Did Six MIlion Really D e

Truth at Last - Exposed:

(Part 1 of 9)

Foreword to the new edition

"Zindel's Story."

You have before you the nost expensive little publication printed in the English
| anguage in nodern times.

M1llions of words have been spoken and witten about this publication as a
result of the two Zindel Trials.

Many hours of tel evision news reports were broadcast about the content of this
publication and the surrounding controversy and tri al

The Canadi an governnent, its various branches |ike the police, the Attorney
Ceneral s office, the Canadi an Departnment of Inmgration, the courts with staff,
cl erks, stenographers, court reporters and security personnel spent mllions of
dollars for research, staff and courtroom space

Ernst Zindel, the nman at the centre of this controversy, did not wite this
bookl et. He nerely supplied the four words on the original cover, stating” Truth
at | ast exposed." He supplied the photos and news clippings on the inside cover
of the publication, plus one sentence under his youthful photo on page two. He
wrote and supplied the text on page three headed: “To all Canadi an Lawyers and
Medi a representatives"” and signed it hinself. That was his foreword to the
publ i cati on.

Not hi ng what soever has been changed - not a single word of the text which was
witten by an Englishman called Ri chard Harwood who, Zindel thought until his
trial, was teaching at the University of London. During the trial, the wtness
Mark Weber reveal ed the real nane of the author as the former honours student of
the University of London, Richard Verrall - alias Richard Harwood. Ernst Zinde
did not know this at the tinme of publication

The original English publishers did not permt Ernst Zindel to change a single
line or sentence in the Canadi an "publication,” which is what you now have in
your hands. The Court records reveal that Ernst Zindel reluctantly agreed to
this, adding only an order coupon on page30, and two pages of an after word (or
some closing remarks). This canme as a response to the article reproduced on the
top right of page 31, which, at the tinme, appeared in many Canadi an newspapers
fromcoast to coast. Ernst Zindel nerely reprinted Dd Six MIlion Really Die?
By a photo-offset nethod - an exact duplicate, plus the already nentioned
additions. In Court, he said he felt safe doing that because the publication had
al ready been translated into 12 | anguages, and was being sold w thout any |ega
problenms in 18 countries. The only exception was South Africa, where the
publication was forbidden at the instigation of the Jew sh | obby. A bookl et
entitled Six MIlion Did Die was al so published in South Africa; this bookl et
figured promnently in the Zindel trial in 1988.

Ernst Zindel becane a household word in Canada, beginning with his1985 trial

whi ch | asted seven weeks, and his marathon 1988 trial which |asted for al nost
four nmonths. The bookl et made Ernst Zindel and his revisionist viewpoint fanous
across the gl obe.

The Zindel case is now, for the second time in 10 years, before the Suprene
Court of Canada, because the defense feels that the Fal se News section of the
Crimnal Code in Canada, under which Ernst Zindel was charged and convi cted



twice, is unconstitutional, in that it offends against Canada’s “Charter of
Ri ghts and Freedons” (a watered-down version of the American Bill of R ghts).

Ernst Zindel now awaits the verdict of the highest court in the land- will it be
freedom exoneration or jail?

You can be Judge and Jury! Read the booklet, and then ask yourself: should a man
be beaten, spat upon, terrorized, beset upon by frenzied nobs, bonbed and
charged with a crimnal offence, dragged through | engthy court cases and
terribly expensive | egal costs, because of the few errors, made by a witer ten
years previous? What do you think? Was this persecution of Ernst Zindel, through
prosecution by the state, just to punish himfor his beliefs? "Persons who woul d
spread hate in this conmunity in order to foster right-wi ng beliefs which attack
t he delicate bal ance of racial and social harnony in our community must be

puni shed" (Judge Thomas’ very own words on the day he sentenced Ernst Zindel
Transcript 10575)

VWhat do you think?

Did this German resident of Canada not do the natural thing by attenpting to
answer all of the nasty accusations and snears about his own people (in the
medi a, on television, in school books etc.) by using an Englishman’s witings to
rebut these often outrageous clains and charges?

I f sonebody said simlar things about your own ethnic group, would you not want
to respond?

You be the judge. Read this and pass it on

TO ALL CANADI AN LAWERS AND MEDI A REPRESENTATI VES:

This booklet is the type of material that the Attorney General of British

Col unbi a considers 'racist'. The Attorney Ceneral of Ontario, at the behest of
his B.C. colleague, is purportedly conducting an investigation of Sam sdat
Publ i shers preparatory to the laying of a crimnal charge of "pronoting hatred
agai nst an identifiable group.”

Sam sdat intends to use this opportunity, however, unwelconme, to test the
definition and hence, the validity of the so-called 'Hate Law section of the
Canadi an Crimnal Code. What is now becoming clear to all of us, even to those
who enacted the so-called '"Hate Law, is that we enacted not so nuch an

i nstrunment agai nst hate as an instrunent against truth.

Canada was a civilized country before the passage of the "Hate Law . W al ready
had | aws against the incitement to riot, to nurder, to arson, to the conm ssion
of assault and bodily harm Qur laws protected and still protect every citizen
fromlibel, slander and defamation. But the outlaw ng of 'hate' does not thereby
abolish feelings of hate, as we all know. To prohibit expressions of hatred may
even cause such feelings to go unvented until they beconme expl osive and take the
formof violence. Prior to the 'Hate Law , we Canadi ans behaved with mature
conposure when encountering hateful expressions. W sinply shunned the haters
and left themto spew out their ire, unsupported and alone. In nost cases, a
col d dose of healthy public ridicule would quench the nore vol canic vituperators
and reason woul d-be restored. But sonething happened to us, for as we have grown
ol der as a country, we have becone | ess mature and | ess secure. Qur passage of
the ‘Hate Law was a grave reflection upon ourselves. It reveal ed a sudden | ose
of confidence in our own wi sdom and judgnment and in the wi sdom and judgenent of
the great majority of Canadian voters and citizens. Suddenly, we had to be
protected from oursel ves and just as suddenly, we becane refugees fromfreedom



No denocracy that so distrusts the majority can long remain a denocracy; it
becomes a police state in the worst tradition of police states.

Unfortunately, only a few cl ear-sighted and courageous individuals protested the
enactment of the 'Hate Law . So thick were the clouds of hysteria and half-truth
over the matter that only these few perceived the dangers inherent in a statute
whi ch could be used at the discretion of a public official to suppress the
freedom of enquiry and discussion in regard to relevant public issues. Anmong
these few protesters, | proudly nunmber nyself, for | spoke out then and | speak
out now, on behalf of our basic freedomto act as thinking human beings.

As we stunble along the road to the 1984 of George Orwell, we sonetines receive
a taste of his dismal future-fantasy well ahead of schedul e. Pernicious
‘“thought-crine' legislation like the 'Hate Law has brought us 1984 already. It
has not outlawed hate, but it has outlawed truth on behalf of those predatory
vested interests whose archeneny is truth!

Thi s bookl et has been sent to you free of charge as a public service. After
reading it, you are perfectly free to agree or to disagree with its content. You
may even ignore it and |leave it unread. Truth has no need of coercion. Those who
choose to ignore the truth are not punished by |aw-they punish thensel ves. W
of Sam sdat Publishers do not believe that you should be forced to read

somet hing, any nore than we believe that you should be forced to read sonething,
any nore than we believe that you should be forced not to read sonething.

Qovi ously, we have much nore faith in your soundness of mnd and good j udgnent
than do the enactors and enforcers of the 'Hate Law ! Wether you agree or

di sagree with the facts presented in this booklet, we invite you to assist us in
recl ai m ng and saf eguardi ng the freedons we have all so |long enjoyed, until now,
i n Canada.

Hel p us renove this shaneful stain of tyranny from our otherw se bright and
shining land. Help us strike the terrible sword of censorship fromthe hands of
those who would slay truth in pursuit of their dubious ainms. Wthout freedom of
enqui ry and freedom of access to information we cannot have freedom of thought
and wi t hout freedom of thought, we cannot be a free people. The matter is
urgent. Can you help us restore and protect the freedomof all Canadi ans?

You can hel p decisively by sending your contribution to the Sam sdat Defense
Fund. Legal fees are costly in the extrenme. W anticipate daily expenditures of
$1,000.00 in attorneys' fees and in the rei nbursement of w tnesses who nmust be
flown in fromAustralia, Israel, Europe and from both American continents.

VWhat ever hel p you can provide will make 1984 a nuch better year for your
children and grandchildren-a year in which freedomof thought will not be a
menory, but a beautiful reality!

(Si gnat ure)
Ernst Zundel , Publ i sher
SAM SDAT PUBLI SHERS LTD.

| NTRCDUCT! ON

O course, atrocity propaganda is nothing new. It has acconpani ed every conflict
of the 20th century and doubtless will continue to do so. During the First Wrld
War, the Germans were actually accused of eating Bel gian babies, as well as
delighting to throwthemin the air and transfix them on bayonets. The British
al so alleged that the Gernman forces were operating a "Corpse Factory”, in which



t hey boil ed down the bodies of their own dead in order to obtain glycerine and
other cormodities, a calculated insult to the honor of an Inperial arny. After
the war, however, came the retractions; indeed, a public statement was nade by
the Foreign Secretary in the House of Conmons apol ogi zing for the insults to
German honor, which were admtted to be war-ti nme propaganda.

No such statenments have been nmade after the Second World War. In fact, rather
than dimnish with the passage of years, the atrocity propaganda concerning the
German occupation, and in particular their treatnment of the Jews, has done
not hi ng but increase its virulence, and el aborate its catal ogue of horrors.

G uesone paperback books with lurid covers continue to roll fromthe presses,
addi ng continuously to a growi ng nythol ogy of the concentration canps and
especially to the story that no less than Six MIlion Jews were exterm nated in
them The ensuing pages will reveal this claimto be the nost col ossal piece of
fiction and the nost successful of deceptions; but here an attenpt may be nade
to answer an inportant question: Wiat has rendered the atrocity stories of the
Second World War so uniquely different fromthose of the First? Wy were the
latter retracted while the former are reiterated | ouder than ever? Is it

possi ble that the story of the Six MIlion Jews is serving a political purpose,
even that it is a formof political blackmil?

So far as the Jew sh people thensel ves are concerned, the deception has-been an
i ncal cul abl e benefit. Every conceivable race and nationality had its share of
suffering in the Second Wrld War, but none has so successfully elaborated it
and turned it to such great advantage. The all eged extent of their persecution
qui ckly aroused synpathy for the Jew sh national honel and they had sought for so
long; after the War the British Government did little to prevent Jew sh

em gration to Pal estine which they had declared illegal, and it was not |ong
afterwards that the Zionists wested fromthe Governnment the |and of Pal estine
and created their haven from persecution, the State of Israel. Indeed, it is a

remar kabl e fact that the Jewi sh people enmerged fromthe Second World War as
nothing less than a triunphant mnority. Dr. Max Nussbaum the former chief

rabbi of the Jewi sh comunity in Berlin, stated on April 11, 1953: "The position
the Jewi sh people occupy today in the world - despite the enornmous | osses - is
ten tines stronger than what it was twenty years ago." It should be added, if
one is to be honest, that this strength has been nmuch consolidated financially
by the supposed massacre of the Six MIIlion, undoubtedly the nost profitable
atrocity allegation of all tinme. To date, the staggering figure of six thousand
mllion pounds has been paid out in conpensation by the Federal CGovernnent of
West Cernmany, nostly to the State of Israel (which did not even exist during the
Second World War), as well as to individual Jew sh clai mants.

DI SCOURAGEMENT OF NATI ONALI SM

In terms of political blackmail, however, the allegation that Six MIllion Jews
di ed during the Second World War has nmuch nore far-reaching inplications for the
peopl e of Britain and Europe than sinply the advantages it has gained for the
Jewi sh nation. And here one cones to the crux of the question: Wy the Big Lie?
VWhat is its purpose? In the first place, it has been used quite unscrupul ously
to di scourage any formof nationalism Should the people of Britain or any ot her
European country attenpt to assert their patriotismand preserve their nationa
integrity in an age when the very existence of nation-states is threatened, they
are i medi ately branded as "neo-Nazis”. Because, of course, Nazi smwas

nati onalism and we all know what happened then - Six MIlion Jews were

exterm nated! So long as the nyth is perpetuated, peoples everywhere will remain
in bondage to it; the need for international tolerance and understanding will be



hanrered home by the United Nations until nationhood itself, the very guarantee
of freedom is abolished.

A classic exanple of the use of the 'Six MIlion" as an anti-national weapon
appears in Manvell and Frankl's book, The |Inconparable Crinme (London
1967),whi ch deals with 'Genocide in the Twentieth Century'. Anyone with a pride
in being British will be somewhat surprised by the vicious attack nmade on the
British Enpire in this book. The authors quote Pandit Nehru, who wote the
following while in a British prison in India: "Since Htler energed from
obscurity and became the Fiuhrer of Gernmany, we have heard a great deal about
raci alismand the Nazi theory of the "Herrenvolk” .. . But we in India have
known racialismin all its fornms ever since the commencenent of British rule.
The whol e ideology of this rule was that of the "Herrenvol k™ and the master race
India as a nation and Indians as individuals were subjected to insult,
hum |iati on and contenptuous treatnment. The English were an inperial race, we
were told, with the God-given right to govern us and keep us in subjection; if
we protested we were rem nded of the "tiger qualities of an inperial race' ." The
aut hors Manvel | and Frankl then go on to make the point perfectly clear for us:
"The white races of Europe and America,"” they wite, "have becone used during
centuries to regarding thensel ves as a "Herrenvol k". The twentieth century, the
century of Auschwitz, has al so achieved the first stage in the recognition of
multi-racial partnership” (ibid., p .14).

THE RACE PROBLEM SUPPRESSED

One coul d scarcely mss the object of this diatribe, with its insiduous hint
about "nmulti-racial partnership”. Thus the accusation of the Six MIlion is not
only used to underm ne the principle of nationhood and national pride, but it
threatens the survival of the Race itself. It is w elded over the heads of the
popul ace, rather as the threat of hellfire and dammation was in the M ddl e Ages.
Many countries of the Angl o-Saxon world, notably Britain and Anerica, are today
facing the gravest danger in their history, the danger posed by the alien races
intheir mdst. Unless sonething is done in Britain to halt the inmgration and
assimlation of Africans and Asians into our country, we are faced in the near
future, quite apart fromthe bl oodshed of racial conflict, with the biologica
alteration and destruction of the British people as they have exi sted here since
the com ng of the Saxons. In short, we are threatened with the irrecoverable

| oss of our European culture and racial heritage. But what happens if a man
dares to speak of the race problem of its biological and politica
inplications? He is branded as that nobst heinous of creatures, a "racialist”.
And what is racialism, of course, but the very hallmrk of the Nazi! They(so
everyone is told, anyway) murdered Six MIlion Jews because of racialism so it
must be a very evil thing indeed. When Enoch Powel|l drew attention to the
dangers posed by coloured imrigration into Britain in one of his early speeches,
a certain prom nent Socialist raised the spectre of Dachauand Auschwitz to
silence his presunption

Thus any rational discussion of the problens of Race and the effort to preserve
racial integrity is effectively discouraged. No one coul d have anythi ng but
admration for the way in which the Jews have sought to preserve their race

t hrough so nmany centuries, and continue to do so today. In this effort they have
frankly been assisted by the story of the Six .MIlion, which, alnost like a
religious nyth, has stressed the need for greater Jewi sh racial solidarity.
Unfortunately, it has worked in quite the opposite way for all other peoples,
rendering theminpotent in the struggle for self-preservation



The aimin the following pages is quite sinply to tell the Truth. The

di stingui shed Anerican historian Harry El nmer Barnes once wote that "An attenpt
to make a conpetent, objective and truthful investigation of the exterm nation
question . . . is surely the nost precarious venture that an historian or
denogr apher coul d undertake today." In attenpting this precarious task, it is
hoped to make some contribution, not only to historical truth, but towards
lifting the burden of a lie fromour own shoul ders, so that we may freely
confront the dangers which threaten us all.

Ri chard E. Harwood
1. GERMAN POLI CY TOMRDS THE JEWS PRI OR TO THE WAR

Rightly or wongly, the Germany of Adolf Hitler considered the Jews to be a

di sl oyal and avaricious elenment within the national conmunity, as well as a
force of decadence in Germany's cultural life. This was held to be particularly
unheal t hy since, during the Weinmar period, the Jews had risen to a position of
remar kabl e strength and i nfluence in the nation, particularly in law, finance
and the nmass nedia, even though they constituted only 5per cent of the
popul ati on. The fact that Karl Marx was a Jew and that Jews such as Rosa
Luxenmbourg and Karl Liebknecht were di sproportionately prom nent in the

| eadershi p of revolutionary novenments in Gernmany, also tended to convince the
Nazi s of the powerful internationalist and Communi st tendencies of the Jew sh
peopl e t hensel ves.

It is no part of the discussion here to argue whether the German attitude to the
Jews was right or not, or to judge whether its |legislative nmeasures agai nst them
were just or unjust. Qur concern is sinply with the fact that, believing of the
Jews as they did, the Nazis' solution to the problemwas to deprive them of

their influence within the nation by various |egislative acts, and nopst

i nportant of all, to encourage their emigration fromthe country altogether. By
1939, the great mpjority of German Jews had em grated, all of themwth a

si zeabl e proportion of their assets. Never at any time had the Nazi | eadership
even contenpl ated a policy of genocide towards them

JEWS CALLED EM GRATI ON ' EXTERM NATI ON

It is very significant, however, that certain Jews were quick to interpret these
policies of internal discrimnation as equivalent to exterm nation itself. A
1936 anti - German propaganda book by Leon Feuchtwanger and others entitled Der

Cel be Fleck: Die Austrotung von 500, 000 deutschen Juden (The Yellow Spot: The
Ext erm nati on of 500,000 Gernman Jews, Paris, 1936), presents a typical exanple.
Despite its basel essness in fact, the annihilation of the Jews is discussed from
the first pages - straightforward enigration being regarded as the physica
"exterm nation" of German Jewy. The Nazi concentration canps for politica
prisoners are al so seen as potential instruments of genocide, and speci al
reference is made to the 100 Jews still detained in Dachau in 1936, of whom 60
had been there since 1933. A further exanple was the sensational book by the

Ger man- Jewi sh Communi st, Hans Beimer, called Four Weks in the Hands of
Htler's Hell-Hounds: The Nazi MirderCanp of Dachau, which was published in New
York as early as 1933. Detained for his Marxist affiliations, he clained that
Dachau was a death canp, though by his own adm ssion he was rel eased after only
a nmonth there. The present reginme in East Germany now i ssues a Hans Bein er
Award for services to Conmuni sm

The fact that anti-Nazi genoci de propaganda was bei ng di ssem nated at this
i npossibly early date, therefore, by people biased on racial or politica



grounds, shoul d suggest extrene caution to the independent-m nded observer when
approaching simlar stories of the war period.

The encouragenment of Jew sh em gration should not be confused with the purpose
of concentration canps in pre-war Germany. These were used for the detention of
political opponents and subversives - principally |liberals, Social Denocrats and
Communi sts of all kinds, of whoma proportion were Jews such as Hans Beinler
Unlike the miIlions enslaved in the Soviet Union, the Gernman concentration canp
popul ati on was always snmall; Reitinger admts that between 1934 and1938 it

sel dom exceeded 20, 000 t hr oughout the whol e of Germany, and the nunber of Jews
was never nore than 3,000. (The S.S.: Aibi of a Nation, London, 1956, p. 253).

ZI ONI ST POLI CY STUDI ED

The Nazi view of Jewi sh emigration was not limted to a negative policy of

si mpl e expul sion, but was fornulated al ong the lines of nodern Zionism The
founder of political Zionismin the 19th century, Theodore Herzl, in his work
The Jewi sh State, had originally conceived of Madagascar as a national honel and
for the Jews, and this possibility was seriously studied by the Nazis. It had
been a main plank of the National Socialist party platformbefore 1933 and was
published by the party in panphlet form This stated that the revival of Israe
as a Jewi sh state was nuch | ess acceptable since it would result in perpetua
war and di sruption in the Arab world, which has i ndeed been the case. The
CGermans were not original in proposing Jewi sh em gration to Madagascar; the
Pol i sh Gover nnent had al ready considered the schene in respect of their own
Jewi sh popul ation, and in 1937 they sent the M chael Lepecki expedition to
Madagascar, acconpani ed by Jewi sh representatives, to investigate the problens
i nvol ved.

The first Nazi proposals for a Madagascar solution were nade in association with
t he Schacht Plan of 1938. On the advice of Goering, Hitler agreed to send the
Presi dent of the Reichsbank, Dr. H aimar Schacht, to London for discussions wth
Jewi sh representatives Lord Bearsted and M. Rublee of New York (cf. Reitlinger
The Final Solution, London, 1953, p. 20). The plan was that Gernman Jew sh assets
woul d be frozen as security for an international |oan to finance Jew sh

em gration to Pal estine, and Schacht reported on these negotiations to Hitler at
Ber cht esgaden on January 2, 1939. The plan, which failed due to British refusa
to accept the financial terns, was first put forward on Novenber 12, 1938 at a
conference convened by Goering, who revealed that Htler was al ready considering
the emigration of Jews to a settlenent in Madagascar (ibid., p. 21). Later, in
Decenber, Ri bbentrop was told by M Georges Bonnet, the French Foreign
Secretary, that the French Governnent itself was planning the evacuation of

10, 000 Jews to Madagascar.

Prior to the Schacht Pal estine proposals of 1938, which were essentially a
protraction of discussions that had begun as early as 1935, nunerous attenpts
had been made to secure Jewi sh em gration to other European nations, and these
efforts culmnated in the Evian Conference of July, 1938. However, by 1939 the
scheme of Jewi sh emigration to Madagascar had gai ned the nost favour in German
circles. It is true that in London Hel nuth Whhitat of the German Foreign Ofice
di scussed limted Jewi sh emgration to Rhodesia and British Guiana as |ate as
April 1939; but by January 24th, when Goering wote to Interior Mnister Frick
ordering the creation of a Central Emgration Ofice for Jews, and comn ssi oned
Heydrich of the Reich Security Head Ofice to solve the Jewi sh problem "by neans
of em gration and evacuation”, the Madagascar Pl an was being studied in earnest.



By 1939, the consistent efforts of the German Governnent to secure the departure
of Jews fromthe Reich had resulted in the em gration of 400,000 German Jews
froma total popul ation of about 600,000, and an additional 480, 000em grants
from Austria and Czechosl ovaki a, which constituted alnost their entire Jew sh
popul ati ons. This was acconplished through Ofices of Jewish Emgration in
Berlin, Vienna and Prague established by Adolf Ei chmann, the head of the Jew sh
I nvestigation Ofice of the Gestapo. So eager were the Germans to secure this

em gration that Ei chmann even established a training centre in Austria, where
young Jews could learn farmng in anticipation of being smuggled illegally to
Pal estine (Manvell & Frankl, S.S. and Gestapo, p. 60). Had Htler cherished any
intention of exterm nating the Jews, it is inconceivable that he woul d have

al l owed nore than 800,000 to |l eave Reich territory with the bulk of their

weal th, nuch | ess considered plans for their nmass em gration to Pal estine or
Madagascar. What is nore, we shall see that the policy of emgration from Europe
was still under consideration well into the war period, notably the Madagascar

Pl an, which Ei chmann di scussed in 1940 with French Colonial Ofice experts after
t he defeat of France had made the surrender of the colony a practica
proposition.

2. GERVMAN PCLI CY TOMRD THE JEWS AFTER THE OUTBREAK OF WAR Wth the coming of
the war, the situation regarding the Jews altered drastically. It is not wdely
known that world Jewy declared itself to be a belligerent party in the Second
World War, and there was therefore anple basis under international |aw for the
Germans to intern the Jew sh popul ation as a hostile force. On Septenber 5, 1939
Chai m Wi zmann, the principle Zionist | eader, had decl ared war agai nst CGer many
on behalf of the world' s Jews, stating that "the Jews stand by Great Britain and
will fight on the side of the denbcracies . . . The Jewi sh Agency is ready to
enter into inmedi ate arrangenents for utilizing Jew sh manpower, technica
ability, resources etc . ." (Jewi sh Chronicle, Septenmber 8, 1939).

DETENTI ON OF ENEMY ALIENS All Jews had t hus been declared agents willing to
prosecute a war against the German Reich, and as a consequence, Hi nmm er and
Heydrich were eventually to begin the policy of internment. It is worth noting
that the United States and Canada had already interned all Japanese aliens and
citizens of Japanese descent in detention canps before the Germans applied the
same security neasures agai nst the Jews of Europe. Moreover, there had been no
such evidence or declaration of disloyalty by these Japanese Anericans as had
been given by Wei zmann. The British, too, during the Boer War, interned all the
worren and children of the popul ation, and thousands had died as a result, yet in
no sense could the British be charged with wanting to exterm nate the Boers. The
detention of Jews in the occupied territories of Europe served two essenti al

pur poses fromthe German viewpoint. The first was to prevent unrest and
subversion; H nmerhad i nformed Mussolini on Cctober 11th, 1942, that Gernan
policy towards the Jews had altered during wartinme entirely for reasons of
mlitary security. He conplained that thousands of Jews in the occupied regions
were conducting partisan warfare, sabotage and espi onage, a view confirmed by

of ficial Soviet information given to Raynond Arthur Davis that no | ess than

35, 000 European Jews were wagi ng partisan war under Tito in Yugoslavia. As a
result, Jews were to be transported to restricted areas and detenti on canps,
both in Germany, and especially after March 1942, in the Government- Ceneral of
Pol and. As the war proceeded, the policy devel oped of using Jew sh detainees for
| abour in the war-effort. The question of |abour is fundanental when consi dering
the all eged pl an of genoci de against the Jews, for on grounds of |ogic al one the
latter would entail the nost sensel ess waste of manpower, tine and energy while
prosecuting a war of survival on two fronts. Certainly after the attack on
Russia, the idea of conpul sory | abour had taken precedence over Gernman plans for



Jewi sh emi gration. The protocol of a conversation between Htler and the
Hungari an regent Horthy on April 17th, 1943, reveals that the Gernman | eader
personal ly requested Horthy to rel ease 100, 000 Hungarian Jews for work in the
"pursuit-plane programme” of the Luftwaffe at a time when the aerial bonbardnent
of Germany was increasing (Reitlinger, D e Endl dsung, Berlin, 1956, p. 478).

This took place at a tinme when, supposedly, the Germans were already seeking to
exterm nate the Jews, but Hitler’'s request clearly denonstrates the priority aim
of expanding his | abour force. In harmony with this programe, concentration
canps became, in fact, industrial conplexes. At every canp where Jews and ot her
nationalities were detained, there were. large industrial plants and factories
supplying material for the German war-effort - the Buna rubber factory at

Ber gen- Bel sen, for exanple, Buna and I. G Farben Industrie at Auschwitz and the
electrical firmof Sienens at Ravensbruck. In nmany cases, special concentration
canp nmoney notes were issued as paynent for |abour, enabling prisoners to buy
extra rations fromcanp shops. The Gernmans were determ ned to obtain the maxi num
econom c return fromthe concentration canp system an object wholly at variance
with any plan to exterminate nmllions of people in them It was the function of
the S.S. Econony and Admi nistration Ofice, headed by Oswald Pohl, to see that

t he concentration canps becanme major industrial producers.

EM GRATION STILL FAVOURED It is a remarkable fact, however, that well into the
war period, the Germans continued to inplenent the policy of Jewi sh em gration
The fall of France in 1940 enabl ed the German Government to open serious
negotiations with the French for the transfer of European Jews to Madagascar. A
menor andum of August, 1942 from Lut her, Secretary-of-State in the German Foreign
Ofice, reveals that he had conducted these negotiati ons between July and
Decenber 1940, when they were term nated by the French. A circular fromLuther's
department dated August 15th, 1940 shows that the details of the German pl an had
been worked out by Eichmann, for it is signed by his assistant, Dannecker

Ei chmann had in fact been conm ssioned in August to draw up a detail ed
Madagascar Pl an, and Dannecker was enployed in research on Madagascar at the
French Colonial Ofice (Reitlinger, The Final ,Solution, p. 77). The proposals
of August 15th were that an inter-European bank was to finance the em gration of
four mllion Jews throughout a phased programe. Luther's 1942 nenorandum shows
that Heydrich had obtained H mrer's approval of this plan before the end of
August and had also submitted it to Goering. It certainly met with Hitler's
approval, for as early as June 17th his interpreter, Schmdt, recalls Htler
observing to Miussolini that "One could found a State of Israel in Madagascar"
(Schmidt, Htler's interpreter, London, 1951, p.178). Although the French

term nated the Madagascar negotiations in Decenber, 1940, Poliakov, the director
of the Centre of Jewi sh Docunmentation in Paris, admits that the Gernmans
nevert hel ess pursued the schenme, and that Ei chmann was still busy with it

t hroughout 1941. Eventual ly, however, it was rendered inpractical by the
progress of the war, in particular by the situation after the invasion of

Russi a, and on February 10th, 1942, the Foreign Ofice was informed that the
pl an had been tenporarily shelved. This ruling, sent to the Foreign Ofice by
Luther's assistant, Rademacher, is of great inportance, because it denonstrates
conclusively that the term"Final Solution” meant only the em gration of Jews,
and al so that transportation to the eastern ghettos and concentration canps such
as Auschwitz constituted nothing but an alternative plan of evacuation. The
directive reads: "The war with the Soviet Union has in the nmeantine created the
possibility of disposing of other territories for the Final Solution. In
consequence the Fiuhrerhas decided that the Jews shoul d be evacuated not to
Madagascar but to the East. Madagascar need no | onger therefore be considered in
connection with the Final Solution" (Reitlinger, ibid. p. 79). The details of
this evacuation had been discussed a nonth earlier at the Wannsee Conference in
Berlin, which we shall exam ne below. Reitlinger and Poliakov both nake the



entirely unfounded supposition that because the Madagascar Pl an had been

shel ved, the Germans nust necessarily have been thinking of "extermn nation”
Only a nonth |ater, however, on March 7th, 1942, Coebbels wote a nmenorandumin
favour of the Madagascar Plan as a "final solution"” of the Jewi sh question
(Manvel | & Frankl, Dr. Goebbels, London, 1960, p. 165).1n the neanti ne he
approved of the Jews being "concentrated in the East". Later Goebbels nmenoranda
al so stress deportation to the East(i.e. the CGovernnent-Ceneral of Pol and) and
| ay enphasis on the need for conpul sory |abour there; once the policy of
evacuation to the East had been inaugurated, the use of Jew sh | abour becane a
fundanmental part of the operation. It is perfectly clear fromthe foregoing that
the term"Final Solution” was applied both to Madagascar and to the Eastern
territories, and that therefore it neant only the deportation of the Jews. Even
as late as May1944, the Germans were prepared to allow the em gration of one
mllion European Jews from Europe. An account of this proposal is given by

Al exander Wi ssberg, a prom nent Soviet Jewi sh scientist deported during the
Stalin purges, in his book Die Geschichte von Joel Brand (Col ogne, 1956).

Wi ssberg, who spent the war in Krakow though he expected the Gernmans to intern
himin a concentration canp, explains that on the personal authorization of

H nm er, Ei chmann had sent the Budapest Jew sh | eader Joel Brand to Istanbu
with an offer to the Allies to permit the transfer of one nmillion European Jews
inthe mdst of the war. (If the 'extermi nation' witers are to be believed,
there were scarcely one mllion Jews |left by May, 1944). The Gestapo adm tted
that the transportation involved would greatly inconveni ence the Gernman war -
effort, but were prepared to allowit in exchange for 10,000 trucks to be used
exclusively on the Russian front. Unfortunately, the plan came to nothing; the
British concluded that Brand must be a dangerous Nazi agent and inmediately

i mprisoned himin Cairo, while the Press denounced the offer as a Nazi trick
Wnston Churchill, though orating to the effect that the treatnent of the
Hungari an Jews was probably "the biggest and nost horrible crine ever conmtted
in the whole history of the world", never- the less told Chai m Wi zmannt hat
acceptance of the Brand offer was inpossible, since it would be a betrayal of
his Russian Allies. Although the plan was fruitless, it well illustrates that no
one allegedly carrying out "thorough" exterm nation would permt the enmigration
of a mllion Jews, and it denonstrates, too, the prime inportance placed by the
Germans on the war-effort.

3. POPULATI ON AND EM GRATION Statistics relating to Jewi sh popul ati ons are not
everywhere known in precise detail, approximations for various countries
differing widely, and it is al so unknown exactly how many Jews were deported and
interned at any one time between the years 1939-1945.1n general, however, what
reliable statistics there are, especially those relating to emgration, are
sufficient to show that not a fraction of six mllion Jews could have been
exterm nated. In the first place, this claimcannot renotely be upheld on

exam nation of the European Jew sh popul ation figures. According to Chanbers
Encycl opaedi a the total nunber of Jews living in pre-war Europe was 6,500, 000.
Quite clearly, this would nmean that alnost the entire nunber were exterm nated.
But the Basel er Nachrichten, a neutral Sw ss publication enploying avail able
Jewi sh statistical data, establishes that between 1933 and 1945, 1,500,000 Jews
emgrated to Britain, Sweden, Spain, Portugal, Australia, China, India,

Pal estine and the United States. This is confirnmed by the Jew sh journalist
Bruno Bl au, who cites the sane figure in the New York Jew sh paper Aufbau
August 13th, 1948. O these enmigrants, approximtely 400,000 cane from Ger many
bef ore Septenber 1939. This is acknow edged by the Wrld Jewi sh Congress in its
publication Unity in D spersion (p. 377), which states that: "The mgjority of
the German Jews succeeded in | eaving Gernmany before the war broke out."” In
addition to the German Jews, 220,000 of the total 280,000 Austrian Jews had

em grated by Septenber, 1939, while from March 1939 onwards the Institute for



Jewi sh Emigration in Prague had secured the em gration of 260,000 Jews from
fornmer Czechoslovakia. In all, only 360,000 Jews remained in Gernmany, Austria
and Czechosl ovakia after Septenber 1939. From Pol and, an estimated 500, 000 had
emgrated prior to the outbreak of war. These figures nean that the nunber of
Jewi sh em grants from other European countries (France, the Netherlands, Italy,
the countries of eastern Europe etc.) was approximately 120, 000. Thi s exodus of
Jews before and during hostilities, therefore, reduces the nunber of Jews in
Europe to approximately 5,000,000. In addition to these em grants, we nust al so
i ncl ude the nunber of Jews who fled to the Soviet Union after 1939, and who were
| at er evacuated beyond reach of the German invaders. It will be shown bel ow t hat
the majority of these, about 1,250,000,were mgrants from Poland. But apart from
Pol and, Reitlinger admts that300,000 other European Jews slipped into Soviet
territory between 1939 and1941. This brings the total of Jewi sh emigrants to the
Sovi et Union to about1,550,000. In Colliers magazine, June 9th, 1945, Freiling
Foster, witing of the Jews in Russia, explained that "2,200,000 have m grated
to the Soviet Union since 1939 to escape fromthe Nazis," but our |ower estimte
is probably nore accurate. Jewish migration to the Soviet Union, therefore,
reduces the nunber of Jews within the sphere of German occupation to around3-1/2
mllion, approximtely 3,450,000. Fromthese should be deducted those Jews
living in neutral European countries who escaped the consequences of the war.
According to the 1942 Wrld Al manac (p. 594). the nunber of Jews living in

G braltar, Britain, Portugal, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, Ireland and Turkey was
413,128

3 MLLION JEWS I N EURCPE A figure, consequently, of around3 mllion Jews in
German- occupi ed Europe is as accurate as the available enmigration statistics
will allow Approximtely the sanme nunber, however, can be deduced in anot her
way if we exam ne statistics for the Jewi sh popul ations remaining in countries
occupi ed by the Reich. Mrre than half of those Jews who migrated to the Sovi et
Union after 1939 canme fromPoland. It is frequently clainmed that the war with
Pol and added sone 3 million Jews to the German sphere of influence and that

al nrost the whole of this Polish Jew sh popul ation was "exterm nated". This is a
maj or factual error. The 1931 Jew sh popul ati on census for Pol and put the nunber
of Jews at 2,732,600 (Reitlinger, D e Endl 6sung, p. 36). Reitlinger states that
at least 1,170,000 of these were in the Russian zone occupied in the autumm of
1939, about a million of whomwere evacuated to the Urals and south Siberia
after the German invasion of June 1941 (ibid. p. 50). As described above, an
estimated 500,000 Jews had enmigrated from Poland prior to the war. Mreover, the
journalist RaynondArthur Davis, who spent the war in the Soviet Union, observed
t hat appr oxi mat el y250, 000 had al ready fled from German- occupi ed Pol and to Russia
bet ween 1939and 1941 and were to be encountered in every Soviet province
(Qdyssey through Hell, N'Y., 1946). Subtracting these figures fromthe

popul ati on of 2,732,600,therefore, and allow ng for the normal popul ation

i ncrease, no nore thanl, 100, 000 Polish Jews coul d have been under German rul e at
the end of 1939. (Q@utachen des Instituts fir Zeitgeschichte, Minich, 1956, p.80).
To this nunber we may add the 360,000 Jews remaining in Germany, Austria and
fornmer Czechosl ovaki a (Boheni a-Moravia and Sl ovakia) after the extensive

em gration fromthose countries prior to the war described above. O the320, 000
French Jews, the Public Prosecutor representing that part of the indictnent
relating to France at the Nurenberg Trials, stated that 120, 000Jews were
deported, though. Reitlinger estimates only about 50,000. Thus the total nunber
of Jews under Nazi rule remains below two mllion. Deportations fromthe

Scandi navi an countries were few, and from Bul garia none at all. \Wen the Jew sh
popul ati ons of Holland (140, 000), Bel gi um (40,000), Italy(50,000), Yugoslavia
(55, 000), Hungary (380,000) and Romani a (725,000)are included, the figure does
not nmuch exceed 3 million. This excess is due to the fact that the latter
figures are pre-war estimates unaffected by em gration, which fromthese



countries accounted for about 120,000 (see above). This cross-checking,
therefore, confirnms the estimate of approximately3 mllion European Jews under
Ger man occupati on.

RUSSI AN JEWS EVACUATED The precise figures concerning Russian Jews are unknown,
and have therefore been the subject of extreme exaggeration. The Jew sh
statistician Jacob Leszczynski states that in 1939 there were2, 100, 000 Jews
living in future German-occupied Russia, i.e. western Russia. In addition, sone
260,000 lived in the Baltic states of Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania. According
to Louis Levine, President of the American Jewi sh Council for Russian Relief,
who nmade a post-war tour of the Soviet Union and submitted a report on the
status of Jews there, the majority of these nunbers were evacuated east after
the German armes |aunched their invasion. In Chicago, on Cctober 30th, 1946, he
declared that: "At the outset of the war, Jews were anongst the first evacuated
fromthe western regions threatened by the Hitlerite invaders, and shipped to
safety east of the Uals. Two mllion Jews were thus saved." This high nunber is
confirmed by the Jew sh journalist David Bergel son, who wote in the Mdscow

Yi ddi sh paper Ai ni keit, Decenber 5th, 1942, that "Thanks to the evacuation, the
majority (80% of the Jews in the WUkraine, White Russia, Lithuania and Latvia
before the arrival of the Germans were rescued.” Reitlinger agrees with the
Jewi sh authority Joseph Schecht mann, who admits that huge nunbers were
evacuat ed, though he estimates a slightly higher nunber of Russian and Baltic
Jews | eft under Gernman occupation, between 650,000 and850, 000 (Reitlinger, The
Final Solution, p. 499). In respect of these Soviet Jews remaining in Gernman
territory, it will be proved later that in the war in Russia no nore than one
hundred t housand persons were killed by the German Action Groups as partisans
and Bol shevi k comm ssars, not all of whomwere Jews. By contrast, the partisans
t hensel ves cl ainmed to have nurdered five tinmes that nunber of German troops.

"SIX MLLION UNTRUE ACCORDI NG TO NEUTRAL SWSS It is clear, therefore, that the
Germans coul d not possibly have gai ned control over or exterm nated anything
like six million Jews. Excluding the Soviet Union, the nunber of Jews in Nazi-
occupi ed Europe after em gration was scarcely nore than 3 mllion, by no neans
all of whomwere interned. To approach the exterm nation of even half of six
mllion would have nmeant the liquidation of every Jew living in Europe. And yet
it is known that |arge nunbers of Jews were alive in Europe after 1945. Philip
Friedmann in Their Brother’s Keepers (N. Y., 1957, p. 13), states that "at |east
amllion Jews survived in the very crucible of the Nazi hell,"” while the
official figure of the Jewish Joint Distribution Conmttee is 1,559,600. Thus,
even if one accepts the latter estimate, the nunber of possible wartine Jew sh
deat hs coul d not have exceeded a |limt of one and a half mllion. Precisely this
concl usi on was reached by the reputable journal Basel er Nachrichten of neutral
Switzerland. In an article entitled "We hoch ist die Zahl der judi schenOpfer?"
("How high is the nunber of Jewi sh victins?", Junel3th, 1946), it explained that
purely on the basis of the population and em gration figures described above, a
maxi mum of only one and a half million Jews could be nunbered as casualties.
Later on, however, it will be denonstrated conclusively that the nunber was
actually far less, for the Basel er Nachrichten accepted the Joint Distribution
Committee's figure of 1,559,600 survivors after the war, but we shall show that
t he nunber of clainms for conpensation by Jewi sh survivors is nore than double
that figure. This information was not available to the Swiss in 1946.

| MPCSSI BLE Bl RTH RATE | ndi sput abl e evidence is al so provided by the post-war
worl d Jewi sh popul ation statistics. The Wrld A manac of 1938 gi ves the nunber of
Jews in the world as 16,588, 259. But after the war, the New York Tinmes, February
22nd, 1948 pl aced the nunber of Jews in the world at a m ni num of 15, 600, 000 and
a maxi mum of 18, 700, 000. Quite obviously, these figures nake it inpossible for



t he nunber of Jewi sh war-tine casualties to be nmeasured in anything but

t housands. 15-1/2 mllion in 1938m nus the alleged six mllion | eaves nine
mllion; the New York Times figures would nmean, therefore, that the world' s Jews
produced seven mllion births, alnost doubling their nunbers, in the space of
ten years. This is patently ridiculous. It would appear, therefore, that the
great majority of the mssing “six mllion" were in fact emigrants - emgrants
to European countries, to the Soviet Union and the United States before, during
and after the war. And emigrants also, in vast nunbers to Pal estine during and
especially at the end of the war. After 1945, boat-|oads of these Jew sh
survivors entered Palestine illegally from Europe, causing considerable
enbarrassnent to the British Governnent of the tinme; indeed, so great were the
nunbers that the HM Stationery Ofice publication No. 190 (Novenber 5th,

1946) descri bed them as "al nbost anounting to a second Exodus." It was these
emgrants to all parts of the world who had swollen the world Jew sh popul ation
to between 15 and 18 millions by 1948, and probably the greatest part of them
were emgrants to the United States who entered in violation of the quota | aws.
On August 16th, 1963 David Ben @urion, President of Israel, stated that although
the official Jew sh popul ation of Anerica was said to be 5,600,000, "the tota
nunber woul d not be estimated too high at 9, 000,000" (Deutsche Wchenzeitung,
November 23rd, 1963). The reason for this high figure is underlined by Al bert
Maisal in his article "Qur Newest Anericans" (Readers Digest, January, 1957),
for he reveals that “Soon after World War 11, by Presidential decree, 90 per
cent of all quota visas for central and eastern Europe were issued to the
uprooted.” Reprinted on this page is just one extract from hundreds that

regul arly appear in the obituary colums of Aufbau, the Jewi sh American weekly
published in New York (June 16th, 1972). It shows how Jew sh em grants to the
United States subsequently changed their names; their fornmer names when in

Eur ope appear in brackets. For exanmple, as below Arthur Kingsley (fornerly Dr.
Koni gsberger of Frankfurt). Could it be that sonme or all of these peopl e whose
nanes are 'deceased' were included in the mssing six mllion of Europe?

4. THE SI X M LLI ON: DOCUMENTARY EVI DENCE Fromthe foregoing it would seem
certain that the figure of six mllion nmurdered Jews anmpunts to nothing nore
than a vague conprom se between several quite baseless estimates; there is not a
shred of docunentary evidence for it that is trustworthy. Cccasionally, witers
narrow it down to give a disarm ng appearance of authenticity. Lord Russell of

Li verpool, for exanple, in his The Scourge of the Swastika(London, 1954) cl ai ned
that "not less than five mllion" Jews died in German concentration canps,
havi ng satisfied hinself that he was sonewhere between those who estimated 6
mllion and those who preferred4 mllion. But, he adnmitted, "the real nunber

will never be known.” If so, it is difficult to know how he could have asserted
"not less than five mllion." The Joint Distribution Conmttee favours

5,012, 000, but the Jewi sh "expert" Reitlinger suggests a novel figure of4,192,200
"m ssing Jews" of whom an estimated one third died of natural causes. This would
reduce the nunber deliberately "exterm nated” to 2,796, 000. However, Dr. M

Perl zwei g, the New York delegate to a Wrld Jewi sh Congress press conference
hel d at Geneva in 1948 stated: "The price of the downfall of National Socialism
and Fascismis the fact that seven mllion Jews lost their lives thanks to crue
Anti-Semitism” In the Press and el sewhere, the figure is often casually lifted
to eight mllion or sonetimes even nine mllion. As we have proved in the

previ ous chapter, none of these figures are in the renotest degree plausible,

i ndeed, they are ridicul ous.

FANTASTI C EXAGGERATI ONS So far as is known, the first accusation against the
Germans of the mass nurder of Jews in war-tinme Europe was made by the Polish Jew
Raf ael Lenkin in his book Axis Rule in Occupied Europe, published in New York in
1943. Somewhat coincidentally, Lenkin was later to draw up the U N Genocide



Convention, which seeks to outlaw "racialisni. H's book clainmed that the Nazis
had destroyed millions of Jews, perhaps as many as six mllions. This, by 1943,
woul d have been renarkabl e i ndeed, since the action was allegedly started only
in the sumer of 1942. At such a rate, the entire world Jew sh popul ati on woul d
have been exterm nated by 1945. After the war, propaganda estimates spiraled to
hei ghts even nore fantastic. Kurt Gerstein, an anti-Nazi who clained to have
infiltrated the S.S., told the French interrogator Raynond Cartier that he knew
that no less than forty mllion concentration canp internees had been gassed. In
his first signed menorandum of April 26th, 1945, he reduced the figure to25
mllion, but even this was too bizarre for French Intelligence and in his second
menor andum signed at Rottweil on May 4th, 1945, he brought the figure closer to
the six mllion preferred at the Nurenberg Trials. Gerstein’s sister was
congenitally insane and died by euthanasia, which may well suggest a streak of
mental instability in Gerstein hinself. He had, in fact, been convicted in 1936
of sending eccentric mail through the post. After his two "confessions" he
hanged hinsel f at Cherche Mdi prison in Paris. CGerstein alleged that during the
war he passed on information concerning the nurder of Jews to the Swedi sh
Government through a German baron but for some inexplicable reason his report
was "filed away and forgotten”. He also clained that in August 1942 he i nforned
the Papal nuncio in Berlin about the whole "extermnation programre”, but the
reverend person nmerely told himto "Get out." The Gerstein statenments abound
with clainms to have witnessed the nost gigantic mass executions (twelve thousand
in a single day at Bel zec), while the second menorandum describes a visit by
Htler to a concentration canp in Poland on June 6th, 1942 which is known never
to have taken place. Cerstein's fantastic exaggerati ons have done little but

di scredit the whole notion of nass exterm nation. |ndeed, Evangelical Bishop

W hel m Di belius of Berlin denounced his nmenoranda as "Untrustworthy"(H
Rot hf el s, "Augenzeugenbericht zu den Massenvergasungen” in Vierteljahrshefte fir
Zeitgeschichte, April 1953). It is an incredible fact, however, that in spite of
this denunci ation, the German Governnent in 1955 issued an edition of the second
CGerstein nenmorandum for distribution in German school s (Dokumnentation zur
Massenver gasung, Bonn, 1955). In it they stated that D belius placed his special
confidence in CGerstein and that the nmenoranda were "valid beyond any doubt."
This is a striking exanple of the way in which the basel ess charge of genoci de
by the Nazis is perpetuated in Germany, and directed especially to the youth.

The story of six mllion Jews exterm nated during the war was given fina
authority at the Nurenmberg Trials by the statenent of Dr. WIhelmHoettl. He had
been an assistant of Eichmann's, but was in fact a rather strange person in the
service of American Intelligence who had witten several books under the
pseudonym of \Walter Hagen. Hoettl also worked for Soviet espionage,

col l aborating with two Jewi sh em grants from Vi enna, Perger and Verber, who
acted as U S. officers during the prelimnary inquiries of the NurenbergTrials.
It is remarkable that the testinony of this highly dubious person Hoettl is said
to constitute the only "proof' regarding the nurder of six mllion Jews. In his
affidavit of Novenber 26th, 1945 he stated, not that he knew but that Ei chmann
had "told hint in August 1944in Budapest that a total of 6 mllion Jews had been
exterm nated. Needl ess to say, Eichmann never corroborated this claimat his
trial. Hoettl was working as an American spy during the whole of the latter
period of the war, and it is therefore very odd indeed that he never gave the
slightest hint to the Americans of a policy to nmurder Jews, even though he

wor ked directly under Heydrich and Ei chmann

ABSENCE OF EVI DENCE It shoul d be enphasi zed strai ght away that there is not a
si ngl e docunent in existence which proves that the Germans intended to, or
carried out, the deliberate nmurder of Jews. In Poliakovand Wilf's Das Dritte



Rei ch und di e Juden: Dokumente und Aufsatze (Berlin, 1955), the npbst that they
can assenble are statenents extracted after the war frompeople |ike Hoettl,

Onl endorf and Wsliceny, the latter under torture in a Soviet prison. In the
absence of any evidence, therefore, Poliakovis forced to wite: "The three or
four people chiefly involved in drawing up the plan for total exterm nation are
dead, and no docunents survive.” This seens very convenient. Quite obviously,
both the plan and the "three or four" people are nothing but nebul ous
assunptions on the part of the witer, and are entirely unprovable. The
docunments whi ch do survive, of course, make no nention at all of extermination
so that witers |ike Poliakov and Reitlinger again make the conveni ent
assunption that such orders were generally "verbal". Though | acking any
docunentary proof, they assune that a plan to nurder Jews nust have ori gi nated
in 1941, coinciding with the attack on Russia. Phase one of the plan is alleged
to have invol ved the massacre of Soviet Jews, a claimwe shall disprove |later
The rest of the progranme is supposed to have begun in March 1942, with the
deportation and concentrati on of European Jews in the eastern canps of the
Pol i sh Gover nnent - General , such as the giant industrial conplex at Auschwitz
near Krakow. The fantastic and quite groundl ess assunption throughout is that
transportation to the East, supervised by Ei chmann's departnent, actually neant
i medi ate exterm nation in ovens on arrival. According to Manvell and Frank
(Heinrich H mter. London, 1965), the policy of genocide "seens to have been
arrived at” after "secret discussions" between Hitler and Hmer (p

118),t hough they fail to prove it. Reitlinger and Poliakov guess along simlar”
verbal " |ines, adding that no one else was allowed to be present at these

di scussions, and no records were ever kept of them This is the purest
invention, for there is not a shred of evidence that even suggests such

out | andi sh nmeetings took place. Wlliam Shirer, in his generally wild and

i rresponsi bl e book The Rise and Fall of the Third Reich, is simlarly nuted on
t he subj ect of docunentary proof. He states weakly that Hitler’' s supposed order
for the nurder of Jews "apparently was never commtted to paper - at |east no
copy of it has yet been unearthed. It was probably given verbally to Goering,

H nm er and Heydrich, who passed it down . .,"(p. 1148). A typical exanple of
the kind of "proof' quoted in support of the exterm nation |l egend is given by
Manvel | and Frankl. They cite a menorandum of 31st July, 1941 sent by Goering to
Heydrich, who headed the Reich Security Head Ofice and was H nm er's deputy.
Significantly, the menorandum begins: "Suppl ementing the task that was assigned
to you on 24th January 1939, to solve the Jew sh problem by nmeans of em gration
and evacuation in the best possible way according to present conditions. "
The suppl enmentary task assigned in the menorandumis a "total solution

(Gesant| 6sung) of the Jewi sh question within the area of German influence in
Europe,” which the authors admt neans concentration in the East, and it
requests preparations for the "organizational, financial and material natters"

i nvol ved. The nmenorandum t hen requests a future plan for the "desired fina
solution” (Endl dsung), which clearly refers to the ideal and ultimte schene of
em gration and evacuati on nmentioned at the beginning of the directive. No
mention whatever is made of nurdering people, but Manvell and Frankl assure us
that this is what the nmenorandumis really about. Again, of course, the "true
nature” of the final as distinct fromthe total solution "was made known to
Heydrich by Goering verbally" (ibid, p. 118). The conveni ence of these” verbal"
directives issuing back and forth i s obvious.

THE WANNSEE CONFERENCE The final details of the plan to exterm nate Jews were
supposed to have been nmade at a conference at Gross Wannsee in Berlin on 20th
January, 1942, presided over by Heydrich (Poliakov, Das Dritte Reich und die
Juden, p. 120 ff; Reitlinger, The Final Solution, p. 95 ff). Oficials of al
German Mnistries were present, and Mill er and Ei chmann represented Gestapo Head
Ofice. Reitlinger and Manvel |l andFrankl consider tile mnutes of this



conference to be their trunp card inproving the existence of a genocide plan
but the truth is that no such plan was even nentioned, and what is nore, they
freely admt this. Manvelland Frankl explain it away rather |lanely by saying
that "The minutes are shrouded in the formof officialdomthat cloaks the rea
significance of the words and term nol ogy that are used" (The | nconparable
Crime, London, 1967, p. 46), which really nmeans that they intend to interpret
themin their owmn way. Wiat Heydrich actually said was that, as in the

menor andum quot ed above, he had been conm ssioned by CGoering to arrange a
solution to the Jewi sh problem He reviewed the history of Jewi sh em gration
stated that the war had rendered the Madagascar project inpractical, and
continued:” The em gration progranme has been replaced now by the evacuati on of
Jews to the east as a further possible solution, in accordance with the previous
aut hori zation of the Fuhrer." Here, he explained, their |abour was to be
utilized. Al this is supposed to be deeply sinister, and pregnant with the

hi dden neaning that the Jews were to be exterm nated, though Prof. Pau
Rassinier, a Frenchman interned at Buchenwal d who has done sterling work in
refuting the nyth of the Six MIlion, explains that it means precisely what it
says, i.e. the concentration of the Jews for |abour in the i mense eastern
ghetto of the Polish Governnment-Ceneral. "There they were to wait until the end
of the war, for the re-opening of international discussions which would decide
their future. This decision was finally reached at the intermnisterial Berlin-
Wannsee conference . " (Rassinier, Le Véritable Proces Ei chmann, p. 20).
Manvel | and Frankl, however, remain undaunted by the conplete | ack of reference
to exterm nation. At the Wannsee conference, they wite, "Direct references to
killing were avoi ded, Heydrich favoring the term"Arbeitseinsatz im
Gsten" (I abour assignnent in the East)" (Heinrich Hnmrer, p. 209). Wy we should
not accept |abour assignment in the East to nean | abour assignnent in the East
is not explained. According to Reitlinger and others, innunerable directives
actual ly specifying exterm nation then passed between H nm er, Heydrich

Ei chmann and conmandant Hoess in the subsequent nonths of 1942, but of course,
"none have survived".

TW STED WORDS AND GROUNDLESS ASSUMPTI ONS The conpl ete | ack of docunentary

evi dence to support the existence of an exterm nation plan has led to the habit
of re-interpreting the docunents that do survive. For exanmple, it is held that a
docunent concerning deportation is not about deportation at all, but a cunning
way of talking about exterm nation. Manvelland Frankl state that "various terns
were used to canoufl age genoci de. These included "Aussiedl ung"(desettl enent) and
" Abbef 6rderung” (renoval )" (ibid, p. 265). Thus, as we have seen already, words
are no | onger assumed to nean what they say if they prove too inconvenient. This
kind of thing is taken to the nost incredible extremes, such as their
interpretation of Heydrich's directive for |abour assignment in the East.

Anot her exanple is a reference to Hmler's order for sending deportees to the
East, "that is, having themkilled" (ibid, p. 251). Reitlinger, equally at a

| oss for evidence, does exactly the same, declaring that fromthe

"circum ocutionary” words of the Wannsee conference it is obvious that "the sl ow
murder of an entire race was intended"(ibid, p. 98). A review of the docunentary
situation is inportant, because it reveals the edifice of guesswork and basel ess
assunptions upon which the extermnation legend is built. The Germans had an
extraordi nary propensity for recordi ng everything on paper in the nost carefu
detail, yet anong the thousands of captured docunents of the S.D. and Gestapo,
the records of the Reich Security Head Office, the files of HHmler's
headquarters and Hitler’s own war directives there is not a single order for the
exterm nati on of Jews or anyone else. It will be seen later that this has, in
fact, been admitted by the Wrld Centre of Contenporary Jew sh Docunentation at
Tel -Aviv. Attenpts to find "veiled allusions" to genocide in speeches |ike that
of Hmmer's to his S.S. Obergruppenfihrers at Posen in 1943 are |likewi se quite



hopel ess. Nurenberg statenents extracted after the war, invariably under duress,
are exanmned in the foll owi ng chapter

5. THE NUREMBERG TRI ALS The story of the Six MIlion was given judicial
authority at the Nurenmberg Trials of German | eaders betweenl1945 and 1949,
proceedi ngs whi ch proved to be the nost disgraceful legal farce in history. For
a far nore detailed study of the iniquities of these trials, which as Field

Mar shal Montgonery said, made it a crinme to lose a war, the reader is referred
to the works cited below, and particular to the outstandi ng book Advance to

Bar bari sm (Nel son, 1953), by the distinguished English jurist, F. J. P. Veale.
Fromthe very outset, the Nurenberg Trials proceeded on the basis of gross
statistical errors. In his speech of indictnment on Novenber 20th, 1945, M.

Si dney Al dernman decl ared that there had been9, 600,000 Jews living in Gernman
occupi ed Europe. Qur earlier study has shown this figure to be wildly

i naccurate. It is arrived at (a) by conpletely ignoring all Jew sh enmigration
bet ween 1933 and 1945, and (b) by adding all the Jews of Russia, including the
two mllion or nore who were never in German-occupied territory. The sane
inflated figure, slightly enlarged to 9,800,000, was produced again at the

Ei chmann Trial in Israel by Prof. Shal omBaron. The alleged Six MIlion victins
first appeared as the foundation for the prosecution at Nurenberg, and after
some dalliance with ten mllion or nore by the Press at the time, it eventually
gai ned international popularity and acceptance. It is very significant, however,
that, although this outlandish figure was able to win credence in the reckl ess
at nosphere of recrimnation in 1945, it had becone no | onger tenable by 1961, at
the Eichmann Trial. The Jerusal em court studiously avoi ded nmentioning the figure
of Six MIlion, and the charge drawn up by M. G deon Haussner sinply said
"sonme” mllions.

LEGAL PRI NClI PLES | GNORED Shoul d anyone be misled into believing that the

exterm nati on of the Jews was "proved" at Nurenberg by” evidence", he should
consider the nature of the Trials thensel ves, based as they were on a tota

di sregard of sound legal principles of any kind. The accusers acted as
prosecutors, judges and executioners; "guilt” was assuned fromthe outset.
(Anong the judges, of course, were the Russians, whose nunberless crinmes

i ncl uded the massacre of 15,000 Polish officers, a proportion of whose bodies
were di scovered by the Germans at Katyn Forest, near Snol ensk. The Sovi et
Prosecutor attenpted to blanme this slaughter on the German defendants). At

Nur ember g, ex post facto |egislation was created, whereby nmen were tried for
"crinmes" which were only declared crinmes after they had been allegedly
committed. Hitherto it had been the npbst basic legal principle that a person
could only be convicted for infringing a law that was in force at the tine of
the infringement. "Nulla Poena SineLege." The Rules of Evidence, devel oped by
British jurisprudence over the centuries in order to arrive at the truth of a
charge with as much certainty as possible, were entirely di sregarded at
Nuremberg. It was decreed that” the Tribunal should not be bound by technica
rul es of evidence” but could adnmit "any evidence which it deenmed to have
probative value,” that is, would support a conviction. In practice, this neant
the admi ttance of hearsay evidence and docunents, which in a normal judicial
trial are always rejected as untrustworthy. That such evidence was allowed is of
prof ound significance, because it was one of the principal methods by which the
exterm nation | egend was fabricated through fraudulent "witten affidavits”.

Al t hough only 240 witnesses were called in the course of the Trials, no |less

t han 300,000 of these "witten affidavits" were accepted by the Court as
supporting the charges, without this evidence being heard under oath. Under

t hese circunstances, any Jewi sh deportee or canp i nmate coul d nmake any
revengeful allegation that he pleased. Mst incredible of all, perhaps, was the
fact that defense |lawers at Nuremberg were not permitted to cross-exam ne



prosecuti on witnesses. A sonmewhat simlar situation prevailed at the trial of
Adol f Ei chmann, when it was announced that Ei chmann's defense | awer could be
cancelled at any tinme "if an intolerable situation should arise,” which
presumably nmeant if his |lawyer started to prove his innocence. The rea
background of the Nurenmberg Trials was exposed by the American judge, Justice
Wenersturm President of one of Tribunals. He was so disgusted by the
proceedi ngs that he resigned his appointnment and flew honme to Anmerica, |eaving
behi nd a statenent to the Chicago Tribune which enunerated point by point his
objections to the Trials (cf Mark Lautern, Das Letzte Wrt dber Nirnberg, p.

56). Points 3 -8 are as follows: 3. The nmenbers of the department of the Public
Prosecutor, instead of trying to fornulate and reach a new guidi ng | egal
principle, were noved only by personal anbition and revenge. 4. The prosecution
did its utnmost in everyway possible to prevent the defense preparing its case
and to make it inpossible for it to furnish evidence. 5. The prosecution, |ed by
Ceneral Taylor, did everything in its power to prevent the unani nous deci sion of
the Mlitary Court being carried out i.e. to ask Washington to furnish and nmake
available to the court further docunentary evidence in the possession of the
American Government. 6. Ninety per cent of the Nuremberg Court consisted of

bi ased persons who, either on political or racial grounds, furthered the
prosecution’s case. 7. The prosecution obviously knew howto fill all the

adm nistrative posts of the Mlitary Court with "Americans" whose naturalization
certificates were very new i ndeed, and who, whether in the admnistrative
service or by their translations etc., created an atnosphere hostile to the
accused persons. 8. The real aimof the Nurenberg Trials was to show the Germans
the crimes of their Fiuhrer, and this aimwas at the sanme tinme the pretext on
which the trials were ordered . . . Had I known seven nonths earlier what was
happeni ng at Nurenmberg, | woul d never have gone there. Concerning Point 6, that
ni nety per cent of the Nurenberg Court consisted of people biased on racial or
political grounds, this was a fact confirned by others present. According to
Earl Carrol, an American | awer, sixty percent of the staff of the Public
Prosecutor's Ofice were Gernman Jews who had left Germany after the promul gation
of Hitler's Race Laws. He observed that not even ten per cent of the Americans
enpl oyed at the Nurenberg courts were actually Americans by birth. The chief of
the Public Prosecutor's O fice, who worked behind General Taylor, was Robert M
Kenpner, a German-Jew sh emigrant. He was assisted by Mrris Anthan. Mark

Laut ern, who observed the Trials, wites in his book: "They have all arrived:

t he Sol onons, the Schl ossbergers and the Rabi novitches, nenbers of the Public
Prosecutor's staff . . ." (ibid. p. 68). It is obvious fromthese facts that the
fundanmental |egal principle: that no nan can sit in judgnent on his own case,
was abandoned al together. Mreover, the mgjority of witnesses were also Jews.
According to Prof. Maurice Bardeche, who was al so an observer at the Trials, the
only concern of these witnesses was not to show their hatred too openly, and to
try and give an inpression of objectivity (Nurenmbergou |la Terre Prom se, Paris,
1948, p. 149).

' CONFESSI ONS' UNDER TORTURE Al t oget her nore di sturbing, however, were the

nmet hods enpl oyed to extract statenents and "confessions” at Nurenberg,
particularly those fromS.S. officers which were used to support the

exterm nati on charge. The Anerican Senator, Joseph McCarthy, in a statenent
given to the Anerican Press on May 20th, 1949, drew attention to the foll ow ng
cases of torture to secure such confessions. In the prison of the Swabisch Hall,
he stated, officers of the S.S. Leibstandarte Adolf Hitler were flogged until
they were soaked in blood, after which their sexual organs were tranpled on as
they lay prostrate on the ground. As in the notorious Malnmedy Trials of private
soldiers, the prisoners were hoisted in the air and beaten until they signed the
confessions demanded of them On the basis of such "confessions” extorted from
S.S. Generals Sepp Dietrich and Joachi m Pai per, the Lei bstandarte was convicted



as a "guilty organi zation". S.S. General Gswald Pohl, the econom c adm nistrator
of the concentration canp system had his face sneared with faeces and was
subsequently beaten until he supplied his confession. In dealing with these
cases, Senator MCarthy told the Press:” | have heard evi dence and read
docunentary proofs to the effect that the accused persons were beaten up

mal treated and physically tortured by methods which could only be conceived in
sick brains. They were subjected to nock trials and pretended executions, they
were told their famlies woul d-be deprived of their ration cards. Al these
things were carried out with the approval of the Public Prosecutor in order to
secure the psychol ogi cal atnosphere necessary for the extortion of the required
confessions. If the United States lets such acts conmtted by a few people go
unpuni shed, then the whole world can rightly criticize us severely and forever
doubt the correctness of our notives and our noral integrity."” The nethods of
intimdation described were repeated during trials at Frankfurt-am Meinand at
Dachau, and | arge nunbers of Germans were convicted for atrocities on the basis
of their adm ssions. The American Judge Edward L. van Roden, one of the three
menbers of the Sinpson Arny Comni ssion which was subsequently appointed to

i nvestigate the nmethods of justice at the Dachau trials, reveal ed the nethods by
whi ch these adm ssions were secured in the Washington Daily News, January 9th,
1949. Hi s account al so appeared in the British newspaper, the Sunday Pictori al
January 23rd, 1949. The nethods he described were: “Posturing as priests to hear
conf essions and give absolution; torture with burning matches driven under the
prisoners finger-nails; knocking out of teeth and breaking jaws; solitary
confinenent and near starvation rations.” Van Roden explai ned: "The statenents
which were adm tted as evidence were obtained frommen who had first been kept

in solitary confinement for three, four and five nonths . . . The investigators
woul d put a bl ack hood over the accused's head and then punch himin the face
with brass knuckl es, kick himand beat himw th rubber hoses . . . Al but two

of the Germans, in the 139 cases we investigated, had been kicked in the
testicles beyond repair. This was standard operating procedure with our American
i nvestigators.” The "American" investigators responsible (and who |ater
functioned as the prosecution in the trials) were: Lt.-Col. Burton F. Ellis
(chief of the War Crinmes Committee) and his assistants, Capt. Raphael Shunacker
Lt. Robert E. Byrne, Lt. WlliamR Perl, M. Mrris Ellowitz, M. Harry Thon
and M. Kirschbaum The |egal adviser of the court was Col. A. H Rosenfeld. The
reader will inmediately appreciate fromtheir nanes that the majority of these
peopl e were "biased on racial grounds"” in the words of Justice Wenersturm - that
is, were Jewi sh, and therefore should never have been involved in any such

i nvestigation. Despite the fact that” confessions” pertaining to the

exterm nati on of the Jews were extracted under these conditions, Nurenberg
statenments are still regarded as concl usive evidence for the Six MIlion by
witers like Reitlinger and others, and the illusion is maintained that the
Trials were both inpartial and inpeccably fair. Wen General Taylor, the Chief
Public Prosecutor, was asked where he had obtained the figure of the Six
Mllion, he replied that it was based on the confession of S.S. CGeneral Qto

Ohl endorf. He, too, was tortured and his case is exam ned below. But as far as
such "confessions” in general are concerned, we can do no better than quote the
British Sunday Pictorial when review ng the report of Judge van Roden: "Strong
men were reduced to broken wecks ready to nmunbl e any adm ssion demanded by
their prosecutors.”

THE W SLI CENY STATEMENT At this point, let us turn to sone of the Nurenberg
docunents thensel ves. The docunent quoted nost frequently in support of the

| egend of the Six MIIlion, and which figures largely in Poliakov and Wil f's Das
Dritte Reich und die Juden: Dokunenteund Aufsatze, is the statenent of S. S
Captain Dieter Wsliceny, an assistant in Adolf Ei chmann's office and | ater the
CGestapo chief in Slovakia. It was obtained under conditions even nore extrene



than those descri bed above, for Wsliceny fell into the hands of Czech

Conmmuni sts and was "interrogated” at the Soviet-controlled Bratislava Prison in
November, 1946. Subjected to torture, Wsliceny was reduced to a nervous w eck
and becane addicted to uncontrollable fits of sobbing for hours on end prior to
hi s execution. Al though the conditions under which his statenent was obtai ned
enpty it entirely of all plausibility, Poliakov prefers to ignore this and
merely wites: "In prison he wote several nenmoirs that contain information of
great interest" (Harvest of Hate, p. 3). These nmenvirs include sone genui ne
statenments of fact to provide authenticity, such as that H mm er was an

ent husi asti c advocate of Jewi sh emigration and that the emigration of Jews from
Eur ope continued throughout the war, but in general they are typical of the
Communi st-styl e "confession” produced at Soviet showtrials. Frequent reference
is made to exterm nating Jews and a flagrant attenpt is made to inplicate as
many S.S. | eaders as possible. Factual errors are al so conmon, notably the
statenent that the war with Pol and added nore than 3 million Jews to the Gernan-
occupi ed territory, which we have di sproved above.

THE CASE OF THE EI NSATZGRUPPEN The Wsliceny statenent deals at sone length with
the activities of the Einsatzgruppen or Action Goups used in the Russian
canpai gn. These nust nerit a detailed consideration in a survey of Nurenberg
because the picture presented of themat the Trials represents a kind of "Six
MIllion" in mniature, i.e. has been proved since to be the nbst enornous
exaggeration and fal sification. The Ei nsatzgruppen were four special units drawn
fromthe Gestapo and the S.D.(S.S. Security Service) whose task was to w pe out
parti sans and Communi st conmi ssars in the wake of the advancing Gernman armes in
Russia. As early as 1939, there had been 34,000 of these political comr ssars
attached to the Red Arny. The activities of the Ei nsatzgruppen were the
particul ar concern of the Soviet Prosecutor Rudenko at the Nurenberg Trials. The
1947 indictment of the four groups alleged that in the course of their
operations they had killed not |ess than one mllion Jews in Russia nerely
because they were Jews. These all egations have since been elaborated; it is now
clained that the nurder of Soviet Jews by the Einsatzgruppen constituted Phase
One in the plan to extermnate the Jews, Phase Two being the transportation of
Eur opean Jews to Poland. Reitlinger admits that the original term"fina
solution” referred to emgration and had nothing to do with the Iiquidation of
Jews, but he then clains that an exterm nation policy began at the tinme of the

i nvasion of Russia in 1941. He considers Htler's order of July 1941for the
l'iquidation of the Communi st conm ssars, and he concludes that this was
acconpani ed by a verbal order fromH tler for the Einsatzgruppen to |iquidate
all Soviet Jews (D e Endl 6sung, p. 91). If this assunption is based on anything
at all, it is probably the worthless Wsliceny statenment, which alleges that the
Ei nsat zgr uppen were soon receiving orders to extend their task of crushing
Communi sts and partisans to a "general massacre” of Russian Jews. It is very
significant that, once again, it is a "verbal order"” for extermnating Jews that
i s supposed to have acconpanied Hitler’'s genuine, witten order - yet another
nebul ous and unprovabl e assunption on the part of Reitlinger. An earlier order
fromH tler, dated March 1941and signed by Field Marshal Keitel, makes it quite
cl ear what the real tasks of the future Ei nsatzgruppen would be. It states that
in the Russian canpaign, the Reichsfiher S.S. (Hnmer) is to be entrusted with
"tasks for the political admnistration, tasks which result fromthe struggle
whi ch has to be carried out between two opposing political systems" (Manvel L&
Frankl, ibid., p. 115). This plainly refers to elimnating Comuni sm especially
the political comm ssars whose specific task was Conmuni st indoctrination

THE OHLENDORF TRI AL The nost revealing trial in the "Ei nsatzgruppen Case" at
Nur emberg was that of S.S. General Oto Chlendorf, the chief of the S.D. who



conmmanded Ei nsat zgruppe D in the Ukraine, attached to Field Marshal von
Manstein's Eleventh Arnmy. During the |ast phase of the war hews enpl oyed as a
foreign trade expert in the Mnistry of Econonics. Onlendorf was one of those
subjected to the torture described earlier, and in his affidavit of Novenber
5th, 1945 he was "persuaded" to confess that 90,000 Jews had been kill ed under
his command al one. Chlendorf didn’t cone to trial until 1948, long after the
mai n Nurenberg Trial, and by that tine he was insisting that his earlier
statenment had been extracted from himunder torture. In his main speech before
the Tribunal, Ohlendorf took the opportunity to denounce Philip Auerbach, the
Jewi sh attorney-general of the Bavarian State Ofice for Restitution, who at
that time was claimng conpensation for "eleven nmillion Jews" who had suffered
in German concentration canps. Ghl endorf disnmissed this ridiculous claim
stating that "not the m nutest part" of the people for whom Auer bach was
demandi ng conpensati on had even seen a concentration canp. GChlendorf l|ived |ong
enough to see Auerbach convicted for enbezzl ement and fraud (forgi ng docunents
purporting to show huge paynents of conpensati on to non-existent people) before
his own execution finally took place in 1951. Chl endorf explained to the
Tribunal that his units often had to prevent nassacres of Jews organi zed anti -
Semitic UWUkrainians behind the German front, and he denied that the

Ei nsat zgruppen as a whole had inflicted even one quarter of the casualties
clainmed by the prosecution. He insisted that the illegal partisan warfare in
Russi a, which he had to conbat, had taken a far higher toll of lives fromthe
regul ar German arny - an assertion confirned by the Soviet Governnent, which
boasted of 500,000 German troops killed by partisans. In fact, Franz Stahl ecker
commander of Einsatzgruppe Ain the Baltic region and Wite Russia, was hinself
killed by partisans in 1942. The English jurist F. J.P. Veale, in dealing with
the Action G oups, explains that in the fighting on the Russian front no

di stinction could be properly drawn between parti sans and the civilian
popul ati on, because any Russian civilian who maintained his civilian status
instead of acting as a terrorist was liable to be executed by his countrynen as
atraitor. Veale says of the Action Goups: "There is no question that their
orders were to conbat terror by terror”, and he finds it strange that atrocities
committed by the partisans in the struggle were regarded as bl anel ess sinply
because they turned out to be on the winning side (ibid. p. 223). Ohlendorf took
the sane view, and in a bitter appeal witten before his execution, he accused
the Allies of hypocrisy in holding the Germans to account by conventional |aws
of warfare while fighting a savage Sovi et eneny who did not respect those |aws.

ACTI ON GROUP EXECUTI ONS DI STORTED The Sovi et charge that the Action G oups had
wantonly extermnated a mllion Jews during their operations has been shown
subsequently to be a massive falsification. In fact, there had never been the
slightest statistical basis for the figure. In this connection, Poliakov and
Wil f cite the statement of WI hel mHoettl, the dubious American spy, double
agent and former assistant of Ei chmann. Hoettl, it will be renenbered, clained
that Ei chmann had "told hinf that six mllion Jews had been exterm nated - and
he added that two million of these had been killed by the Ei nsatzgruppen. This
absurd figure went beyond even the wildest estimates of Soviet Prosecutor
Rudenko, and it was not. given any credence by the Anerican Tribunal which tried
and condemmed Chl endorf. The real nunber of casualties for which the Action

G oups were responsi ble has since been revealed in the scholarly work Mnstein,
hi s Canpaigns and his Trial (London, 1951), by the able English | awer R

T. Paget. Ohl endorf had been under Manstein's nom nal command. Paget's concl usion
is that the Nuremberg Court, in accepting the figures of the Soviet prosecution
exaggerated the nunmber of casualties by nore than 1000 per cent and that they
distorted even nore the situations in which these casualties were

inflicted. (These horrific distortions are the subject of six pages of WIIliam
Shirer's The Rise and Fall of the Third Reich, pp. 1140-46). Here, then, is the



| egendary6 million in mniature; not one mllion deaths, but one hundred

t housand. O course, only a small proportion of these could have been Jew sh
parti sans and Communi st functionaries. It is worth repeating that these
casualties were inflicted during savage partisan warfare on the Eastern front,
and that Soviet terrorists claimto have killed five tinmes that nunber of German
troops. It has neverthel ess remained a popular nyth that the exterm nation of
the Jews began with the actions of the Einsatzgruppen in Russia. |In conclusion
we may briefly survey the Manstein trial itself, typical in so nmany ways of

Nur ember g proceedi ngs. Principally because Action Goup D was attached to
Manstein's command (though it was responsible solely to HHmmMer), the sixty-two
year old, invalid Field Marshal, considered by nost authorities to be the nopst
brilliant German general of the war, was subjected to the shameful indignity of
a "war-crimes" trial. O the 17 charges, 15 were brought by the Conmuni st Russi an
Government and two by the Conmuni st Polish Governnent. Only one witness was
called to give evidence at this trial, and he proved so unsatisfactory that the
prosecution withdrew his evidence. Reliance was pl aced instead on 800 hearsay
docunents which we reaccepted by the court wi thout any proof of their
authenticity or authorship. The prosecution introduced witten affidavits by

Onl endorf and other S.S.Leaders, but since these nmen were still alive,

Manstei n's defence. | awer Reginald Paget K C. denanded their appearance in the
wi t ness-box. This wasrefused by the Anerican authorities, and Paget decl ared
that this refusal was due to fear lest the condemmed nen reveal ed what net hods
had been used to induce themto sign their affidavits. Manstein was eventual |y
acquitted on eight of the charges, including the two Polish ones which, as Paget
said,” were so flagrantly bogus that one was |eft wondering why they had been
presented at all."

THE OSWALD POHL TRI AL The case of the Action Goups is a revealing insight into
the nmethods of the Nurenmberg Trials and the fabrication of the Myth of the Six
MIllion. Another is the trial of Gswald Pohl in 1948, which is of great

i mportance as it bears directly on the adm nistration of the concentration canp
system Pohl had been the chief disbursing officer of the German Navy until

1934, when Hi nmer requested his transfer to the S.S. For el even years he was
the principal adm nistrative chief of the entire S.S. in his position as head of
the S.S. Econony and Administration Ofice, which after 1941 was concerned wth
the industrial productivity of the concentration canp system A peak point of
hypocri sy was reached at the trial when. the prosecution said to Pohl that "had
CGermany rested content with the exclusion of Jews fromher own territory, with
denyi ng them German citizenship, with excluding themfrompublic office, or any
i ke donestic regulation, no other nation could have been heard to conplain."
The truth is that Germany was bonbarded with insults and econom ¢ sanctions for
doi ng precisely these things, and her internal measures against the Jews were
certainly major cause of the declaration of war against Germany by the
denocraci es. OGswal d Pohl was an extrenely sensitive and intellectual individua
who was reduced to a broken man in the course of his trial. As Senator MCarthy
poi nted out, Pohl had signed sone incriminating statenents after being subjected
to severe torture, including a bogus adm ssion that he had seen a gas chanber at
Auschwitz in the sumer of 1944. The prosecution strenuously pressed this
charge, but Pohl successfully repudiated it. The aim of the prosecution was to
depict this dejected man as a veritable fiend in human shape, an inpression
hopel essly at variance with the testinony of those who knew him Such testinony
was gi ven by Heinrich Hoepker, an anti- Nazi friend of Pohl's wife who cane into
frequent contact with himduring the period 1942-45. Hoepker noted that Pohl was
essentially a serene and nmil d-nmannered person. During a visit to Pohl in the
spring of 1944, Hoepker was brought into contact with concentration canp inmates
who were working on a | ocal project outside the canp area. He noted that the
prisoners worked in a leisurely manner and rel axed at nosphere w t hout any



pressure fromtheir guards. Hoepker declared that Pohl did not hold an enotiona
attitude to the Jews, and did not object to his wife entertaining her Jew sh
friend Annenmarie Jacques at their home. By the begi nning of 1945, Hoepker was
fully convinced that the admi nistrator of the concentration canps was a hunane,
consci entious and dedi cated servant of his task, and he was astoni shed when he
heard later in 1945 of the accusations being nmade agai nst Pohl and his

col | eagues. Frau Pohl noted that her husband retained his serenity in the face
of adversity until March 1945, when he visited the canp at Bergen- Bel sen at the
time of the typhus epidemc there. Htherto the canp had been a nodel of

cl eanliness and order, but the chaotic conditions at the cl ose of the war had
reduced it to a state of extreme hardship. Pohl, who was unable to alleviate
conditions there because of the desperate pass which the war had reached by that
time, was deeply affected by the experience and, according to his w fe, never
regai ned his former state of conposure. Dr. Alfred Seidl, the highly respected

| awyer who acted as principal defense counsel at the Nurenberg Trials, went to
wor k passionately to secure the acquittal of Pohl. Seidl had been a persona
friend of the accused for many years, and was thoroughly convinced of his

i nnocence with respect to the fraudul ent charge of planned genoci de agai nst the
Jews. The Allied judgnent which condemmed Pohl did not pronpt Seidl to change
his opinion in the slightest. He declared that the prosecution had failed to
produce a single piece of valid evidence against him One of the nbst el oquent
defences of OGswald Pohl was made by S.S. Lieutenant Col onel Kurt Schm dt-

Kl evenow, a | egal officer in the S.S. Econony and Administration Ofice, in his
affidavit of August 8th, 1947. This affidavit has been deliberately omtted from
t he published docunments known as Trials of the War Crimnals before the
Nuremberg M litary Tribunals 1946 -1949. Schm dt- Kl evenow poi nted out that Poh
had given his fullest support to Judge Konrad Mdrgen of the Reich Crimna

Police Ofice, whose job was to investigate irregularities at the concentration
canps. Later on we shall refer to a case in which Pohl was in favour of the
death penalty for canp conmandant Koch, who was accused by an S.S. court of

m sconduct. Schm dt- Kl evenow expl ai ned that Pohl was instrumental in arranging
for local police chiefs to share in the jurisdiction of concentration canps, and
took personal initiative in securing strict discipline on the part of canp
personnel. In short, the evidence given at the Pohl trial shows that the
proceedi ngs i nvol ved nothing | ess than the deliberate defamati on of a man's
character in order to support the propaganda | egend of genoci de agai nst the Jews
in the concentration canps he adm ni stered.

FALSI FI ED EVI DENCE AND FRAUDULENT AFFI DAVI TS Spurious testinmony at Nurenberg
whi ch included extravagant statenments in support of the nmyth of the Six MIlion
was invariably given by former Gernman of ficers because of pressure, either
severe torture as in the cases cited previously, or the assurance of |eniency
for thenmselves if they supplied the required statenents. An exanple of the
latter was the testinony of S.S. CGeneral Erich von denBach-Zel ewski. He was
threatened wi th execution hinmself because of his suppression of the revolt by
Pol i sh parti sans at Warsaw i n August 1944, which he carried out with his S. S
bri gade of Wiite Russians. He was therefore prepared to be "co-operative". The
evi dence of Bach-Zel ewski constituted the basis of the testinony against the
Rei chsfihrer of the S.S. Heinrich Hnmer at the main Nurenberg Trial (Trial of
the Major War Crimnals, Valid, pp, 29, 36). In March 1941, on the eve of the

i nvasion of Russia, Hmier invited the H gher S.S. Leaders to his Castle at
Wewel sburg for a conference, including Bach-Zel ewski who was an expert on
partisan warfare. In his Nurenberg evidence, he depicted H mr er speaking in
grandi ose ternms at this conference about the |iquidation of peoples in Eastern
Eur ope, but Goering, in the courtroom denounced Bach-Zel ewski to his face for
the falsity of this testinmony. An especially outrageous allegation concerned a
supposed decl aration by Hmier that one of the ains of the Russian canpai gn was



to "decimate the Slav population by thirty mllions." Wiat Hnmer really said
is given by his Chief of Staff, WIff - that war in Russia was certain to result
in mllions of dead (Manvell & Frankl, ibid. p. 117). Another brazen fal sehood
was Bach- Zel ewski's accusation that on August 31st, 1942 Hi nml er personally

wi t nessed the execution of one hundred Jews by an Einsatz detachnent at M nsk
causing himto nearly faint. It is known, however, that on this date H mier was
in conference at his field headquarters at Zhitomr in the Ukraine(cf K

Vowi nckel, Die Wehrmacht im Kanpf, vol. 4, p. 275). Mich is nade of Bach-

Zel ewski's evidence in all the books on Hmer, especially WIIli Frischauer's
H nmmer: Evil Genius of the Third Reich (London, 1953, p. 148ff). However, in
April 1959, Bach-Zel ewski publicly repudi ated his Nurenbergtestinony before a
West Gernman court. He admitted that his earlier statenments had not the slightest
foundation in fact, and that he had nmade them for the sake of expediency and his
own survival. The German court, after careful deliberation, accepted his
retraction. Needless to say, what Veale calls the "lron Curtain of Discreet

Si Il ence" descended i nmedi ately over these events. They have had no influence
what ever on the books which propagate the nyth of the Six MIIlion, and Bach-

Zel ewski's testinony on Hmier is still taken at its face value. The truth
concerning HimmMer is provided ironically by an anti-Nazi - Felix Kersten, his
physi ci an and nmasseur. Because Kersten was opposed to the regine, he tends to
support the legend that the internment of Jews nmeant their exterm nation. But
fromhis close personal knowl edge of H mm er he cannot help but tell the truth
concerning him and in his Menoirs 1940-1945 (London, 1956, p. 119 ff) he is
enphatic in stating that Heinrich HmMer did not advocate |iquidating the Jews
but favoured their em gration overseas. Neither does Kersten inplicate Hitler
However, the credibility of his anti-Nazi narrative is conpletely shattered
when, in search of an alternative villain, he declares that Dr. CGoebbels was the
real advocate of "exterm nation". This nonsensical allegation is anply disproved
by the fact that CGoebbels was still concerned with the Madagascar project even
after it had been tenporarily shelved by the German Foreign Ofice, as we showed
earlier. So nuch for fal se evidence at Nurenberg. Reference has al so been nade
to the thousands of fraudulent "witten affidavits” which were accepted by the
Nur emberg Court w thout any attenpt to ascertain the authenticity of their
contents or even their authorship. These hearsay docunents, often of the nopst

bi zarre kind, were introduced as "evidence" so long as they bore the required
signature. A typical prosecution affidavit contested by the defense in the
Concentration Canp Trial of 1947 was that of Alois Hoellriegel, a nmenber of the
canp personnel at Mauthausen in Austria. This affidavit, which the defense
proved was fabricated during Hoellriegel's torture, had al ready been used to
secure the conviction of S.S. General Ernst Kaltenbrunner in 1946. It clained
that a mass gassing operation had taken place at Maut hausen and that Hoellriege
had wi t nessed Kal tenbrunner ( the highest S.S. Leader in the Reich excepting

H nm er)actually taking part in it. By the time of the Concentration Canp

Trial (Pohl's trial) a year later, it had becone inpossible to sustain this piece
of nonsense when it was produced in court again. The defense not only
denonstrated that the affidavit was falsified, but showed that all deaths at
Maut hausen were systematically checked by the |local police authorities. They
were also entered on a canp register, and particul ar enbarrassnent was caused to
t he prosecuti on when the Maut hausen regi ster, one of the few that survived, was
produced in evidence. The defense al so obtai ned nunmerous affidavits from forner
i nmat es of Maut hausen (a prison canp chiefly for crimnals)testifying to humane
and orderly conditions there.

ALLI ED ACCUSATI ONS DI SBELI EVED There is no nore el oquent testinony to the
tragedy and tyranny of Nurenberg than the pathetic astonishnment or outraged
di sbelief of the accused persons thenselves at the grotesque charges nade
against them Such is reflected in the affidavit of S.S. Mjor-Ceneral Heinz



Fansl au, who visited nobst of the Gernman concentration canps during the | ast
years of the war. Although a front |line soldier of the Waffen S.S., Fansl au had
taken a great interest in concentration canp conditions, and he was sel ected as
a prime target by the Allies for the charge of conspiracy to annihilate the
Jews. It was argued, on the basis of his many contacts, that he nmust have been
fully involved. Wien it was first runored that he would be tried and convict ed,
hundreds of affidavits were produced on his behalf by canp i nmates he had
visited. Wien he read the full scope of the indictnent against the concentration
canp personnel in supplenmentary Nurenberg Trial No. 4 on May 6th, 1947, Fanslau
declared in disbelief: "This cannot be possible, because I, too, would have had
to know sonething about it." It should be enphasized that throughout the

Nur ember g proceedi ngs, the German | eaders on trial never believed for a nonent
the allegations of the Allied prosecution. Hermann Goering, who was exposed to
the full brunt of the Nurenmberg atrocity propaganda, failed to be convinced by
it. Hans Fritzsche, on trial as the highest functionary of CGoebbels' Mnistry,
rel ates that Goering, even after hearing the Onlendorf affidavit on the

Ei nsat zgruppen and the Hoess testi nobny on Auschwi tz, remained convinced that the
exterm nati on of Jews was entirely propaganda fiction (The Sword in the Scal es,
London, 1953, p. 145). At one point during the trial, Goering declared rather
cogently that the first time he had heard of it "was right here in Nurenberg"
(Shirer, ibid. p. 1147). The Jewish witers Poliakov, Reitlinger and Manvell and
Frankl all attenpt to inplicate Goering in this supposed exterm nation, but
Charles Bew ey in his work Hernmann Goeri ng(Goettingen, 1956) shows that not the
slightest evidence was found at Nurenberg to substantiate this charge. Hans
Fritzsche pondered on the whol e question during the trials, and he concl uded
that there had certainly been no thorough investigation of these nonstrous
charges. Fritzsche, who was acquitted, was an associ ate of Goebbels and a
skill ed propagandi st. He recogni zed that the all eged nassacre of the Jews was
the main point of the indictnment against all defendants. Kaltenbrunner, who
succeeded Heydrich as chief of the Reich Security Head Ofice and was the main
defendant for the S.S. due to the death of H nmmler, was no nore convinced of the
genoci de charges than was CGoering. He confided to Fritzsche that the prosecution
was scoring apparent successes because of their techni que of coercing wtnesses
and suppressing evidence, which was precisely the accusation of Judges

Wener sturm and van Roden

6. AUSCHW TZ AND POLI SH JEVWRY The concentration canp at Auschwitz near Krakow in
Pol and has remained at the centre of the alleged exterm nation of mllions of
Jews. Later we shall see how, when it was discovered by honest observers in the
British and Anerican zones after the war that no "gas chanbers” existed in the
German canps such as Dachau and Bergen-Bel sen, attention was shifted to the
eastern canps, particularly Auschwitz. Ovens definitely existed here, it was
clained. Unfortunately, the eastern canps were in the Russian zone of

occupation, so that no one could verify whether these allegations were true or
not. The Russians refused to allow anyone to see Auschwitz until about ten years
after the war, by which time they were able to alter its appearance and give
sonme plausibility to the claimthat mllions of people had been exterm nated
there. If anyone doubts that the Russians are capabl e of such deception, they
shoul d renmenber the nmonunents erected at sites where thousands of people were
murdered in Russia by Stalin's secret police -- but where the nonunments proclaim
themto be victins of German troops in Wrld War Two. The truth about Auschwitz
is that it was the |largest and nost inportant industrial concentration canp,
produci ng all kinds of material for the war industry. The canp consisted of
synthetic coal and rubber plants built by I. G Farben Industrie, for whomthe
prisoners supplied | abour. Auschwitz al so conprised an agricultural research
station, with [aboratories, plant nurseries and facilities for stock breeding,
as well as Krupps armanent works. We have already remarked that this kind of



activity was the prinme function of the canps; all major firms had subsidiaries
in themand the S.S. even opened their own factories. Accounts of visits by

H nrer to the canps show that his main purpose was to inspect and assess their
i ndustrial efficiency. Wien he visited Auschwitz in March 1941 acconpani ed by
hi gh executives of |1.G Farben, he showed no interest in the problens of the
canp as a facility for prisoners, but nerely ordered that the canp be enl arged
to take 100, 000 detai nees to supply labour for I.G Farben. This hardly accords
with a policy of exterm nating prisoners by the mllion.

MORE AND MORE M LLIONS It was nevertheless at this single canp that about half
of the six mllion Jews were supposed to have been exterm nated, indeed, sone
witers claim4 or even 5 mllion. Four mllion was the sensational figure
announced by the Soviet CGovernnent after the Communi sts had "investigated” the
canp, at the sanme tine as they were attenpting to blanme the Katyn massacre on
the Germans. Reitlinger admits that information regarding Auschwi tz and ot her
eastern canps cones fromthe post-war Comruni st regi mes of Eastern Europe: "The
evi dence concerning the Polish death canps was mainly taken after the war by
Poli sh State conm ssionsor by the Central Jewi sh Hi storical Conm ssion of

Pol and" (The Final Solution, p . 631). However, no living, authentic eye-w tness
of these "gassings” has ever been produced and validated. Benedi kt Kautsky, who
spent seven years in concentration canps, including three in Auschwitz, alleged
in his book Teufel und Verdammte (Devil and Damed, Zurich, 1946) that "not |ess
t han 3, 500, 000 Jews" had been killed there. This was certainly a remarkable
statenment, because by his own adm ssion he had never seen a gas chanber. He
confessed: "I was in the big German concentration canps. However, | nust
establish the truth that in no canp at any tinme did | cone across such an
installation as a gas chanber" (p. 272- 3). The only execution he actually

wi t nessed was when two Polish inmates were executed for killing two Jew sh

i nmat es. Kaut sky, who was sent from Buchenwald in October, 1942 to work at
Auschwi t z- Buna, stresses in his book that the use of prisoners in war industry
was a major feature of concentration canp policy until the end of the war. He
fails to reconcile this with an alleged policy of massacring Jews. The

exterm nations at Auschwitz are alleged to have occurred between March 1942 and
Cct ober 1944; the figure of half of six mllion, therefore, would nmean the
exterm nati on and di sposal of about 94, 000peopl e per nmonth for thirty two nonths
- approxi mately 3,350 peopl e everyday, day and night, for over two and a half
years. This kind of thing is so ludicrous that it scarcely needs refuting. And
yet Reitlinger clains quite seriously that Auschwitz coul d di spose of no | ess
than 6,000 people a day. Although Reitlinger's 6,00 a day would nean a total by
Cct ober 1944o0f over 5 mllion, all such estimates pale before the wild fantasies
of A ga Lengyel in her book Five Chi meys (London, 1959). Caining to be a
former i nmate of Auschwitz, she asserts that the canp cremated no | ess than"720
per hour, or 17,280 corpses per twenty-four hour shift.” She also alleges that,
in addition, 8,000 people were burned every day in the "death-pits", and that
therefore "In round nunbers, about?24,000 corpses were handl ed every day" (p. 80-
1). This, of course, would nean a yearly rate of over 8-1/2 nmillion. Thus

bet ween March 1942and Cct ober 1944 Auschwitz would finally have di sposed of over
21 million people, six mllion nore than the entire world Jew sh popul ation
Commenti s superfluous. Although several mllions, were supposed to have died at
Auschwitz alone, Reitlinger has to adnmit that only 363,000 i nmates were

regi stered at the canp for the whole of the period between January 1940and
February 1945 (The S.S. Alibi of a Nation, p. 268 ff), and by no neans all of
themwere Jews. It is frequently clained that many prisoners were never

regi stered, but no one has offered any proof of this. Even if there were as many
unregi stered as there were registered, it would nmean only a total of 750,000
prisoners -- hardly enough for the elimnation of 3 or4 mllion. Mreover, |arge
nunbers of the canp popul ati on were rel eased or transported el sewhere during the



war, and at the end 80,000 were evacuated westward in January 1945 before the
Russi an advance. One exanple will suffice of the statistical frauds relating to
casual ties at Auschwitz. Shirer clains that in the summer of 1944, no |ess than
300, 000 Hungarian Jews were done to death in a nmere forty-six days (ibid. p
1156) . This woul d have been al nost the entire Hungarian Jew sh popul ati on, which
nunbered some 380, 000. But according to the Central Statistical Ofice of
Budapest, there were260,000 Jews in Hungary in 1945 (which roughly confornms wth
the Joint Distribution Committee figure of 220,000), so that only 120,000 were
cl assed as no longer resident. O these, 35,000 were em grants fromthe new
Conmmuni st regine, and a further 25,000 were still being held in Russia after
havi ng worked in German | abour battalions there. This | eaves only 60, 000
Hungari an Jews unaccounted for, but M E Nanenyi estinmates that 60,000 Jews
returned to Hungary fromdeportation in Germany, though Reitlinger says this
figure is too high (The Final Solution, p. 497). Possibly it is, but bearing in
m nd the substantial emgration of Hungarian Jews during the war (cf Report of
the 1CRC, Vol. I, p. 649), the nunber of Hungarian Jewi sh casualties nust have
been very | ow i ndeed.

BEST- SELLER A HOAX OF the other variety of menpirs, those which present a
picture of frail Jewy caught in the vice of Nazism the nost celebrated is
undoubtedly The Diary of Anne Frank, and the truth concerning this book is only
one appalling insight into the fabrication of a propaganda |egend . First
published in 1952, The Diary of Anne Frank becanme an inmedi ate best-seller

since then it has been republished in paper-back, going through40 i npressions,
and was nmade into a successful Hollywood film In royalties alone, Qto Frank
the girl's father, has made a fortune fromthe sale of the book, which purports
to represent the real-life tragedy of his daughter. Wth its direct appeal to
the enotions, the book and the filmhave influenced literally mllions of

people, certainly nore throughout the world than any other story of its kind.
And yet only seven years after its initial publication, a New York Supreme Court
case established that the book was a hoax. The Diary of Anne Frank has been sold
to the public as the actual diary of young Jewi sh girl from Ansterdam which she
wote at the age of 12 while her famly and four other Jews were hiding in the
back room of a house during the German occupation. Eventually, they were
arrested and detained in a concentration canp, where Anne Frank supposedly died
when she was 14. Wien Oto Frank was |iberated fromthe canp at the end of the
war, he returned to the Ansterdam house and "found" his daughter's diary
concealed in the rafters. The truth about the Anne Frank Diary was first
revealed in 1959 by the Swedish journal Fria Od. It established that the Jew sh
novel i st Meyer Levin had witten the dial ogue of the "diary" and was demandi ng
paynment for his work in a court action against tto Frank. A condensation of the
Swedi sh articles appeared in the American Econom c Council Letter, April 15th,
1959, as follows: "Hi story has many exanples of nyths that live a | onger and
richer life than truth, and may becone nore effective than truth. "The Western
Worl d has for sone years been nmade aware of a Jew sh girl through the nedi um of
what purports to be her personally witten story, Anne Frank's Diary. Any
informed literary inspection of this book would have shown it to have been

i npossi ble as the work of a teenager.” A noteworthy decision of the New York
Supreme Court confirms this point of view, in that the well known American
Jewi sh writer, Meyer Levin, has been awarded $50,000 to be paid himby the
father of Anne Frank as an honorariumfor Levin's work on the Anne Frank Diary.
"M. Frank, in Switzerland, has prom sed to pay to his race kin, Meyer Levin,

not |ess than $50, 000 because he had used the dial ogue of Author Levin just as
it was and "inplanted" it in the diary as being his daughter's intellectua
work." Further inquiries brought a reply on May 7th, 1962 froma firm of New
York | awers, which stated: "I was the attorney for Meyer Levin in his action



against Oto Frank, and others. It is true that a jury awarded. Levin $50,000 in
damages, as indicated in your letter. That award was | ater set aside by the
trial justice, Hon. Sanmuel C Col eman, on the ground that the damages had not
been proved in the manner required by law. The action was subsequently settled
whi | e an appeal from Judge Col eman's deci sion was pending. "I amafraid that the
case itself is not officially reported, so far as the trial itself, or even
Judge Col eman's decision, is concerned. Certain procedural matters were reported
in 141 New York Suppl ement, Second Series 170, and in 5 Second Series 181. The
correct file nunber in the New York County Cerk's office is 2241 - 1956 and the
file is probably a large and full one . . ." Here, then, is just one nore fraud
in a whole series of frauds perpetrated in support of the "Hol ocaust"” | egend and
the saga of the Six MIlion. O course, the court case bearing directly on the
authenticity of the Anne Frank Diary was "not officially reported”. A brief
reference may al so be made to another "diary", published not long after that of
Anne Frank and entitled: Notes fromthe Warsaw Chetto: the Journal of Emmanue

Ri ngel bl um (New Yor k, 1958). Ringel bl um had been a | eader in the canpai gn of
sabot age agai nst the Germans in Poland, as well as the revolt of the \Warsaw
Ghetto in 1943, before he was eventually arrested and executed in 1944. The

Ri ngel bl um j ournal, which speaks of the usual "runours" allegedly circulating
about the exterm nation of the Jews in Poland, appeared under exactly the sane
Conmuni st auspi ces as the so-called Hoess nemoirs. MG awHill, the publishers
of the American edition, admt that they were denied access to the uncensored
original manuscript in Warsaw, and instead faithfully foll owed the expurgated
vol ume published by the Conmmuni st Government in Warsaw in 1952. Al the "proofs”
of the Hol ocaust issuing from Comuni st sources of this kind are worthless as

hi stori cal docunents.

ACCUMULATI NG MYTHS Si nce the war, there has been an abundant grow h of
sensational concentration canp literature, the majority of it Jew sh, each book
piling horror upon horror, blending fragments of truth with the nost grotesque
of fantasies and inpostures, relentlessly creating an edifice of mythology in
which any relation to historical fact has |ong since di sappeared. W have
referred to the type already - A ga Lengyel's absurd Five Chi meys ("24, 000
corpses handl ed every day"), Doctorat Auschwitz by MKklos Nyiszli, apparently a
nmyt hi cal and invented person, This was Auschwitz: The Story of a Murder Canp by
Philip Friedman, and soon ad nauseam The latest in this vein is For Those

Loved by Martin G ay(Bodl ey Head, 1973), which purports to be an account of his
experiences at Treblinka canp in Poland. Gray specialized in selling fake
antiques to America before turning to concentration canp nmenoirs. The

ci rcunst ances surroundi ng the publication of his book, however, have been

uni que, because for the first time with works of this kind, serious doubt was
cast on the authenticity of its contents. Even Jews, alarned at the damage it

m ght cause, denounced his book as fraudul ent and questi oned whet her he had ever
been at Treblinka at all, while B.B.C. radio pressed himas to why he had waited
28 years before witing of his experiences. It was interesting to observe that
the "Personal Opinion" colum of the London Jew sh Chronicle, March 30th, 1973,
al though it roundly condemmed G ay's book, neverthel ess nade grandi ose additions
to the myth of the Six MIlion. Instated that: "Nearly a mllion people were
murdered in Treblinka in the course of a year. 18,000 were fed into the gas
chanbers every day.” It is a pity indeed that so many people read and accept
this kind of nonsense w thout exercising their mnds. If 18,000 were nurdered
every day, the figure of one mllion would be reached in a nere 56 days, not
the course of a year." This gigantic achievenent would | eave the remaining ten
nmont hs of the year a total blank. 18,000 every day would in fact nean a total of
6,480,000 "in the course of a year." Does this nmean that the Six MIllion died in
twel ve nmonths at Treblinka? Wiat about the alleged three or four mllion at
Auschwi tz? This kind of thing sinply shows that, once the preposterous

in



conprom se figure of Six MIIlion had scored a resoundi ng success and becone

i nternationally accepted, any nunber of inpossible pernutations can be nmade and
no one would even think to criticize them In its review of Gay's book, the
Jewi sh Chronicle colum also provides a revealing insight into the fraudul ent

al | egati ons concerni ng gas-chanbers: "Gray recalls that the floors of the gas
chanbers sl oped, whereas anot her survivor who hel ped to build them maintains
that they were at a | evel " Qccasionally, books by forner concentration
canp i nmates appear which present a totally different picture of the conditions
prevailing in them Such is Under Two Dictators (London, 1950) by Margarete
Buber. She was. a German-Jew sh woman who had experienced several years in the
brutal and primtive conditions of a Russian prison canp before being sent to
Ravensbrick, the German canp for wonen detainees, in August 1940. She noted that
she was the only Jewi sh person in her contingent of deportees from Russia who
was not straightaway rel eased by the Gestapo. Her book presents a striking
contrast between the canps of Soviet Russia and Gernany; conpared to the

squal or, disorder and starvation of the Russian canp, she found Ravensbrick to
be clean, civilised and well-adn ni stered. Regul ar baths and clean |inen seened
a luxury after her earlier experiences, and her first nmeal of white bread,
sausage, sweet porridge and dried fruit pronpted her to inquire of another canp
i nmat e whet her August 3rd, 1940 was sone sort of holiday or special occasion
She observed, too, that the barracks at Ravensbrick were remarkably spaci ous
conpared to the crowded nud hut of the Soviet canp. In the final nonths of 1945,
she experienced the progressive decline of canp conditions, the causes of which
we shall examine later. Another account which is at total variance with popul ar
propaganda is Die Gestapo Lasst Bitten (The Gestapo Invites You) by Charlotte
Bor mann, a Conmuni st political prisoner who was al so i nterned at Ravensbrick
Undoubtedly its nost inportant revelation is the author's statement that runours
of gas executions were deliberate and nmalicious inventions circul ated anong the
prisoners by the Communists. This latter group did not accept Margarete Buber
because of her inprisonnent in Soviet Russia. A further shocking reflection on
the post-war trials is the fact that Charlotte Bormann was not permtted to
testify at the Rastadt trial of Ravensbrick canmp personnel in the French
occupation zone, the usual fate of those who denied the exterm nation | egend.

8. THE NATURE & CONDI TI ON OF WAR- TI ME CONCENTRATI ON CAMPS I n his recent book
Adol f Hitler (London, 1973), Colin Cross, who brings nore intelligence than is
usual to many problens of this period, observes astutely that "The shuffling of
mllions of Jews around Europe and nurdering them in a time of desperate war
energency, was useless fromany rational point of view' (p. 307). Quite so, and
at this point we may well question the likelihood of this irrationalism and
whet her it was even possible. Is it likely, that at the height of the war, when
the Germans were fighting a desperate battle for survival on two fronts, they
woul d have conveyed millions of Jews for miles to supposedly el aborate and
costly slaughter houses? To have conveyed three or four mllion Jews to
Auschwi t z al one (even supposing that such an inflated nunber existed in Europe,
which it did not), would have placed an insuperable burden upon German
transportation facilities which were strained to the limt in supporting the
far-flung Russian front. To have transported the nythical six mllion Jews and
countl ess nunbers of other nationalities to internment canps, and to have
housed, clothed and fed themthere, would sinply have paralyzed their mlitary
operations. There is no reason to suppose that the efficient Gernmans woul d have
put their mlitary fortunes at such risk. On the other hand, the transportation
of a reasonabl e 363,000 prisoners to Auschwitz in the course of the war(the
nunber we know to have been registered there) at |east nmakes sense in terns of
t he conpul sory | abour they supplied. In fact, of the 3 mllion Jews living in
Europe, it is certain that no nore than two million were ever interned at one
time, and it is probable that the nunber was nuch closer to 1,500,000. W shal



see later, in the Report of the Red Cross, that whole Jew sh popul ati ons such as
that of Slovakia avoi ded detention in canps, while others were placed in
community ghettos |ike Theresienstadt. Moreover, from western Europe
deportations were far fewer. The estimate of Reitlinger that only about 50,000
French Jews froma total popul ation of 320,000 were deported and interned has
been noted al ready. The question nust also be asked as to whether it could have
been physically possible to destroy the mllions of Jews that are alleged. Had
the Germans enough time for it? Is it likely that they would have crenated
people by the mllion when they were so short of nmanpower and required al

pri soners of war for purposes of war production? Wuld it have been possible to
destroy and renove all trace of a mllion people in six nonths? Could such

enor nous gat heri ngs of Jews and executions on such a vast scal e have been kept
secret? These are the kind of questions that the critical, thinking person
shoul d ask. And he will soon discover that not only the statistical and
docunentary evi dence given here, but sinple logistics conbine to discredit the
| egend of the six mllion. Although it was inpossible for mllions to have been
murdered in them the nature and conditions of Germany's concentration canps
have been vastly exaggerated to nmake the claimplausible. Wlliam Shirer, in a
typically reckl ess passage, states that "All of the thirty odd principal Nazi
concentration canps were death canps" (ibid, p. 1150 .This is totally untrue,
and is not even accepted now by the principal propagators of the exterm nation
| egend. Shirer al so quotes Eugen Kogon's The Theory and Practice of Hell (N.Y.
1950 p. 227) which puts the total nunmber of deaths in all of themat the
ridiculous figure of 7,125,000, though Shire admts in a footnote that this is
"undoubt edly too high."

' DEATH CAMPS' BEHI ND THE | RON CURTAIN It is true that inl1945, Allied propaganda
did claimthat all the concentration canps, particularly those in Germany
itself, were "death canps”, but not for long. On this question, the em nent
American historian Harry El mer Barnes wote:” These canps were first presented
as those in Germany, such as Dachau, Bel sen, Buchenwal d, Sachsenhausen and Dor a,
but it was soon denonstrated that there had been no systematic exterm nation in
those canps. Attention was then noved to Auschwitz, Treblinka, Belzec, Chel mo,
Jonowska, Tarnow, Ravensbrick, Maut hausen, Brezeznia and Birkenau, which does
not exhaust the list that appears to have been extended as needed" (Ranpart
Journal, Sunmmrer 1967). Wiat had happened was that certain honest observers anong
the British and American occupation forces in Germany, while admitting that many
i nmat es had di ed of di sease and starvation in the final nonths of the war, had
found no evidence after all of "gas chanbers"”. As a result, eastern canps in the
Russi an zone of occupation such as Auschwitz and Treblinka gradually came to the
fore as horrific centers of exterm nation (though no one was permitted to see
them), and this tendency has |lasted to the present-day. Here in these canps it
was all supposed to have happened, but with the Iron Curtain brought down firmy
over them no one has ever been able to verify such charges. The Conmuni sts
clainmed that four mllion people died at Auschwitz in gigantic gas chanbers
acconmodati ng 2,000 people -and no one could argue to the contrary. Wiat is the
truth about so-called” gas chanbers"? Stephen F. Pinter, who served as a | awer
for the United States War Departnent in the occupation forces in Gernmany and
Austria for six years after the war, nmade the follow ng statement in the w dely
read Catholic nmagazi ne Qur Sunday Visitor, June 14th , 1959: "I was in Dachau
for 17 months after the war, as a U S. Departnent Attorney, and can state that
there was no gas chanmber at Dachau. Wiat was shown to visitors and sightseers
there and erroneously described as a gas chanber was a crematory. Nor was there
a gas chanber in any of the other concentration canps in Germany. W were told
that there was a gas chanber at Auschwitz, but since that was in the Russian
zone of occupation, we were not permtted to investigate since the Russians
would not allowit. Fromwhat | was able to determ ne during six postwar years



in Germany and Austria, there were a nunber of Jews killed, but the figure of a
mllion was certainly never reached. | interviewed thousands of Jews, forner

i nmates of concentration canps in Germany and Austria, and consider mnyself as
well qualified as any man on this subject.” This tells a very different story
fromthe customary propaganda. Pinter, of course, is very astute on the question
of the crematory being represented as a gas chanber. This is a frequent ploy
because no such thing as a gas chanber has ever been shown to exist in these
canps, hence the deliberately msleading terma "gas oven", ainmed at confusing a
gas chanber with a crematorium The latter, usually a single furnace and sinilar
to the kind of thing enployed today, were used quite sinply for the cremation of
t hose persons who had died fromvarious natural causes within the canp,
particularly infectious diseases. This fact was conclusively proved by the
German ar chbi shop, Cardi nal Faul haber of Munich. He informed the Anericans that
during the Allied air raids on Miunich in Septenber 1944, 30, 000 people were
killed. The archbi shop requested the authorities at the time to cremate the

bodi es of the victins in the crematorium at Dachau. But he was told that,
unfortunately, this plan could not be carried out; the crematorium having only
one furnace, was not able to cope with the bodies of the air raid victins.
Clearly, therefore, it could not have coped with the 238,000 Jew sh bodi es which
were allegedly cremated there. In order to do so, the crematoriumwould have to
be kept going for 326 years wi thout stopping and 530 tons of ashes woul d have
been recovered.

CASUALTY FI GURES REDUCED The figures of Dachau casualties are typical of the

ki nd of exaggerations that have since had to be drastically revised. In 1946, a
menorial plaque was unveil ed at Dachau by Philip Auerbach, the Jew sh State-
Secretary in the Bavarian Governnment who was convicted for enbezzling noney

whi ch he cl ai ned as conpensation for non-existent Jews. The plaque read: "This
area is being retained as a shrine to the 238, 000i ndi vi dual s who were cremat ed
here." Since then, the official casualty figures have had to be steadily revised
downwar ds, and now stand at only20,600 the majority fromtyphus and starvation
only at the end of the war. This deflation, to ten per cent of the origina
figure, will doubtless continue, and one day will be applied to the | egendary
figure of six mllion as a whole. Another exanple of drastic revision is the
present estimate of Auschwitz casualties. The absurd all egations of three or
four mllion deaths there are no | onger plausible even to Reitlinger. He now
puts the nunber of casualties at only 600,000; and although this figure is stil
exaggerated in the extreme, it is a significant reduction on four mllion and
further progress is to be expected. Shirer hinself quotes Reitlinger's |atest
estimate, but he fails to reconcile this with his earlier statenent that half of
that figure, about 300,000 Hungarian Jews were supposedly "done to death in
forty-six days" - a suprenme exanple of the kind of irresponsible nonsense that
is witten on this subject.

HUMANE CONDI TI ONS That several thousand canp inmates did die in the chaotic
final nonths of the war brings us to the question of their war-tinme conditions.
These have been deliberately falsified in innunerabl e books of an extrenely
lurid and unpl easant kind. The Red Cross Report, exan ned bel ow, denonstrates
concl usively that throughout the war the canps were well adm nistered. The
working inmates received a daily ration even throughout 1943 and 1944 of not |ess
than 2,750 cal ories, which was nore than double the average civilian ration in
occupi ed CGermany in the years after 1945. The internees were under regul ar

medi cal care, and those who becane seriously ill were transferred to hospital

Al'l internees, unlike those in Soviet canps, could receive parcels of food,

cl ot hi ng and pharnmaceutical supplies fromthe Special Relief Division of the Red
Cross. The O fice of the Public Prosecutor conducted thorough investigations
into each case of crimnal arrest, and those found innocent were rel eased; those



found guilty, as well as those deportees convicted of major crines within the
canp, were sentenced by military courts and executed. In the Federal Archives of
Kobl enz there is a directive of January 1943 from H nm er regardi ng such
executions, stressing that "no brutality. is to be allowed" (Minvell & Frankl),

i bid, p. 312). Cccasionally there was brutality, but such cases were innmedi ately
scrutinized by S.S. Judge Dr. Konrad Morgen of the Reich Crimnal Police Ofice,
whose job was to investigate irregularities at the various canps. Mrgen hinsel f
prosecut ed conmander Koch of Buchenwal d in 1943 for excesses at his canp, a
trial to which the German public were invited. It is significant that Gswal d
Pohl, the adm nistrator of the concentration canp system who was dealt with so
harshly at Nurenberg, was in favour of the death penalty for Koch. In fact, the
S.S. court did sentence Koch to death, but he was given the option of serving on
the Russian front. Before he could do this, however, Prince Wal deck, the |eader
of the S.S. in the district, carried out his execution. This case is anple proof
of the seriousness with which the S.S. regarded unnecessary brutality. Severa
S.S. court actions of this kind were conducted in the canps during the war to
prevent excesses, anynore than 800 cases were investigated before 1945. Morgen
testified at Nurenmberg that he discussed confidentially with hundreds of inmates
the prevailing conditions in the canps. He found few that were undernouri shed
except in the hospitals, and noted that the pace and achi evement in conpul sory

| abour by inmates was far |ower than anmong German civilian workers. The evidence
of Pinter and Cardi nal Faul haber has been shown to di sprove the clains of

exterm nati on at Dachau, and we have seen how the casualty figures of that canp
have been continuously revised downwards. The canp at Dachau near Minich, in
fact, may be taken as fairly typical of these places of internment. Conpul sory

| abour in the factories and plants was the order of the day, but the Comuni st

| eader Ernst Ruff testified in his Nurenberg affidavit of April 18th, 1947t hat
the treatnment of prisoners on the work details and in the canp of Dacha renai ned
humane. The Polish underground | eader, Jan Pi echow ak, who was at Dachau from
May 22nd, 1940 until April 29th, 1945 also testified on March2lst, 1946 t hat
prisoners there received good treatnent, and that the S.S. personnel at the canp
were "well disciplined". Berta Schirotschin, who worked in the food service at
Dachau throughout the war, testified that the working inmates, until the

begi nni ng of 1945 and despite increasing privation in Gernmany, received their
customary second breakfast at 10 a.m every norning. In general, hundreds of
affidavits from Nurenberg testify to the humane conditions prevailing in
concentration canps; but enphasis was invariably [aid on those which refl ected
badly on the German admi ni stration and coul d be used for propaganda purposes. A
study of the docunents al so reveals that Jewi sh wi tnesses who resented their
deportation and internnent in prison canps tended to greatly exaggerate the
rigors of their condition, whereas other nationals interned for politica
reasons, such as those cited above, generally presented a nore bal anced picture.
In many cases, prisoners such as Charlotte Bormann, whose experiences did not
accord with the picture presented at Nurenberg, were not permtted to testify.

UNAVO DABLE CHAGCS The orderly situation prevailing in the German concentration
canps slowy broke down in the |last fearful nmonths of 1945. The Red Cross Report
of 1948 explains that the saturation bonmbing by the Allies paralyzed the
transport and communi cati ons system of the Reich, no food reached the canps and
starvation clainmed an increasing nunber of victins, both in prison canps and
anong the civilian population of Germany. This terrible situation was conpounded
in the canps both by great overcrowdi ng and the consequent outbreak of typhus
epi dem cs. Overcrowdi ng occurred as a result of prisoners fromthe eastern canps
such as Auschwitz bei ng evacuated westward before the Russian advance; col ums
of such exhausted people arrived at several German canps such as Bel sen and
Buchenwal d whi ch had t hensel ves reached a state of great hardship. Bel sen canp
near Bremen was in an especially chaotic condition in these nonths and Hnmer's



physician, Felix Kersten, an anti-Nazi, explains that its unfortunate reputation
as a "death canp" was due solely to the ferocity of the typhus epidem c which
broke out there in March 1945 (Menoirs 1940- 1945, London, .1956). Undoubtedly
these fearful conditions cost several thousand lives, and it is these conditions
that are represented in the photographs of emaci ated human bei ngs and heaps of
corpses whi ch the propagandi sts delight in showi ng, claimng, that they are
victins of "exterm nation". A surprisingly honest appraisal of the situation at
Bel sen in 1945 appeared in Purnell's History of the Second Wrld War (Vol. 7,
No. 15) by Dr. Russell Barton, now superintendent and consultant psychiatrist at
Several s Hospital, Essex, who spent one nonth at the canp as a nedical student
after the war. H's account vividly illustrates the true causes of the nortality
that occurred in such canps towards the war's end, and how such extrene
conditions came to prevail there. Dr. Barton explains that Brigadier dyn
Hughes, the British Medical Oficer who took conmmand of Bel sen in 1945, "did not
think there had been any atrocities in the canp” despite discipline and hard
wor k "Most people,” wites Dr. Barton, "attributed the conditions of the inmates
to deliberate intention on the part of the Germans. . Inmates were eager to cite
exanpl es of brutality and neglect, and visiting journalists fromdifferent
countries interpreted the situation according to the needs of propaganda at
hone." However, Dr. Barton makes it quite clear that the conditions of
starvati on and di sease were unavoi dable in the circunstances and that they
occurred only during the nonths of 1945. "From di scussions with prisoners it
seened that conditions in the canp were not too bad until late 1944. The huts
were set anong pine trees and each was provided with |avatories, wash basins,
showers and stoves for heating." The cause of food shortage is al so expl ai ned.
"CGerman nedical officers told ne that it had been increasingly difficult to
transport food to the canp for some nonths. Anything that noved on the autobahns
was likely to be bonmbed. . . | was surprised to find records, going back for two
or three years, of large quantities of food cooked daily for distribution. At
that time | becane convinced, contrary to popul ar opinion, that there had never
been a policy of deliberate starvation. This was confirnmed by the |arge nunbers
of well-fed inmates. Wiy then were so nany people suffering frommal-nutrition?.
The maj or reasons for the state of Bel sen were disease, gross overcrowdi ng
by central authority, lack of law and order within the huts, and inadequate
supplies of food, water and drugs." The lack of order, which led to riots over
food distribution, was quelled by British machi ne-gun fire and a display of
force when British tanks and arnored cars toured the canp. Apart fromthe
unavoi dabl e deaths in these circunstances, G yn Hughes estimated that about
"1,000 were killed through the kindness of English soldiers giving themtheir
own rations and chocolates.” As a man who was at Bel sen, Dr. Barton is obviously
very much alive to the fal sehoods of concentration canp nythol ogy, and he
concludes: "In trying to assess the causes of the conditions found in Bel sen one
must be alerted to the trenendous visual display, ripe for purposes of
propaganda, that masses of starved corpses presented.” To di scuss such
conditions "naively in ternms of 'goodness’ and 'badness' is to ignore the
constituent factors..."

FAKE PHOTOGRAPHS Not only were situations such as those at Bel sen unscrupul ously
expl oi ted for propaganda purposes, but this propaganda has al so nade use of
entirely fake atrocity photographs and filnms. The extreme conditions at Bel sen
applied to very few canps i ndeed; the great majority escaped the worst
difficulties and all their inmates survived in good health. As a result,

outright forgeries were used to exaggerate conditions of horror. A startling
case of such forgery was revealed in the British Catholic Herald of Cctober

29th, 1948. It reported that in Cassel, where every adult German was conpell ed
to see a filmrepresenting the "horrors" of Buchenwal d, a doctor from Coettingen



saw hinself on the screen | ooking after the victinms. But he had never been to
Buchenwal d. After an interval of bew ldernment here aliased that what he had seen
was part of a filmtaken after the terrible air raid on Dresden by the Allies on
13th February, 1945 where the doctor had been working. The filmin question was
shown in Cassel on 19th Cctober,1948. After the air raid on Dresden, which
killed a record 135 000 people, nostly refugee wonen and children, the bodies of
the victins were piled and burned in heaps of 400 and 500 for several weeks.
These were the scenes, purporting to be from Buchenwal d, whi ch the doctor had
recogni zed. The forgery of war-tine atrocity photographs is not new. For further
information the reader is referred to Arthur Ponsonby's book Fal sehood in
VWartine (London, 1928), which exposes the faked photographs of German atrocities
inthe First World War. Ponsonby cites such fabrications as "The Corpse Factory”
and "The Bel gi an Baby wi t hout Hands", which are strikingly rem niscent of the
propaganda relating to Nazi "atrocities". F. J. P. Veale explains in his book
that the bogus 'jar of human soap"” solemly introduced by the Soviet prosecution
at Nurenberg was a deliberate jibe at the famus British "Corpse Factory" nyth,

i n which the ghoulish Germans were supposed to have obtai ned various comodities
from processing corpses (Veale, ibid, p. 192). This accusati on was one for which
the British Governnment apol ogi sed after 1918. It received new life after 1945 in
the tale of |anpshades of human skin, which was certainly as fraudul ent as the
Sovi et "humansoap”. In fact, from Manvell and Frankl we have the grudging

adm ssion that the | anp shade evidence at Buchenwald Trial "later appeared to be
dubi ous" (The Inconparable Crine, p. 84). It was given by a certain Andreas
Pffffenberger in a "witten affidavit"” of the kind discussed earlier, but in
1948 Ceneral Lucius Cay admitted that the affidavits used in the trial appeared
after nore thorough investigation to have been nostly 'hearsay'. An excellent
work on the fake atrocity photographs pertaining to the Myth of the Six MI1lion
is Dr. Udo Wal endy's Bild ' Dokunente' firdie Geschichtsschrei bung?

(M ot ho/ Weser, 1973), and fromthe nunmerous exanples cited we illustrate one on
this page. The origin of the first photographs unknown, but the second is a

phot onont age. C ose exami nation reveals inmediately that the standing figures
have been taken fromthe first photograph, and a heap of corpses super-inposed
in front of them The fence has been renoved, and an entirely new horror

"phot ograph” created. This blatant forgery appears on page 341 of R Schnabel's
book on the S.S., Machtohne Mral: eine Dokunentation Uber die SS (Frankfurt,
1957), with the caption "Muuthausen". (Wl endy cites ei ghteen other exanples of
forgery in Schnabel's book). The sane phot ograph appeared in the Proceedi ngs of
the International Mlitary Tribunal, Vol. XXX, p. 421, |likew se purporting to
illustrate Mauthausen canp. It is also illustrated without a caption in Eugene
Aroneanu' s Konzentrationl ager Docunent F.321 for the International Court at

Nur ember g; Hei nz Kihnrich's Der KZ-Staat (Berlin, 1960, p.81); Vaclav Berdych's
Maut hausen (Prague, 1959); and Robert Neumann's Hitler- Aufstieg und Untergang
des Dritten Reiches (Minich, 1961).

9. THE JEWS AND THE CONCENTRATI ON CAMPS: A FACTUAL APPRAI SAL BYTHE RED CRCSS
There is one survey of the Jew sh question in Europe during Wrld War Two and
the conditions of Germany's concentration canps which is alnpst unique in its
honesty and objectivity, the three-volune Report of the International Comittee
of the Red Cross on its Activities during the Second Wrld War, Geneva, 1948.
Thi s conmprehensi ve account froman entirely neutral source incorporated and
expanded the findings of two previous works: Documents sur |'activité du CICR en
faveur des civil sdetenus dans | es canps de concentration en Allemagne 1939- 1945
(CGeneva, 1946), and Inter Arma Caritas: the Wrk of the I CRC during the Second
World War (Geneva, 1947). The team of authors, headed by Frédéric Siordet,
expl ai ned in the opening pages of the Report that their object, in the tradition
of the Red Cross, had been strict political neutrality, and herein lies its
great value. The I CRC successfully applied the 1929CGeneva military convention in



order to gain access to civilian internees held in Central and Western Europe by
the Germany authorities. By contrast, the ICRC was unable to gain any access to
the Sovi et Union, which had failed to ratify the Convention. The mllions of
civilian and mlitary internees held in the USSR, whose conditions were known to
be by far the worst, were conpletely cut off fromany international contact or
supervi sion. The Red Cross Report is of value in that it first clarifies the
legitimate circunstances under which Jews were detained in concentration canps,
i.e. as eneny aliens. In describing the two categories. of civilian internees,

t he Report distinguishes the second type as "G vilians deported on

adm ni strative grounds (in German, "Schutzhéaftlinge"), who were arrested for
political or racial notives because their presence was consi dered a danger to
the State or the occupation forces" (Vol. 111, p. 73). These persons, it
continues, "were placed on the sane footing as persons arrested or inprisoned
under common | aw for security reasons.” (P.74). The Report admits that the
CGermans were at first reluctant to permt supervision by the Red Cross of people
detai ned on grounds relating to security, but by the latter part of 1942, the

| CRC obt ai ned i nportant concessions from Germany. They were permtted to
distribute food parcels to major concentration canps in Gernmany from August

1942, and "from February 1943 onwards this concessi on was extended to all other
canps and prisons” (Vol. 111, p. 78). The I CRC soon established contact with
canp conmandants and | aunched a food relief programe which continued to
function until the last nonths of 1945 ,letters of thanks for which cane pouring
in fromJew sh internees

RED CROSS RECI PI ENTS WERE JEWS The Report states that "As many as 9,000 parcels
were packed daily. Fromthe autum of 1943 until May1945, about 1,112, 000
parcels with a total weight of 4,500 tons were sent off to the concentration
canmps” (Vol. 111, p. 80). In addition to food, these contained clothing and

phar maceutical supplies. "Parcels were sent to Dachau, Buchenwal d, Sanger hausen
Sachsenhausen, O ani enburg, Flossenburg, Landsberg-am Lech, Fl 6ha, Ravensbrick
Hanbur g- Neuenganme, Maut hausen, Theresi enstadt, Auschwitz, Bergen-Belsen, to
canps near Vienna and in Central and Sout hern Gernmany. The principal recipients
were Bel gi ans, Dutch, French, Geeks, Italians, Norwegians, Poles and stateless
Jews" (Vol. 111, p. 83). In the course of the war, "The Conmittee was in a
position to transfer and distribute in the formof relief supplies over twenty
mllion Swiss francs collected by Jewi sh wel fare organi zati ons throughout the
world, in particular by the Anerican Joint Distribution Conmttee of New
York"(Vol. I, p. 644). This latter organization was permitted by the Gernman
Government to maintain offices in Berlin until the Arerican entry into the war.
The |1 CRC conpl ai ned that obstruction of their vast relief operation for Jew sh

i nternees cane not fromthe Germans but fromthe tight A lied bl ockade of

Europe. Most of their purchases of relief food were made in Rumania, Hungary and
Sl ovaki a. The I CRC had special praise for the |liberal conditions which prevail ed
at Theresienstadt up to the tine of their last visits there in April 1945. This
canp, "where there were about 40,000 Jews deported fromvarious countries was a
relatively privil eged ghetto” (Vol. Ill, p. 75). According to the Report, "'The
Conmittee's del egates were able to visit the canp at Theresi enstadt (Terezin)

whi ch was used exclusively for Jews and was governed by special conditions. From
i nformati on gathered by the Cormittee, this canp had been started as an
experiment by certain | eaders of the Reich . . . These nmen wi shed to give the
Jews the neans of setting up a communal life in a town under their own

adm ni stration and possessing al nost conpl ete autonomy. . . two del egates were
able to visit the canp on April 6th, 1945. They confirnmed the favorable

i npression gained on the first visit" (Vol. I, p . 642). The ICRC al so had
prai se for the reginme of lon Antonescu of Fasci st Rumania where the Conmittee
was able to extend special relief to 183,000 Rumani an Jews until the tinme of the
Sovi et occupation. The aid then ceased, and the I CRC conplained bitterly that it



never succeeded "in sendi ng anythi ng what soever to Russia"(Vol. Il, p. 62). The
same situation applied to many of the German canps after their "liberation" by
the Russians. The I CRC received a volum nous flow of mail from Auschwitz unti
the period of the Soviet occupation, when many of the internees were evacuated
westward. But the efforts of the Red Cross to send relief to internees renaining
at Auschwitz under Soviet control were futile. However, food parcels continued
to be sent to fornmer Auschwitz inmates transferred west to such canps as
Buchenwal d and Orani enburg.

NO EVI DENCE OF GENCCI DE One of the nost inportant aspects of the Red Cross
Report is that it clarifies the true cause of those deaths that undoubtedly
occurred in the canps towards the end of the war. Says the Report: "In the
chaotic condition of Germany after the invasion during the final nmonths of the
war, the canps received no food supplies at all and starvation clainmed an
i ncreasi ng nunber of victins. Itself alarned by this situation, the German
CGovernment at last informed the | CRC on Februarylst, 1945 . . . In March 1945
di scussi ons between the President of the ICRC and CGeneral of the S. S
Kal t enbrunner gave even nore decisive results. Relief could henceforth be
distributed by the I CRC, and one del egate was authorised to stay in each canp .
" (vol. 111, p. 83). Cearly, the German authorities were at pains to relieve
the dire situation as far as they were able. The Red Cross are quite explicit in
stating that food supplies ceased at this time due to the Allied bonbing of
German transportation, and in the interests of interned Jews they had protested
on March 15t h, 1944 agai nst "t he barbarous aerial warfare of the Allies" (Inter
Arma Caritas, p. 78). By Cctober 2nd, 1944, the I CRC warned the German Foreign
O fice of the inpending collapse of the German transportation system declaring
that starvation conditions for people throughout Germany were beconi ng
inevitable. In dealing with this conprehensive, three-volume Report, it is
important to stress that the del egates of the International Red Cross found no
evi dence whatever at the canps in Axis- occupied Europe of a deliberate policy
to extermnate the Jews. In all its 1,600 pages the Report does not even nention
such a thing as a gas chanber. It admts that Jews, like many other wartine
nationalities, suffered rigors and privations, but its conplete silence on the
subj ect of planned exterm nation is anple refutation of the Six MIIlion | egend.
Li ke the Vatican representatives with whomthey worked, the Red Cross found
itself unable to indulge in the irresponsible charges of genoci de which had
beconme the order of the day. So far as the genuine nortality rate is concerned,
the Report points out that nost of the Jewi sh doctors fromthe canps were being
used to conbat typhus on the eastern front, so that they were unavail abl e when
t he typhus epidem cs of 1945 broke out in the canps (Vol. I, p. 204 ff)-
Incidentally, it is frequently claimed that mass executions were carried out in
gas chanbers cunningly di sguised as shower facilities. Again the Report nakes
nonsense of this allegation. "Not only the washing places, but installations for
bat hs, showers and | aundry were inspected by the del egates. They had often to
take action to have fixtures nade less primtive, and to get themrepaired or
enl arged” (Vol.lll, p. 594).

NOT ALL WERE | NTERNED Vol une 111 of the Red Cross Report, Chapter 3 (I. Jew sh
Civilian Population) deals with the "aid given to the Jewi sh section of the free
popul ation,” and this chapter makes it quite plain that by no neans all of the
Eur opean Jews were placed in internment canps, but remai ned, subject to certain
restrictions, as part of the free civilian population. This conflicts directly
wi th the "thoroughness” of the supposed "exterm nation programe”, and with the
claimin the forged Hoess nmenoirs that Ei chmann was obsessed with seizing "every
single Jew he could lay his hands on." In Slovakia, for exanple, where

Ei chmann's assistant Dieter Wsliceny was in charge, the Report states that” A

| arge proportion of the Jewish minority had pernmission to stay in the country,



and at certain periods Slovakia was | ooked upon as a conparative haven of refuge
for Jews, especially for those com ng from Pol and. Those who renmained in

Sl ovaki a seemto have been in conparative safety until the end of August 1944,
when a rising against the Gernman forces took place. Wiile it is true that the

| aw of May 15th, 1942 had brought about the internment of several thousand Jews,
t hese people were held in canps where the conditions of food and | odgi ng were
tol erabl e, and where the internees were allowed to do paid work on terns al nost
equal to those of the free | abour market"(Vol. I, p. 646). Not only did |arge
nunbers of the three mllion or so European Jews avoid internnment altogether

but the emigration of Jews continued throughout the war, generally by way of
Hungary, Rumani a and Turkey. lronically, post-war Jewi sh em gration from Ger man-
occupied territories was also facilitated by the Reich, as in the case of the
Pol i sh Jews who had escaped to France before its occupation. "The Jews from

Pol and who, whilst in France, had obtained entrance permts to the United States
were held to be American citizens by the German occupying authorities, who
further agreed to recognize the validity of about three thousand passports

i ssued to Jews by the consul ates of South American countries” (Vol.l, p. 645).
As future U S. citizens, these Jews were held at the Vittel canp in southern
France for Anerican aliens. The em gration of European Jews from Hungary in
particul ar proceeded during the war unhindered by the German authorities. "Unti
March 1944, "says the. Red Cross Report, "Jews who had the privilege of visas for
Pal estine were free to | eave Hungary" (Vol. |, p. 648). Even after the

repl acenent of the Horthy Government in 1944 (following its attenpted armstice
with the Soviet Union) with a governnent nore dependent on German authority, the
em gration of Jews continued. The Conmittee secured the pledges of both Britain
and the United States "to give support by every neans to the em gration of Jews
from Hungary," and fromthe U S Government the | CRC received a nessage stating

that "The CGovernnent of the United States . . . now specifically repeats its
assurance that arrangenents will be made by it for the care of all Jews who in
the present circunstances are allowed to |l eave" (Vol. I, p . 649).

10. THE TRUTH AT LAST: THE WORK OF PAUL RASSI NI ER Wthout doubt the nost

i mportant contribution to a truthful study of the exterm nation question has
been the work of the French historian, Professor Paul Rassinier. The pre-emn nent
value of this work lies firstly in the fact that Rassinier actually experienced
life in the German concentration canps, and al so that, as a Sociali st

intell ectual and anti-Nazi, nobody could be less inclined to defend Hitler and
Nati onal Socialism Yet, for the sake of justice and historical truth, Rassinier
spent the remainder of his post-war years until his death in 1966 pursuing
research which utterly refuted the Myth of the Six MIlion and the | egend of
Nazi diabolism From 1933 until 1943, Rassinier was a professor of history in
the Col |l ege d' ensei gnenent général at Belfort, Academ e de Besancon. During the
war he engaged in resistance activity until he was arrested by the Gestapo on
October 30th, 1943, and as a result was confined in the German concentration
canps at Buchenwal d and Dora until 1945. At Buchenwal d, towards the end of the
war, he contracted typhus, which so damaged his health that he could not resune
his teaching. After the war, Rassinier was awarded the Medaille de |a
Rési st anceand t he Reconnai sance Francai se, and was el ected to the French Chanber
of Deputies, fromwhich he was ousted by the Comuni sts in Novenber,

1946. Rassi ni er then enbarked on his great work, a systematic anal ysis of alleged
German war atrocities, in particular the supposed "exterm nation” of the Jews.
Not surprisingly, his witings are little known; they have rarely been
translated fromthe French and none at all have appeared in English. H s nost

i mportant works were: Le Mensonge d' U ysse (The Lies of Odysseus, Paris, 1949),
an investigation of concentration canp conditions based on his own experiences
of them and U ysse trahi par les Siens (1960),a sequel which further refuted

t he i nmpostures of propagandi sts concerni ng German concentration canps. H s



nonunental task was conpleted with two final volunmes, Le Véritable Proces

Ei chmann (1962) and Le Drane des Juifseuropéen (1964), in which Rassinier
exposes the di shonest and reckl essdi stortions concerning the fate of the Jews by
a careful statistical analysis. The last work al so exanmi nes the political and
financial significance of the extermi nation |egend and its exploitation by

I srael and the Communi st powers. One of the many nmerits of Rassinier's work is
expl odi ng the nyth of unique German "w ckedness”; and he reveals wth
devastating force how historical truth has been obliterated in an i npenetrable
fog of partisan propaganda. H s researches denonstrate conclusively that the
fate of the Jews during Wrld War Two, once freed fromdistortion and reduced to
proper proportions, loses its nmuch vaunted "enormty" and is seen to be only one
act in a greater and nmuch wi der tragedy. In an extensive lecture tour in West
CGermany in the spring of 1960, Professor Rassinier enphasized to his Gernman

audi ences that it was high time for a rebirth of the truth regarding the

exterm nation | egend, and that the Gernmans thensel ves should begin it since the
al l egation remai ned a wholly unjustifiable blot on Germany in the eyes of the
wor | d.

THE | MPOSTURE OF ' GAS CHAMBERS' Rassinier entitled his first book The Lies of
Qdysseus in comenoration of the fact that travelers always return bearing tal
stories, and until his death he investigated all the stories of exterm nation
literature and attenpted to trace their authors. He made short work of the
extravagant cl ai ns about gas chanbers at Buchenwald in David Rousset's The O her
Ki ngdom (New York, 1947); hinself an i nmate of Buchenwal d, Rassi nier proved that
no such things ever existed there (Le Mensonge d' U ysse, p. 209 ff) Rassinier

al so traced Abbe Jean- Paul Renard, and asked hi m how he coul d possi bly have
testified in his book Chaineset Lumi eres that gas chanbers were in operation at
Buchenwal d. Renard replied that others had told himof their existence, and
hence he had been willing to pose as a witness of things that he had never seen
(ibid, p. 209 ff).Rassinier also investigated Denise Dufournier's Ravensbr tck. -
The Wonen’s Canp of Death (London, 1948) and again found that the authoress had
no ot her evidence for gas chanmbers there than the vague "rumours" which
Charlotte Bormann stated were deliberately spread by comuni st politica
prisoners. Sinmlar investigations were made of such books as Philip Friedman's
This was Auschwitz: The Story of a Murder Canp (N. Y., 1946) and Eugen Kogon's
The Theory and Practice of Hell (N Y., 1950), and he found that none of these
aut hors could produce an authentic eye-w tness of a gas chanber at Auschwitz,
nor had they thensel ves actually seen one. Rassinier nmentions Kogon's claimthat
a deceased forner inmate, Janda Weiss, had said to Kogon al one that she had

wi t nessed gas chanbers at Auschwitz, but of course, since this person was
apparently dead, Rassinier was unable to investigate the claim He was able to

i ntervi ew Benedi kt Kaut sky, author of Teufel und Verdammte who had all eged that
mllions of Jews were extermnated at Auschwitz. However, Kautsky only confirned
to Rassinier the confession in his book, nanmely that never at any tine had he
seen a gas chanber, and that he based his information on what others had "told
hinf. The palmfor extermnation literature is awarded by Rassinier to Mkl os
Nyi zli's Doctor at Auschwitz, in which the falsification of facts, the evident
contradictions and shanel ess |lies show that the author is speaking of places
which it is obvious he has never seen (Le Dranme des Juifs européen, p. 52).
According to this "doctor of Auschwitz", 25,000 victins were exterm nated every
day for four and a half years, which is a grandi ose advance on O ga Lengyel's
24,000a day for two and a half years. It would nmean a total of forty-one mllion
victins at Auschwitz by 1945, two and a half tines the total pre-war Jew sh
popul ati on of the world. When Rassinier attenpted to discover the identity of
this strange "witness", he was told that "he had died sone tine before the
publication of the book." Rassinier is convinced that he was never anything but
a nmythical figure. Since the war, Rassinier has, in fact, toured Europe in



search of somebody who was an actual eye-w tness of gas chanber exterm nations
in German concentration canps during Wrld War Two, but he has never found even
one such person. He discovered that not one of the authors of the many books
charging that the Germans had exterm nated mllions of Jews had even seen a gas
chanmber built for such purposes, nuch | ess seen one in operation, nor could any
of these authors produce a living authentic witness who had done so. Invariably,
former prisoners such as Renard, Kautsky and Kogon based their statenments not
upon what they had actually seen, but upon what they "heard", always from
"reliable” sources, who by sone chance are al nost al ways dead and thus not in a
position to confirmor deny their statenents. Certainly the nost inportant fact
to emerge from Rassinier's studies, and of which there is now no doubt at all

is the utter inposture of "gas chanmbers". Serious investigations carried out in
the sites thensel ves have revealed with irrefutable proof that, contrary to the
decl arations of the surviving "w tnesses” exam ned above, no gas chanbers

what ever existed in the German canps at Buchenwal d, Bergen-Bel sen, Ravensbr lick
Dachau and Dora, or Mauthausenin Austria. This fact, which we noted earlier was
attested to by Stephen Pinter of the U S. War O fice, has now been recogni zed
and admitted officially by the Institute of Contenporary Hi story at Minich
However, Rassinier points out that in spite of this, "w tnesses" again decl ared
at the Eichmann trial that they had seen prisoners at Bergen-Bel sen setting out
for the gas chanbers. So far as the eastern canps of Pol and are concer ned,
Rassi ni er shows that the sole evidence attesting to the exi stence of gas
chanbers at Treblinka, Chel mo, Belzec, Miidanek and Sobi bor are the discredited
menor anda of Kurt Gerstein referred to above. His original claim it will be
recal l ed was that an absurd 40 nmillion people had been exterm nated during the
war, while in his first signed nenorandum he reduced the nunber to 25mllion
Further reductions were made in his second nenorandum These docunents were
consi dered of such dubious authenticity that they were not even admitted by the
Nur emberg Court, though they continue to circulate in three different versions,
one in German (distributed in schools) and two in French, none of which agree
with each other. The Gernan version featured as "evidence” at the E chmann Tri al
in 1961. Finally, Professor Rassinier draws attention to an inportant adm ssion
by Dr. Kubovy, director of the Wrld Centre of Contenporary Jewi sh Docunentati on
at Tel-Aviv, made in La Terre Retrouvée, Decenber 15th, 1960. Dr. Kubovy

recogni zed that not a single order for exterm nation exists fromHtler

H mm er, Heydrich or Goering (Le Dranme des Juifs européen, p. 31, 39).

"SI XM LLI ON FALSEHOOD REJECTED As for the fearful propaganda figure of the Six
M1lion, Professor Rassinier rejects it on the basis of an extrenely detail ed
statistical analysis. He shows that the nunber has been fal sely established, on
the one hand through inflation of the pre-war Jew sh popul ation by ignoring al
em gration and evacuation, and on the other by a corresponding deflation of the
nunber of survivors after 1945. This was the method used by the Wrld Jew sh
Congress. Rassinier also rejects any witten or oral testinony to the Six
MI1llion given by the kind of "w tnesses” cited above, since they are full of
contradictions, exaggerations and fal sehoods. He gives the exanple of Dachau
casualties, noting that in 1946, Pastor N endllerre iterated Auerbach's
fraudul ent "238, 000" deaths there, while in 1962 Bi shop Neuh&ussel er of Muinich
stated in a speech at Dachau that only 30,000 people died "of the 200, 000
persons fromthirty-eight nati ons who were interned there" (Le Drane des Juifs
européen, p . 12). Today, the estinmate has been reduced by several nore

t housands, and so it goes on. Rassinier concludes, too, that testinony in
support of the Six MIIlion given by accused nmen such as Hoess, Hoettl, Wsliceny
and Hoellriegel, who were faced with the prospect of being condemmed to death or
with the hope of obtaining a reprieve, and who were frequently tortured during
their detention, is conpletely untrustworthy. Rassinier finds it very



significant that the figure of Six MIIlion was not nmentioned in court during the
Ei chmann trial. "The prosecution at the Jerusalemtrial was considerably
weakened by its central notif, the six mllion European Jews alleged to have
been extermi nated in gas chanbers. It was an argunent that easily won conviction
the day after the war ended, ami dst the general state of spiritual and material
chaos. Today, many docunments have been published which were not available at the
time of the Nurenberg trials, and which tend to prove that if the Jew sh

nati onal s were wonged and persecuted by the Hitler reginme, there could not

possi bly have been six mllions victinms"(ibid, p. 125). Wth the hel p of one
hundred pages of cross-checked statistics, Professor Rassinier concludes in Le
Drane des Juifs européen that the nunber of Jew sh casualties during the Second
World War coul d not have exceeded 1, 200,000, and he notes that this has finally
been accepted as valid by the Wrld Centre of Contenporary Jew sh Docunentation
at Paris. However, he regards such a figure as a maximumlinit, and refers to
the | ower estimate of 896,892 casualties in a study of the sane problem by the
Jewi sh statistician Raul Hilberg. Rassinier points out that the State of Israe
nevert hel ess continues to clai mconpensation for six mllion dead, each one
representing an indemity of 5,000 marKks.

EM GRATI ON: THE FI NAL SOLUTION Prof. Rassinier is enphatic in stating that the
German Gover nment never had any policy other than the emigration of Jews
overseas. He shows that after the promul gati on of the Nurenmberg Race Laws in
Sept ember 1935, the Germans negotiated with the British for the transfer of
German Jews to Pal estine on the basis of the Bal four Declaration. Wen this
failed, they asked other countries to take charge of them but these refused
(ibid, p. 20). The Pal estine project was revived in 1938, but broke down because
Germany could not negotiate their departure on the basis of 3,000,000 marks, as
demanded by Britain, wthout some agreenment for conpensation. Despite these
difficulties, Gernmany did manage to secure the em gration of the mgjority of
their Jews, nostly to the United States. Rassinier also refers to the French
refusal of Germany's Madagascar plan at the end of 1940. "In a report of the
21st August, 1942, the Secretary of State for the Mnistry of Foreign Affairs of
the Third Reich, Luther, decided that it would be possible to negotiate with
France in this direction and described conversations whi ch had taken pl ace

bet ween July and Decenber 1940, and whi ch were brought to a halt follow ng the
interviewwith Montoire on 13th Decenber 1940 by Pierre-Eti enne Flandin, Laval's
successor. During the whole of 1941 the Germans hoped that they would be able to
re-open these negotiations and bring themto a happy concl usion" (ibid, p
108) . After the outbreak of war, the Jews, who, as Rassinier rem nds us, had

decl ared econom ¢ and financial war on Germany as early as 1933, were interned
in concentration canps, "which is the way countries all over the world treat
eneny aliens in time of war . . . It was decided to regroup themand put themto
work in one i nrense ghetto which, after the successful invasion of Russia, was
situated towards the end of 1941 in the so-called Eastern territories near the
former frontier between Russia and Pol and: at Auschwi tz, Chel mo, Bel zec,

Mai danek, Treblinka etc . . . There they were to wait until the end of the war
for the re-opening of international discussions which would decide their future”
(Le Véritable Proces Eichmann, p.20). The order for this concentration in the
eastern ghetto was given by Goering to Heydrich, as noted earlier, and it was
regarded as a prelude to "the desired final solution,” their em gration overseas
after the war had ended.

ENORMOUS FRAUD OF great concern to Professor Rassinier is the way in which the
exterm nation legend is deliberately exploited for political and financial
advantage, and in this he finds Israel and the Soviet Union to be in concert. He
notes how, after 1950, an aval anche of fabricated extermnation literature
appeared under the stanp of two organi sations, so remarkably synchronized in



their activities that one mght well believe themto have been contrived in
partnership. One was the "Conmttee for the Investigation of War Crinmes and
Crimnal s" established under Communi st auspices at Warsaw, and the other, the
"Wirld Centre of Contenporary Jew sh Docunentation” at Paris and Tel -Aviv. Their
publications seemto appear at favorable nonments in the political climte, and
for the Soviet Union their purpose is sinply to maintain the threat of Nazism as
a manoeuvre to divert attention fromtheir own activities. As for Israel
Rassinier sees the nmyth of the Six MIlion as inspired by a purely materi al
problem In Le Drane des Juifs européen (P. 31, 39). he wites: " . .. It is
sinmply a question of justifying by a proportionate nunber of corpses the

enor nous subsi di es whi ch Germany has been payi ng annually since the end of the
war to the State of Israel by way of reparation for injuries which noreover she
cannot be held to have caused her either norally or legally, since there was no
State of Israel at the tine the alleged deeds took place; thus it is a purely
and contenptibly material problem "Perhaps | maybe allowed to recall here that
the State of Israel was only founded in May1948 and that the Jews were nationals
of all states with the exception of Israel, in order to underline the di nensions
of a fraud which defies description in any | anguage; on the one hand Ger nany
pays to Israel sums which are calculated on six mllion dead, and on the other
since at least four-fifths of these six mllion were decidedly alive at the end
of the war, she is paying substantial suns by way of reparation to the victins
of Hitler's Germany to those who are still alive in countries all over the world
other than Israel and to the rightful claimnts of those who have since
deceased, which neans that for the forner (i.e. the six mllion), or in other
words, for the vast majority, she is paying tw ce."

CONCLUSI ON Here we may briefly sunmarize the data on Jewi sh war- tine
casualties. Contrary to the figure of over 9 mllion Jews in Gernan-occupied
territory put forward at the Nurenmberg and Ei chmann trials, it has already been
established that after extensive em gration, approximately3 mllion were living
i n Europe, excluding the Soviet Union. Even when the Jews of German-occupied
Russia are included (the majority of Russian Jews were evacuated beyond Gernman
control), the overall nunber probably does not exceed four mllion. Hnmer's
statistician, Dr. Richard Korherr and the Wirld Centre of Contenporary Jew sh
Docunent ati on put the nunmber respectively at 5,550,000 and 5, 294, 000 when
CGerman- occupied territory was at its wi dest, but both these figures include the
two mllion Jews of the Baltic and western Russia w thout paying any attention
to the | arge nunber of these who were evacuated. However, it is at |east an

adm ssion fromthe |latter organi zation that there were not even six mllion Jews
i n Europe and western Russia conbined. Nothing better illustrates the declining
plausibility of the Six MIlion |l egend than the fact that the prosecution at the
Ei chmann trial deliberately avoided nentioning the figure. Mreover, official
Jewi sh estimates of the casualties are being quietly revised downwards. Qur

anal ysis of the population and emi gration statistics, as well as the studies by
the Swi ss Basel er Nachrichten and Professor Rassinier, denonstrate that it would
have been sinply inpossible for the nunber of Jew sh casualties to have exceeded
alimt of one and a half million. It is very significant, therefore, that the
World Centre of Contenporary Jewi sh Docunmentation in Paris now states that only
1, 485, 292Jews died fromall causes during the Second Wrld War, and al t hough
this figure is certainly too high, at least it bears no resenblance at all to
the I egendary Six MIlion. As has been noted earlier, the Jewi sh statistician
Raul Hilberg estimtes an even |ower figure of 896,892. This is beginning to
approach a realistic figure, and the process of revision is certain to continue.
Doubt | ess, several thousand Jew sh persons did die in the course of the Second
World War, but this nust be seen in the context of a war that cost many mllions
of innocent victins on all sides. To put the matter in perspective, for exanple,
we may point out that 700,000 Russian civilians died during the siege of



Leni ngrad, and a total of 2,050 000 German civilians were killed in Allied air
raids and forced repatriation after the war. 1n1955, another neutral Sw ss
source, Die Tat of Zurich (January 19th, 1955),in a survey of all Second Wrld
War casualties based on figures of the international Red Cross, put the "Loss of
victins of persecution because of politics, race or religion who died in prisons
and concentration canps between 1939and 1945" at 300, 000, not all of whom were
Jews, and this figure seens the nbst accurate assessment.

| MAG NARY SLAUGHTER The question nost pertinent to the exterm nation | egend is,
of course: how many of the 3 mllion European Jews under German control survived
after 19457 The Jewi sh Joint Distribution Committee estimated the nunber of
survivors in Europe to be only one and a half mllion, but such a figure is now
totally unacceptable. This is proved by the grow ng nunber of Jews claimng
conpensation fromthe Wst Gernman Governnent for having allegedly suffered

bet ween 1939 and 1945. By 1965, the nunber of these claimants registered with the
West CGernman CGovernnent had tripled in ten years and reached 3, 375,000 (Aufbau
June 30th, 1965).Nothing could be a nore devastating proof of the brazen fantasy
of the Six MIlion. Mst of these clainmants are Jews, so there can be no doubt
that the majority of the 3 million Jews who experienced the Nazi occupation of
Europe are, in fact, very nmuch alive. It is a resounding confirmation of the
fact that Jew sh casualties during the Second Wrld War can only be estimated at
a figure in thousands. Surely this is enough grief for the Jew sh peopl e? Wo
has the right to conmpound it with vast inmaginary slaughter, marking with eterna
shane a great European nation, as well as winging fraudul ent nonetary
conpensation fromthen? R CHARD HARWDOD is a witer and specialist in politica
and di pl omatic aspects of the Second World War. At present he is with the

Uni versity of London. M. Harwood turned to the vexed subject of war crinmes
under the influence of Professor Paul Rassineir, to whose nmonunental work this
little volume is greatly indebted. The author is now working on a sequel in this
series on the Main Nurenmberg Trial, 1945-1946.

COMMENTS ABQUT DI D SI X M LLION REALLY DI E?

Dr. Kuang Fann, Professor of Philosophy at York University of Canada, fornerly

Chi na: "The whol e panphlet . . . obviously should be classified as a politica
opi ni on . "
Ditlieb Felderer, Historical Researcher, Witer, Sweden:". . . the booklet has

proven to be nore true as the years have gone by, and it is exterm nationists
who are coming now to start arguing |like Harwood did when the booklet was first
publ i shed, so the exterm nationists are noving . . . toward the booklet nore and
nore."

Dr. Robert Faurisson, Expert of Ancient Texts and Docunents, Lyon University:
"The thesis of the book is that it's not true that six mllion Jews died, and it
is not true that there was an extermination plan, and it is not true that there
were gas chanbers. What | find right is, first, the title. The title is good.
Did Six MIlion Really Die?” That’s really the problem. . . This man, Richard
Har wood, brought plenty of information for the layman in '74. He said in '74
that there were no order(s) fromHtler to exterm nate the Jews. Three years
after, when David Irving said it, it was an uproar, so it was really new and
true. W know it nowin 1988 . . . this . . . was so inportant that when it was
published in France, the man who distributed (it was) nurdered . . . Francoise
Duprat. We don't know who exactly did that, but the interesting point is, first,
that it has been done by people very clever in those kind of bonb handling, and
what was published in the journal Le Monde after was interesting. This nurder
was revindicated by a so-called "Menory of Auschw tz" organization. It was



justified by a man called Patrick Chairoff - saying that FrancoiseDuprat, in
distributing this kind of panphlet, had taken a responsibility which kills."

David Irving, British Hi storian, author of over 30 books on WNWII and its
aftermath: ". . . | read it with great interest and | nust say that | was
surprised by the quality of the argunments that it represented. It has obvious
flaws. It uses sources that | personally would not use. In fact, the entire body
of sources is different. This is based entirely on secondary literature, books
by ot her people, including some experts, whereas | use no books. | use just the
archives. But independently, the author of this came to conclusions and asked
guestions of a logical nature which | had arrived at by an entirely different

route, so to speak.. . And if | was to ask what is the value of a brochure |ike
this, I think it is that it provokes people to ask questions, rather as mnmy book
on Hitler’s War provoked the historians. . . This is the kind of val ue which

found this brochure to have. It was asking proper questions on the basis of an
entirely different set of sources.”

Mark Weber, American Historian, Author: "I believe that the thesis of the
bookl et is accurate. . . that there was no German policy or programto
exterm nate the Jews during the Second Wrld War. .. The booklet is a

journalistic or a polemc account that is designed to convince people, and it
does not purport to be a work that can be held unto the sanme standards of rigid
scrutiny that a scholarly work and a detailed work by soneone who is a historian
normal ly would be. . its main value lies in encouraging further discussion and

t hought and debate on the subject it raises.”

Colin Wlson, well known British author: ". . . | received in the post a
panphlet. . . entitled Dd Six MIlion Really Die? | nmust adnmt that it has left
me t horoughly bew | dered. Wat Harwood says, briefly, is that Htler had no
reason to nmurder Jews when he needed themfor forced labour. . . it is worth
asking the question: Did the Nazis really extermnate six mllion Jews? O is
this another sign of the enotional historical distortion that nmakes nearly al

t he books on Hitler so far alnost worthless?.. . Is there, then, any reason why
we should be afraid to dig down until we get at the truth?"

VWHAT' S WVRONG WTH DID SI X M LLI ON REALLY DI E? After 10years of wangling, what
follows is the essence of what was found wong with the panphlet by the
prosecution witnesses. In italics are the primary parts of the panphl et disputed
by the prosecution followed by evidence given by expert wi tnesses on both sides.
1. By 1939, the great majority of German Jews had emigrated, all of themwth a
si zeabl e proportion of their assets. Never at any time had the Nazi | eadership
even contenpl ated a policy of genocide towards them . . Had Hitler cherished
any intention of extermnating the Jews, it is inconceivable that he woul d have
al l owed nore than 800,000 to |l eave Reich territory with the bulk of their
wealth. . . (p. 5,6)

Prosecution historian Christopher Browning' s opinion was that slightly over half
of German Jews emigrated by 1939. Browning testified that the figure 800,000 was
an exaggeration; by 1941, the total of Jews who had left Germany, Austria and
the Protectorates was 530, 000. Because of neasures taken against them it was
false to say they left with a "sizeable proportion” of their assets. Browning
adm tted under cross-exam nation, however, that he was not a denographer nor a
statistician and that any popul ation statistics concerning Jews could only be
estimates. He also admtted that he could not give a precise percentage or even
proportion of their assets Jews left with. He only knew that considerable
efforts were nmade to prevent property getting out.

2. The founder of political Zionismin the 19th century, Theodore Herzl, in his
work The Jewi sh State, had originally conceived of Madagascar as a nationa



honel and for the Jews, and this possibility was seriously studied by the Nazis.
It had been a main plank of the National Socialist party platformbefore 1933
and was published by the party in panphlet form (p.5)

Browning testified it was not a plank of the Nazi Party platform before 1933
that the Jews go to Madagascar as a national honeland. The first time a Nazi

| eader nentioned Madagascar was 1938. The first tinme there was a plan for
Madagascar was 1940.

3. The fall of France in 1940 enabl ed the German Government to open serious
negotiations with the French for the transfer of European Jews to Madagascar. A
menor andum of August, 1942 from Lut her, Secretary-of-State in the German Foreign
Ofice, reveals that he had conducted these negotiati ons between July and
Decenmber 1940, when they were term nated by the French. (p.7)

Browning testified that there were no such negotiations with the French. The
Madagascar Pl an fail ed because of continuing British control of the high seas.

4. Reitlinger and Poliakov both nake the entirely unfounded supposition that
because the Madagascar Pl an had been shel ved, the Germans must necessarily have
been thinking of "exterm nation". Only a nonth [ater, however, on March 7th,
1942, Coebbels wote a nenorandumin favour of the Madagascar Plan as a "fina
solution” of the Jewi sh question (Manvell & Frankl, Dr. Goebbels, London, 1960,
p. 165). In the nmeantime he approved of the Jews being "concentrated in the
East". Later GCoebbels nmenoranda al so stress deportation to the East (i.e. the
Gover nment - General of Pol and)and | ay enphasis on the need for conpul sory | abour
there; once the policy of evacuation to the East had been inaugurated, the use
of Jew sh | abour becane a fundamental part of the operation. (p.7)

Browni ng said that Coebbels did not wite a "nmenorandunf, he wote a "diary
entry." CGoebbels did not |ay enphasis on the need for conpul sory | abour but said
exactly the opposite; for exanple, on March 27, 1942, he wote that 60% of the
Jews will have to be |iquidated and 40% used for forced | abour. Browning

adm tted he had never checked the authenticity of the original CGoebbels diaries
but had accepted the conmercial printed version. Hi storian Wber testified there
was great doubt about the authenticity of the entire Goebbels diaries because
they were typewitten. There was therefore no way to verify their authenticity.
The U S. Governnent itself indicated that it would take no responsibility for
the accuracy of the diaries: the original clothbound edition contained a U S.
Governnment statenment that it "neither warrants nor disclainms the authenticity of
the manuscript”. Browning relied on other docunments such as the Seraphi mreport
to show that the Germans did not put priority on using Jews for |abour

Hi storian Weber disagreed with this opinion. In his view, the Jews were a

val uabl e source of |abour for the Germans; H nmer hinself ordered that
concentration canp i nmates be used as extensively as possible in war production.
5. Statistics relating to Jewi sh popul ati ons are not everywhere known in precise
detail, approximations for various countries differing widely, and it is also
unknown exactly how many Jews were deported and interned at any one tine between
the years 1939-1945. In general, however, what reliable statistics there are,
especially those relating to em gration, are sufficient to show that not a
fraction of six mllion Jews could have been exterm nated. (p.7)

Browning testified that contenporary German statistical studies showed that
there were enough Jews in Europe to exterminate 6 mllion of them These studies
were: (a) the Burgdorfer Study (estimated that there were about 10.72 mllion
Jews in Europe); (b) Madagascar Plan (4 million Jews under German control in
1940); (c) Wannsee conference protocol (11 million Jews). In Browning s opinion
even the German studies done at the tine showed in the area of 10 mllion Jews
under CGerman control in Europe. Therefore, 6 mllion could have been

exterm nated. He admitted, again, that he was not a denographer or a
statistician and that the problem of changi ng borders and the vari ous
definitions of "Jew' made any conclusions in this area difficult to the point
that they could only be estimates.



6. According to Chanbers Encycl opaedia the total nunber of Jews living in pre-
war Europe was 6, 500, 000. (p.7)

Chanbers Encycl opedia dealt only with the total nunmber of Jews living on the
continent of Europe apart from Russia, not the total nunber living in pre-war
Europe as stated by the panphlet.

7. In addition to the German Jews, 220,000 of the total 280,000 Austrian Jews
had em grated by Septenber, 1939, while from March 1939 onwards the Institute
for Jewi sh Emgration in Prague had secured the em gration of 260, 000 Jews from
fornmer Czechoslovakia. In all, only 360,000 Jews remained in Germany, Austria
and Czechosl ovakia after Septenber 1939. (p.7,8)

These nunbers did not accord with the German studi es done at the time, Browning
testified. A conparison with the Wannsee Conference protocol statistics showed
t hat 360, 000 Jews had em grated from Gernany; 147,000 had emi grated from
Austria; 30,000 had emigrated fromthe Protectorate. These figures were all nuch
| ower than Harwood's figures.

8. In addition to these em grants, we nust al so include the nunber of Jews who
fled to the Soviet Union after 1939, and who were | ater evacuated beyond reach
of the German invaders. It will be shown below that the majority of these, about
1, 250, 000, were migrants from Pol and. But apart from Pol and, Reitlinger admts
t hat 300, 000 ot her European Jews slipped into Soviet territory between 1939 and
1941. This brings the total of Jewish emigrants to the Soviet Union to about

1, 550, 000. (p.8)

Browning testified that the reference to Reitlinger was a ms-cite; Reitlinger
said that 300,000 Polish Jews in total fled to the Soviet Union, not "other

Eur opean Jews" as stated by Harwood. The figure of 1,250,000 given by Harwood
was therefore 5 tines too high.

9. The 1931 Jewi sh popul ati on census for Pol and put the nunmber of Jews at
2,732,600 (Reitlinger, Die Endl dsung, p. 36). (p-8)

H |l berg testified that this was wong; in fact, the figure of 2,732,600 cane
froma census taken in the 1920s.

10. When the Jew sh popul ati ons of Holland (140, 000), Belgium (40,000),Italy
(50, 000), Yugoslavia (55,000), Hungary (380,000) and Romani a (725, 000)are

i ncl uded, the figure does not much exceed 3 nmillion. (p.8)

These statistics were not in accord with the Nazis' own statistics, said
Browni ng. For exanple, the German statistics for 1942 |listed the Jew sh
popul ati on of Hungary at 743,800. German records of the deportations from
Hungary showed nore Jews were deported than the nunmber given by Harwood as the
Jew sh popul ati on of Hungary.

11. So far as is known, the first accusation against the Germans of the nass
murder of Jews in war-time Europe was made by the Polish Jew Rafael Lenkin in
his book Axis Rule in Cccupi ed Europe, published in New York inl1943. (p.9)

The first accusation of mass nurder of the Jews was nmade on Decenber 17, 1942 by
the Allies in a Joint Declaration. Lenkin, as far as Browning knew, never used
the 6 million figure in his book. Wber pointed out this m stake made no
difference to the substance of the thesis of the panphlet.

12. Cerstein's sister was congenitally insane and di ed by euthenasia, which may
wel | suggest a streak of nmental instability in Gerstein hinself.. . Gerstein's
fantasti c exaggerations have done little but discredit the whole notion of mass
exterm nation. |ndeed, Evangelical Bishop WIhelmDibelius of Berlin denounced
hi s menoranda as "Untrustworthy" (p.9)

It was not Cerstein's sister, but his sister-in-law, who was killed in the

eut hanasia program Dibelius in fact stated that he was convi nced of the
trustworthi ness of Gerstein, the opposite of what Harwood had witten. However,
H | berg adnmitted that he would not characterize Gerstein as being totally

rati onal and that there was no question that he was capabl e of addi ng



i magi nati on to fact. Browni ng acknow edged there were "problens” with Gerstein's
testinmony; his obvious exaggerations resulted because he was "traumati zed" by
hi s experiences, said Browning.

13. It should be enphasized straight away that there is not a single docunent in
exi stence which proves that the Germans intended to, or carried out, the
del i berate murder of Jews. (p.10)

In Browning' s opinion, there were such docunents, including the Hans Frank

di ary, the Wannsee Conference protocol, and the 1943 Posen speech of H mier.

H storian Robert Faurisson pointed out that if these docunents "proved" the

exi stence of a deliberate plan to nmurder the Jews, there would be no debate
between the "functionalists” and "intentionalists" in the Hol ocaust academni c
circles. This debate in and of itself showed that no proof of a deliberate plan
existed. Hlberg had testified in the 1985 Zindel trial that there were two oral
orders fromHitler for the exterm nation of the Jews. He denied that he had
changed this viewin his then forthcom ng second edition of his book The
Destruction of the European Jews, which was to be published shortly thereafter
In 1988, Hilberg refused to testify at the second Ziundel trial, citing in a
confidential letter to the prosecutor that he had "grave doubts" about
testifying again; 'the defense,' he wote, ' would . . . make every attenpt
to entrap nme by pointing to any seenming contradiction, however trivial the

subj ect m ght be, between ny earlier testinony and an answer that | mght give
in 1988." Browning admitted in his testinony that H | berg had nade a
"significant" change regarding the role of Htler in the decision-making process
between his first edition and the second edition, published in 1985. In an
article entitled "The Revised H | berg", Browning wote that in his second
edition, Hlberg had "systematically excised" all references in the text to a
Hitler decision or a Hitler order for the "Final Solution”. In the new edition
wr ot e Browni ng, "decisions were not made and orders were not given"

14. Attenpts to find "veiled allusions" to genocide in speeches like that of
Hmder's to his S.S. Cbergruppenfihrers at Posen in 1943are |likewi se quite
hopel ess. (p. 11)

Browning testified that the Posen speech contained explicit references to
exterm nating the Jews. Historian David Irving testified, however, that those
portions of the original manuscript of the Posen speech which dealt with
"exterm nation"” had been tanpered with; they were witten in a different
typescript using different carbon paper and were nunbered in pencil. Irving al so
poi nted out that the Israelis had Hnmer's private diary but refused to all ow
any historians to have access to it. If Hmiler's diary supported the

"Hol ocaust™, Irving said, the Israelis would be the first to release it.

15. Most incredible of all, perhaps, was the fact that defense | awyers at

Nur emberg were not permitted to cross-exam ne prosecution w tnesses. (p.12)

H | berg testified that defense | awers were allowed to cross-exam ne wtnesses
at Nurenberg. Weber testified that many affidavits were entered into evidence,
however, upon whi ch no cross-exam nati on was possi bl e.

16. The Sovi et charge that the Action G oups had wantonly exterm nated a mllion
Jews during their operations has been shown subsequently to be a massive
falsification. In fact, there had never been the slightest statistical basis for
the figure. (p.14)

Browning testified that on the basis of the Ei nsatzgruppen reports and the works
of other historians that at least 1 mllion Jews were killed by the

Ei nsat zt ruppen. Historian Wber testified, however, that in the major work on

t he Ei nsatztruppen, Die Truppe des Wl tanschauungskrieges, the two authors
calculated that if all the figures in the Einsatztruppen reports were added up
there would be a total of 2.2 mllion Jew sh dead. The authors admtted this was
i npossi bl e and conceded that the Einsatztruppen report figures were exagger at ed.
In Weber's opinion, the figure of about 1 million was not believabl e because it



was known that the great majority of Jews fled or were evacuated fromthe
eastern territories before the German invasion in 1941.

17. Thus between July and Cctober 1942, over three quarters of the \Warsaw
Ghetto’s inhabitants were peacefully evacuated and transported, supervised by
the Jewi sh police thenselves. . . Atotal, however, of 56,065 inhabitants were
captured and peacefully resettled in the area of the Governnent-General.(p. 19)
Browni ng stated that reports of the Warsaw CGhetto clearing indicated it was done
brutally and not "peacefully" as alleged by Harwood. |In Browning' s opinion, they
were not resettled but taken to Treblinka and Maj danek and either gassed or

shot. Historian Mark Wber testified that the record as to what happened to
these Jews was still unclear. In Wber's opinion, Treblinka and Maj danek were
sinmply concentration and/or transit canps.

18. O course, no Jew woul d ever be found who clainmed to have been a nenber of
this gruesone "special detachnent”, so that the whole issue is left conveniently
unprovable. It is worth repeating that no living, authentic eye-witness to these
events has ever been produced. (p.20)

One of Browning's main differences with the panphlet was that it denied the

exi stence of the hom cidal gas chanbers for the purpose of killing Jews. He
testified Jews had cone forward claimng to be nmenbers of the Sonder kommuando,
such as Filip Mieller, whose accounts he found to be "noving". Browning admtted
under cross-exam nation, however, that he had never seen a technical plan that
purported to be either a gas chanmber or gas van. He had never enquired about
cremati on processes or how nuch heat or how long it took to cremate a human
body. Browni ng had not | ooked at the aerial photographs taken by the Allies of
Auschwi tz during the war except for one on the wall of Yad Vashem Neither
Browni ng nor Hil berg knew of any autopsy report showi ng that any canp inmate was
killed by Zyklon B. Hilberg and Browning visited the concentrati on canps only
for the purpose of |ooking at nenorials or as nmenbers of Hol ocaust Conmi ssions.
W tnesses Leuchter and Roth gave evi dence which showed that sanples taken from
the walls and floor of the alleged "gas chanbers" at Auschwitz and Birkenau
showed either no traces or only mnute traces of cyanide, while the walls of a
known fum gation chanber at Birkenau which had used Zykl on B had over 1000 ti nmes
as much traceabl e cyanide. In Leuchter's opinion, as an expert in gas chanber
technol ogy, the alleged hom cidal gas chanmbers at Auschwitz, Birkenau and

Maj danek were incapabl e of being used as gas chanbers for the killing of human
bei ngs because of their structure, including such factors as |ack of exhaust
systens, stacking and seal ants. |van Lagace, a cremation expert, testified that
in nmodern crematories it took a mninumof 1 1/2 hours to cremate a human body
in one retort; he ternmed "ludicrous” the exterm nation claimthat over 4.400
bodi es were cremated in 46 retorts at Birkenau per day. Wth respect to the
veracity of "eyew tness" testinony, Wber testified that Yad Vashem had admitted
that over half of the "survivor" accounts on record there were unreliable as
many had "let their imagination run away with them" Hi storian Faurisson quoted
fromthe Jewish witer Mchel de Bouard, who admitted in 1986 that "the record
is rotten to the core” with obstinately repeated "fantasi es' and inaccuracies.
19. O course, no Jew woul d ever be found who clainmed to have been a nenber of
this gruesone "special detachnent”, so that the whole issue is left conveniently
unprovable. It is worth repeating that no living, authentic eye-witness to these
events has ever been produced. (p.20)

Browni ng believed Ei chmann to be the highest central figure in the plan to
exterm nate the Jews who survived the war and testified. Ei chmann testified that
Heydrich told himthat H tler had ordered the exterm nation of the Jews of
Europe. Browning admtted, however, that Ei chmann had "nore than a little
trouble” in sorting out events in his mnd. In historian Irving' s opinion

Ei chmann was on trial and under considerabl e physical and nmental coercion; such
testinmony did not advance historical know edge but polluted it.



20. . . . only seven years after its initial publication, a New York Suprene
Court case established that the book was a hoax. . . It established that the
Jewi sh novelist Meyer Levin had witten the dialogue of the "diary” and was
demandi ng paynment for his work in a court action against Oto Frank.(p.21)

This was not true; in fact Levin had sued for paynment for witing a play based
on the diary itself. Faurisson and Irving testified that other proof existed,
however, that the diary's authenticity was suspect. Expert exam nations of the
original diary by graphol ogi sts and West German crim nal |aboratories showed
that one person had witten the diary and part of it was witten in ball-point
pen ink, which only came into use in the 1950s. Faurisson believed the diary was
witten by Gto Frank, the father of Anne Frank

21. As a result, eastern canps in the Russian zone of occupation such as
Auschwi tz and Treblinka gradually came to the fore as horrific centres of

exterm nati on (though no one was permtted to see then), and this tendency has
|asted to the present day. (p.23)

Browning testified that it was false to say no one was permtted to see the
canps in the Soviet zone. He cited a New York Times article by journalist W

Law ence of a tour of Majdanek given to journalists by the Soviets in 1944.
Browning admtted that the article had significant errors regardi ng the nunbers
of people who allegedly died there and how Zykl on B wor ked. Hi storian Wber
testified that Western Allied investigators were not allowed to investigate
concentration canps in the Soviet zone of occupation after the war. The visit to
Maj danek by newspaper reporters was a guided tour by the Soviets for propaganda
purposes; it was not an investigation by any specialized person

22. Finally, Professor Rassinier draws attention to an inportant adn ssion by
Dr. Kubovy, director of the Wrld Centre of Contenporary Jew sh Docunentation at
Tel -Aviv, nade in La Terre Retrouvée, Decenber 15th, 1960. Dr. Kubovy recogni zed
that not a single order for exterm nation exists fromHtler, H nmer, Heydrich
or Goering (Le Drane des Juifs européen, p. 31, 39).(p.29)

Browni ng had never heard of Kubovy or the Wrld Centre of Contenporary Jew sh
Docunent ati on. But both Faurisson and Irving knew of Kubovy and Irving had cited
Kubovy's quote fromLa Terre Retrouvee in his book, Htler's War.

23. However, {Rassinier} regards such a figure as a maxinumlinmt, andrefers to
the | ower estimate of 896,892 casualties in a study of the sane problem by the
Jewi sh statistician Raul Hilberg. (p.29)

H |l berg testified that he was not a statistician and had never given an estimte
of 896,892. His ow calculation in fact was over 5 mllion. Wber testified that
Harwood had taken this information from Paul Rassinier's boos; the origina

m st ake was therefore Rassinier's and not Harwood's.

24. ... Professor Rassinier concludes . . . that the nunber of Jew sh casualties
during the Second World War coul d not have exceeded 1,200, 000, and he notes that
this has finally been accepted as valid by the Wrld Centre of Contenporary
Jewi sh Docunentation at Paris. (p.29)

H | berg testified he had never heard of this Centre or the figure cited by

Har wood.

25. RICHARD HARWODOD is a witer and specialist in political and diplomatic
aspects of the Second Wirld War. At present he is with the University of London
(p. 30)

H storian Wber testified that the author of the panphlet was a man naned

Ri chard Verrall, who had used the pseudonym "Ri chard Harwood". Verrall was a
graduate of the University of London with H gh Honors; he was a witer and had a
specialized interest in political and di plomati c aspects of the Second Wbrl d
War. Verrall relied upon secondary sources published in the 1950s and 1960s in
witing the panphlet, which was published in 1974. Mst errors nmade by the

aut hor were errors originally nmade by Paul Rassinier, the pioneer revisionist

hi stori an, whose works Verrall had relied upon heavily.



(The text bel ow consisted of the |ast two pages of the revised booklet and read
as follows:)

An Appeal to the People in Canada

The above article which casts aspersions on ny publishing firmof Sam sdat
appeared in the Toronto Sun on Novenber 22, 1979. Simlar articles appeared in
other major daily newspapers across Canada. The article attributes statenents

al l egedly made by M. Garde Gardom Attorney Ceneral of British Colunbia, to the
effect that literature, panphlets or other material was received from Sam sdat
Publ i shers which pronoted "hatred agai nst an identifiable group.” The only
material which M. Gardom coul d have received from Sam sdat was sent to al
Attorney CGenerals of Canada, all nmenbers of Federal and Provincial Parlianents,
all nedia representatives, all clergynmen and to sonme 8000 Canadians in all wal ks
of life. The result of this mailing has been worthwhile in ternms of fruitfu
correspondence with nunerous nenbers of Parlianent of the three najor parties as
wel | as several news nedia interviews. If thousands of responsible Canadi an
citizens, clergynmen, nedia representatives and nmenbers of Parlianent have not

objected to ny materials, | would like to know what M. Gardom has found to be
so objectionable and "hateful” in the enclosed material. In the interests of
Freedom of Speech and Human Rights, | now ask you to evaluate this information

for yourself, before your right to be infornmed is denied you through official
action.

HAVE WE GERMANS NO RI GHT TO DEFEND QOURSELVES?

My nane is Ernst Zindel. | ama Toronto busi nessman of German descent and | earn
my living as a comercial artist. By avocation | wite books and give |ectures
on general topics of historical interest. In the political field | have been

i nvolved with the issues of civil and human rights on behal f of Gernman-Canadi ans
for over 20 years. In 1968, on this basis, Iran for the post of Leader of the

Li beral Party of Canada (which neant the post of Prinme Mnister) as the youngest
candi date and only inmgrant ever to attenpt such a feat.

Since that time | have devoted increasing research, study and effort into
illuminating the events of German and world history, particularly in thel933-45
period, with the view toward defendi ng Germans and CGer man- Canadi ans agai nst the
hateful lies surrounding the alleged gassing of six mllion Jews by the Nazi
Government of Germany. In order to satisfy ny own curiosity and to resolve ny
own doubts on the subject, |I have travel ed throughout the world, interviewd
surviving i nmates, guards, officials, etc., in the connection with the "six
mllion" story. | have studied the many rel evant docunents, books, eyew tness
accounts of both sides. My conclusion, after I had originally believed the dogma
of the "hol ocaust,” is that no such exterm nation progranme ever existed and
that it is wartine hate propaganda masqueradi ng as history. This viewpoint is
shared by such notabl e experts, historians and researchers from around the world
as:

Prof. Faurisson, an expert historical analyst of ancient docunents and artifacts
at Lyon University in France. H's 4-year study at the Jewi sh Docunentation
Centre in Paris drew himto concl ude thusly;

J. G Burg, a German-Jew sh author and forner inmate of several German
concentration canps;

Dr. Bernhard Katusky, the noted Austrian-Jew sh man of letters;

Dr. W Staglich, retired judge and aut hor of several books on the subject. Dr.
Staglich is a German of Hanburg;



M. David Irving, English historian and author of many well-known books about
the 2nd Wrld War. He offers a sizeable reward for any document signed by Hitler
whi ch orders the exterm nation of the Jews;

Dr. David Hoggan, American professor of history and author of several extensive
vol umres on World War Il history;

Prof essor Arthur Butz, Anerican researcher and author of the controversial book,
The Hoax of the 20th Century;

Prof. A. J. App of the U S., a well-known witer and |l ecturer on the topic of
H tler and the Jews;

Prof. Rassinier, fornmer inmate of several German concentration canps and nenber
of the French National Assenbly, the author of several books about the Jews in
wartinme Europe;

Prof. Udo Wal endy, German political science lecturer and historian

Thi es Christopersen, CGerman poet and journalist who worked at Auschwitz and who
has witten several books and articles about Auschwitz and the gas chanber nyth;

(Ditlib) Felderer of Sweden who personally visited postwar Auschwitz in order to
prove that "gas chanbers” had been constructed by the Comunists after the war;

Attorney Bennett of Australia whose research was pronpted by his work in the
Cvil Rights Section of the Australian Attorney Ceneral’s Ofice.

There are hundreds of nanes of authorities on this topic, all of whom| have
met, interviewed, corresponded with or whose works | have read. Mst of these
persons are willing to attend any trial or court proceedings on this subject in
the capacity of witnesses.

ZI ONI STS DOM NATE MEDI A, GERVANS ARE DENI ED EQUAL TI ME.

As | see it, this matter is one of Freedom of Thought and Expression on the one
hand and the Suppression of Freedom and Enquiry on the other. To seek officially
to quell legitimte controversy through the use of snmear-words |ike "hate" and
"racism is neither just nor relevant to the issue. Zionismis a politica
nmovenment, not a racial novenent. Zionists |like Elizabeth Tayl or, Sanmy Davis
Jr., Pat Boone, Billy Graham and Attorney Ceneral of Ontario McMurthy are not
Jews nor Semites; therefore, any criticismof Zionist policy cannot be "racism"”
VWhen Jews disagree as | do with the official Zionist version of Auschwitz, are

t hey accused of "racisnf or "hate"?

Many Jews are totally opposed to political, that is worldly, Zionismand |I am
proud to number such outstanding figures as these anong ny friends and
supporters: Rabbi El mer Berger, fornmer president of the American Council of

Judai smy Haviv Schieber, former nmayor of Beer Scheeba and conrade-in-arns of
Menachem Begi n and Moi se Dayan who is now living as a refugee fromlsraeli
persecution in Washington, D.C., Benjamn Friedman, fornmer secretary to Henry
Morgenthau Sr. who witnessed at firsthand the Zionsit nachi nations of the First
and Second Wrld Wars. In addition to these individual Jew sh authorities, there
are the thousands of Hasidic Jews who protest against Zionismand the State of



Israel as being "the work of the Devil.” There are the Jews who denonstrated
agai nst Menachem Begin as a | eadi ng proponent of Zionism In brief, not all
Zionists are Jews and not all Jews are Zionists. Once again, how can any
criticismof Zionist tenets be constructed as "racisnf? Because no Zionist is "a
menber of an identifiable group” under the crimnal code, any nore than Liberals
or Conservatives, can such criticismconstitute "hate" under the Crim nal Code?

| believe that Zionists and their synpathizers are using the letter of the | aw
to defy the spirit of the law, that they are using words |ike "hate” and
"racism' to conceal their very real attenpt to suppress the truth. | do not
believe that the so-called "Hate Law' section of the Crimnal Code was intended
to be an instrument for the suppression of free enquiry and discussion. The
"Hate Law' was adopted by the Canadi an Parlianment as a result of al nost

excl usively Jew sh-Zionist agitation. Now it appears that it is being invoked to
prevent the exposure of the biggest noney-raising racket of all time, nanmely the
Hol ocaust lie. The real issues in this matter are not "anti-Semtism" "racism”
or "hate,"” but Truth, Freedom of Speech and Press, Freedom of Enquiry and,
ultimately, Justice. Hel p us safeguard these precious freedons now

EXERCI SE YOUR RI GHTS AND DUTI ES AS FREE CI TI ZENS WHI LE THERE | SSTI LL TI ME BY
G VING TH S | SSUE NAXI MUM ATTENTI ON AND PUBLI CI TY! CONTACTME FOR FURTHER
I NFORVATI ON, | NTERVI EW6 AND ARRANGEMENTS FOR PUBLI C SPEAKI NGAPPEARANCES.

Ernst Ziindel

206 Carlton Street
Toronto, Ontario MpA 2L1
Tel . (416) 922-9850/

HELP W TH DONATI ONS TO THE SAM SDAT LEGAL DEFENSE FUND



