this book, this is really tops, "Germany Must
Perish". It was already translated [into German] in 1941. So we
can assume that the German Politicians, and the thinking people
of Germany were aware of all this. The only option for Kaufman
was a total punishment of Germany. Germany must disappear,
not only wishful thinking, but in reality, in fact. And this is how
this was reported in many publications in the USA, what shall be
done with Germany.
And now I ask, has there ever been a charge against Nizer -he
lived until 1994- has there ever been any prosecution or
extradition charge against him? Who is inciting? Who is guilty of
"Hate Speech"? All three of these German-haters were Jews.
And the Germans knew that, what they wanted to do with us
[Germans]. And these books were not only known to
President Franklin Roosevelt, who lived from 1887 till 1945, but
Roosevelt distributed these books to his administration and
officers and, ordered them to become familiar with these
lectures. So this was not only an isolated fringe position. No, it
was the real political answer to the question, what shall be done
with Germany after the war. And if you draw the conclusions
from these three publications, then we can outline the following
5 points:
1) Germany shall be divided up into several pieces. We have
that now, you only have to look at the maps.
2) All of the German education shall be destroyed. We have
that. We know the chaos that "Gender Mainstreaming" is
creating in the schools.
3) Destroy the National-Socialism in Germany. That has been
done.
4) Birthrates, and by that is meant pure German, to drastically
reduce these. We have that now. We have hardly any children
any more compared with in the past.
5) Having millions of foreigners coming into the country with the
aim of genetically mixing the Germans, thereby breeding the
Germans away. So we are right in the middle of this.
Points 1, 2, 3, and 4 are completed, and now we recognize point
5. So then, when we observe this in the greater context, our
blindfold is removed and we can see that this is all part of the
larger plan. It is all by design. And when we see on the
Television the pictures of mostly young men, who are coming in
the hundreds of thousands, either alone or with their young
families, into Germany, then it becomes clear. This is the plan
that was devised.
To summarize these observations, if you understand the earlier
parts of the story we see unfolding, then the phenomenon we
see happening now fits in very nicely in the picture as a whole.
We are now in the final phase, the last phase. Then all five
points that were presented to President Roosevelt will be
fulfilled.
To excuse us for not taking action sooner, this plan has been
unfolding in complete secrecy. And that is why, I have been
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told, there is nothing to find about any of these three authors
regarding these plans, nothing in Wikipedia or in the internet.
Only that Hooton was an Anthropologist, and worked on
something that has nothing to do with the Hooton-plan that I
have presented here. When people, who remember these things
from the time of the Third Reich, have ever mentioned any of
these plans, they have always been denounced or ridiculed as
"conspiracy theorists" and made to look ridiculous. And if they
still persisted with this information, then they were denounced
as hate-filled racists and fascists. So here, we see how that
what one does oneself is projected onto the other side.
And then we come to 9/11. 9/11 and the mass migration of
refugees. We must see 9/11 in this same context. It is alleged
that on September 11th some Arabic people from distant
Afghanistan or wherever did this. And then, after 9/11 the world
was divided into good and evil.
The axis of evil was used to define those countries that wanted
to preserve their independence, politically as well as
economically. Some of these countries were set up quite modern
and cohesive, better than other African countries. But these
countries, from Libya to Afghanistan, this entire belt of North
Africa to the Middle East, have been bombed into the stone age
and chaos by the same people who want to free Europe through
globalization, free them from National Statehood, and in
particular free them from the Germans. And the two successful
National Leaders Saddam Hussein and Gaddafi were murdered.
Of course it was easy to find rebellious young people in these
countries, as is always the case of people at a certain age, who
will revolt and protest about everything that they don't agree
with, who want to be independent. These people were easily
manipulated to become the destabilizing force that led to this
chaos.
Already in this first phase we saw the first refugees fleeing from
war and violence coming to Europe. But only after the Islamic
State, the IS, spread their brutality and terror, and engaged
Syria in a long and horrible civil war, did the waves of refugees
take on a new and uncontrollable dimension. And only today it
was clearly stated that we have lost our oversight and ability to
control these events. It has escaped our control. I assume that,
one can claim, that not only those who were waiting in camps,
who were fed up, but especially the ones who have been in the
camps in Turkey for a year or longer, that these have offered or
been offered money to get organized smugglers to get them to
move on, and make a good business out of that.
So we can now say that everything has gone to plan. It is hard
to imagine how to accomplish that millions of foreigners, who
would rather stay home, to get these to move to Germany. With
this detour, we can see, how to accomplish this plan, over a
long period of time. They have accomplished this plan in only 70
years, from the end of WWII until now, to get people native to
other countries to migrate in large numbers to Germany. And
they were probably told, that Germany is the place that they
should go, how they will be welcomed. How else would these
people, from some little African country, or even the people
from Syria, know to come to Germany?
But then, we only have to think back and remember the plans of
Hooton, Nizer, and Kaufman and the execution of their plans to
understand the big picture. Of course one must say, that these
migrants and asylum seekers have no idea of these background
information and plans. For them, the only thing they know are
the horrors of the wars, and the wonderful picture of the
welcome they will get in Europe, especially in Germany, where
one can expect a friendly reception. They don't know, one must
admit that, that they are only pawns in a very nasty game. Still,
I think, they must be made to understand these facts and we
must undertake everything in our collective power to invest the
millions of taxpayer money, for their settlement in their home
countries.
That is something that one of their leaders said, a few days ago,
that if they could have only a fraction of the money that we are
spending here for these refugees, for the education, for the
housing, integration, healthcare, pocket money, in the countries
where they are coming from, that then they would never have a
reason to leave their home countries.

So that means that even for these people we are actually
contributing to the destruction of their future. Since those
people that come here, and we even invite to come here, which
is amoral, these people are often those that had some money
and some education, and could afford to go on the trip, which is
quite expensive. Also, it is the young working age people. And if
anybody could bring about a positive change in those countries
from where these people come from, it is these very people. But
not those corrupt people in politics, these people will never fix
conditions at home after all these people have left.
There are a number of European countries that do not want to
play along with Germany’s "Welcome Refugee" culture. Whether
these are aware of the nasty game that is being played, I don't
know, and it does not matter anyway. In any case, they are
closer to reality than all those politicians who are stooges in this
evil game.
I also want to point out that if you look at the globe, and if you
look at the huge continent of Africa, and the even bigger
continent of Asia, and then look at Europe, it is very small. And
where is Germany? On a normal globe it is only a dot. And
where do all these millions of people want to go? That can not
possibly end well. It will end in a collapse.
So one can say that the politics of the new Global World Order,
since they are the ones behind this, that their plan to destroy
the German people will succeed. But not only will they destroy
the German people, they will also destroy the qualified refugees
and asylum seekers, who are also being led to their own
destruction. The economic collapse that this is creating,
everyone can see that, can not support these millions of people
without having resources or enough agricultural produce to
support them. and resentment when things become scarce. and
resentment when things become scarce. So, those do-gooders
and young green people who think they are helping anyone,
need to change their way of thinking. Those who use people as
a weapon to further their political goals, those who destroy their
own country with the weapon of people, that is the very worst
weapon possible.
So I must say, that this culture of "welcome refugees" for
millions of people is either megalomaniac or plain hubris and the
worst possible sin.
If you feel proud of how the German people are so generous
with the refugees, and they are so generous because they do
not understand the hidden agenda, then it is most important
that we end the jewish century of lies as quickly as possible.
For those who want to see at least one of our cases, there is a
booklet that was published last year by the HanseBuchwerkstadt
Bremen,
"Züchtet
den
Deutsche
Ihre
Veranlagung zum
Krieg aus" [Breed the warmongering out of the Germans]. I
imagine this can be found in the Internet. But here is the
address where this can be ordered: Postfach 330404, 28334
Bremen.
Also I want to comment on how the Germans are now seen by
others, by quoting a regular newspaper the Westfalenblatt on
Wednesday the 9th of September 2015, only a few days ago.
Under the title, "Hippie state Germany" we read the following:
"The British Political scientist Anthony Glees has defined
Germany's behavior with regard to the refugee crisis as
undemocratic. The decision to take in those refugees that were
stranded in Hungary does not conform to EU rules." He stated
that in the Deutschlandfunk [radio] also. He said that in Britain
they get the impression that "Germany has lost its common
sense. You may think what you want about Hungary, but if
Germany does not abide by the rules of the EU, then the EU will
break apart," says Glees. "Germany is behaving like a hippy
state, that lets itself be lead by emotions."
That is the assessment of a British political scientist, and he is
correct with this assessment.
I believe we must all change our thinking, and we must do it
fast!
http://ungraindesable.thesavoisien.com/public/English_
section/Ursula_Haverbeck_The_Hooton_Plan_and_the_M
igrant_Crisis.pdf
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From Sylvia Stolz’s current drawn-out battle with Germany’s perverse judicial system’s
Section 130: “defaming the memory of the dead”.

------------------------------Freiheit ist das Wesen des Geistes, sein Sinn das Wahre, Gute, Schöne

Sylvia Stolz
Rechtswissenschaftlerin1
Pfarrer-Grabmeier-Allee 10
(bis 2006 Hindenburgallee)
-D85560 Ebersberg
Deutsches Reich2
Tel: 08092 / 24418
Vorab per Fax-Nr. 089-5143 783
An das Bayer.Verwaltungsgericht München
Bayerstr. 30
D-80335 München
Ebersberg, 28.7.2016
In der Streitsache Sylvia Stolz gegen ”Bayerischer Rundfunk”
wegen Rundfunkbeitrag M 26 K 16.2903 teile ich mit, daß mit
einer Übertragung der Angelegenheit auf einen Einzelrichter (§ 6
Abs. 1 VwGO) kein Einverständnis besteht. Auch besteht kein
Einverständnis mit einer Entscheidung durch Gerichtsbescheid
ohne mündliche Verhandlung (§ 84 Abs. 1 Satz 1 VwGO).
Laut Schreiben vom 4.7.2016 erhalte ich Gelegenheit, mich zu
der Ansicht des Vorsitzenden zu äußern, daß „nach dem
bisherigen
Sachstand”
eine
Entscheidung
durch
Gerichtsbescheid ohne mündliche Verhandlung in Betracht
käme.
Das Schreiben vom 4.7.2016 enthält jedoch keine Angaben, in
welcher Richtung und inwiefern „der Sachverhalt geklärt” sei
und „die Sache keine besonderen Schwierigkeiten tatsächlicher
oder rechtlicher Art” aufweise.
So kann dem Schreiben nicht einmal entnommen werden, ob in
Betracht gezogen wird, die Klage per Gerichtsbescheid
abzuweisen oder ihr stattzugeben (was ebenso möglich ist 3.
Da nicht mitgeteilt wurde, welchen Sachverhalt man als
„geklärt” betrachte und inwiefern „die Sache keine besonderen
Schwierigkeiten tatsächlicher oder rechtlicher Art” aufweise,
kann dazu nicht konkret und sachbezogen Stellung genommen
werden. Da die Beteiligten „konkret, rechtzeitig und
sachbezogen zu hören” sind 4, ist der Anhörungspflicht durch
das Schreiben vom 4.7.2016 nicht Genüge getan.
Im übrigen ist nicht nachvollziehbar, wie der Sachverhalt
angesichts der in der Klageschrift (vom 1.7.2016 gegen die
gestellte
Rundfunkbeitragsforderung)
substantiiert
vorgetragenen staats- und völkerrechtlichen Einwendungen
dementgegen „geklärt” sein könnte. Vielmehr sind für die
eventuell vorliegende Ansicht, daß die Klage trotz der in der
Klageschrift vorgetragenen Einwendungen unbegründet sei,
Gründe weder vorgetragen noch ersichtlich. Zumindest wird
man seriöserweise zugeben müssen, daß für eine vereinfachte
Klageabweisung der hier tatsächlich vorliegende Sachverhalt
schwer überschaubar ist, sodaß eine Klageabweisung per
Gerichtsbeschluß ohne mündliche Verhandlung ausgeschlossen
ist 5.
Das vereinfachte Verfahren per Gerichtsbescheid ist ohnehin
vom rechtlichen Standpunkt aus gesehen fragwürdig.
Ein Gerichtsbescheid ohne mündliche Verhandlung kann
ergehen, auch wenn die Berufung ausgeschlossen oder von
einer besonderen Zulassung abhängig gemacht wird.
Es gibt zwar die Möglichkeit, nach dem Erlaß eines
Gerichtsbescheids mündliche Verhandlung zu beantragen,
wodurch er als nicht ergangen gilt (§ 84 Abs. 3 VwGO) und
mündliche Verhandlung durchgeführt wird. Jedoch kann das
Gericht dann bei seinem Urteil von einer eigenen Darstellung
des Tatbestandes und der Entscheidungsgründe absehen und
stattdessen lediglich feststellen, daß es der Begründung des
Gerichtsbescheids folgt (§ 84 Abs. 4 VwGO). Da dieser
definitionsgemäß von einem „geklärten Sachverhalt” und einer
Sache ohne „besondere Schwierigkeiten tatsächlicher oder
rechtlicher Art” ausgeht, sind kaum mehr als oberflächliche

Entscheidungsgründe zu erwarten, die lediglich Behauptungen
aufstellen, ohne auf tiefergehende Sach- und Rechtsfragen
einzugehen. Ein Gerichtsbescheid ist nicht darauf ausgerichtet,
eine Klärung durch gründliche Prüfung herbeizuführen, sondern
von einer Geklärtheit auszugehen.
Formal ist der Weg ermöglicht und vorgezeichnet, daß es trotz
der danach beantragten mündlichen Verhandlung einfach dabei
bleibt.
Der Gerichtsbescheid wird daher auch als „Verfahren zweiter
Klasse mit geminderten Rechtsschutzgarantien” bezeichnet, als
Verfahren, „das kaum dem Bild entspricht, das sich der
rechtssuchende Bürger von einem fairen Verfahren macht”.6
Der Gerichtsbescheid ohne mündliche Verhandlung stellt
insbesondere im vorliegenden Fall eine Verletzung des
Anspruchs auf Öffentlichkeit des Verfahrens und öffentliche
Verkündung des Urteils dar.7 Es besteht großes öffentliches
Interesse
an
den
Rundfunkbeitragsprozessen.
Der
Rundfunkbeitrag wird gegen den Willen von Millionen und gegen
den energischen Widerstand vieler tausender Menschen
gefordert.
Durch den Rundfunkbeitrag sind – wie aus der Klageschrift
hervorgeht – existentielle Interessen des deutschen Volkes
betroffen. Auch wegen dieser grundsätzlichen Bedeutung der
Klage, ware es unsachgemäß und rechtswidrig, ein Zeichen
sachfremder Erwägungen, sie im vereinfachten Verfahren
abzuweisen.
Ein Gerichtsbescheid im vereinfachten Verfahren scheint eine
einfache Lösung zu bieten, um - unter tatsächlicher Umgehung
von „politisch” lästigem Sachverhalt und ungelegener Rechtslage
- zu einem gewünschten Ergebnis zu kommen. Eine
Vorgehensweise, die, wie wohl kaum betont werden muß, mit
Willkürverbot und anderen grundlegenden Rechtsprinzipien
unvereinbar ist.
Und - auch bei vielfacher Durchführung - die Tatsachen nicht
aus der Welt schafft. Auch nicht aus dem Bewußtsein zahlloser
Menschen weltweit.
Sylvia Stolz [gez.]
Anlage: Abschrift dieses Schreibens (nur der Postsendung
anliegend)
1 Assessorin / Volljuristin.
Als Rechtsanwältin seit 12 / 2011 aus der Rechtsanwaltschaft in
der BRD ausgeschlossen wegen sog. „Holocaust-Leugnung“ vor
Gericht.
»Rechtswissenschaft ist die Wissenschaft von den göttlichen und
menschlichen Dingen, vom Gerechten und Ungerechten.«
Domitius Ulpianus
2 Das Deutsche Reich existiert fort und besitzt nach wie vor
Rechtsfähigkeit (auch: BVerfGE 36,1,15 f., keine wesentliche
Änderung der Lage seither).
3 Kommentar zur VwGO, Ferdinand O. Kopp, 10. Aufl. München
1994, § 84 Rn. 7
4 Kommentar zur VwGO, a.a.O., § 84 Rn. 21 - Die Wahrheit
wird nur zu oft, wie man sagt, verdunkelt, aber sie erlischt nie.
Liviusv
5 Kommentar zur VwGO, a.a.O., § 84 Rn. 8
6 Kommentar zur VwGO, a.a.O., § 84 Rn. 2
7 vgl. Kommentar zur VwGO, a.a.O., § 84 Rn. 2
Im Vorteil sein und im Recht sein bedeutet einen Unterschied,
der seine Rechnung erst später stellt.

***

On 14 January 2008 Sylvia Stolz was sentenced to 3.5
years prison for defending Ernst Zündel!
German Neo-Nazi Lawyer Sentenced for Denying Holocaust
A German court on Monday jailed the lawyer of a convicted
Holocaust denier for calling the Nazis' World War II slaughter of
European Jews "the biggest lie in world history."
http://www.dw.com/en/german-neo-nazi-lawyer-sentenced-fordenying-holocaust/a-3058271
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Intellectual Terrorism against Free Speech
Tom Sunic, Ph.D., September 27, 2016
The modern thought police is hard to spot, as it often seeks
cover under soothing words such as “democracy” and “human
rights.” While each member state of the European Union likes to
show off the beauties of its constitutional paragraph, seldom
does it attempt to talk about the ambiguities of its criminal
code. Last year, in June and November, the European
Commission held poorly publicized meetings in Brussels and
Strasbourg whose historical importance regarding the future of
free speech could overshadow the recent launching of the new
euro currency.
At issue is the enactment of the new European legislation whose
objective is to counter the growing suspicion about the viability
of the multiracial European Union. Following the events of
September 11, and in the wake of occasionally veiled anti-Israeli
comments in some American and European journals, the desire
of the European Commission is to exercise maximum damage
control via maximum thought control. If the new bill sponsored
by the European Commission regarding “hate crime” passes
through the European parliament, the judiciary of any individual
EU member state in which this alleged “verbal offence ” has
been committed, will no longer carry legal weight. Legal
proceedings and “appropriate” punishment will become the
prerequisite of the European Union’s supra-national courts. If
this proposed law is adopted by the Council of Ministers of the
European Union, it automatically becomes law in all European
Union member states; from Greece to Belgium, from Denmark
to Portugal. Pursuant to this law’s ambiguous wording of the
concept of ” hate crime” or “racial incitement,” anyone convicted
of such an ill-defined verbal offense in country “A” of the
European Union, can be fined or imprisoned in country “B ” of
the European Union.
In reality this is already the case. In hindsight, the enactment of
this EU law appears like the reenactment of the communist
criminal code of the late Soviet Union. For instance, the
communist judiciary of the now defunct communist Yugoslavia
had for decades resorted to the similar legal meta-language,
such as the paragraph on “hostile propaganda ” of the Criminal
code, Article 133. Such semantic abstraction could apply to any
suspect – regardless whether the suspect committed acts of
physical violence against the communist state, or simply
cracked a joke critical of communism.
For the time being the United Kingdom enjoys the highest
degree of civil liberties in Europe; Germany the lowest. [Ed.:
Sadly,
this
is
no
longer
the
case
re
the
UK
(here, here and here).] The UK Parliament recently turned
down the similar “hate crime” law proposal sponsored by various
pressure groups. However, numerous cases of mugging of
elderly people of British descent in English cities by foreign,
mostly Asian gangs, either go unreported, or do not have legal
follow ups. If a foreign suspect, charged with criminal offense is
put on trial, he usually pleads innocent or declares himself in
front of often timid judges as a “victim of racial prejudice”.
Thus, regardless of the relative freedom in the UK, a certain
degree of de facto self-censorship exists. The proposed EU law
would make this de facto censorship de jure. This could,
possibly, trigger more racial violence, given that the potential
victims would be afraid to speak out for fear of being convicted
of “hate speech” themselves.
Since 1994, Germany, Canada and Australia have strengthened
laws against dissenting views, particularly against revisionists
and nationalists. Several hundred German citizens, including a
number of high- profile scholars have been accused of
vuincitement to racial hatred or of denying the holocaust, on the
basis of the strange legal neologism of the Article 130
(“Volksverhetzung”) in the German Criminal Code. From this

poorly worded yet overarching grammatical construct, it is now
easy to place any journalist or a professor in legal difficulty if
he/she questions the writing of modern history or if happens to
be critical about the rising number of non-European immigrants.
In Germany, contrary to England and America, there is a long
legal tradition that everything is forbidden that is not explicitly
allowed. In America and England the legal practice presupposes
that everything is allowed that is not specifically forbidden. This
may be the reason why Germany adopted stringent laws against
alleged or real holocaust denial. In December of last year, a
Jewish-American historian Norman Finkelstein, during his visit to
Germany, called upon the German political class to cease to be a
victim of the “holocaust industry” pressure groups. He remarked
that such a reckless German attitude only provokes hidden antiSemitic sentiments. As was to be expected, nobody reacted to
Finkelstein’s remarks, for fear of being labeled anti-Semitic
themselves. Instead, the German government, via its taxpayers,
agreed last year to pay further share of 5 billion euros for this
fiscal year to some 800.000 holocaust survivors. Such silence is
the price paid for intellectual censorship in democracies. When
discussion of certain topics are forbidden, the climate of
frustration followed by individual terrorist violence starts
growing. Can any Western nation that inhibits speech, and the
free expression of diverse political views -however aberrant they
may be – call itself a democracy?
Although America prides itself on its First Amendment, free
speech in higher education and the media is subject to didactic
self censorship. Expression of politically incorrect opinions can
ruin the careers of, or hurt the grades of those who are “naive”
enough to trust their First Amendment rights. It is a growing
practice among tenured professors in the USA to give passing
grades to many of their minority students in order to avoid legal
troubles with their peers at best, or to avoid losing a job at
worst.
In a similar vein, according to the Fabius-Gayssot law, proposed
by a French Communist deputy and adopted in 1990, a person
uttering doubts about modern antifascist victimology in public
risks serious fines or imprisonment. A number of writers and
journalists from France and Germany committed suicide, lost
their jobs, or asked for political asylum in Syria, Sweden or
America.
Similar repressive measures have been recently enacted in
multicultural Australia, Canada and Belgium. Many East
European nationalist politicians, particularly from Croatia,
wishing to visit their expatriate countrymen in Canada or
Australia, are denied visas by those countries on the grounds of
their alleged extremist nationalistic views. For the time being,
Russia and other post-communist countries are not subject to
the same repressive thought control as exists in the USA or the
European Union. Yet, in view of the increasing pressure from
Brussels and Washington, this may change.
Contrary to widespread beliefs, state terror, i.e., totalitarianism,
is not only a product of violent ideology espoused by a handful
of thugs. Civic fear, feigned self-abnegation, and intellectual
abdication create an ideal ground for the totalitarian temptation.
Intellectual terrorism is fueled by a popular belief that somehow
things will straighten out by themselves. Growing social apathy
and rising academic self-censorship only boost the spirit of
totalitarianism. Essentially, the spirit of totalitarianism is the
absence of all spirit.
Ed. note: Apropos the University of Chicago’s Orwellian
stance on free speech, Dr. Sunic, based on his experience
growing up in Yugoslavia, ties the war on free speech to
communism. Originally published in Pravda, February 9,
2002.
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Haverbeck:

Dritte Haftstrafe seit November 2015
von Julian Feldmann
"Sie weiß ganz genau, was sie tut": Mit diesen Worten hat das
die Holocaust-Leugnerin Ursula Haverbeck erneut zu einer
Amtsgericht im ostwestfälischen Bad Oeynhausen am Dienstag
Gefängnisstrafe von elf Monaten ohne Bewährung verurteilt. Es
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ist die dritte Haftstrafe, die gegen die 87-Jährige innerhalb eines
Jahres verhängt wurde.
Wegen vier Veröffentlichungen auf ihrer Internetseite musste
sich Haverbeck verantworten. In den Texten stellt die
Rechtsextremistin den nationalsozialistischen Massenmord an
den Juden als Lüge dar. "Liebe Landsleute, den Holocaust gab es
nicht", ist dort bis heute zu lesen.

applaudierten die angereisten Rechtsextremen der Angeklagten
und stimmten im Gericht mit der alten Frau die Nationalhymne
in allen drei Strophen an. Unter den Augen von Beamten der
Bereitschaftspolizei gratulierte vor dem Gerichtsgebäude der
umtriebige Neonazi-Aktivist Meinolf Schönborn der 87-Jährigen.
Auch der ehemalige Verdener NPD-Ratsherr Rigolf Hennig und
der
hessische
NPD-Funktionär
Roy
Armstrong-Godenau
bejubelten die notorische Volksverhetzerin.
http://daserste.ndr.de/panorama/Haverbeck-DritteHaftstrafe-,haverbeck144.html
***
Weitere Haftstrafe für Holocaust-Leugnerin Haverbeck
Das Amtsgericht Detmold verurteilt Holocaust-Leugnerin
Ursula
Haverbeck
zu
Haftstrafe
von
von
acht
Monaten. | mehr
*******************

"Sie weiß ganz genau, was sie tut"

Es ist die dritte Verurteilung innerhalb eines Jahres für
Ursula Haverbeck, l, Meinolf Schönborn, m, Lady Michéle
Renouf, r. Zu dem Prozess reisten Neonazis aus ganz
Deutschland an.
Für die Richterin ist klar: Haverbeck will mir ihrer Leugnung der
Verbrechen Hass in der Gesellschaft erzeugen. "Haverbeck
identifiziert sich seit Jahrzehnten mit der nationalsozialistischen
Ideologie und Antisemitismus", so die Richterin. Kern sei die
"Aberkennung des Lebensrechts der Juden“.
Haverbeck ist weiterhin auf freiem Fuß
Das Amtsgericht Detmold hatte Haverbeck Anfang September
wegen Holocaust-Leugnung zu acht Monaten Haft verurteilt und
bereits im November 2015 war sie vom Amtsgericht Hamburg
zu zehn Monaten verurteilt worden. Gegen alle Urteile legte
Haverbeck Berufung ein, aus diesem Grund sind die Urteile noch
nicht rechtskräftig und Haverbeck weiterhin auf freiem Fuß. Der
Staatsanwalt in Bad Oeynhausen ist sich sicher: Die "absolute
Überzeugungstäterin" werde "weiter Straftaten begehen". Die
einzige Möglichkeit, sie davon abzuhalten, sei es, sie ins
Gefängnis zu sperren. Im November steht der nächste Prozess
gegen sie an - dann vor dem Amtsgericht Verden.
Ins Gefängnis muss Haverbeck erst, wenn eines der Urteile
rechtskräftig wird. Da sie gegen die Entscheidungen der
Amtsgerichte Berufung eingelegt hat, müssen sich jetzt die
Landgerichte
mit
Haverbecks
Taten
befassen.
Verhandlungstermine dort sind bislang nicht bekannt. Auch das
Urteil in Bad Oeynhausen will sie anfechten, so dass sich der
Haftantritt noch einige Monate hinziehen wird.
Gesondertes Verfahren gegen mutmaßlichen Mittäter
Die volksverhetzenden Einträge sind noch immer online zu
finden, da der Server in Utah (USA) steht. Nur Haverbeck oder
ihr mutmaßlicher Mittäter, Markus Walter von der Neonazi-Partei
Die Rechte, könnten die Einträge löschen. Gegen Walter werde
in einem gesonderten Verfahren ermittelt, weil er für die 87Jährige,
die
keinen
Internetanschluss
besitzt,
die
Hassbotschaften im Internet verbreiten würde. Haverbeck
bestätigte implizit den Verdacht gegen Walter, der ihre Website
auch registriert hatte.
Der Prozess gegen die notorische Holocaust-Leugnerin wurde
von Störungen begleitet. Über 50 Unterstützer von Haverbeck
waren aus ganz Deutschland angereist, aus Großbritannien kam
die Rechtsextremistin Michèle Renouf. Weil in dem Saal des
kleinen Amtsgerichts kaum die Hälfte der Anhänger Platz
fanden, kam es zu Tumulten. Mehrmals musste die Richterin die
Verhandlung unterbrechen, da Neonazis auf dem Flur Lärm
machten.
Gratulation von Neonazis
Bei der Urteilsverkündung schrien mehrere Rechtsextreme der
Richterin "Lügnerin" entgegen, einer zeigte ihr den Mittelfinger.
Der Mann wurde festgenommen. Nach der Verurteilung

The judge, who stated this in her reasoning about Ursula
Haverbeck’s mindset, fails to realize that truth-telling and
asking questions is a fundamental human right. Not so in
Germany when it comes to the Jewish Holocaust. There
“hurt feelings” need to be protected because truth will
shake a dogmatist’s prized ideology. Here is a brief
eyewitness account of a court case where truth is no
defence. – ed. AI.
Comment from Dagmar Brenne
Ich bin so sehr froh daß wenigstens einer weiß was er tut. Ich
lese oft Briefe an Frau Merkel, an Minister und Bürgermeister,
wo besorgte Schreiber diesen Hochgestellten die Irrtümer ihres
Tuns beibringen möchten. Vergeblich versuchen sie diesen
Leuten einen Sinn in ihren unsinnigen und zerstörersichen Taten
einzubläuen, umsonst. Und hier ist nun eine Dame von 87
Jahren, die genau weiß was sie tut!
Welch eine Wohltat!
Und was tut sie denn? Sie weist darauf hin, mit Zitaten und
Dokumenten, daß nicht sie, Ursula, noch Deutschland sich in
Hetze ergehen gegen andere Völkerschaften, sondern
umgekehrt: eine Welle von Haß ergießt sich seit Jahrzehnten
über Deutschland von Menschen, die Hooton, Nizer, Kaufmann
und Wiesel heißen. Weder der Staatsanwalt, ein Herr Lausten,
noch die junge Richterin, eine Frau Schwöppe-Funk sind im
geringsten auf Frau Haverbecks Argumente eingegangen. Es war
als hätten sie eine vorstudierte Rolle heruntergesprochen.
Dennoch geht es immer mehr dem unglaublichen Ziel entgegen:
Germany must perish - Deutschland verrecke. Das muß
verhindert werden, wie Frau Ursula Haverbeck genau weiß.
***
Did you see the picture of 87 year old Ursula Haverbeck and
Michelle Renouf? This 87 year old lady was in court yesterday.
She quoted from statements by Jews, such as Hooton, Nizer and
Kaufmann as to what was to happen with Germany, such as:
Germany must perish.
Her accusers said that it is SHE who spreads hatred, when it
was obvious that it was the other way around.
Arthur Topham from Quesnel in Canada turned the book around,
using exactly the same words: Israel must perish. He is in deep
poo now, THEY cannot see the joke.
I was in the court room and loved that old lady’s demeanour,
her clear voice, her perfectly clear and audible speech and
reasoning, her upright stand for the duration of the entire court
procedures.
The lady judge and the accuser’s Staatsanwalt completely
ignored her evidence and rattled off speeches that were so
predictable and pre-prepared it was laughable. The entire sham
could have been saved.
Anyway, quite a few people gathered, sang the German national
anthem, and we had a debriefing in the same hotel where we
had spent the night – at the expense of an anonymous sponsorit must have cost $ tousands.
Dagmar Brenne,
12 October 2016
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