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Two Powerful and Timely Videos from IHR

ON CAMERA
Against the
Holocaust Lobby

Dr. ROBERT DAVID
FAURISSON IRVING

MARK Dr. ROBERT

WEBER COUNTESS

On April 22, 1993, presidents and
high-ranking officials of the United
States, Israel and other countries
gathered in Washington, DC to dedicate the new US Holocaust
Memorial Museum. An army of journalists, cameramen and
commentators was there to broadcast the media event to the
world.

IHR was there, too — there to declare its
unequivocal opposition to this monstrous $160
million monument to flawed priorities and illicit
power. On April 21 IHR held a conference at a
hotel in a suburb of Washington, DC where 200
friends came to hear Robert Faurisson from
France, David Irving from England, JHR editor
Mark Weber and Robert Countess speak out
against the Holocaust lobby. The event was
captured on video, including, Prof. Faurisson’s
challenge to Museum officials that read, in part:

Tomorrow the US Holocaust Memorial
Museum will be dedicated in Washington. |
challenge the Museum authorities to provide
¢ us a physical representation of the magical gas
IRVING chamber. | have searched for 30 years for

such a representation without finding it . . . |
warn the officials of the US Holocaust Museum
. . . that tomorrow, April 22, 1993, they need
not offer, as proof of the existence of Nazi gas
chambers, a disinfection gas chamber, a
shower room, a morgue, or an air-raid shelter .
.. I'want a portrayal of an entire Nazi gas
chamber, one that gives a precise idea of its
technique and operation.

WEBER

Watch Prof. Faurisson deliver the complete text of his
devastating challenge. Watch the inimitable David Irving thrill
his audience with details of the Holocaust lobby's stepped-up
efforts to crush truth in history. Watch Mark Weber deliver his
rousing “call to arms” in opposition to the museum, and hear Dr.
Countess’ elegant tribute to the IHR — all in an unforgettable
90-minute video that tells you what you need to know about this
costly and dangerous mistake they call a “museum.”

CHALLENGING THE
OLOCAUST MUSEUM

Robert Faurisson + David lrving
Mark Weber * Robert Countess

Speak out against the Holocaust lobby
April 21, 1983 in Washinglon, 0.C,

CHALLENGING THE HOLOCAUST MUSEUM
VHS Videotape * Color * 90 minutes
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‘DAVID IRVING

Barred From Australia

Last February the Australian government banned British historian David
Irving on the pretext that he was “likely to become involved in activities
disruptive to, or violence threatening harm to, the Australian community or
a group within the Australian community.”

Zionist organizations of course cheered the ban — Irving's views are
“against the national interest,” they bitched — but the Australian media, with
candor unthinkable elsewhere in the West, zeroed right in on the ban's
pivotal component — Jewish pressure — sharply condemning the campaigr
by Jewish groups to impose their fanatical views on the entire country. As
the controversy raged, Irving appeared by satellite hook-up for 20 minut
on a major prime-time Australia television news program.

Irving and his vie
THE SE ARCH FOR soon became house
knowledge in Austra'

Lamenting the
publicity, Isi L
President of the E
Council of Austraiar
ry, cautioned that Jewish
interests would be better
served if only Jewish

4 their role in such cases.
* Irving took offensive:

The battle for freedom of
speech is just beginning. . . |
don't intend to be beaten. I'm
a fighter. Free speech is be-
coming a rarity around the
world, and it is being restrict-
ad to those with politically
correct views. I'm not politi-
cally correct. | express views
based on information I've
dug out of archives. . . If I'm
telling lies or half-truths, why
don't they let me come to
Australia and expose me?

By this restriction of the freedom of speech in Australia, and of the rights of Austra-
lians to hear me, my opponents will achieve precisely the result they wished to avoid
— namely an increase in anti-Semitic feelings among ordinary Australian citizens.

Now, from IHR and Focal Point Productions, leam the whole story of the
ban and the evil behind it, see the extraordinary headlines and copy it
sparked in the Aussie media, and watch Irving deliver a rousing talk on the
ban and his plans to fight it.

This exclusive 80-minute video, The Search for Truth in History (also
available on audiotape) has already sold thousands of copies in Australia. It's
history in the making. It's about the war for Freedom of Speech. And it's a
case study of how the real bigots and hatemongers bend governments to
their will. Order your copy of this high quality, full-color video production
today. Your documentary library is not complete without it.

THE SEARCH FOR TRUTH IN HISTORY

VHS » $29 + $2 shipping (Audiotape $9.95 + $1 shipping)
from INSTITUTE FOR HISTORICAL REVIEW

groups would conceal
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My Gampaign for Justice for John Demjanjuk

John Demjanjuk’s vindication — culminating in
his recent reunion with his family in the United
States — has special meaning for Jerome Brentar.
For more than a decade, this deeply religious man of
Croatian ancestry and anti-Communist conviction
has devoted countless hours of his own time and con-
siderable money from his own pocket to help defend
the Ukrainian-American auto worker.

This was not the first such case in which Brentar
had played an important role. In the earlier case of
Frank Walus, Brentar dug up evidence that proved
to be of crucial importance in exonerating the Polish-
born American.

It was only after a protracted and devastating
legal ordeal that Walus, who has gratefully called
Brentar “my savior,” was able to establish that he
was not a Gestapo murderer of Jews in wartime
Poland, as Simon Wiesenthal, the United States gov-
ernment, eleven Jewish “eyewitnesses,” and several
newspapers had insisted, but instead had spent the
war years as a quiet teenage farm laborer in Ger-
many. (For more on this case, see the Summer 1992
Journal, pp. 186-187.)

Brentar’s dismissal in early September 1988 as
national co-chairman of a George Bush presidential
campaign organization — after a Jewish weekly
paper focused attention on his efforts on behalf of
Demjanjuk — made headlines in newspapers
around the country, and brought Brentar’s face to
national television news broadcasts.

Explained a Bush campaign aide: “We became
aware of his [Brentar’s] affiliation with the group

Jerome A. Brentar was born in 1922 in northern Ohio,
the son of immigrants from Croatia. During the Second
World War he served in Europe with the US Army’s 93rd
Armored Cavalry. From 1948 t0o1950, he worked in post-
war Europe as an eligibility/screening officer for the Inter-
national Refugee Organization (IRO) of the United
Nations. From 1954 to 1957 he worked in Europe for the
Catholic Relief Service of the National Catholic Welfare
Conference, a Roman Catholic refugee assistance agency.
Besides English and Croatian, Brentar speaks German,
Polish, Russian and Ukrainian. He studied at Michigan
State University and at the University of Munich in Ger-
many. Back in Ohio, he founded and for many years
directed Europa Travel Service, a travel agency in Cleve-
land.

This essay is adapted from his address at the Eleventh
IHR Conference, October 1992. (Brentar’s presentations
at the 1989 and 1992 IHR conferences are available on
both audio and video cassette from the IHR.)

JEROME A. BRENTAR

~ o e s

that supports the defense of John Demjanjuk, and
that position is at fundamental odds with the Vice
President [Bush] and this campaign. And we took
the action based on learning about that today. . . . We
told him [Brentar] that his advocacy on this issue
puts him at a fundamental disagreement with the
campaign and the Vice President.”

Commenting on his dismissal, Brentar said:
“It’s part of a dirty smear campaign that started
because I said Demjanjuk is innocent. For that, I'm
called a neo-Nazi and an anti-Semitic revisionist.”
Brentar also noted: “I could have been an atheist. I
could have been a polygamist. I could have been any-
thing else, and questions wouldn'’t have been asked.
And now because I helped a poor victim, I'm every-
thing under the sun.” (New York Times, Sept. 9,
1988.)

A mark of the sorry moral level to which our
country has fallen is not only the shameful role of the
US federal government in the persecution of John
Demjanjuk, but that an American vice president
could see fit to order the removal of a man as decent
and upright as Brentar from a campaign committee
because of his selfless work on behalf of an American
citizen he passionately believes to be innocent of
monstrous crimes, in a country where people are
supposedly presumed innocent until proven other-
wise.

On September 14, 1988, not long after his dis-
missal from the Bush campaign, Brentar appeared
on the CNN cable television program “Crossfire,”
along with New York Congressman Stephen Solarz
and co-hosts Tom Braden and Pat Buchanan. On a
nationally-televised broadcast, apparently for the
first time ever, the great taboo of Holocaust revision-
ism was breached.

Although Brentar was reluctant to get into the
Holocaust issue itself, the program’s “liberal” fossil,
Tom Braden, gave further evidence of his calcified
mindset by vigorously claiming that he personally
saw gas chamber victims at Buchenwald at the end
of the war. Co-host Pat Buchanan, a savvy and cou-
rageous writer and probably the most prominent
national defender of Demjanjuk, thereupon cut in
and pointed out that no serious historian makes that
claim anymore.

Braden responded with sheepish silence.

Stephen Solarz, a Congressman from Brooklyn
who boasted in 1981 that he had become a member
of the House Foreign Affairs Committee in order, as
he put it, to “deliver for Israel,” lost control of him-
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self. He charged that Brentar’s greatest sin was not
that he defended Demjanjuk, but that he had doubts
about the Holocaust story.

Although Brentar explained that he preferred
not to get into the issue, Solarz insisted on a state-
ment. “Did Jews die in gas chambers at Auschwitz?
Were six million Jews killed?,” he demanded.
Finally, Brentar simply said that although he is not
a scholar of the Holocaust, there are certainly absur-
dities and contradictions in the Holocaust story.
Brentar specifically mentioned the once seriously
made allegation that masses of Jews were put to
death at Treblinka in huge steam chambers, and he
mentioned the now discredited story of mass killing
by electricity.

Jerome Brentar at the 1989 IHR Conference

Brentar’s calm and factual remarks only further
enraged Solarz. After another outburst from the
ultra-Zionist politician, Buchanan shot back, “don’t
be a complete phony,” a remark that so stunned the
normally loquacious lawmaker that he was momen-
tarily struck speechless.

Over the years, Jerry Brentar has endured a bar-
rage of outrageous attacks against his character,
including loud criticism for speaking at IHR confer-
ences. But long after such mean-spirited carping is
forgotten, this noble man will be remembered as the
person without whose intrepid and selfless help
John Demjanjuk almost certainly would have been
deported to the Soviet Union and executed for crimes
he did not commit.

— M. W.

appreciate this opportunity to address fellow

Americans who share my concerns. I wish first

to take this opportunity to thank the Institute
for Historical Review for creating this citadel of free
speech. I commend the IHR and its supporters for
their tremendous job, under very trying circum-
stances, to protect this right of freedom of speech.

John Demjanjuk has been a victim of an unprec-
edented travesty of justice. The US Justice Depart-
ment’s Office of Special Investigations, working
with the Soviet government, and those who might
be called “Holocaustians” have carried on a cam-
paign to portray this innocent man as “Ivan the Ter-
rible” of Treblinka.

For their part, the Soviets have always been
concerned about the Ukrainians because of their
efforts for independence from Russia. Accordingly,
the Kremlin worked to instill in the Ukrainians,
and in the other non-Russian peoples of the USSR,
the fear that the long hand of the Soviet secret
police can track down any of them, anywhere in the
world. This is why John Demjanjuk was targeted.

This Soviet effort received cooperation from the
federal government’s Office of Special Investiga-
tions, the OSI, and the pro-Israel lobby. The people
in the OSI are interested, first of all, in holding onto
their lucrative jobs, while the “Holocaustians” want
to keep alive the multi-million dollar Holocaust
industry.

Essential to this campaign has been the sensa-
tionalism of the “hunts” and trials of alleged “Nazi
war criminals” such as Frank Walus, Andrija Artuk-
ovie, Tscherim Soobzokov and, of course, John Dem-
Jjanjuk. Newspapers join in this because they sell
best with sensationalized atrocity stories.

Wartime Beginnings

In a way, my involvement with the Demjanjuk
case began during World War II, while I was serving
as an American soldier in Germany. During the final
months of the war, masses of German soldiers came
under our control as prisoners of war. I was one of
those who helped to process these prisoners, and I
examined the documents of many of these men. This
experience gave me a very vivid picture of what
wartime German documents look like. And then,
after the war — because I speak German and Slavic
languages — I got a job with the International Ref-
ugee Organization working in Germany. At that
time, there were millions of “displaced persons” in
Germany. In that job, which gave me access to addi-
tional important information, I had to examine the
documents of many of these refugees.

I first became aware of the federal government’s
legal prosecution of John Demjanjuk in 1980, when
I saw reprinted in Cleveland newspapers a facsim-
ile of a supposed identity card proving that this was
“Ivan the Terrible” of Treblinka. This in spite of the
fact that this alleged “Trawniki” ID card, which was
the key piece of documentary evidence against
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Demjanjuk, does not mention Treblinka at all, but
instead places him at Sobibor and at an agricultural
estate in Poland.

Along with this piece of evidence, the govern-
ment produced five witnesses from Israel who testi-
fied that Demjanjuk was the notorious Ivan of
Treblinka. As it happened, though, one of these wit-
nesses, Elijahu Rosenberg, had told the Polish War
Crimes Commission in 1945 that the man known as
Ivan of Treblinka had been killed during an upris-
ing at the camp in August 1943. Rosenberg repeated
this claim in a statement given in December 1947 at
the Jewish center in Vienna, declaring under oath
that Ivan of Treblinka had been killed. Some years
later, though, testifying against Demjanjuk in
Cleveland in 1981, and again in Israel in 1987,
Rosenberg changed his story. He admitted that, yes,
he had stated that Ivan the Terrible was dead. At
the trial in Israel, however, he said, pointing, “But
he’s there. He’s alive. I'm seeing him there!” It was
testimony like this that brought the sentence of
death against this poor man.

A dramatic moment during the trial in Jerusalem of
John Demjanjuk: Prosecution witness Elijahu
Rosenberg angrily spurns the defendant’s offered
hand as Demjanjuk attorney Mark O’Conner looks
on.

Streibel’s Testimony

After seeing the ID card in the newspaper, I
called Mr. Karl Streibel, who had been commandant
of the Trawniki camp, where this document had
supposedly been issued. Streibel told me:

Mr. Brentar, I told your people from Washing-
ton, who came to see me three years ago, that
this is not an ID card from Trawniki. I told them
that Trawniki was a training camp for those
men who were chosen to work as guards for the
Germans, and that this was a training camp not

only for concentration camp guards. There were
approximately five thousand men there, most of
whom were then assigned to guard military
installations, bridges, depots, motor pools, and
so on. About three hundred of them were
assigned to guard at camps such as Treblinka,
Belzec, and Sobibor.

Mr. Streibel went on to tell me:

Mr. Brentar, the attorneys from the OSI were
here, and I told them to bring me the original ID
card. I wanted to see the original because I
would absolutely never sign any document
without putting the date and place of issue
before my signature.

The OSI was very much concerned that Dem-
janjuk’s defense attorneys would try to meet and
talk with Mr. Streibel. And indeed a meeting was
arranged in Hamburg with Streibel and the defense
attorneys, Mr. John Martin and Mr. Spiros Gonakis.
But even though a date and a time in the late after-
noon had been set for the meeting, as John Martin
later told me, he received a phone call, allegedly
from a friend of Mr. Streibel, informing him that he
was not interested in meeting with the gentlemen
from America after all. As it turned out, Streibel
received a similar telephone call, allegedly from the
defense attorneys, telling him that they were not
interested in seeing him. This clearly seems to be
another example of the dirty tricks engaged in by
the OSI in its campaign to prosecute and persecute
this man, and bring him to KGB-style justice.

Additional Testimony

As you can appreciate, I quickly became very
suspicious of the charges against Demjanjuk. I then
began a years-long search for evidence, tracing the
route followed by the OSI in its search for evidence
against this man. In Germany, I met with the war-
time commandant of the Treblinka camp, Kurt
Franz, who was then serving a sentence in a prison
near Disseldorf. During our meeting, Franz told
me: “Mr. Brentar, several years ago six of your peo-
ple were here, and I told them that this man {Dem-
janjuk] is not the Ivan of Treblinka. The Ivan of
Treblinka was much older, had dark hair, and was
taller. He had a stoop because he was so tall. So why
do you come here again to ask me the same ques-
tions?” I replied: “Mr. Franz, I am not from Wash-
ington. I'm from Cleveland, Ohio, and I'm trying to
help this man.”

I want to mention here that the Institute for
Historical Review, and its friends and associates,
have really helped me to establish contacts with
people who proved instrumental in helping put
together a thorough and truthful picture, of what
happened — and still is happening — to John Dem-
Jjanjuk.

Well, as I continued my investigation, I
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arranged to meet with every one of the people whom
the OSI had visited earlier. What I discovered is
that the OSI’s case against John Demjanjuk was
built on lies, exaggerations, distortions, fabrica-
tions, innuendos, and dirty tricks.

Obstacles in Israel

Visiting Israel, I arranged to go with a Jewish
friend to meet with Menachem Russek, chief of the
agency that is the Israeli counterpart of the OSI in
the United States. “Mr. Russek, don’t be a fool,” I
said to him. “You’re being misled by the OSI. This is
an innocent man.” And even though I had brought
along evidence to prove what I was saying, well, he
couldn’t care less, because he was every bit as eager
to prosecute and persecute John Demjanjuk as was
Neal Sher and his OSI entourage.

I asked Mr. Russek if I could speak with the
three main witnesses against Demjanjuk: Pinchas
Epstein, Elijahu Rosenberg and Sonia Lewkowicz. I
particularly wanted to meet with Rosenberg, to
question him about the discrepancies in his sworn
statements. “I'm here to give you everything I have
— all the truth,” I told Russek. “Why don’t you let
me meet with these people so I can question them?”
Well, for obvious reasons, I was not permitted to
meet with any of them.

Fedorenko’s Fate

John Demjanjuk was originally supposed to be
deported to the Soviet Union where, as you know,
the authorities make quick work of liquidating their
“enemies.” That’s what happened to other “Nazi war
criminals” from the United States, such as Karl Lin-
nas and Fedor Fedorenko. While Fedorenko’s case
was on appeal, OSI chief Neal Sher met with the
Ukrainian-born Fedorenko and told him: “Look,
why don’t you go back to your homeland. You’ve
already been back several times.” (That was true: he
had a wife and a family there, and had returned sev-
eral times since the war.) “This appeal will cost you
a lot of money. Why don’t you go back and spend the
rest of your life with your family there?”

That was a trick. No sooner had Fedorenko, the
poor fellow, arrived there with thousands of dollars
worth of Soviet rubles, which he had bought on the
black market (getting a much better rate than he
could have gotten in Russia), then he was arrested
and, after a quick KGB trial, shot. I am convinced
that Neal Sher had notified the Soviets of his
arrival, to get rid of him and prevent him from tes-
tifying in the Demjanjuk case.

Villagers’ Testimony

In Poland I visited Treblinka and the nearby vil-
lages. In one such village I visited the house of
Maria Dudek. When I showed her the photograph of
John Demjanjuk, she said to me, in Polish: “I never
saw this man before.” But when I asked her if she
ever heard of “Ivan the Terrible,” she panicked and

shut the door on me.

I found three other witnesses from that village,
former inmates of Treblinka, who had seen “Ivan.”
These three villagers were supposed to come to
Cleveland to testify in court. But an OSI official
named Michael Wolf telephoned the US Consulate
in Warsaw and told officials there: “Don’t let the wit-
nesses come. The hearing is over.” That was a lie;
the hearing was still continuing. This was another
of their many dirty tricks. They prevented these
three witnesses from testifying on behalf of Dem-
janjuk.

Pinchas Epstein, a key prosecution witness in the
Jerusalem trial of Demjanjuk, accuses the defen-
dant of being the notorious Treblinka camp guard
known as “Ivan the Terrible.” (Reuters/Bettmann
photo)

Wolf also told the Polish authorities that I'm a
neo-Nazi, an anti-Semite and a revisionist, and that
I'm paying money to witnesses to lie to defend a
Nazi murderer, John Demjanjuk. As a result, a long
article appeared in the Polish newspaper Polityka
that condemned me for trying to recruit witnesses
who would lie in court for money as witnesses on
behalf of Demjanjuk.

With regard to testimony of Maria Dudek, I'd
like to mention an article from the Cleveland Plain
Dealer (Sept. 13, 1992), headlined “Demjanjuk
wasn’t Treblinka’s ‘monster,’ ex-captives insist,”
which reports that an additional witness named
Nina Shiyenko likewise confirmed that “Ivan of Tre-
blinka” is not John Demjanjuk.

Such incidents tell just part of the story of what
has happened to this poor man, John Demjanjuk.
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But there’s an old saying that I think applies in this
case: “Every evil carries within itself the seed of its
own destruction.” And that seed has begun to germi-
nate.

Exonerating Evidence

As a result of all the exonerating evidence that
I was able to provide to the defense, Demjanjuk was
not deported to the Soviet Union, as was originally
planned. Instead, OSI chief Sher panicked. He ran
to Israel to tell the authorities there to work for
Demjanjuk’s extradition to that country, because of
the danger that the case was being lost in Cleve-
land. There’s too much evidence to show that Dem-
janjuk is innocent, he told them. As a result of his
effort, Israel made an official request for his extra-
dition.

According to the legal rules for extradition that
were in effect at that time, it was not permissible to
submit any further evidence on behalf of a defen-
dant. So it was planned to present the additional
evidence to the court in Jerusalem.

Patrick J. Buchanan

The OSI was incensed at my activity. They
couldn’t understand how an insignificant travel
agent could be so successful in finding such potent
evidence against them — evidence proving that
they were lying.

A Journalist’s Admission

Back in Cleveland, in 1984, I visited the office of
the Plain Dealer, the city’s main newspaper, which
was supposedly supporting Demjanjuk. Regretta-
bly, though, they printed more negative than posi-
tive articles about him. A Plain Dealer reporter said
to me: “Jerry, we're not interested in his innocence.
We’re only interested in his extradition.”

The Bush Campaign

I want to tell you a little more about how I was
asked to resign from the Bush presidential cam-
paign. Actually, I had never been active in Bush’s
campaign, the Republican party, or even in politics.
So I was very much surprised when I learned that I
had been chosen to become co-chairman of the Bush
campaign’s national ethnic coalition group. In
Washington I was received by Mr. Bush, who con-
gratulated me. When he asked me to support him, I
told him that I would. My hope was that this might
give me a further opportunity to help John Demjan-
juk.

Unfortunately, in this God-blessed country of
ours, it’s no longer what you know, but who you
know, that counts. About a month after I was
named, I received a phone call from an official of the
Bush campaign, who told me: “Mr. Brentar, the Vice
President is very much upset because we've been
getting all kinds of calls telling us that you're a neo-
Nazi, that you’re an anti-Semitic revisionist, and
that you are helping a convicted Nazi war criminal.
Mr. Bush wants you to leave the ethnic coalition,
and I calling to ask you to resign.” I replied by tell-
ing him: “My dear man, I am with the campaign by
invitation. If you want me to resign, please send me
this request in writing, and I'll consider it.” Well, I
never received it.

As a result of that, my name appeared in news-
papers around the country, and I received phone
calls from Argentina, Australia, and from people I
had met and worked with years earlier in Germany,
who asked me what was going on. “I don’t know
myself,” I told them. “I’'m just trying, as a true
American, to help an innocent man, and instead I'm
being lambasted as an anti-Semitic neo-Nazi revi-
sionist.”

Pat Buchanan

Some good did come out of all this publicity,
though. One day I got a call from a Mr. Matt Balic of
New Jersey. Like me, he is of Croatian background.
He told me that he he’d like to introduce me to Pat
Buchanan. Balic told me that I have an important
story to tell, and asked if I'd like to appear [on the
television program] “Crossfire.” “Sure,” I replied. So
that’s how I came to appear on “Crossfire.” I got to
know Buchanan very well, and from that time on I
sent him much information that he used in writing
articles in defense of Demjanjuk.
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Congressman Traficant

A short time after that, Matt Balic arranged for
me to meet Congressman James Traficant. Well,
after I finished telling him the whole story, much as
I'm telling it to you here, but in even more detail,
Traficant said to me: “Jerry, I can’t believe this. Are
you lying to me? Are you exaggerating?”’ And I said,
“Why should I? I'm not paid. I'm doing this volun-
tarily because I am for truth and justice, and that’s
the only way we’re going to have peace in this world,
with justice.” Well, after that meeting this man
really went to bat for me, and for Demjanjuk, going
far beyond the call of duty.

Another “lvan”

It was during its investigation of Fedorenko
that the OSI had obtained copies of court tran-
scripts of the Treblinka trials in the USSR that
referred to the Ivan of Treblinka. These papers,
which were not made available to the defense in
Demjanjuk’s denaturalization hearings in Cleve-
land, include the testimony of 18 former Treblinka
guards who confirmed that the “Ivan of Treblinka”
was a man named Ivan Marchenko (or Marczenko).
These documents had been in the hands of the OSI
since 1978, so these US government officials knew
very well that John Demjanjuk was not “Ivan the
Terrible” of Treblinka.

In August 1991, Congressman Traficant was
able — through the Freedom of Information Act —
to obtain copies of these documents, which proved to
be crucial in finally exonerating Demjanjuk. Trafi-
cant even arranged for John Demjanjuk’s son-in-
law, Ed Nishnic, along with John Demjanjuk, Jr., to
go to Poland and the Soviet Union in December
1991, as his aides, to obtain additional excuplatory
evidence. During this visit, the two men met with
Marchenko’s daughter.

“Political Suicide”

Until my meeting with Jim Traficant, we had
had no luck at all with politicians. Earlier, John
Demjanjuk, Jr., and I had visited Washington, DC,
where we rapped on the doors of every Congress-
man and Senator to ask for help in the defense of an
innocent man. The Representatives from the Cleve-
land area, Demjanjuk’s home, whom one might
have expected to be most willing to help, wanted
nothing whatsoever to do with the case. A few Con-
gressmen were somewhat sympathetic, but they did
nothing.

One Congressman, Dana Rohrabacher, who rep-
resents a district in southern California, explained
frankly to me why he would not help: “Jerry, do you
want me to commit political suicide?” Is this really
the kind of country we now live in? Pat Buchanan
really hit the nail on the head, I think, when he
referred to the US Congress as “a parliament of
whores” on “Israeli-occupied” capitol hill. Because of

comments like that, Buchanan is, of course, near
the top of the ADL’s enemies list.

I am not so far down on that list myself. I'm not
trying to brag, but while I was in Israel attending
the trial of Demjanjuk, the prosecutor took time to
ask me to stand up and to identify myself as a
defender of the convicted murderer. When I did, 1
was booed. My name also came up during the appeal
hearing last year, when the charge was made that
the defense case was suspect because it had to rely
so much on help from a revisionist, an anti-Semite
and a neo-Nazi — me, that is — in obtaining all this
lying, crooked information and testimony.

Congressman James Traficant

“Big Business”

The people who work for the Office of Special
Investigations claim to be motivated by concern for
the memory of the dead. But I am sure that none of
those people would lift a finger for anyone if the
Holocaust was not so profitable and prestigious.
There is truth to the saying, “There’s no business
like Shoah business.”

This point was confirmed by Rabbi Immanuel
Jakobovits, who is Chief Rabbi of Britain, and Lord
in the British parliament. A front-page article in the
Israeli newspaper Jerusalem Post (Nov. 26, 1987, p.
1) reports:

Despite widespread acceptance of the Holocaust
as a tragedy unique in Jewish history, leading
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[Jewish] Torah scholars are “unanimous” in
“denying the uniqueness of the Holocaust as an
event any different . . . from any previous
national catastrophe,” according to British
Chief Rabbi Sir Immanuel Jakobovits.

The Holocaust, Jakobovits went on to say, has
become “an entire industry, with handsome profits
for writers, researchers, film-makers, monument
builders, museum planners, and even politicians.”
He added that some rabbis and theologians are
“partners in this big business.”

Because it is considered the most important
event in Jewish history, those who play up the Holo-
caust also find sensationalism necessary. Tales
about Demjanjuk and “Ivan the Terrible” give the
story spark. But as Jakobovits warned:

Would it not be a catastrophic perversion of the
Jewish spirit if brooding over the Holocaust
were to become a substantial element in the
Jewish purpose, and if the anxiety to prevent
another Holocaust were to be relied upon as an
essential incentive for Jewish activity?

Ilvan of Sobibor?

Now, as the story of Demjanjuk of Treblinka
falls apart, efforts are being made to replace it with
the story of Demjanjuk of Sobibor. Now it is claimed
that “when Demjanjuk was an SS guard he took
part in mass Kkillings of Jewish citizens in Sobibor
camp.” Well, that’s a lot of baloney because, as Karl
Streibel explained to me: “Mr. Brentar, anybody
who was [trained] in Trawniki had to have a Person-
albogen.” This refers to a German personnel and
identity record, which includes information about
date and place of birth, a thumb print, and so forth.

Here, for example [holding up for everyone to
seel, is a facsimile copy of the Personalbogen iden-
tity record from Trawniki for Ivan Marchenko. If
John Demjanjuk had actually been a guard at Sobi-
bor, as some are now claiming, he would have
received basic training at Trawniki, and his com-
pleted Personalbogen would therefore have been on
file there as well. But there isn’t any.

False and Authentic Documents

As Mr. Streibel explained to me, the Soviets
advanced so quickly on the Trawniki camp that
those in charge there had no opportunity to destroy
the camp’s files. The Soviets captured all those
records, including the Personalbogen for Marchenko
and others, as reproduced in facsimile here in this
book [holding it up], which was written by a very
good friend of mine, a German by the name of Dieter
Lehner. I am sure that if a Personalbogen record for
Demjanjuk had been on file at Trawniki, the Soviets
would certainly have made it public.

In this book, which is entitled Du sollst nicht
falsch Zeugnis geben (“Thou shall not bear false wit-
ness”), Lehner proves the phoniness of the widely-

reproduced ID card that was a key piece of prosecu-
tion evidence against Demjanjuk. Lehner points out
some 30 different errors in the supposed Demjanjuk
ID card, and shows just what a genuine Trawniki ID
card looks like. Lehner also cites, and in a few cases,
reproduces in facsimile, authentic Personalbogen
documents issued to other men who had been
trained at Trawniki. He shows that every guard of
this type who was assigned to a camp was first sent
to Trawniki, where he received an Erkennungs-
marke metal “dog tag,” but not a Trawniki ID card.
This [holding it up] is the ID card of Heinrich
Schifer, a German official in the camp administra-
tion who served as paymaster in Trawniki. It has
the signature of the officer in charge, and includes
Schéfer’s rank and the date and place on which the
card was issued. Schiéfer testified that the supposed
Demjanjuk ID card was not issued in Trawniki.

German Subservience

Dr. Louis-Ferdinand Werner, a department
chief of the Federal Criminal Office (Bundeskrimi-
nalamt) in Wiesbaden has similarly declared — as
the German magazine Stern reports — that the
infamous Demjanjuk ID card is not authentic, in
any way or form.

It took quite a long time for the Germans to
make such a statement. Some years ago, when I had
just begun my own investigation into the Demjan-
juk case, I visited the office of German Chancellor
Helmut Kohl. I went with a friend who happens to
be a priest in the parish in Ludwigshafen where Mr.
Kohl is a parishioner. He had met with Mr. Kohl,
who had said to him that if there was anything he
could do for him, please feel free to call upon him. So
that’s why the priest and I took the liberty to go
right to Kohl!’s office in Bonn to ask for help in prov-
ing that the supposed Demjanjuk ID card is not
authentic. During a meeting there with an aide or
adjutant to Chancellor Kohl, I said that this sup-
posed ID card is an insult to the German tradition
of Ordnung (order) and Piinktlichkeit (precision).
During the war, the Germans were proud of the care
they took with everything, including their dress and
their documents. Even during the war’s final
months, everything had to be tip-top, and there was
no place for such a sloppy document.

After we explained what we wanted, Chancellor
Koh!’s adjutant said to us: “My dear friends, if you
want any help from us [for this], you have to ask the
Israelis for permission.” Just imagine! Well, I could
go on and on to tell you about more of the many dif-
ficulties we've had in our efforts on behalf of Dem-
Jjanjuk.

“Better to light a candle than to curse the dark-
ness,” wrote Thomas Merton, the poet and Trappist
monk. Some years ago, I choose to light a candle,
and now it seems that the whole world is seeing the
light of a great fire.
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Demjanjuk, Israel and

The Holocaust

JOSEPH SOBRAN

The Israeli Supreme Court has finally acquitted
John Demjanjuk of the charge of being “Ivan the
Terrible,” the Treblinka guard who is said to have
killed and tortured countless Jews. The acquittal is
also a vindication of Pat Buchanan, who led the
calls for the old Ukrainian’s release.

It has become increasingly obvious that Dem-
janjuk was framed. A US appeals court has ordered
that he be readmitted to this country because of the
underhanded way the sadistic Immigration and
Naturalization Service arranged his deportation to
Israel in 1986: Among other things, evidence that
would have exonerated him was suppressed.

Meanwhile, the Israelis have decided to detain
him for a few more days while they decide whether
to try him on another charge, which contradicts the
charge that he was “Ivan the Terrible”: namely, that
he was a guard at Sobibor. If that one falls through
too in a few years, they can probably produce wit-
nesses to swear he was a guard at Belsen or
Buchenwald.

The Zionist lust to convict this poor man is
incredible. If he wasn’t Ivan of Treblinka or Sobibor
or Buchenwald or Somewhere-or-Other, maybe the
Israelis will finally just try him on the charge of
having been named Ivan. With any luck, Demjan-
juk, now 73, could be home in time for his 90th
birthday.

Many Zionists fear that Demjanjuk’s acquittal
could cast doubt on the whole story of the Holocaust
and play into the hands of the Holocaust revision-
ists. No doubt that is true, but whose fault is it? And
should the old man have been convicted, though
innocent, just to prove a point?

Israel is one strange country, when you stop to
think of it. The standards of jurisprudence by which
it claimed the right to try Demjanjuk at all are alien
to Western notions of justice and fair procedure. (As
are some of the INS practices.) He was tried in one
country for crimes committed in another country, at
a time when the country trying him didn’t even
exist. This is a big advance on traditional ex post
facto laws. His fate was decided, nearly perma-
nently, 40 years after the crimes were committed, by
hysterical witnesses who had been coached or had
changed their stories.

Joseph Sobran is a nationally-syndicated columnist and
lecturer. This essay originally appeared in the August 12
issue of The Wanderer, a Roman Catholic weekly. A former
senior editor and critic-at-large of National Review,
Sobran’s relationship with that magazine was terminated
in early October in the wake of a column by him that was
critical of NR founder William Buckley.

In short, it was a show trial. Its purpose was to
drive home the Zionist version of “the lessons of the
Holocaust,” and the Israeli government gave it max-
imum publicity toward that end. Now it has back-
fired, creating overdue skepticism about the official
history — the victors’ account — of World War II.
Someday it will be possible to ask soberly what
really happened.

I suspect that the official version will turn out to
have a great deal of truth, because a lot of it is
undisputed or checks out, even when you discount
American and Zionist propaganda: but that when
the full truth is known, and exaggerations are
trimmed away, what is now suppressed will make
the whole picture look very different.

Chiefly in this: The whole war was an unprece-
dented war on the innocent — on both sides. I have
seen an appalling statistic: whereas civilian deaths
in World War I were about 17 percent of the total,
the percentage in World War II was about 70. It was
the policy of both sides to bomb cities, and both sides
were trying to develop the atomic bomb, whose
whole purpose was mass murder. If you think Hitler
has a monopoly on race hatred, watch some videos
of American propaganda about “the Japs” and “the
Nips” with their “grinning yellow faces.” (At least
two of the demonically brilliant Why We Fight series
are easily available at low prices.)

But for the time being, there are intense pres-
sures against any independent view of that war.
The legitimacy not just of Israel but of the American
political establishment depends on the standard
version. Even many conservatives now accept the
heroic mythology of Roosevelt and Truman.

These questions are not merely speculative.
They nearly cost John Demjanjuk his life. And it’s
daunting to reflect that if Pat Buchanan hadn’t had
the courage to endure smears for defending him,
Israel might have killed him. (Ironically, some of the
most bitter abuse of Pat came from the “Anti”-Defa-
mation League.)

No apologies were forthcoming from the Amen
Corner, whose party-lining and concerted smearing
would do Stalin’s old fellow-travelers proud; nor
from the Amen Corner’s amen corner, those servile
conservatives who hope the Zionists and liberals
blacken Buchanan’s name. Luckily, Demjanjuk’s
fate didn’t depend on their honesty or courage, or
he’d have been a goner.

The Corner swung into action the same week as
Israel bombed southern Lebanon, killing hundreds
and driving 200,000 or so people from their homes,
in retaliation for the killing of seven Israeli soldiers.
The soldiers were killed not in Israel but in Lebanon
— yet the Israelis called the acts “terrorism.” The
word “terrorism” has legitimate uses, but it hardly
describes the killing of invaders; it would be more
apt as a description of what Israel did to the entire
civilian population of southern Lebanon. Of course
we don’t call it terrorism when it’s done from the air;
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the word is used by countries with air power to con-
demn the tactics of their enemies who don’t have
bombers and have to commit their mayhem on the
ground.

Even if Israel can be defended for avenging the
soldiers’ deaths, its response was immoral and
widely disproportionate. Its explicit purpose was to
punish civilians, and the carnage inflicted was com-
pletely unjustifiable. So much for hopes that the
labor government would be more “moderate” than
the Likud. Of course there will be no war crimes tri-
als for the Israeli atrocities.

Israel wants to have it both ways. It wants to be
accepted as a model democracy, “an integral part of
the West,” as Likud leader Benjamin Netanyahu
put it. But it also claims exemption from the normal
obligations of a state — to treat people justly and
equally, for example.

Its real purpose, of course, it to provide a privi-
leged existence for Jews. All Gentiles, including
Christians, are second-class citizens at best. (A Jew
who becomes a Christian can forfeit the privileges of
aJew). This is played down by Zionists, but it is per-
fectly obvious to anyone who examines Israel even
cursorily.

This is why the Holocaust is so important to
Israel. It helps legitimate acts that would otherwise
seem plainly barbaric. Any normal state would be
roundly condemned for doing what Israel does to its
minorities and neighbors, but Israel can always do
it in the name of “survival” — an excuse that lets the
consciences of its Western Christian servitors off
the hook, as they ignore the plight of their fellow
Christians under Israel rule, occupation, and air
assault. Armed with nuclear weapons, Israel can
insist that it perpetually faces the threat of extermi-
nation.

A state that can always claim to be in a state of
crisis can literally get away with murder. The duty
of a normal state is to maintain peace and justice.
But an abnormal state can do nearly anything, how-
ever violent and disproportionate, in the name of
national security. It can define anything it pleases
as a threat to its existence, and act accordingly.
Everything becomes a matter of “defense.” Granting
itself continuing emergency powers, the state can do
away with all the limitations that protect personal
liberty. The memory of the Holocaust — and the
supposed prospect of another one — prevents Israel
from being judged by ordinary standards applied to
states.

World War II, in its received version, also helps
legitimate the US government as we now know it,
and is invoked to justify American military inter-
vention everywhere. Without the war’s mythology,
it would be very hard to claim that American “vital
interests” are at stake around the globe and that
every little despot is a new Hitler.

But eventually the habit of intervention
becomes so strong that it sheds its rationale like a

snakeskin. We have armed forces in Somalia now,
and nobody thinks our own face is at risk there. It’s
odd that we always talk of “preparedness” for war,
but nobody imagines for a moment that the next
war will be here.

The Story Keeps Changing

DouG COLLINS

Museums are much in vogue these days. I
reported recently on the Simon Wiesenthal
“Museum of Tolerance” in Los Angeles. But an
apparently even bigger bang for the propaganda
buck is to be seen in the Holocaust Museum in
Washington, D.C.

The major media again fell over themselves to
deliver unquestioning coverage of the six million
story, and we can expect more of the same when the
Spielberg boy (he of the Jurassic Park nonsense)
completes his film on Auschwitz.

But I do not believe the six million story that is
thrown at us daily on TV and in the prints. Let me
emphasize, though, that large numbers of Jews did
die in the concentration camps — as did many oth-
ers. There were also large-scale massacres on the
Eastern Front, and David Irving is wrong when he
says they were “My Lai-type massacres,” i.e.,
actions conducted in the heat of battle. They were
much bigger than that. And I never heard of anyone
being court-martialled for them.

Winston Churchill’s memoirs spanned the
whole of the Second World War, and the last volume
was published in 1954, nine years after the war and
after the Nuremberg trials were long over. What did
he have to say about the six million? Nothing. There
is plenty about the persecution of the Jews in Hit-
ler’s Germany, but nothing at all about war-time
gas chambers, etc. And if it was true that 60,000
Jews a day were being disposed of, as is frequently
claimed, he could hardly have ignored it.

Bear in mind too that London was cracking the
German codes and that Churchill was loyal to the
Zionist cause — even after his friend, Lord Moyne,
was murdered by Jewish terrorists in Palestine.
The closest he got to the subject was a footnote men-
tion of the brutal deportation of the Hungarian
Jews to Germany in 1944,

Its a fact, also, that the Polish government-in-
exile was in constant touch with Poland. It had
spies in Auschwitz as early as 1940 and published a
newspaper in Britain called The Fortnightly Review.
But there was no mention in it until May 1945,
when the war was virtually over, of any mass exter-
mination of the Jews.

There were a thousand other questions. Why
would a David Irving bring calumny on his head by
becoming a leading “holocaust denier?” He once
accepted the six million story and was a top British
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author. But after he changed his mind he became a
media leper and his “revisionism” cost him a for-
tune.

Why, too, would the late Paul Rassinier write a
book debunking the story? He was a French social-
ist, Resistance fighter and concentration camp
inmate himself.

Why would Professor Robert Faurisson of
France have his academic career ruined? Europe’s
leading “revisionist,” he has been dragged through
the courts for years by a government anxious to
please French Jews. And four years ago he was
nearly killed by Jewish thugs.

It used to be a given that four million people
perished in Auschwitz. In my book PO.W. I
described it as “the place where millions died.” Well,
it’s time to confess. I was parroting what “everyone”
knew. The Polish government has now reduced the
figure to 1.5 million, and the plaque containing the
other total has been taken down. Further, the senior
curator at Auschwitz has admitted that the “gas
chamber” shown to tourists at the camp was a
reconstruction done by the Soviets after the war.

In 1989, Israeli holocaust scholar Professor
Yehuda Bauer declared: “The larger figures have
been dismissed for years, except that it hasn’t
reached the public yet.” He could have added that it
never will, given our conformist media. America’s
“leading expert on the Holocaust” is Raul Hilberg,
who says the proper figure is 5.1 million. But he was
chewed to bits at the first Ziindel trial and didn’t
come back for more in the second.

The Leuchter Report, of which you have never
heard, showed that the “mass gassings” were a tech-
nical impossibility.

So what difference does it make whether the fig-
ure was six million, one million, or 300,000, as was
stated by the Red Cross after the war? Well, as a
often-repeated witticism puts it, “There’s no busi-
ness like Shoah (holocaust) business.”

My change of mind began when I went to the
first Ziindel trial as a witness for freedom of speech,

Doug Collins, a native of the United Kingdom, served
with the British army during the Second World War. An
award-winning journalist, he has worked for several
Canadian daily newspapers. His career has included work
in newspaper, television and radio, both as a reporter and
commentator. For a time he hosted an open-line radio talk
show. Since 1983 he has written a popular and controver-
sial column for the North Shore News of North Vancouver,
British Columbia. He is the author of several books.

Collins spoke on freedom of speech and the Ziindel case
at the Tenth IHR Conference, 1990. His presentation
appeared in the Fall 1991 Journal, and is available from
the IHR on both audio and video cassette. Other writings
by Collins appeared in the January-February 1993 Jour-
nal.

This essay is reprinted by permission from his column in
the North Shore News of August 18.

and when I read Professor Arthur Butz’s The Hoax
of the Twentieth Century. It is on Canada’s “banned”
list, of course, but for $11.95 (U.S.) you can get it
from the Institute for Historical Review, P.O. Box
2739, Newport Beach, California 92659.

Doug Collins addresses the Tenth IHR Conference
(1990), in Washington, DC.

PEARL HARBOR

The Story of the Secret War

by George Morgenstern

Hailed by Revisionist giants Barnes, Beard,
and Tansill when it appeared shortly after
World War 11, this classic remains unsur-
passed as a one-volume treatment of Amer-
ica’s Day of Infamy. Morgenstern’s Pear!
Harbor is the indispensable introduction to
the question of who bears the blame for the
Pearl Harbor surprise,
and, more important,
for America’s entry
through the “back
door” into World War
I1. Attractive new IHR
softcover edition with
introduction by James
J. Martin. 425 pp.,
index, biblio., maps,
$14.95 + $2.50
shipping.
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Censorship Update from Down Under
Victory For Irving In Australia Free Speech Struggle

debate on the Holocaust issue, Australia’s Fed-

eral Court on September 16 unanimously over-
turned an earlier decision by immigration
authorities to reject the visa application of David
Irving. Any decision about a visa application by Irv-
ing, the high court ruled, must now be reconsidered
“by law.” There now appears to be no legal bar to vis-
its by the bestselling British revisionist historian,
who immediately announced plans for a six-week
lecture tour.

The high court also ordered the Australian gov-
ernment to foot the total bill of more than $100,000
in legal costs in the case, including Irving’s own
legal expenses of $22,000.

In an editorial commenting on the Federal
Court decision, the Melbourne Herald Sun (Sept.
18) offered some advice:

I n an important victory for free speech and open

The Jewish community vocally opposed his [Irv-
ing’s] visit. This was a tactical error. It elevated
Mr. Irving to martyr status, and ensured a level
of publicity he did not merit. The sensible
course for Australian Jews now is to ignore him.

Irving thus once again finds himself at the fore-
front in the free speech struggle against the inter-
national campaign to suppress dissident views on
the Holocaust issue. “The fight is colossal,” says Irv-
ing, aJournal contributor. (For more on this, see the
Jan.-Feb. 1993 Journal, pp. 12-19.)

“I think my opponents have underestimated the
tenacity of the English,” says Irving. “We have a
tendency in England when we hear gunfire not to
move away from it but, out of a sheer sense of
bloody-minded curiosity, to go and find out what the
gunfire’s about . . .” (Herald Sun, May 20)

Following Australia’s example, New Zealand
has recently repealed its own ban on Irving’s entry.
Officials there still won’t let him speak in public,
though. “We shall see!,” says Irving.

Background

The “fight” began late last year when Irving,
planning to combine a six-week lecture tour with
attending the wedding of his daughter to an Austra-
lian, contacted ten (mostly Jewish) heads of univer-
sity history departments in an attempt to arrange
debates on matters historical. Although not one of
those contacted responded to the offer, news of his
plans triggered a campaign to bar him from the
country. Citing earlier alleged exclusions of him

GREG RAVEN

from Austria, Canada, Italy, and South Africa, some
legal setbacks in Germany, and the sometimes vio-
lent controversy over his works in Britain, Jewish
groups argued that this was not an issue of free
speech, but rather one of public safety.

Bowing to pressure, Immigration Minister
Gerry Hand decided in February to deny Irving’s
visa application on the grounds that he was “likely
to become involved in activities disruptive to, or vio-
lence threatening harm to, the Australian commu-
nity or a group within the Australian community.”
(For more on this, see the May-June 1993 Journal,
pp. 13-16.) As matters turned out, Hand was not
entirely incorrect, although the disruption and vio-
lence came not from Irving (or his supporters), but
from his enemies.

As Australia’s leading daily newspapers have
plainly acknowledged, efforts to bar Irving from the
country have come almost entirely from the Jewish
community. Irving has served libel writs against
five major Jewish personalities and periodicals.

A Dangerous Man?

By denying Irving a visa, Australian immigra-
tion authorities had implied that the internation-
ally renowned researcher, author, and lecturer is as
dangerous as four Serbian terrorists — the only oth-
ers to be refused entry into Australia in a similar
manner out of 1.68 million visa applicants in 1991-
92. (Martin Daly, The Age, Feb. 16.)

An editorial in the Newcastle Herald (May 21)
made a related point:

A worrying aspect of the ban on Mr. Irving is
that it is selective. In 1987, the Foreign Affairs
Department brought the then leader-in-exile of
the African National Congress, Mr. Oliver
Tambo, to Australia for a tour. This was despite
the fact that Mr. Tambo’s much-publicised visit
was expected to polarise opinion, and did. How-
ever, there was no violence on that occasion and
there would probably have been none if Mr. Irv-
ing’s opponents and the Federal Government
alike had been prepared to let him make his
tour without surrounding it with controversy.

Electronic Democracy

Although forced to postpone his tour by one
year, Irving’s message has been getting through
nevertheless. The historian has appeared, via satel-
lite, three times on Australian television during
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prime time, and has given countless live and
recorded radio interviews. Dozens of articles, edito-
rials, and letters to the editor have appeared in
newspapers across the country, and letters by Irving
clarifying his position have appeared in at least two
major newspapers. (The Australian, May 24; Syd-
ney Morning Herald, May 26.)

Generating the most attention, though, has
been a specially-made 80-minute videotape cas-
sette, “The Search for Truth in History,” in which
Irving effectively presents his views on the Holo-
caust issue and on the international fight for free
speech. According to Veritas, Irving’s Australian
publisher, hundreds of the video were sold within
hours of its release in May. “They started buying it
late yesterday [Wednesday] afternoon and haven’t
stopped,” reported Veritas manager Jan Pope. (Her-
ald Sun, May 21) Altogether some 10,000 copies
have been produced. (“The Search for Truth in His-
tory” is available from the IHR for $29, plus $2 for
shipping. See the inside front cover of this issue.)

All proceeds from sales of the video are ear-
marked for the David Irving Legal Fighting Fund,
which was set up to overturn restrictions on the his-
torian’s movements worldwide. (P.O. Box 1707, Key
West, FL 33041, USA)

“G” Rated

When Irving’s opponents learned of the video,
they immediately contacted the Film and Litera-
ture Censorship Board (FCB). Any video imported
for commercial purposes must have a FCB rating;
without a rating it would be illegal to sell or screen
the video for profit. Technically, the FCB can legiti-
mately censor a video only if the contents are violent
or sexually depraved. Just hours before the first
screening was scheduled to start, the FCB issued
the video a “G” rating, claiming it is “suitable for
viewing by persons of all ages and contains no mate-
rial that would distress or harm children.” Five
members of the ten-member Board voted to award
the “G” rating, four voted for a “PG” rating, and one
voted to ban the video entirely as being “not in the
national interest.”

The move was applauded by International PEN,
a writers’ group that earlier supported Irving’s right
to visit Canada. Likewise supportive was an the
Sydney Morning Herald (May 21), which editorial-
ized:

This robust trust by the [Film Censorship]
board in the good sense of the public is in the
best interests of a workable and useful system
of censorship. The point about censorship is
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that there should be as little of it as is necessary
for the well-being of the community. There has
been too much censorship by Australian author-
ities of Mr. Irving’s strange views, though. It’s
becoming increasingly obvious that the Federal
Government made a mistake when it decided,
just before the last election, to ban Mr. Irving
from Australia.

Israeli Snooping?

Interest in the outcome of the FCB vote was not
limited to citizens of Australia. Israel’s secret intel-
ligence agency Mossad apparently bugged the room
in which the FCB had met to discuss the Irving
video. In an article headlined “Israeli secret agents
linked with bugging,” the Sunday Times of Perth
(May 30) reported that “allegations of a covert bug-
ging operation organized in Sydney by the Israeli
intelligence organization Mossad are being pur-
sued” by the leader of Australia’s opposition
National Party. “An espionage operation using a
highly-sophisticated listening device is alleged to
have been discovered” in the building where the
FCB met. “There is speculation that the alleged
operation is linked to the canceled visit and lecture
tour by controversial historian David Irving, who
claims Jewish suffering in the Holocaust has been
overstated,” the paper went on.

Pressure and Threat

Having failed to halt distribution of the new Irv-
ing video, Jewish groups next threatened and other-
wise pressured the managers of hotels, halls, and
theaters where it was scheduled to be shown. As a
result, a number of screenings were canceled. In a
letter to the Herald Sun (May 25), one reader
expressed his disgust at this turn of events:

What a bunch of spineless yellow-bellies have
so many Australians become! The slightest
threat of protest and virtually the entire man-
agement of the proposed venues for the G-rated
David Irving “The Search for Truth in History”
video presentation, cave in.

At sites where the video was scheduled to show,
groups of Jews gathered to protest. David Berinson,
23-year-old spokesman for one such protest, was
quoted as saying, “It’s clear that this sort of video,
though I haven't seen it, and David Irving’s state-
ments have formed the basis of a lot of neo-Nazi
action in movements in Europe.” (West Australian,
Perth, May 20) Jewish community leader Mark
Leibler commented: “Australia is no place for the
peddling of Irving’s sick, racist hate propaganda.”
(Herald Sun, May 25)

Mick Coventry, owner of one establishment
where the video was shown, defended his decision to
allow the screening: “I don’t care what is on the
video, as long as it’s not illegal.” (Riverine Herald,
May 26.)

Media Coverage

Australian media coverage of the entire affair
has been intense, as noted in the May-June 1993
Journal. Front page headlines in the Shepparton
News of May 21 and 23, for example, proclaimed in
two-inch-high letters, ““Nazi’ video on show,” and
“Irving ban foiled.”

A hostile review of the Irving video in The Aus-
tralian (Sydney, May 21) by Sam Lipski — a “media
commentator” and publisher of the Australian Jew-
ish News — carefully avoided any substantive argu-
ments and instead relied on character assassination
and misrepresentation to discount Irving’s mes-
sage.

In contrast to media coverage in other Western
democracies of similar disputes, most Australian
papers have fairly and accurately presented the
views of Irving and his supporters. For the most
part, the country’s press reported that Irving
regards the Holocaust story as “exaggerated,” “over-
stated,” and “open to debate.” Assertions that Irving
“denies the Holocaust” come almost exclusively
from Jewish sources, which have routinely misrep-
resented other aspects of the issue.

The Free Speech Debate

Defenders of the orthodox Holocaust extermina-
tion story predictably deny that repression of dissi-
dent views on this question involves any issue of
free speech. Most Australian newspapers sharply
disagree, even though none seems to think very
highly of Irving.

An editorial in the Perth West Australian (May
20) reflected what might be called a consensus view:

It is one of the measures of a truly democratic
system that even those whose views and values
are anathema to a majority of people are enti-
tled to a fair hearing.

Indeed, the ultimate strength of a democracy
rests on its ability to accommodate a free flow of
ideas — even ones which may be repugnant and
which may be seen in some quarters as posing a
danger to cohesion in the community . .

The Federal Government’s decision early this
year to refuse a visa for an Australian visit by
controversial British writer David Irving was
an affront to principles of free speech. . .
[This] action has diminished the rights of all
Australians.

. Perversely, by banning Mr. Irving, the
Government and those who support the deci-
sion have given him an international platform
from which to campaign. Canberra’s heavy
hand has ensured that Mr. Irving’s warped
material has been disseminated more widely
and attracted more publicity than would ever
have happened if he had been allowed into Aus-
tralia this time — as he has in the past.
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Professor Paul Wilson, Dean of Arts at Queens-
land University of Technology, wrote in the Can-
berra Times (May 24):

. . . Mr. Irving has visited this country on two
other occasions and there is no record of vio-
lence being perpetrated against the Jewish
community as a result of these tours.

... Toban a person on the basis of what might
occur as a result of what he might say estab-
lishes a dangerous precedent. Such a ruling
could be used effectively against any interna-
tional visitor wishing to enter this country who
has opinions that conflict with the views of any
religion, ethnic, political or special-interest
group.

. . . The ultimate irony is that if David Irving
is banned from our shores he can justifiably
claim (as he already has) that free speech is
threatened in Australia.

An editorial in the Canberra Times (May 20)
opined:

The Commonwealth film censor has shown con-
siderably better judgment in classifying British
historian David Irving’s video so that it can be
shown publicly, than the Government showed
in February by banning the man from Austra-
lia.

. . .Instead of attracting a small amount of
critical press attention for his views, the ban
has generated a public debate about his right to
free speech. He has attracted respectable
defenders (of his right of free speech, not of his
history) who otherwise never would have
allowed their names to be associated with his.

As is so often the case, if the Government had
simply let events take their course his views
would have been more than adequately exposed
by the light of public debate.

The Melbourne Herald Sun (editorial, May 21)
expressed a similar view, but upset a few readers
with a reference to “that article of faith for post-war
Jews, the Holocaust”:

The David Irving affair is an assault on our
basic democratic right — freedom of speech.
This newspaper holds no brief for Mr. Irving, a
historian with widely contested, controversial
views. But we believe that he has an absolute
right to express them. Just as the many people
who fiercely oppose him have an equal right to
publicly disagree.

As we said in this column in February, the
Federal Government was wrong to refuse Mr.
Irving entry. We also believe Australian Jews
have been mistaken in seeking to stop screen-
ing of a video of his lecture, passed by the Office
of Film and Literature.

Central to Mr. Irving’s unpopularity is his

challenge to that article of faith for post-war
Jews, the Holocaust. . . . But by campaigning
to silence Mr. Irving, Australian Jews have suc-
ceeded in focusing unmerited public attention
both on the man and his claims.

Side Issues

In the media discussion surrounding Irving’s
efforts to visit Australia, marginal side issues have
sometimes obscured the larger picture. Irving’s
opponents, for example, have accused him of sup-
porting Australian far right groups, of provoking
outbursts of anti-Jewish graffiti, and of erring as an
historian. In this last instance, one paper went so
far as to claim that Irving was wrong in his views
about Winston Churchill, and cited revisionist his-
torian John Charmley’s critical book on Churchill as
proof. (For more about Charmley’s highly critical
biography of the British leader, see the March-April
Journal.)

As part of the general debate provoked by the
Irving ban, critical attention has been given to the
issue of improper Jewish influence on the Austra-
lian government, the totalitarian tactics of those
who would deny Irving the right to enter Australia,
the pointless wastefulness of war crimes trials over
allegations dating back to the Second World War,
and the precious nature of free speech.

Another Victory

As Irving has pointed out, and as the recent
events in Australia underscore, each new effort to
censor or ban revisionists has ultimately proven to
be another boost for the revisionist cause. Clearly, it
is becoming ever more difficult for those who seek to
monopolize history to rely on help from venal and
repressive government officials. With active support
from the growing worldwide revisionist community,
each attempt at censorship provides yet another
opportunity to broadcast the revisionist viewpoint
to additional thousands who otherwise would never
hear of it.

Errata:

In the July-August 1993 issue, in the review of The
Third Reich Almanac, the beginning portion of the sen-
tence at the start of page 45 is missing. This sentence
should begin with the words:

“Just about everyone who was active in the anti-Hit-
ler opposition merits a separate entry, although . ..”

In the September-October 1993 issue, a sentence in
the caption to the photograph on page 11 is not accurate.
It is not true that “More than 23,000 men lost their lives
in this single clash.” Actually, this figure refers to casual-
ties (both dead and wounded).

In the September-October 1993 issue, the issue date
at the bottom of page 3, as well as at the bottom of the odd-
numbered pages 37 through 47, is incorrectly given as
July-August.

November/December 1993
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Helimut Diwald,
German Professor

One of Germany’s best-known and most contro-
versial historians, Hellmut Diwald, died on May 26,
1993. A skilled writer and an eloquent public
speaker, he was not only one of his people’s most
widely read historians, he was unquestionably one
of the most gifted and courageous. No ivory tower
academic, he learned what it meant to come under
fire for taking an unpopular stand.

He authored numerous acclaimed works of his-
tory, including important biographies of Martin
Luther, Wallenstein, Heinrich the First and Wil-
helm Dilthey. Proba-
bly his most
important — and cer-
tainly his most contro-
versial — work was
Geschichte der Deut-
schen (“History of the
Germans”), first
issued in 1978 by the
prestigious Propylden
publishing house. In
the two pages of the
book devoted to the
“final solution,” Pro-
fessor Diwald pointed
out that there were no
extermination camps
in Germany proper,
that important claims
about the camps have been revealed as lies, and
that Jewish deaths in the German concentration
camps were not the result of an extermination pol-
icy, but rather the consequence of chaotic and
unavoidable wartime conditions. He described the
postwar Holocaust campaign as one of distortion,
deception and exaggeration — one meant to morally

Prof. Diwald

degrade and totally disqualify the German people.
Diwald concluded this section by pointing out that
in spite of all the literature that has been written on
this subject, the central questions about the fate of
the Jews during the war are still not clear.

Although it became an immediate best-seller in
Germany — unusual for a heavy 760-page work of
history — Dr. Diwald quickly learned what happens
to even a prominent and reputable scholar who
dares to cast doubt on a politically sensitive chapter
of official history. As a result of the appearance of
these two pages in a book written by a reputable
historian and issued by a respectable publisher,
that Diwald called “the problem of ‘Auschwitz’,”
which had been quietly simmering among academ-
ics and Holocaust revisionists, suddenly burst into
public attention. Quickly acceding to pressure from
powerful groups, including boisterous protests from
Jewish groups, sales of the first printing of 100,000
copies were immediately stopped, and a new edition
with a hastily rewritten and “acceptable” section
about the “final solution” was quickly substituted.

Dr. Diwald was born in 1924 in south Moravia
(now part of the Czech Republic), and grew up in
Prague and Nuremberg. With a doctorate awarded
in 1958, from 1965 he taught mediaeval and modern
history at the University of Erlangen, where he was
promoted to senior professor of history.

He steadfastly refused to submit to the prevail-
ing “spirit of the times” that had been imposed on
the Germans by the victorious Allied powers at the
end of the Second World War. The twelve years of
the Third Reich, he stressed, should not be permit-
ted to overshadow Germany’s imposing thousand-
year history.

He was a co-founder and leading supporter of
the revisionist Contemporary History Research
Center, headed by Dr. Alfred Schickel. An interview
with Dr. Diwald, translated from the Austrian
monthly Die Aula, appeared in the Winter 1984

issue of this Journal.
— M. W.

“The Problem of ‘Auschwitz’”

Ever since the charge was made that the SS attempted
to physically annihilate the Jews of Europe, under orders
from Hitler and as directed by Himmler and the Reich Secu-
rity Main Office, the problem of “Auschwitz” had been com-
pletely blacked out. Since the capitulation in 1945,
“Auschwitz” has also served as the main vehicle in a cam-
paign to reduce the German people to complete moral deg-
radation.

. Countless works have been published and claims
made since 1945 that cannot be proven and which cynically
add to the infamy. The most horrible events of modern times
have been exploited through the use of distortions, decep-
tions and exaggerations for the purpose of totally disqualify-
ing a people.

Thus, the victorious Allies claimed the existence of
“extermination camps” of which there was not a single one in

Germany. For years visitors to the Dachau concentration
camp were shown “gas chambers” where as many as 25,000
Jews were allegedly killed daily by the SS. Actually, the
rooms displayed were dummy chambers that the US military
had forced imprisoned SS men to build after the capitulation.
A similar case involved the notorious Bergen-Belsen concen-
tration camp, where 50,000 inmates were supposedly mur-
dered. Actually, about 7,000 inmates died during the period
when the camp existed, from 1943 to 1945. Most of them
died in the last months of the war as a result of disease and
malnutrition — consequences of the bombings that had com-
pletely disrupted normal deliveries of medical supplies and
food. The British commander who took control of the camp
after the capitulation testified that crimes on a large scale
had not taken place at Bergen-Belsen.

The deportation of the Jews took place as part of a gen-
eral forced-labor program for the war industry. After the
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beginning of the war against Russia, the German war econ-
omy grew form month to month and reached a high point in
mid-1944. All those who could work at all were inducted,
including the Jews. In accordance with their special status,
they were subject to especially inhumane treatment. The
enormous program for their deportation by railway from all
the occupied territories for use in Eastern munitions factories
and work camps was justified by the military importance of
their tasks and received top priority, even ahead of army
transport.

Auschwitz, an old industrial town in the upper Silesian
plateau, developed into a major wartime production center.
The chemical industry quickly became far more important
than the older zinc rolling mills and grinding works. The most
significant aspect was the production of artificial rubber and
petroleum from coal. On February 16, 1942, all concentra-
tion camps were incorporated into the war economy and
munitions industry and accordingly came under the organi-
zational authority of the SS Main Office for Economic Admin-
istration and its chief, General Otto Pohl.

The various camps were classified according to their
importance to the war economy. Birkenau, a part of the
Auschwitz complex, served as the camp for those inmates

who were declared unsuited for work. Consequently, the
camp had the highest death rate. On July 26, 1942, a devas-
tating typhus epidemic broke out in Birkenau. As many as
20,000 died within three months.

That is why an especially large number of crematoria for
burning the bodies were built in Birkenau. Reports of the high
death rate there moved Himmler to issue an order on
December 28, 1942, “to reduce the number of deaths in the
concentration camps at all costs.”

During the war Jewish emigration was no longer possi-
ble, and the expression “total solution” or “final solution” was
coined to refer to the policy whereby all Jews were to be seg-
regated from the German population, removed from central
Europe, evacuated to the East, and relocated in new ghettos.
This plan was outlined by Reinhard Heydrich, chief of the
Reich Security Main Office, on June 24, 1940. The central
questions about what actually happened in the subsequent
years still remain unclear despite all of the literature.
“Auschwitz” is the German stigma of this century.

— Hellmut Diwald, Geschichte der Deutschen (“History
of the Germans”), first edition, 1978, pages 164-165.
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My Lunch With George

How an Influential Journalist Twists the Truth

ith a syndicated column that appears in sev-

eral hundred daily papers, regular appear-

ances on ABC television’s “This Week With
David Brinkley,” several successful books, and well-
paid appearances on the lecture circuit, George F.
Will has a deserved reputation as one of America’s
most influential commentators on social-political
affairs.

So when his secretary phoned to ask me to meet
with him for lunch, I was both hopeful and wary:
Hopeful about the good that could possibly come
from such a meeting; Wary because, given his well-
known biases, he might distort whatever I say or do
as part of a smear.

Still, I was optimistic, in part because his secre-
tary had assured me that Will merely wanted to
meet and talk. She indicated that this would not be
an interview.

From the outset of our August 19 luncheon
meeting, Will made clear that he was interested in
revisionist motives (or what he believes them to be),
not revisionist arguments. Indeed, at one point he
said that it is not the truth or validity of what a revi-
sionist says that determines whether it is evil, but
rather his motive.

In response to a question early on, Will told me
that he had read the issues of this Journal and
other IHR material I had sent him prior to our
meeting. It was quickly, even embarrassingly obvi-
ous, though, that he was either lying, or was not
able to understand what he had read.

When I asked Will if he considered himself to be
well informed about the Holocaust, he replied that
he did — citing visits to the sites of some of the war-
time German camps, and his reading of a good bit of
secondary literature.

I was struck by what Will did not know about
this subject. He was completely unfamiliar with the
Einsatzgruppen — the special German security
police units that operated in the occupied Soviet ter-
ritories. He did not know (or remember) that Anne
Frank — along with others in her family — had
“survived” internment in Auschwitz. (She died later
in Bergen-Belsen camp, a victim of typhus.)

He confirmed that he accepts as accurate and
reliable the often-cited “testimony” of Auschwitz
commandant Rudolf Héss. Will acknowledged that
he did not know that this important piece of Holo-
caust evidence was obtained by torture, and that, on
a number of key points, it is not even consistent
with the current version of the Auschwitz extermi-

MARK WEBER
s

nation story.

He said that he also accepts as authentic the
frequently quoted but now thoroughly discredited
“testimony” of Hermann Rauschning. Will made
clear that he was not aware of the many German
wartime documents that plainly show that the
“Final Solution” policy was not one of extermina-
tion.

It soon became obvious during the course of our
conversation that Will is unable or unwilling to view
Holocaust claims with the same refined skepticism
with which he critically dissects so many other offi-
cial and historical claims.

I reminded Will of something he had written
about Auschwitz a decade earlier. In his Washington
Post syndicated column of March 10, 1983, he told
readers:

You could tell from the smoke the sort of per-
sons consumed in the crematoria. Newcomers
to Auschwitz, who still had some fat on their
bones, made black smoke. Persons who had
been there for awhile made white smoke. There:
that is an emblematic fact of 20th century poli-
tics.

What Will calls an “emblematic fact” is, rather,
an instructive fable, and the way he cites it not only
points up the reverential, even awestruck way he
regards the Holocaust story, but shows his careless
disregard for facts.

When I told him that this statement is simply
not true — that in fact crematory chimneys give off
no flame and almost no smoke — he asked me how
I know this. I explained that I had studied the mat-
ter, and had spoken with crematory managers —
adding that anyone who takes a little time to look
into this question can determine the truth for him-
self.

Will responded by somewhat snidely asking if
the Auschwitz crematories were like those at Forest
Lawn. In reply, I explained that the crematories at
Auschwitz were of the standard design used
throughout Germany during the war years. Will
responded with silence.

I then asked Will for his source for this anec-
dote, adding that in all the reading I have done on
this subject, I had never come across any other men-
tion of this particular story. Will replied that he
couldn’t remember, but that it was something an
Auschwitz inmate (perhaps Elie Wiesel, he men-
tioned) had said or written.
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Will’s rigid bias with regard to the Holocaust
story and Israel is no secret. Even William Buckley,
himself a staunch friend of Israel and Zionist inter-
ests, has taken note of what he calls Will’s “per-
verse” partisanship with regard to these matters.
(The Washington Post, Jan. 27, 1987.) With regard
to the Holocaust issue, wrote the founder of
National Review magazine, “Will is losing sight of
rather a lot of things.” Buckley took exception to a
reference by Will to the “Vatican’s contemptible
behavior toward the Holocaust.”

George Will begins any discussion on the Middle
East, Buckley wrote, “by siding with Israel on every
single point.” He went on: “The problem with devis-
ing peaceful solutions in the Mideast, where George
Will is concerned, is that there he sees only a single
position: Israel’s — at all times, in all places. George
sometimes sounds a little like Rabbi Kahane”
(founder of the terrorist Jewish Defense League).

As part of a discussion with Will about the dou-
ble standard that prevails in America with regard to
the Holocaust story, I mentioned the ban against
Austrian President Kurt Waldheim. He was barred
from this country, I pointed out, even though no evi-
dence of his personal involvement in any atrocity or

George F. Will

war crime has ever come to light. At the same time,
I went on, American presidents have rolled out the
red carpet for Israeli leaders Menachem Begin and
Yitzhak Shamir — each of whom has a well-docu-
mented record as a terrorist.

Will had no comment, but when I asked him if
he agrees that Waldheim should be barred from the
United States, he said yes. When I asked on what
basis he deserves to be banned, Will replied:
because Waldheim is a “suspected war criminal.”

Will said at one point that he has been particu-
larly impressed with the presentation in Claude
Lanzmann’s film “Shoah” of the “testimony” of Tre-

blinka camp barber Abraham Bomba. Contrary to
the impression given in the film, I responded, this
“testimony” is actually a staged recitation, the
absurdity of which should be obvious to any really
critical person.

Will himself seems to understand this, at least
implicitly. Writing in a November 1985 column, he
apparently concluded that Bomba’s claim to have
cut hair of doomed Jews inside the Treblinka “gas
chamber” is not credible, deciding instead to shift
the action to “the threshold of the gas chamber.”
(Lanzmann’s nine-and-a-half hour film “Shoah,”
wrote Will in that 1985 column, is “the noblest use
to which cinema — the technology, the techniques
— has been put, ever.”)

At one point, and suddenly changing the sub-
ject, Will asked me why I think that anti-Semitism
exists. I said that this is a complex issue, and that a
better way to put it might be to ask why hostility
towards Jews has persisted over so many centuries,
and in so many different cultures.

I went on to say that I largely agreed with what
Theodor Herzl, the founder of the modern Zionist
movement, had written (in The Jewish State) on
this issue. I mentioned that Herzl, along with many
others, often referred to the relationship between
Jews and non-Jews in society as “the Jewish ques-
tion.” (Grossly misrepresenting this aspect of our
conversation in his column, Will also pretentiously
cited the German term, Judenfrage, as if this ver-
sion is somehow more sinister.)

When I put this same question to Will, he
expressed the view that the phenomenon of anti-
Semitism is probably rooted in Christianity, but
said that he is completely unable to explain why it
has persisted through the centuries. “Why is there
is no ‘Baptist question’?,” he rhetorically asked, an
exclamation that is either disingenuous or mani-
fests intellectual poverty.

Near the conclusion of our meeting, Will spoke
— in a tone almost of exasperation — of having once
stood in a Birkenau barracks with a former inmate
who pointed out the exact place where she had once
slept. He cited this anecdote as particularly compel-
ling reason for his belief in the Holocaust story.

While I didn’t expect the column that Will said
he would write about our meeting would be flatter-
ing, I was surprised at just how mean-spirited and
inaccurate it turned out to be. He was unwilling
even to concede my sincerity. (The column appeared
in The Washington Post on August 29, and in dozens
of other daily papers on or about the same day.)

As unfair as it was, on balance it was probably
more helpful than harmful. It at least made many
more people (most of them relatively well-educated)
aware of the growing skepticism about the orthodox
Holocaust story. And he paid for my lunch.

Letters of response from the IHR were pub-
lished in perhaps half a dozen of the papers in which
Will’s column had appeared. It was also gratifying
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to note that letters from other revisionists taking
issue with Will on this matter appeared in at least
several daily papers.

George Will’s attitude about the Holocaust issue
is, unfortunately, all too typical of millions of rela-
tively well-educated Americans today. His smug
sense of moral and intellectual certainty about this
subject is characteristic of the close-minded who
know just enough about this trendy subject to pro-
nounce on it with arrogance. The self-righteous and
almost reverential way he writes about “the Holo-
caust” is not merely fashionable these days, it is all
but obligatory — particularly for a successful com-
mentator on current affairs.

Will’s column concludes with the “good news
that this year two million people” will visit the US
government’s new “Holocaust Memorial Museum”
in Washington, DC. In the end, though, it will be
neither such state-sponsored temples nor the
motives of revisionists that matter, but rather the
historical reality — which cannot be suppressed for-
ever.

A Letter to George Will
George F. Will

1208 Thirtieth St., N.W.
Washington, DC 20007

Dear Mr. Will,

While | did not expect a friendly report by you of our con-
versation over lunch, | was surprised at just how mean-spir-
ited, unfair and intellectually dishonest your column turned
out to be.

You attribute words to me that are either invented or are
crass distortions of remarks ripped from their context. You
attribute the following sentence to me: “Anti-semitic and anti-
democratic, Hitler understood the necessity for severely hier-
archical and racially homogenous nations.” | said no such
thing. For you to then go on to write that “applying these
ideas, Weber says .. ." only adds to the dishonesty.

| did not say that Hitler was “the most philosophical” fig-
ure of the 20th Century. What | said was that he was probably
the most philosophical of the great political figures of his
time. (As | recall, | added that Churchill is a possible excep-
tion.)

Your presentation of what | said to you about Hitler gives
an utterly false impression of my view of the man. (You may
recall my remark to you that your own statements to me
about Hitler could, if taken out of context, be taken as praise
for the man.)

Your assertion that “the deniers ‘arguments’ always
return to what Weber, like the Nazis, calls ‘the Jewish
question’”is likewise inaccurate and dishonest. As you will
recall, it was you who first raised the issue of relations
between Jews and non-Jews.

Your portrayal of the arguments of Holocaust “deniers” is
grotesquely inaccurate. No serious revisionist has ever
claimed that “Zyclon-B [sic] gas was too weak to kill.” Your
contention that revisionists claim that gas from Zyklon was
“too powerful to use for mass murder” or that “the gas cham-
bers were really showers” is likewise a gross misrepresenta-
tion. You have obviously not taken the time to familiarize

yourself — even superficially — with the findings and argu-
ments of revisionist scholars. Apparently you have simply
relied on Lipstadt's grossly distorted portrayal of revisionist
arguments [in her book, Denying the Holocaust].

What you wrote about an IHR Journal advertisement for
Ingrid Weckert's book about the “Crystal Night” is similarly
dishonest. Contrary to what you suggest, neither the adver-
tisement, nor Weckert's book, contend that “the Jews” bene-
fitted from that outburst of violence on November 9th (not
6th), 1938. While you chide a young reporter for his/her fail-
ure to read Lipstadt's book, it is obvious that you have not

read the book by Weckert you inaccurately describe.
Finally, your assertion that | “torture the past in the hope
of making the future safe for torturers” is simply contemptible.
You should be ashamed of yourself for writing such a

column.

Sincerely,
Mark Weber

Letters from
individual revi-
sionists, and
from IHR Jour-
nal editor
Weber, respond-
ing to George
Will’s polemic
were published
in several of the
papers in which
the syndicated
column had
appeared. The
entire text of the
IHR’s response
was published
in the Cleveland
Plain Dealer
and in the St.
Petersburg (Flo-
rida) Times. In
most cases,
though, only a
portion of the
full text ap-
peared

Will’s col-
umn, and Web-
er’s response,
touched off an
exchange of
views in the
“readers’ let-

Holocaust Revisionism

Editor — Contrary to what Rich-
ard Hirschhaut of the Anti-Defama-
tion League asserts, | am not a “‘neo-
Nazi” or a “peddler of hate’ (Let
ters, September 10).

Such name-calling is ultimately ir-
relevant anyway. A growing number
of people — including scholars and,
yes, Jews — have come to accept the
revisionist view of the Holocaust story
because they have been persuaded
by the evidence — not because of
their politics, or because they ‘hate
Jews. One young Jewish revisionist,
David Cole, has recently come under
intense fire for his video debunking
myths about Auschwitz.

Name calling as a substitute for
solid arguments does no credit to
anyone. Unfortunately, such polem-
ics seem to be a stock in trade for the
ADL, which has yet to respond forth-
rightly to specific charges of criminal
wrongdoing in the ADL/Bullock spy
case, or to revisionist arguments,

To learn more about what Holo-
caust revisionists actually say, we of-
fer literature at no cost (P.O. Box
2739, Newport Beach, CA 92659).

MARK WEBER, editor
Institute for Historical Review
Newport Beach

ters” section of the San Francisco Chronicle, includ-
ing a commentary by an ADL official and this follow-
up letter by Weber (published September 15) that
included the IHR address. It resulted in about 60 let-
ters and postcards to the IHR from readers seeking
further information. Typical was this comment:
“Thanks for your letter to the editor. You are the big-
est secret around. Please send me your literature.
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ADVERTISEMENT

FROM: David Cole and Bradley Smith

TO: Journal of Historical Review Subscribers,

Institute for Historical Review Supporters,

and Revisionists everywhere —

THANK YOU

It was one year ago exactly that we released David
Cole Interviews Dr. Franciszek Piper, the video
which contained the dramatic admission from the
senior curator at the Auschwitz State Museum that the
“gas chamber,” shown to millions of tourists as being
in its original state is, in fact, a post-war Soviet
creation.

Since that time, the “Piper” video has had an
incredible impact on the Holocaust debate. It has been
the subject of numerous articles in both the revisionist
press and the establishment media. It has been dis-
cussed on TV talk shows, on the radio, and even in
college classrooms! The world over, from North
America to Europe . . . from Australia to (believe it or
not) Israel, vast numbers of new people have been
introduced to the hard revisionist truths contained in
the Piper video. So difficult has the Piper tape been to
ignore, that in the August 7th edition of the Jerusalem
Post, internationally renowned Holocaust scholar Dr.
Yehuda Bauer, head of Hebrew University’s Institute
of Contemporary Jewry, had to admit the impact of
this ground breaking video. He called the Piper tape “a
powerful video,” and urged the production of exter-
minationist videos to counter it.

How could all this come about? How did this one
video, denied any advertising in the mainstream press
and viciously attacked by the Anti-Defamation League,
the Simon Wiesenthal Center, and influential individu-
als like Holocaust scholar Professor Deborah Lipstadt
and University of Texas (Austin) President Dr. Robert
Berdahl, still make such an impact?

It was because of you, the revisionist community.
This victory in the battle for historical truth is yours
to celebrate. All the censorship, all the suppression,
all the lies employed by the other side couldn’t stop
you from getting the information contained in the
Piper tape to the general public. And how was this
done? With the Piper tape as your tool, you have put
an incredible amount of energy and creativity into
educating the public about the Auschwitz fraud.
Throughout the past year, we have marveled at the
ingenuity you’ve displayed. Neighborhood get-togeth-
ers and home video parties have been organized where
the Piper video is shown to revisionist newcomers. In
cities all across North America, private showings of
the Piper tape have turned skeptics into revisionist
supporters!

You have taken the lead in getting the Piper tape
shown on local community access cable channels. On
cable stations from Oregon to Florida, from Texas to
New York (in Manhattan no less!), you have helped
educate tens of thousands of people who might never
have been exposed to revisionist ideas. You have taken
the time, completely on your own, to translate the
Piper tape into other languages, post the transcript
onto national computer bulletin boards, and even prod
local TV talk shows into doing episodes about the
Piper tape!

It’s gotten to the point where so many people have
seen the Piper tape that the other side can no longer
ignore the Auschwitz “gas chamber” issue. We have
put the exterminationists on the defensive, and now
they must worry about “damage control.” All this
because of you. Your dedication. Your ingenuity.

And now, a challenge: CAN WE DO IT AGAIN?
Within the next month, we will be releasing David
Cole’s next video from his 1992 fact-finding tour of
the camp sites in Europe. Titled The Gas Chambers:
A Look at the Physical Evidence, this video will go
the Piper tape one better. Whereas the Piper video
dealt only with the Auschwitz main-camp “gas cham-
ber,” this new video, consisting of never before seen
footage, will tackle the other supposed gas chamber
sites at Birkenau, Majdanek, Mauthausen and Dachau.

It is our belief that this new video will be a final
nail in the coffin of the gas chamber story, because the
evidence presented in this tape will prove conclusively
the physical impossibility of homicidal gassings at
those sites. It will be absolutely impossible for anyone
to dismiss this video. It will demonstrate that the
evidence most damaging to the gas chamber story
comes not from conjecture, but from the physical state
of the rooms where the gassings are said to have
occurred. The hard evidence presented in this video,
much of it never mentioned before in any other
revisionist work, will stun even the most seasoned
revisionist.

So, our challenge is this: Can we repeat, or even
top, the success we’'ve had in disseminating the
information contained in the Piper tape? Can we build
on our successes from 1993 and, with this new video,
make 1994 the year the tide turns in this debate?

Our answer is yes! We believe we can do it —
together.




Smith Steps Up
CODOH Ad Campaign

Bradley Smith, intrepid chairman of the Committee
for Open Debate on the Holocaust (CODOH),
attracted nationwide notoriety in late 1991 and
early 1992 as a result of his success in placing
advertisements calling for open debate on the Holo-
caust issue in student newspapers at several major
universities. After something of a lapse, Smith has
recently put new life his CODOH ad campaign.
Some highlights:

* A syndicated College Press Service (CPS) arti-
cle about Smith’s campus ad campaign appeared
September 16 in The Setonian, the student paper of
Seton Hall University (South Orange, New Jersey).
This short article is based in part on an interview
with Smith.

* Smith’s CODOH ad was published in the Sep-
tember 27 issue of the Christian News, a tradition-
alist Lutheran weekly paper published in Missouri.

+ The text of Smith’s ad appeared September 28
as a guest editorial in the Record, student paper of
State University of New York (SUNY) at Buffalo.

* In Ann Arbor, the text of Smith’s ad appeared
October 6 as a “viewpoint” guest opinion essay in
the Michigan Daily, student paper of the University
of Michigan. In the same issue, an editorial sharply
denounced Smith’s piece as irrational and “absurd.”
A few days later, activists of the “National Women’s
Rights Organization” held a campus rally to
denounce the paper, which they called “a tool of fas-
cists,” for publishing Smith’s essay,

+ Arather lengthy College Press Service article
appeared October 1 in the Northwestern Chronicle
of Northwestern University (Evanston, Illinois).
The article is based in part on interviews with Bra-
dley Smith and anti-revisionist author Deborah
Lipstadt.

+ Smith’s CODOH ad appeared in the October
14 issue of the Georgetown Voice of Georgetown Uni-
versity (Washington, DC). Michael Berenbaum,
project director of the US Holocaust Memorial
Council (which operates the new federal Holocaust
Museum), responded to Smith’s ad with a guest
opinion essay in the paper.

+ Smith’s CODOH ad appeared in the October
15 issue of The State News of Michigan State Uni-
versity (East Lansing).

+ Smith’s CODOH ad was published October 21
in the Rough Rider, student paper of Roosevelt High
School in Portland, Oregon. This is the first publica-
tion of the ad in a high school paper. In response to
protests from some parents, the school principal
confiscated the remaining copies of the issue.

* Also in Portland, Smith’s CODOH ad
appeared October 24 in The Oregonian, the state’s
most influential and largest circulation newspaper.
This is the first publication of the CODOH ad in a

major metropolitan daily.

» Smith’s CODOH ad was published, in slightly
abbreviated form, in the October 26 issue of The
Stanford Daily of Stanford University. Accompany-
ing it was an error-ridden and prominently dis-
played editorial commentary that was highly
critical of the ad.

* Smith’s CODOH ad ran in the student news-
paper of Ohio University (Athens, Ohio), October
28.

* Smith’s CODOH ad appeared November 2 in
The Miami Student of Miami University (Oxford,
Ohio).

Fred Leuchter

Arrested in Germany

IHR Protests Politically-Motivated

Act of Censorship

Fred A. Leuchter, Jr., the American execution
hardware specialist who insists that claims of war-
time mass gassings at Auschwitz are not true, was
arrested in Cologne, Germany, on October 28, half
an hour before his scheduled appearance on a tele-
vision show.

Leuchter was arrested without an arrest war-

i rant or formal
charges. He was then
taken to Mannheim,
leaving his wife, Caro-
lyn, behind in
Cologne. Neither
speaks German.

Only the next day
was Leuchter formally
charged. Cited in the
! criminal charge were
statements he had
made during a speech
at a meeting in Ger-
~ many in November

1991, in which he

spoke about his 1988
on-site forensic examination of the alleged execu-
tion gas chambers at Auschwitz, Birkenau and Maj-
danek. These facilities were not used, and could not
have been used, to kill people as alleged, said
Leuchter, a recognized specialist of gas chambers
used to execute convicted criminals in the United
States.

Leuchter had been scheduled to appear on the
show “Schreinemakers Live” of the private televi-
sion network SAT-1. He was invited to appear as an
execution expert, the show’s host, Margarethe
Schreinemakers, confirmed. His travel costs and
hotel expenses had been paid in advance by the sta-
tion.

Schreinemakers said she had no idea that
Leuchter was wanted by the police, and was flabber-

i

Fred Leuchter
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gasted when they “stormed” her Cologne studio
shortly minutes before airtime. “I do not support
this thoughtless act of censorship, which now makes
Leuchter a dubious heroic figure,” she commented.
“With this Blitzaktion, the authorities have man-
aged to make Leuchter a martyr of the neo-Nazis.”

Confirming the political motive of the arrest, a
police official declared that “it was decided on the
political level that a television appearance by
Leuchter would harm Germany’s image in foreign
countries.” (Kolnische Rundschau, Oct. 30.)

Leuchter was formally charged by the Man-
nheim prosecuting attorney’s office with “incite-
ment to hatred,” and “defamation of the memory of
the [Jewish] dead.” If convicted, Leuchter could face
a sentence of up to five years imprisonment.

In recent years a number of individuals who
publicly reject claims about wartime mass killings
of Jews have been arrested and convicted in Ger-
many on these charges. Best-selling British histo-
rian David Irving, for example, was convicted in
1992 on a charge of “defaming the memory of the
dead,” for public statements rejecting stories of
mass extermination of Jews in gas chambers at
Auschwitz as a myth. (For more on this case, see the
July-August 1992 THR Newsletter, p. 3.)

Bail has been denied Leuchter, and eight days
after his arrest he was still being held under “inves-
tigative custody” in a Mannheim jail cell .

The Institute for Historical Review has written
to the US ambassador in Germany “to express our
profound concern over this situation, and to
strongly urge you to take every legally permissible
action on behalf of this American citizen.” The letter
concludes:

This case is particularly important because,
according to newspaper reports, Mr. Leuchter has
been arrested for actions that are not criminal in
the United States. He was arrested for expressing
views that, in our country, are protected by the Con-
stitution. This can therefore be regarded as a free
speech case, and Mr. Leuchter consequently has
something of the status of a political prisoner.

The decision to arrest Leuchter is an apparent
expression of panic on the part of the German
authorities, and will likely prove to be a major mis-
take for them. A formal court hearing is now all but
inevitable, which will force a public airing of the
Holocaust issue, and of the iconoclastic findings of
Leuchter and other specialists.

Reports about the arrest — many of them unfor-
tunately biased, sensationalized and inaccurate —
have appeared in dozens of German daily papers.

Leuchter, a resident of Malden, Massachusetts,
addressed the IHR conferences of 1989, 1990, and
1992. The Holocaust lobby has responded to
Leuchter’s findings, which have been widely circu-
lated as The Leuchter Report, with a campaign of
slander, pressure and intimidation. As a result of
this .campaign, Leuchter’s career as an execution

hardware specialist has been destroyed. (For more
about Leuchter, his career, and the campaign
against him, see the Winter 1992-93 Journal.)

IHR Activist Puts
Cole Video on Local Television
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In northern California, veteran IHR supporter
Harvey Taylor recently arranged for the broadcast
of David Cole’s compelling video about Auschwitz on
local cable access television, Continental Cablevi-
sion of Yuba City. To inform the public of the show-
ing, Taylor also published an announcement
(reproduced here) in the local daily Marysville
Appeal-Democrat. Beginning October 5, it appeared
in the paper for seven consecutive days. As a result
of the broadcast, anonymous persons made tele-
phone death threats against Fred Kirchubel, video
production supervisor of Continental Cablevision
(Sierra region), as well as other members of the sta-
tion staff.

“An tnvasion of armies can be resisted, but not
an idea whose time has come.”

—Victor Hugo
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La libération de Buchenwald. (Dessin de CHARD.)

“Where are the gas chambers?,” asks an Ameri-
can soldier at the “Liberation of Buchenwald.” This
cartoon by a prominent female artist who uses the
pen name “Chard,” is from the French paper
Rivarol, July 2, 1993.

Not long after it appeared, French authorities
summoned the artist to question her about this
drawing. Even though no serious historian now con-
tends that anyone was killed in gas chambers at
Buchenwald, it appears that her cartoon may have
violated France’s Fabius/Gayssot law of July 1990,
which makes it a crime to contest the “crimes
against humanity” as specified by the Nuremberg
Tribunal.

On September 6, a French court ordered Robert
Faurisson and Rivarol to each pay a fine of 19,750
francs (about $3,950) because the paper had pub-
lished a mildly revisionist article by Faurisson.

Holocaust Lies:
Bergen-Belsen Gassings

Fraudulent Holocaust claims about magical gas
chambers and miraculous survival in wartime Ger-
man camps are all too familiar. Occasionally,
though, we come across a claim so breathtaking in
its mendacious effrontery that it deserves special
notice.

In an article (reproduced here) in The Gazette of
Montreal (Canada), August 5, 1993, and in a mem-
oir, Moshe Peer recounts his wartime ordeal as an
eleven-year-old in the Bergen-Belsen concentration
camp. Peer claims that he “was sent to the [Bergen-
Belsen camp] gas chamber at least six times.” The
Gazette account goes on to relate: “Each time he sur-
vived, watching with horror as many of the women
and children gassed with him collapsed and died. To
this day, Peer doesn’t know how he was able to sur-
vive.” In an effort to explain the miracle, Peer
muses: “Maybe children resist better, I don’t know.”

(These days, not a single reputable historian claims
that anyone was ever “gassed” in the Bergen-Belsen
camp.)

How was such horror possible? In Peer’s view,
the “rest of the world stood by and let the Holocaust
happen.” The evil Germans, he says, “had the per-
mission of the world” to kill Jews. Although Peer
claims that “Bergen-Belsen was worse than
Auschwitz,” he acknowledges that he and his
younger brother and sister, who were deported to
the camp in 1944, all somehow survived internment

there.

T+E GAZETTE. MONTREAL, THURSDAY. AUGUST &. 1993
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Surviving the horror

Author recounts experiences in Nazi concentration camp

KAREN SEIDMAN
THE GAZETTE

ST. LAURENT - As an 1 }-ycar-
old boy held captive at the Bergen-
Belsen concentration camp during
World War 11. Moshe Peer was sen{
to the gas chamber al least six
times,

ch time he survived, watching
with horror as many of the women
and children gassed with him col-
lapsed and dicd.

To this day, Pcer doesn't know i

how he was able to survive.

“Maybe children resist better, I
don’t know.™ he said in an inter-
view last weck.

Spent 19 years on book
Now 60, Peer has spent the last

19 years writing a first-person ac~

count of the horror he witnessed at
Bergen-Belsen. On Sunday. he
spoke to about 300 young adults at
the Petah Tikva Sephardic Congre-
gation in St. Laurent about his book
and his experience as a Holocaust
survivor.

The gathering was part of the
synagogue's Shabbaton 93, which
brought together young adults from
across North America for a cultur-
al and social experience.

Called Inoubliable Bergen-Belsen
(Unforgettable Bergen-Belsen), Peer
wrote the book to make the rcader
feel like a witness at the scene.

But he admits he can never re-
create for anyone the living hell he
experienced.

“The condition in the camp is in-
describable.” said. “You can’t
bring home t rror.”

ge 9. Peer and his

In 1942, a
younger brother 2nd sister were ar-
rested by police in their homeland
of France. His mother was sent to
Auschwitz and never returned.

Peer and his siblings were sent to
Bergen-Belsen two years later.

. He recalls the
scparation from
his parents as ex-
cruciating. But
surviving  the
horrors of the
@! camp quickly be-

ki came a priority.

“There were
'Ry pieces of corpses
lying around and
there were bodies
lying there, some
Peer alive and some
“Some went mad”  dead,” Peer re-

called.

“Bergen-Belsen was worse than
Auschwitz because there people
were gassed right away so they
didn’t suffer for a long time.

“But at Bergen-Belsen people
stayed months and months until
they died ~ they suffered for a long
peniod of time.™

Peer said Russian prisoners were
kept in an open-air camp “like stal-
lions™ and were given no food or
water., “Some pcople went mad
with hunger and turned to canni-
balism.” Pcer said.

Peer’s days began with a rol] call
of the numbered prisoners. This

could last as long as five hours
while their captors calculated how
many prisoners had died. Anyone
who fell over during the roll cali was
beaten on the spot.

After roll call, the prisoners re-
turned to their barracks, where they
were given a tiny picee of bread and
some colored water.

Peer and his siblings - who all
survived - were cared for at the
camp by two women, whom Peer
has unsuccessfully tried to find.

Children being children, they
did play, sometimes chasing cach
other around the barracks. But
there would always be some who
were oo sick or weak 10 get up.

Reunited with father

After the war, Peer was reunited
with his father in Paris and the fam-
ily moved to Israel. Peer's four chil-
dren were born in Israe!. but after
serving in the Isracli army in a
number of wars, Peer moved to
Montreal in 1974.

Even 49 vears later, Peer is still
haunted by his concentration-camp
experience and still finds his mem-
ories keep him awake at night.

But what he is most bitter adout
is the way the rest of world stood by
and let the Holocaust happen.

“No one told the Germans not to
do it. They bad the permission of
the world,” he said.

Sarajevo Worse Than Auschwitz,
Says Former Inmate

According to at least one former inmate of
Auschwitz-Birkenau, conditions today in Sarajevo,
the capital of wartorn Bosnia, are worse than in the
notorious German camp during the Second World

War.
Auschwitz survivor says Sarajevo’s worse
SR l ) \ j
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Danica Bagaric, an ethnic Croat, was a 17-year-
old partisan fighter with Tito’s Communist forces
when she was captured by the Germans in April
1943. During the next two years, she was interned
in four German camps, including (she says) 14
months in Auschwitz-Birkenau, perhaps the most
notorious German wartime internment center.
Bagaric’s statements are reported in a Reuter news
agency feature article dated July 27, 1993. This
item has appeared in a number of daily newspapers,
including Australia’s Sydney Morning Herald of
July 30 (reproduced here).

“Danger” of
Holocaust Revisionism Spreading,
Says Israeli Scholar

Israeli Holocaust scholar Yehuda Bauer is wor-
ried. In an article in the Israeli English-language
daily Jerusalem Post, August 7, 1993, he warns that
“America is the center of a world-wide Holocaust
denial movement.”

According to the article, headlined “US is center
of Holocaust revisionism,” Bauer also “named
France as the second major center, followed by Swe-
den. He said the danger is spreading from South
America and from France to the rest of the Euro-
pean continent, to the Third World, India and
Japan.”

“Only a small percentage of people in different
countries believe what is being spread by the revi-
sionists,” Bauer went on. “In some countries it is
eight percent, in others it is ten or twelve percent.”

Yehuda Bauer is head of the Institute of Con-
temporary Jewry at Israel’s Hebrew University. As
one of the world’s most prominent Holocaust
experts, it has been his unenviable task to announce
awkward but unavoidable concessions to truth —
and thus to revisionist critics of the Holocaust story.
In April 1990, he publicly acknowledged that the
widely-repeated Holocaust tale that the Germans
had manufactured bars of soap from the bodies of
murdered Jews is a myth. A few months later, he
had the equally unhappy task of acknowledging
that the long-standing allegation that the Germans
killed four million people at Auschwitz — a claim
that was supposedly proven at the Nuremberg Tri-
bunal — is likewise not true.

In the Jerusalem Post article, Bauer specifically
mentions David Cole’s videotape about Auschwitz,
calling it “a powerful video.” (“David Cole Inter-
views Dr. Franciszek Piper” is available on VHS
from the IHR for $49.00, plus $ 2.50 for shipping.)

“Producer of the video is the Institute for His-
torical Review,” Bauer inaccurately goes on to say.
(In fact, the IHR had nothing to do with the video’s
production.) Israel, Bauer said, “lags behind the
rest of the Western world” in producing video mate-
rial to counter Holocaust revisionism.

Cole on Morton Downey Show

David Cole appeared on the nationally-broad-
cast Morton Downey television show, on the episode
aired October 13 (or 14), 1993. Downey was at his
typically raving and vicious worst, loudly denounc-
ing Cole as “crap,” and saying that the young Jewish
Holocaust revisionist should be given “a damn good
spanking.”

Willis Carto and the IHR

Willis Carto is perhaps best known as the
founder and director of Liberty Lobby, an organiza-
tion based in Washington, DC that publishes a
weekly tabloid paper, The Spotlight. Carto has also
been affiliated with the Institute for Historical
Review since its founding in 1978. As those who
have attended recent IHR conferences know, the
IHR staff acknowledges the many hours of volun-
teer help that he and his wife Elisabeth have con-
tributed over the years. Neither, however,
contributed financially to the IHR. Neither was
involved in the IHR’s day to day operations, nor was
either ever a paid employee. Willis Carto did, how-
ever, occasionally act as an “agent” for the Institute
and its non-profit corporate parent, the “Legion for
the Survival of Freedom, Inc.”

During the past several months, facts have
come to light to persuade the IHR senior staff that
Carto’s relationship with the IHR had become a lia-
bility. After much careful deliberation, and on
advice of legal counsel, the Institute resolved to ter-
minate this relationship. Accordingly, the corporate
Board of Directors, meeting on September 25, voted
unanimously to end its relationship with the Car-
tos. This decision has the full support of the IHR
staff, including Director Tom Marcellus and editors
Mark Weber, Theodore O’Keefe and Greg Raven.

Three Revisionist Books
from Germany

The Rudolf Report: Germany’s “Leuchter Report”

A German chemist’s meticulous new technical-
forensic examination of the alleged execution “gas
chambers” of Auschwitz has been attracting a good
bit of attention in Europe.

Printed on glossy paper in a large, magazine-
size format, this 110-page report contains numerous
photographs (several in color), charts, diagrams,
and more than 200 reference notes. It is entitled
Gutachten itiber die Bildung und Nachweisbarkeit
von Cyanidverbindungen in den “Gaskammern” von
Auschwitz (“Technical Report on the formation and
detection of cyanide compounds in the ‘gas cham-
bers’ of Auschwitz”). Germar Rudolf, the author, is a
certified chemist and doctoral candidate who has
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been working at the renowned Max Planck Institut
research center in Stuttgart. The samples taken by
Rudolf from the alleged execution “gas chambers” in
Auschwitz were analyzed by the prestigious Institut
Fresenius.

Rudolf’s study provides further authoritative
confirmation of the conclusions reached by Ameri-
can gas chamber specialist Fred Leuchter in his
widely-distributed 1988 report, as well as of the
similar findings of American chemist William B.
Lindsey, Austrian engineer Walter Liiftl, the Insti-
tute of Forensic Research in Krakow (Poland), and
German engineer Wolfgang Schuster. (For more on
this, see the Winter 1992-93 Journal.).

Germar Rudolf at Auschwitz-Birkenau, taking sam-
ples from the ruins of the mortuary room (the sup-
posed “gas chamber”) of crematory (Krema) II.

“For chemical-physical reasons,” concludes
Rudolf, “the claimed mass gassings with hydrocya-
nic acid in the alleged ‘gas chambers’ in Auschwitz
did not take place.” Eyewitness claims of gassings in
Auschwitz are not consistent with the laws of natu-
ral science, he affirms. “The supposed facilities for
mass killing in Auschwitz and Birkenau were not
suitable for this purpose. . . The supposed gas cham-
bers in Auschwitz and Birkenau did not come into
contact with Zyklon B. In legal language: the
weapon was not loaded.”

Rudolf also dismissively notes that “the reports
and position papers that have appeared so far in
response [to the revisionists] — written, astonish-
ingly, for the most part by non-specialists — are,
above all, shameful.” Hundreds of copies of the
Rudolf report have already been distributed to lead-
ing figures of German academic, political, business
and media academic life.

The Rudolf Gutachten is available for DM 46
(about $28) from: Cromwell Press, 27 Old Glouces-
ter St., London WC1N 3XX, England, U.K.

Valuable “Lectures”

Despite its rather innocuous-sounding title, a
new 350-page book is one of the most impressive
works of its kind to appear in German on the Holo-
caust issue. Vorlesungen tiber Zeitgeschichte: Strit-
tige Fragen im Kreuzverhor (“Lectures on
Contemporary History: Controversial Questions in
the Cross Fire”) by Ernst Gauss was published ear-
lier this year by Grabert Verlag of Tiibingen.

Presented in the form of six lectures, including
probing questions and commentary, this mine of
valuable information provides an excellent over-
view of the entire subject of Holocaust revisionism.
It is well-organized and detailed, with a rather
strong emphasis on technical aspects of this issue.
Numerous charts, diagrams, photos (some in color),
and a good bibliography help to round out this
important work.

Vorlesungen iiber Zeitgeschichte can be ordered
for DM 40, or about $25 (softcover, not including
shipping), from: Grabert Verlag, Postfach 1629,
72076 Tibingen, Germany.

Deported Jews Resettled in Occupied Soviet Lands,
Says Revisionist Author

One of the most important works of Holocaust
revisionism to appear in Germany in recent years is
Die zweite babylonische Gefangenschaft: Zum
Schicksal der Juden im Osten seit 1941 (“The Sec-
ond Babylonian Captivity: On the Fate of the Jews
in the East Since 1941”) by Steffen Werner. Pri-
vately published in early 1991, it has been distrib-
uted by Grabert Verlag of Tiibingen.

This detailed, carefully written 200-page soft-
cover book deals with the fate of the hundreds of
thousands of Jews who were deported to the East
and allegedly gassed in “death camps,” especially
Treblinka, Sobibor and Belzec. Werner assembles
an impressive amount of documentation — includ-
ing citations from numerous secret wartime docu-
ments and quotations from high-ranking German
officials, and 483 reference notes — to support his
thesis that the hundreds of thousands of “evacu-
ated” Jews were deported to the occupied Soviet ter-
ritories, and particularly to the province of Belarus
(White Russia). The work also contains maps
(including two in color), diagrams and charts.

Denounced as “exoneration literature of the
worst kind,” the newspaper of Germany’s central
Jewish organization cited Werner’s book to demand
that the authorities shut down the Grabert publish-
ing company “to protect society against socially dan-
gerous aggression and incitement.” (Allgemeine
Jiidische Wochenzeitung, March 21, 1991.) In con-
trast, Journal contributor and editorial advisor Dr.
R. Clarence Lang praises Werner’s book as “compel-
ling.”
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Revisionist Commentary Opens
Eyes in Milwaukee.

Friday August 13, 1993

Challenging facts of Holocaust
is responsibility of historians

cal event, should be studied in depth to

separate the propaganda from the facts.
To seriously argue that no individual or organi-
zation has any right to challenge the established
version of a histoncal event goes squarely against
what this country stands for.

In fact, it seems odd that we live in a society
that values the freedom to question the existence
of God. but stops short of extending that free-
dom to the Holocaust.

Tom Teepen. in his July 25
column, argues that the evidence
the Holocaust deniers present is
a “farce™ and motivated by anti-
Semitism. He goes on to state that
Soviet files recently opened “nail
the point further.”

Well, I personally can't think
of a more reliable source with un-
questionable motives then the for-
mer Soviet Union. It took the So-
wviets only 45 years to admit their
guilt regarding the Katyn massacre
— which at the Nuremberg Trials
they pinned on the Nazis.

It is the responsibility of those

T HE HOLOCAUST. like any other histori-

by facts cannot be taken as the truth.
Here are a few facts that are generally not
known about the Holocaust:

B In 1990, the official figure of' 4 million
deaths at Auschwitz was officially and quietly
reduced to 1.1 million. Strange as it may seem,
the figure of 6 million has not been adjusted ac-
cordingly in the media.

W Franciszek Piper, the head curator and
director of the Auschwitz State Museum for the
last 26 years, has admitted that
the “gas chamber™ shown to tour-
ists was “reconstructed™ after the
war.

B Not a single autopsy con-
ducted on any of the bodies recov-
ered from the concentration camps
has ever indicated the cause of
death was gassing.

M None of'the aerial photo-
graphs of the Auschwitz camp(s)
taken dunng the war shows any
of the telltale signs of mass killings-
— no belching smoke, no waiting
lines of people. etc.

B None of the camps on Ger-
man territory — including Dachau

ized by histonans as

doing hislongl research to ques- lN MY 0P|N|0N e—ve?m v pedpiiteiy

tion the motives of those who have
made historical claims. That works
both ways. Those who argue the
case of the victimization of the 6 million should
have their motives questioned just as much as
those who argue against it.

And questioning an individual's or group’s
motives shouldn't make you an anti-Semite just
because the target happens to be Jewish. In the
end. a person’s decision regarding any such mat-
ters should be based on cvidence substantiated
by facts. Any claim that cannot be substantiated

Robert Kling

B Israel has received more than
$54 billion since the end of World
War {1 from the United States. and the funds
are still flowing. The Holocaust is big money.

When all of the facts (and these are just a few)
can be presented and debated in an open forum,
then we can honestly discover what really hap-
pened and why. We might even discover news
media that are finally doing their job.

Robert Kiine lives in Milwaukce

This guest commentary by Journal subscriber Rob-
ert Kling appeared in the Milwaukee Journal,
August 13. A good example of individual initiative
by a young revisionist, it set off a flurry of letters
and commentary in the pages of the influential Wis-
consin daily. The somewhat misleading headline
was added by the newspaper.

“Symbol of Our Culture”

“Whether presented authentically or inauthen-
tically, with empathy and understanding or as mon-
umental kitsch, the Holocaust has become a ruling
symbol of our culture. Hardly a month passes with-
out a new TV production, a new film, a number of
new books of prose or poetry dealing with the sub-
ject.”

— Israeli Holocaust historian Yehuda Bauer
(professor at Hebrew University, Jerusalem).
Quoted in The Canadian Jewish News (Toronto),
Jan. 30, 1992 p. 8.

Moving? Please notify us of your new
address well in advance.

Our old mailing address on Newport
Boulevard in Costa Mesa is no longer valid.
Mail reaches us most quickly at P. O. Box
2739, Newport Beach, CA 92659

Ingrid Weckert’s

FLASIPOINT

The Book that Dares to Ask: Cui bono
(Who Benefitted?) from Reichskristallnacht

Knstallnacht—the attacks on Jewish property
throughout Germany in response to the
assassination of a German diplomat by a

o ey young Jew in

' 5 I Paris —

signalled an
ominous
turning point in
relations
between the
Third Reich
and
international
Jewry.

But what was
the real story of
the shooting in
Paris? Was
Herschel
Grynszpan a
“lone
gunman”? Or
was he commanded by shadowy backers? And
what was the role of Vliadimir Jabotinsky,
mentor to Menachem Begin and Yitzhak
Shamir?

Who bears the responsibility for the riots?
Was it Hitler? Goebbels? The German people?
Or a shadowy cabal of provocateurs?

Historian Ingrid Weckert asks — and
answers—these bold questions in Flashpoint,
her gripping investigation of the instigators,
victims, and beneficiaries of Kristallnacht.

Meticulously researched, Flashpoint places
the momentous events of early November,
1938 firmly within the much-neglected context
of German-Jewish relations (above all the
surprising collaboration between Hitler's
Germany and the Zionists). Yet it reads like an
international thriller!

No one with an interest in the Third Reich,
Zionism and the Jews can afford to ignore
Flashpoint.

FLASHPOINT by Ingrid Weckert
Softcover ¢ 179 pp * Notes, Bibl., Index, Glossary

ISBN 0-939484-37-4 » $15.95
Published by INSTITUTE FOR HISTORICAL REVIEW
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Reviews

New Books Seek
to Discredit
“Growing Threat”
of “Holocaust
Denial”

Denying the Holocaust: The
Growing Assault on Truth and
Memory by Deborah Lipstadt.
New York: Free Press, 1993.
Hardcover. 278 pages. Notes.
Index. $22.95. ISBN: 0-02-
919235-8.; Holocaust Denial by
Kenneth S. Stern. New York:
American Jewish Committee,
1993. Softcover. 193 pages. Notes.
Index. $12.95. ISBN: 0-87495-
102-X.; Hitler’s Apologists: The
Anti-Semitic Propaganda of
Holocaust “Revisionism”
edited by Alan M. Schwartz. New
York: The Anti-Defamation
League, 1993. Softcover. 86 pages.
Notes.

Reviewed by
Theodore J. O’Keefe

The earlier method of opposing
Holocaust Revisionism was to
ignore it entirely as a scholarly,
historiographical phenomenon
(except for a few dismissive
phrases about “flat earthers”) in
favor of attacking it as a political
threat, branding it as “neo-Nazi,”
“anti-Semitic,” etc. With the
exception of Bradley Smith’s radio
talk show appearances and col-
lege newspaper advertisements,
Revisionism’s opponents have
been able to impose an effective
blackout on Revisionist chal-
lenges to the Holocaust. The
result? In the United States, some
16 years after the title of Profes-

Theodore J. O’Keefe is an IHR edi-
tor. Educated at Harvard, he is the
author of numerous published articles
and reviews on historical and political
subjects.

sor Arthur Butz’s Hoax of the
Twentieth Century was mistak-
enly reported by The New York
Times in its first notice of Holo-
caust Revisionism, there are
scores of millions who know that
there is a determined movement
that challenges the factuality of
the alleged World-War-II genocide
of the Jews, and tens of millions of
Americans who, according to the
latest polls, question it them-
selves.

Whether the growth of this
opposition occurred so much in
spite of the blackout of what the
Holocaust Revisionists say and
have written, or rather because of
an increasing aversion to the
spread of what one Jewish writer
has called “Holocaustomania” is
unclear, but obviously the black-
out hasn’t worked to its propo-
nents’ satisfaction. Thus, the
powerful lobby which propagates
(obligatory) reverence for the
“Holocaust” has decided to mount
an elaborate propaganda cam-
paign against the Revisionists.
This time, as the Holocausters
march into the fray, some of them
are proclaiming a new theme: con-
fronting and defeating Revisionist
scholarship.

Generous Help

Two of the three books here
under review advertise them-
selves as setting off on this new
demarche; the third, ADL’s Hit-
ler’s Apologists, sticks unabash-
edly to the tried and true tactics of
what might be called “McCarthy-
ism.”

Chief among these three intel-
lectually slight works is Deborah
Lipstadt’s Denying the Holocaust,
a labored exposé that has been
years in the gestation (the New
York Times devoted a major fan-
fare to Lipstadt’s lucubrations on
the Revisionists as far back as
June 20, 1988), yet manages to
give off telltale signs of desperate,

last-minute suturing and low-
voltage jolts of stylistic electricity,
by a crew of editorial Igors in New
York City.

The book that shambles forth
from the Free Press (a division of
Macmillan in Manhattan) is, as
author Lipstadt herself acknowl-
edges, heavily dependent on the
assistance of professional charac-
ter assassins from Jewish so-
called “defense organizations™:
operatives of the Anti-Defamation
League, the Canadian Jewish
Congress, the American Jewish
Committee, the World Jewish
Congress’ Institute for Jewish
Affairs in London, and the Simon
Wiesenthal Center all receive
thanks in the preface.
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Denying the Holocaust is copy-
righted by something called the
Vidal Sassoon International Cen-
ter for the Study of Anti-Semitism
of The Hebrew University of
Jerusalem (as a perquisite of
which the author may have
received the stylish haircut pic-
tured on the dust jacket).

What’s actually new about
Lipstadt’s approach? Not much,
despite the author’s all-but
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breathless intimations that she’s
the first researcher who has dared
to look Holocaust Revisionism in
the face, and despite the hosannas
which have poured forth from the
book review sections of the New
York Times, Washington Post, and
other newspapers. Although the
author, proudly enthroned on
something called the “Dorot Chair
in Modern Jewish and Holocaust
Studies” at Emory University,
makes much of the need to ana-
lyze the Revisionist case against
the Holocaust, in sum her prom-
ised “exposure” of the Revisionists
has little to do with confronting
Revisionist scholarship.

Ineptitude and Deceit

While Professor Lipstadt is
less than honest elsewhere in her
book, she is disarmingly frank
about her dogmas and purposes at
the outset: “The existence of the
Holocaust [is] not a matter of
debate” (p. 1); Revisionists are
“extremist antisemites” who
“camouflage their hateful ideol-
ogy” “under the guise of scholar-
ship...” (p. 3).

But how to expose them, other
than by proclaiming that the
Holocaust is beyond question
(which comes perilously close to
relegating it to the realm of reli-
gion) and calling the Revisionists
names, particularly when she has
haughtily announced her refusal
to be “sucked into a debate that is
no debate and an argument that
is no argument”?

In fact, her promised “analy-
sis” and “exposure” is in large
measure derived from the tried-
and-true methods of the ADL and
its junior partners at the
Wiesenthal Center and else-
where. Lipstadt parades the same
labeling and smear techniques as
the slick dossiers churned out by
the “watchdog groups”:
antisemite/neoNazi/fascist/pofes-
sional-hatemonger/bigot/Hitle-
rian/Holocaust-denier. As you flip
through the pages of Denying the
Holocaust, the epithets all seem to
run together into a single quaver-
ing wail.

Where Professor Lipstadt can’t

believably pin one of her slander-
ous labels on her subjects, or has
perhaps temporarily tired of
impugning their supposed
motives, she is forced to attempt,
as best she can, historical analysis
and scholarly argument. How-
ever, she gives scant evidence of
any grasp of historical knowledge
or method, and more than a little
indication of scholarly indolence
and a timidity about confronting
the masters of Holocaust Revi-
sionism in their areas of exper-
tise. Her analytic efforts are
further vitiated by errors, big and
small; omissions, deliberate or in
ignorance; and distortions and
misstatements, that, coming from
any real scholar, can only be
called deceitful. Lipstadt’s inepti-
tude, after years of ballyhooed toil
amid Revisionist writings, is only
underscored by her pitiful efforts
to take refuge in her own aca-
demic credentials (by the way, all
the evidence indicates that she is
unable to read Revisionist works
in the original French or German)
and those of the numerous profes-
sional historian-hacks whose
authority she invokes. These she
brandishes, like Medusa shaking
her snaky locks, at the Revision-
ists in hopes of petrifying these
alleged amateurs. But this tactic
will impress only other amateurs.

To catalogue the slanders and
mistakes of Denying the Holo-
caust, let alone refute them,
would require almost a book itself,
and despite all the media trumpet
blasts, this book isn’t worth the
effort. Still, a look at some of the
more important techniques that
serve Lipstadt, as well as the rest
of the now sweating wardens of
Holocaust orthodoxy, is perhaps of
some merit.

Word Wizards

Chief among these is one sur-
prisingly simple: a reliance on the
emotive and minatory power of
the Word. For Lipstadt and her
fellows, words such as
“antisemite” (her spelling), “neo-
Nazi,” “denier,” “Holocaust,”
“memory” and the like aren’t so
much (if they are at all) labels for

independent realities as they are
weapons, first for controlling dis-
course, then for anathematizing
opponents, and finally for striking
directly at the central nervous
systems of the population at large.
Thanks to the Holocaust lobby’s
ready access to the international
media, efforts by Revisionists to
reverse the process by labeling
the other side “Extermination-
ists” and the like tend to strike
even sympathizers as odd,
labored, and reeking of reactive,
tu quoque (“you too”).

Nevertheless, it is indispens-
able for Revisionists untiringly to
confront and mercilessly to dis-
sect the shibboleths of the word
wizards: as in this book, deceptive
labels are 90 percent of their case.
“What is the Holocaust?” Revi-
sionists must ask, and why does
“denying” it sound so direr and
more unreasonable than merely
questioning whether the Ger-
mans had a policy to exterminate
the Jews, resulting in the deaths
of around six million of them,
largely in gas chambers?

What is an “antisemite”? If the
word denotes merely someone
who opposes the Jews, what’s
wrong with using a term that says
s0?! (And why don’t we hear more
of “anti-Hamitism” and “anti-
Japhetism”?)

Was Robert Faurisson correct
when he suggested, in a 1989 arti-
cle, that the Jewish “memory”
that professional Holocausters so
often invoke might more accu-
rately be defined as the “beliefs”

1. This reviewer recalls reading a
“scholarly” article — author, title and
source long forgotten — on the elabo-
rate punctilio that governs the orthog-
raphy of this term so dear to anti-
defamatory bigdomes. “Anti-Semite
was eschewed as seeming to indicate a
(possibly rational) opposition to
“Semitism” and “Semites,” whereas
the unhyphenated, uncapitalized
form points to the unconscious mias-
mas of unreasoned bigotry that lead
“antisemites” to oppose US handouts
to Israel, a Holocaust museum on
every block, etc. There remain simpler
Jewish souls, however, who favor the
term “Jew-hater” for such creatures.
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and “legends” of the Jews?

Historical Revisionism

For those who doubt that Lips-
tadt’s long tussle with Holocaust
revisionism is based largely on
her manipulation of a handful of
empty words, a more specific anal-
ysis of her use of the terms “Holo-
caust” and “Holocaust denial” is in
order.

After decreeing that the “Holo-
caust” is not subject to debate, it is
the author’s ploy to equate the
word with the facts supposed to
underlie it. She approvingly
quotes (p. 198) the following pon-
tification emanating from the
Duke University history depart-
ment shortly after the appearance
of Bradley Smith’s full-page
advertisement challenging sev-
eral well-known tales of the Holo-
caust:

That historians are con-
stantly engaged in historical
revision is certainly correct;
however, what historians do
is very different from this
advertisement. Historical
revision of major events is
not concerned with the actu-
ality of these events; rather
it concerns their historical

interpretation — their
causes and consequences
generally.

Sorry, profs, but that sopho-
moric stance wouldn’t fool many
college freshmen — at least not in
the days when a demonstrated
ability to think critically was a
prerequisite for college admission,
let alone this or that professor-
ship. In this reviewer’s freshman
days, students learned quickly
that many alleged “major events”
— such as “the fall of the Roman
Empire,” “the Middle Ages,” and
“the Renaissance” — are in large
measure names and interpreta-
tions coined by historians based
on their evaluation of a large, but
still painfully limited, amount of
evidence. Although perhaps vari-
ous proponents of this or that his-
torical interpretation might have
welcomed anathemas aimed at
their opponents, this reviewer

doesn’t recall any of them
attempting to turn logic on its
head by invoking the “reality” of
the “Dorian invasion” or the
“Ottonian renaissance” to vali-
date each component of the the-
ory, as Lipstadt and her
colleagues have tried to do to save
the lampshades, shrunken heads,
Jewish soap bars, and spectral
gas chambers attacked by Smith
in his campus ads. Nor, outside of
the flacks from the Holocaust
lobby, has he ever encountered the
cheap trick of representing a his-
torian who doubted the applicabil-
ity of the name “Dark Ages” for a
period in European history as
arguing that the centuries in
question “never happened.”

Exercise in Evasion

Having conjured the “Holo-
caust” into existence without wor-
rying about such inconsequential
matters as the documents order-
ing, planning, and budgeting it, or
the forensic tests establishing the
murder weapons, or the autopsies
showing deaths by gassing, Lip-
stadt performs her next sleight-of-
hand trick. This is to impose her
own name for Revisionism,
“denial” — with all its shopworn
Freudian implications — on her
targets. Focusing on “denial” and
“deniers” as on some pathological
syndrome allows her to “analyze”
them without reference to the full
body of Revisionist scholarship, of
which she seems woefully unin-
formed, even after more than half
a decade’s study.

In fact, most of her book is an
exercise in evasion of precisely
that body of Revisionist findings
that would seem to have made her
work necessary. Conversely, an
inordinate amount of Denying the
Holocaust is devoted to tracing
the antecedents of contemporary
Holocaust Revisionist scholar-
ship.

Her book is front-loaded with
Revisionists and Revisionist argu-
ments which have been long since
been incorporated, superseded,
and in some cases corrected by
later Revisionists. Indeed, Lip-
stadt devotes five chapters, span-

ning 91 pages, to the predecessors
of Arthur Butz, whereas Butz and
his contemporaries and succes-
sors, including Robert Faurisson,
Fred Leuchter, and the Institute
for Historical Review, get a mea-
sly three chapters and an appen-
dix comprising a comparatively
modest 64 pages. (It should be
noted that much of this text, par-
ticularly that concerning the IHR,
is rife with the sort of irrelevan-
cies that fill the pages of ADL’s
“exposés”: the life and times of
Willis Carto and David McCalden,
headlines from The Spotlight, and
the like.) Other chapters virtually
devoid of analysis of Revisionist
argument include her Chapter
One, largely devoted to lamenting
an alleged tolerance for Holocaust
Revisionism in the mass media
(that is, agonizing that a good
number of radio and television
talk shows have not blacklisted
revisionists), and a speedy, super-
ficial tour of “denial” abroad. In
Chapters Ten she marshals such
arguments as she can to support
the banning of Revisionist adver-
tisements and articles from col-
lege newspapers in the wake of
Bradley Smith’s remarkably suc-
cessful campaign of two years ago.
Chapter Eleven, called “Watchers
on the Rhine,” is her attempt to
chart “the future course of Holo-
caust denial,” and to prescribe
what must be done to thwart the
Revisionism and an evidently
looming rise of the Fourth Reich.

Paul Rassinier

Characteristic of her tech-
nique is the way she handles the
work of two courageous pioneers
of Revisionism, Paul Rassinier
and Austin App. Each of these is
accorded considerable space in
Denying the Holocaust, largely to
focus on flaws and errors, many of
them minor, in their work.

Most readers won’t know that
where both men genuinely erred,
Revisionists have long since cor-
rected them. Rassinier’s mistakes
on Jewish population statistics,
avidly cited by the author (pp. 58-
62) were set right by Journal edi-
tor Mark Weber in testimony at
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the second (1988) trial of Ernst
Zundel, a trial with which Lip-
stadt should be familiar since she
dwells on it at some length and
has had access to the transcript. If
that weren’t enough, however,
Weber summarized his corrective
testimony in the Journal (“My
Role in the Ziindel Trial,” Winter
1989-90, pp. 391, 415-416), and
included three pages of specific
corrections in an “afterword” to
the IHR’s most recent edition of
Rassinier’s key Revisionist writ-
ings, The Holocaust Story and the
Lies of Ulysses (pp. 414-416).

Although Lipstadt states
rather murkily that what she
calls Rassinier’s “use of the num-
bers game . . . established a pat-
tern followed by all deniers who
try to prove that the death tolls
are not valid” (p. 58), the knowl-
edgeable reader searches in vain
for evidence of this: she has omit-
ted any and all mention of Walter
Sanning’s key book The Dissolu-
tion of Eastern European Jewry;
the posthumous article “How
Many Jews Were Eliminated by
the Nazis?” in the Spring 1983
Journal (pp. 61-81) by Professor
Frank Hankins, a longtime
demographer and former presi-
dent of the American Sociological
Society; and Swedish demogra-
pher Carl Nordling’s two Journal
studies, “The Jewish Establish-
ment under Nazi Threat and
Domination” Summer 1990 (pp.
195-209) and “How Many Jews
Died in the German Concentra-
tion Camps,” Fall 1991 (pp. 335-
344).

Austin App

Similarly, Lipstadt has chosen
to give Austin App an entire chap-
ter, eighteen pages long, subtitled
“The World of Immoral Equiva-
lency,” by which she means to say
that App dared to compare such
genuine, but comparatively
unpublicized and certainly
unpunished Allied atrocities as
the mass expulsion of millions of
Germans from their ancestral
homelands, or the mass rapes car-
ried out especially by conquering
Soviet troops, to those alleged

German atrocities of which we
never cease to hear and for which
the United States and other gov-
ernments still dog innocent men,
such as John Demjanjuk, to the
present day.

While Dr. App, a member of
the Editorial Advisory Committee
of this Journal from its founding
until his death in 1984, deserves
the highest praise for his indomi-
table courage, his unflagging loy-
alty to his German roots, and his
dedication to propagating the case
for the German nation and people
during and after the Second
World War, only a writer less than
familiar with the progress of revi-
sionist research could claim that
App “played a central role in the
development of Holocaust denial”
(p. 85), or that “his major contri-
bution was to formulate eight axi-
oms that have come to serve as
the founding principles of the Cal-
ifornia-based Institute for Histor-
ical Review and as the basic
postulates of Holocaust denial” (p.
86). In fact, a survey of the more
than 50 issues of The Journal of
Historical Review published to
date reveals only a single article
by Dr. App (“The Holocaust Put in
Perspective,” Vol. 1, no. 1 [Spring
1980]), an obituary tribute to him
(Winter 1984, pp. 446-450), and a
handful of mentions of his incisive
but not always meticulous pam-
phlets.

It should not be necessary, by
the way, to point out that Dr. App,
a life-long Catholic who never
wrote a word against the republi-
can form of government its found-
ing fathers bequeathed his native
America, was by no stretch of the
imagination a “fascist,” as Lip-
stadt terms him (p. 87).

Arthur Butz

Bad as is her work on
Rassinier, App, and other precur-
sors of contemporary Holocaust
Revisionism such as David Hog-
gan or “Richard Harwood” (Rich-
ard Verrall), Lipstadt’s real
inadequacies as a scholar begin to
shine when at length she
attempts to analyze and expose
the work of Dr. Arthur R. Butz

and the Revisionist scholars who
have followed him.

Her tack on Professor Butz
and his epoch-making Hoax of the
Twentieth-Century is to represent
Butz as a master of trompe-l’oeil,
assuming “a veneer of scholarship
and the impression of seriousness
and objectivity” (p. 123) to fool the
unwary. To that end, she claims,
he provided The Hoax with what
Lipstadt calls “the hallmarks of
scholarly works,” that is, “the req-
uisite myriad notes and large bib-
liography” (p. 124), and criticized
the work of earlier Revisionists as
well as “German wartime behav-
ior” — a ploy “that was clearly
designed to disarm innocent read-
ers and enhance Butz’s aura of
scholarly objectivity” (p. 124).

Lipstadt’s efforts to unmask
Butz’s pseudo-scholarly trumpery
and hidden “agenda” are vitiated
by both her ineptitude and her
dishonesty. She bypasses both the
central issues of The Hoax and
Butz’s often complex argumenta-
tion to reduce its theses to carica-
tures. Thus, her chapter makes no
reference either to Butz’s key (and
as yet unanswered) question as to
how the mass gassings at the
huge, comparatively open, and
closely monitored Auschwitz com-
plex could go unnoticed and unre-
ported for more than two years, or
to the dual interpretations of Ger-
man public-health measures at
Auschwitz (brilliantly summa-
rized on page 131 of The Hoax).
Instead, Lipstadt would rather
dog Butz for his appearance at a
meeting sponsored by Minister
Louis Farrakhan, or for the fact
that “his books [sic] are promoted
and distributed by the Ku Klux
Klan and other [sic] neo-Nazi
organizations” (p. 126).

Where Lipstadt does lay hands
on what Butz actually writes, she
almost invariably misrepresents,
misstates, or otherwise garbles
his positions. Butz does not argue
that “the key to perpetrating the
hoax was the forging of massive
numbers of documents” (p. 127).
As the discerning reader will dis-
cover by checking the citation
from The Hoax that Lipstadt cites
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here, Butz in fact wrote of “a fab-
rication constructed of perjury,
forgery, distortion of fact and mis-
representation of documents”
(Hoax, p. 173).

Lipstadt similarly badly mis-
construes (or misstates) Butz’s
thesis on why so many postwar
German defendants refused to
challenge the extermination alle-
gations. The vast majority of them
did not “plead guilty” to the Holo-
caust, as she clearly implies (p.
130). Rather than argue (to their
extreme peril in the context of the
show-trial hysteria) that it hadn’t
taken place, the defendants usu-
ally argued that they had had
nothing to do with it.

Lipstadt is either unable or
unwilling to follow Butz when he
argues closely. For example, she
badly misrepresents his argu-
ment regarding Oswald Pohl’s
testimony at Nuremberg. Butz’s
point is that it is absurd to imag-
ine that Pohl, the head of the SS
agency (the WVHA) that super-
vised the construction and opera-
tion of all the concentration
camps, including Auschwitz,
would only have learned of the
alleged exterminations through a
speech of Heinrich Himmler at
Posen in October 1943, as Pohl
claimed (Hoax, p. 195). Lipstadt is
silent regarding this claim, stat-
ing only that Pohl testified “that
he had heard Himmler deliver his
famous 1943 speech to the SS
leaders at Posen” (p. 131). Else-
where she cites the word “ludi-
crous,” with which Butz
characterizes Pohl’s claim about
his first knowledge of the sup-
posed genocide, as evidence of
Butz’s dismissal of “anything that
disagreed with [his] foregone con-
clusion and the thesis of his book”
(p. 124).

This reviewer defies anyone to
compare Lipstadt’s criticisms of
The Hoax of the Twentieth Cen-
tury with what its author actually
writes, both in those passages
Lipstadt cites as well as the far
more numerous aspects of Butz’s
book she has chosen to ignore, and
come away convinced that the
would-be confounder of the

deniers has made so much as a
dent in his thesis, even where it is
perhaps most vulnerable.

Mistakes and Irrelevancies

Aside from the intellectual dis-
honesty that members of the pro-
fessional Holocaust orthodoxy
share (which can only grow as
Revisionist researchers gain
access to more evidence), Lipstadt
seems to suffer from an intellec-
tual incapacity crippling in a
scholar bent upon penetrating
veneers and veils of supposedly
false scholarship through rigor-
ous criticism. She excels at mis-
taking a point or fixing on an
irrelevancy, then dwelling on it for
half a page or more, as when, for
example, she taxes Richard Ver-
rall (“Harwood”), author of Did
Six Million Really Die?, for quot-
ing Hitler biographer Colin Cross
to the effect that “murdering [the
Jews] in a time of desperate war
emergency was useless from any
rational point of view” (pp. 113-
114). She reproaches Verrall for
the better part of a page for hav-
ing tried to represent Cross as
challenging the “Holocaust.”
Checking the passage in question
(Did Six Million Really Die?, p.
20), reveals no such intent to co-
opt Cross.

Then again, the fact that Revi-
sionists have paid close attention
to Exterminationist writers, and
cited such authors as Raul Hil-
berg, Gerald Reitlinger, and J.-C.
Pressac to bolster their case
either by referencing otherwise
unobtainable evidence or by
employing the valid controversial
tactic of admission against inter-
est, brings forth an anguished
yelp from our author: “They [the
“deniers”] rely on books that
directly contradict their argu-
ments, quoting in a manner that
completely distorts the authors’
objectives (p. 111).” Well, what’s
sauce for the Gentile goose... but
we understand perfectly, Debbie,
that you and your colleagues
would much prefer that we ignore
your works — and we understand
why.

Omissions

Another tactic (or failing) of
Denying the Holocaust, is in the
matter, already adverted to, of
omission — omission of all sorts of
pertinent facts, arguments, writ-
ings, personages, and attain-
ments of Revisionist scholars.
Lipstadt seems only half aware of
the compass of revisionist
research and publication. Her
book contains no mention of such
key Revisionist authors as Wil-
helm Sté#glich, Fritz Berg, Carlo
Mattogno and Enrique Aynat.
And, despite the fact that she
makes use of the English transla-
tion of Pierre Vidal-Naquet’s
Assassins of Memory, she omits all
reference to world-class Jewish
historian Arno Mayer’s Why Did
the Heavens Not Darken, with its
two crushing observations:
“Sources for the study of the gas
chambers are at once rare and
unreliable” and “There is no deny-
ing the many contradictions,
ambiguities, and errors in the
existing sources.”

Lipstadt’s understating of the
achievements and credentials of
Revisionists, despite their avail-
ability from the sources she cites,
is too frequent to be anything but
willful. James Martin gets men-
tion in a single footnote, which
fails to mention his doctorate in
history from the University of
Michigan, his 25-year academic
career, and his authorship of five
well-received books and numer-
ous articles: Lipstadt does credit
him (p. 44) for being listed as “a
contributor to the 1970 Encyclo-
paedia Britannica.” Mark Weber,
who studied history at four differ-
ent universities, including
Munich and Indiana University,
obtaining a master’s degree from
the latter, is said (p. 186) only to
have been “educated in a Jesuit
high school in Portland, Oregon.”

When Lipstadt refers (p. 67) to
Stephen Pinter’s famous letter
published in the Catholic newspa-
per Our Sunday Visitor (June 14,
1959), which challenged the gas
chamber and extermination
claims, she leaves out all refer-
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ence to the fact that Pinter served
as an attorney for the U.S. War
Department during the postwar
Dachau trials, and that he based
his knowledge of the wartime
treatment of the Jews on having
“interviewed thousands of Jews,
former inmates of concentration
camps in Germany and Austria.”

Fred Leuchter

Lipstadt’s noisiest evocation of
the “credentials” issue comes in
her assault on the findings of Fred
Leuchter regarding the purported
gas chambers at Auschwitz. She
takes considerable pains to show
that: 1) Leuchter has only a B.A.
in history; 2) he is not a certified
engineer; 3) a Canadian judge
deemed him unqualified to “serve
as an expert witness on the con-
struction and functioning of the
gas chambers” (p. 164); and he is
not America’s leading authority
on execution gas chambers.

Lipstadt presents a melange of
truth and fiction to make her case
that Leuchter’s analysis of the
feasibility of execution gassings at
Auschwitz, Majdanek and else-
where may mislead the unin-
formed or the unwary, but the
essential facts and elementary
common sense refute her.

Leuchter’s formal educational
credentials easily exceed those of
Benjamin Franklin, Thomas Edi-
son, or the Wright brothers; he
holds numerous patents for inven-
tions ranging from the first elec-
tronic sextant to a color stereo
helicopter mapping system to var-
ious types of execution hardware
(Lipstadt omits all mention of
these). Even worse, she flagrantly
misstates the truth by writing
that Leuchter was not allowed to
testify during the Second trial of
Ernst Ziindel as an expert on exe-
cution gas chambers: he certainly
was, as the transcript makes per-
fectly clear.

As to Leuchter’s pre-eminence
as the American expert on gas
chamber design, operation and
maintenance, a recent book by
journalist Stephen Trombley, The
Execution Protocol, makes abun-
dantly clear that Leuchter was all

that in abundance, before his
career was wrecked thanks to his
steadfastness in standing by the
conclusions he reached in his
widely-circulated 1988 Report.
Lipstadt is aware of The Execu-
tion Protocol, since she reproaches
it for having “resurrected”
Leuchter’s reputation, but she
has no specific criticisms to make
of its massive confirmation, com-
ing from an author unsympa-
thetic to capital punishment, of
Leuchter’s expertise and author-
ity. (Trombley’s book also throws
light on how Leuchter’s ambigu-
ous position as an inventor and
technician dedicated to humane
execution methods, and an ambi-
tious businessman, made him vul-
nerable to unfair charges from
state officials that his testimony
against defective and inhumane
equipment and procedures was
prompted merely by venality.)

In any case, Lipstadt is unable
to shake the most important
aspect of the Leuchter affair: that,
thanks to the enterprise of Ernst
Zindel and the dedication of Rob-
ert Faurisson, the first-ever
expert forensic examination of
whether mass homicidal gassing
was feasible in the Auschwitz cre-
matoria, and the first quantita-
tive investigation of the physico-
chemical evidence of such gas-
sings, was conducted by a leading,
professional, court-certified
expert in homicidal gas chambers.
Needless to say, she fails to report
the existence of three subsequent
reports on the alleged homicidal
gas chambers of Auschwitz — car-
ried out by a Polish forensic insti-
tute, a German chemist, and an
Austrian engineer — each of
which corroborates Leuchter’s
1988 report.

Jean-Claude Pressac

Aside from attempting to
impugn Leuchter’s credentials,
Lipstadt makes a feeble effort to
uphold the gas chamber myth by
invoking the supposed findings
and authority of Jean-Claude
Pressac, the French pharmacist
whose book Auschwitz: Technique
and Operation of the Gas Cham-

bers was published in 1989 by
Beate and Serge Klarsfeld.
Despite its labored attempts to
substantiate the “gas chambers”
of Auschwitz by revealing and dis-
cussing an unprecedented wealth
of documents from Auschwitz,
Pressac’s book has to date
received scant public notice from
orthodox Holocaust scholars. It
has, rather, been the Revisionists,
above all in this Journal, who
have analyzed this and other of
Pressac’s writings — to the
embarrassment of the Extermina-
tionists and to the great profit of
historical truth.

Suffice it to say that Lipstadt
(pp. 226-228) has merely listed
(not always accurately) a few of
the 39 allegedly criminal traces
which Pressac claims to have dis-
covered from documents relating
to the Auschwitz crematoria: a
gas-tight door here, a request for
gas detectors there, an inventory
listing shower heads, and so forth.
Readers interested in ascertain-
ing the perfectly banal usages of
all these items are advised to turn
to the Journal articles by Robert
Faurisson (Spring 1991), Paul
Grubach (Winter 1992-93), and
Arthur Butz (May/June 1993). As
for Lipstadt’s own gross ignorance
of the Auschwitz gas-chamber
question, this reviewer is content
to cite this sentence from Denying
the Holocaust: “The delousing
chambers were constructed in the
same fashion as the homicidal gas
chambers,” and refer the reader to
The Leuchter Report, Pressac, or
any other source for blueprints
and photographs he or she may
choose.

Dread Portent?

Dr. Lipstadt seems to have
begun unraveling in the course of
her work on this book. In her pref-
ace (pp. vii-viii) she makes less
than cryptic references to the
growing stress she felt as she
strove to confront and expose the
increasingly powerful arguments
of the Revisionists:

I had constantly to avoid
being sucked into a debate
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that is no debate and an
argument that is no argu-
ment. It has been a discon-
certing and, at times, painful
task that would have been
impossible without the aid
and support of a variety of
people. Without them I
would never have emerged
from this morass.

In her final chapter, entitled
“Watching on the Rhine: The
Future Course of Holocaust
Denial,” Debbie becomes com-
pletely unglued. After sniffing
suspiciously at the work of such
orthodox, but dismayingly skepti-
cal, modern German historians as
Ernst Nolte, who has recently
called for open debate on the gas
chambers, and Michael Stiirmer,
who seems to think that the inter-
pretation of his country’s recent
past should serve purposes other
than a source for Hollywood hor-
ror scripts and fundraising gim-
micks for the United Jewish
Appeal, Lipstadt conjures up the
looming horror of a Fourth, Revi-
sionist Reich.

The “deniers,” she tells her
readers, are really no different
from the Ku Klux Klan, the skin-
heads, the Neo-Nazis: “They hate
the same things — Jews, racial
minorities, and democracy — and
have the same objectives, the
destruction of truth and memory.”
And the deniers are cleverer: they
don’t run around in sheets or Nazi
paraphernalia, but “...attempt to
project the appearance of being
committed to the very values that
they in truth adamantly oppose:
reason, critical, rules of evidence,
and historical distinction. It is
this that makes Holocaust denial
such a threat.”

And just what does this dire
threat portend? What final horror
threatens Jews, racial minorities,
and democracy? Here’s how Lips-
tadt evokes (p. 218) the coming
tribulation:

A strategic change will also
mark the activities of the
racist, neo-Nazi, ultrana-
tionalist groups. So easily
identifiable by their outer

trappings, they will adopt
the deniers’ tactics, cast off
the external attributes that
mark them as extremists,
and eschew whatever
pigeonholes them as neofas-
cists. They will cloak them-
selves and their arguments
in a veneer of reason and in
arguments [sic] that sound
rational to the American peo-
ple. The physical terror they
perpetrate may cease, but
the number of people
beguiled by their arguments
will grow.

As a portent of the terrors to
come, and as a tactic analogous to
those of the deniers, Professor
Lipstadt cites an attempt by one
of the many Klan groupuscules to
erect a cross on city property in
Cincinnati during Christmas.
Horrors!

She’s not done yet, however.
After considering (p. 219) “the
most efficacious strategies for
countering these attacks” (she
lukewarmly opposes legal censor-
ship because it may turn revision-
ists into martyrs, and advocates
that the population at large be
stuffed, like so many Strasbourg
geese, with more Holocaust edu-
cation, museums, etc.), Lipstadt
ends (pp. 221-222) with a final,
quavering, self-pitying wail (a
wail that begs for annotation):

Though we cannot directly
engage them [in debate — as
to why not, the reader may
decide], there is something
we can do. Those who care
not just about Jewish history
or the history of the Holo-
caust but about truth in all
its forms [comment super-
erogatory], must function as
canaries in the mine [not
cuckoos in the clock or bats
in the belfry?], to guard
against the spread of noxious
fumes. [“Gas masks for sale!
0-0-0-1d gas masks!”] We
must vigilantly stand watch
against an increasingly nim-
ble enemy. [Tough work for
increasingly sclerotic Holo-
caustomaniacs!] But unlike

the canary, we must not sit
silently by waiting to expire
so that others will be warned
of the danger. [“Good, heav-
ens, Martha, it’s raining
canaries! What can it
mean?”’] When we witness
assaults on the truth, our
response must be strong,
though neither polemical or
emotional [like your book?]
We must educate the broader
public and academe about
this threat and its historical
and ideological roots [Oh,
boy! More lavishly funded
Chairs of Holocaust Stud-
ies!]. We must expose these
people for what they are. [Is
the ADL about to fold up?]
The effort will not be
pleasant. [You can count on
that one, Debbie!] Those who
take on this task will some-
times feel — as I often did in
the course of writing [Does
she mean typing?] this work
— as if they are being forced
to prove what they know to
be a fact. [What an awful
imposition!] Those of us who
make scholarship our voca-
tion and avocation dream of
spending our time charting
new paths, opening new vis-
tas, and offering new per-
spectives on some aspect of
the truth. [Us Revisionists
have things so easy! But
you're not getting tired of the
Holocaust, are you, Debbie?
What are you — some kind of
anti-Semite?] We seek to dis-
cover, not to defend. [Aww...]
We did not train in our
respective fields in order to
stand like watchmen and
watchwomen on the Rhine
[100-1 she got this image
only second-hand from
prune-faced, lying old Stalin-
ist Lillian Hellman, not from
hearing the patriotic Ger-
man song]. Yet this is what
we must do. [What dedica-
tion!] We do so in order to
expose falsehood and hate.
[“But we don't 1-i-i-ke mir-
rors!”] We will remain ever
vigilant so that the most pre-
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cious tools of our trade and
our society — truth and rea-
son — can prevail. The still,
small voices of millions cry
out to us from the ground
demanding that we do no
less. [Ugh!]

And with that last emetic cry,
the Wicked Witch of the West (or
is it the East?) dissolves into an
oozing putrescence. Unwilling to
confront the Revisionists, unable
of answering their arguments, at
best a second-rate mistress of the
dossier and the exposé, she can
only bequeath her formulas and
her broom to the smear mongers
at the defense agency.

As for Denying the Holocaust,
to recall the German philologist
Wilamowitz-Méllendorff’s famous
dismissal of a study of socialism in
antiquity, “Dieses Buch existiert
nicht fiir die Wissenschaft” (“This
book doesn’t exist for scholar-
ship.”) In a sane world, it would
merit not a review, but an epi-
taph: “Here lies Deborah Lip-
stadt.”

Stern’s Effort

Kenneth Stern, author of the
American Jewish Committee’s
Holocaust Denial, is described
therein as “Program Specialist,
Anti-Semitism and Extremism”
for that organization. Despite
these ominous credentials, and
endorsements from Deborah Lips-
tadt, Shelly Z. Shapiro (who tried
to frame Fred Leuchter on orders
from Beate Klarsfeld), and the
irrepressible Mel Mermelstein,
Stern’s book is fairer than might
be expected.

Why so? After all, his book con-
tains many of the standard slurs
and slanders: the IHR is “Carto’s
lie-tank” (p. 8), “Holocaust denial”
is an “enterprise of professional
anti-Semites” (p. 9) and “a dogma
that provides ideological incen-
tives to feel good about Jew-
hatred” (p. 84). Stern relies
heavily on slanted information
provided by Gerry Gable, editor of
the pro-Communist periodical
Searchlight, Leonard Zeskind,
research director of the Center for

Democratic Renewal, and other
Marxist flacks, and opines that
“even if we do not agree with the
complete agenda of the current
Europe [sic] organizations that
have a mission to fight fascism —
such as some of the mainstream
left-wing ‘antifascist’ groups — we
should be more active in helping
them.” (p. 97)

Nevertheless, Stern takes
Holocaust Revisionism seriously
enough to provide nearly fifty
pages of appendices with evidence
— from their own mouths and
pens — of Revisionist scholarly
and polemical activity, including
the full text of Brad Smith’s first
campus advertisement, “The
Holocaust Controversy: The Case
for Open Debate”; a complete
transcript of Montel Williams’s
April 30, 1992, television show
devoted to Holocaust Revision-
ism, during which Journal editor
Weber and Revisionist filmmaker
David Cole easily bested a gaggle
of Holocausters, including a cou-
ple of survivors; and an 18-page
listing of “Holocaust-denying”
books, booklets, and pamphlets,
and of articles from The Journal
of Historical Review that should
make even the hardiest true
believer shiver at the evident
industry and sophistication of the
Revisionists.

Like Lipstadt (in her first
chapter), Stern offers a world tour
of Holocaust Revisionism. His
Baedeker is rather more informa-
tive than hers, for all his errors,
and even this reviewer, inundated
as all IHR’s editors are by Revi-
sionist news from around the
globe, read it with some profit.

Stern takes a stab at refuting
selected Revisionist arguments,
not very successfully, since he has
either dodged major questions in
favor of trivial ones (“[Revisionist]
Claim: That neither Churchill nor
Eisenhower, in their memoirs,
mention either gas chambers or a
genocide program” [p. 71]), or
relied on empty pronouncements
from Exterminationist authority
figures, such as Professor Yehuda
Bauer, who confutes the laws of
physics by informing us that “the

incinerators at Auschwitz were
built to cremate nine corpses per
hour” (p. 65), or put his faith, like
Lipstadt, in J.-C. Pressac.

All in all, Revisionists will
likely experience a warm feeling
of satisfaction when they put
down Holocaust Denial: we are on
the march, and Stern makes clear
that he and his fellow professional
anti-anti-Semites don’t know how
to stop us.

ADL Hatchet Job

The second offering from the
Jewish “defense agencies” under
review is a rather less attractive
effort. Hitler’s Apologists lumbers
along after Lipstadt’s and Stern’s
books, its knuckles grazing
already well-worn grooves of
innuendo, smear, and what used
to be called “guilt by association.”
Compiled by a cast of professional
snoops, this 86-page booklet was
edited by Alan Schwartz, who was
dropped from the plaintiff’s list of
expert witnesses after he was
mercilessly grilled by Mark Lane
in deposition during the second
Mermelstein case.

Although the booklet’s subti-
tle, “The Anti-Semitic Propa-
ganda of Holocaust ‘Revision-
ism’,” would seem to indicate a
programmatic confrontation with
the Revisionist case, the way Hit-
ler’s Apologists is organized belies
that. Most sections are titled with
the names of individual Revision-
ists, who are pilloried for all man-
ner of associations and linkages,
motives and agendas, positions
and statements, some of them
dating back decades, while their
formal arguments are passed over
or dismissed with ritualistic slurs.

For example, Mark Weber is
falsely described as “a long-time
neo-Nazi” (p. 10). (Question: How
long does one have to be a “neo-
Nazi” before he qualifies as a
“paleo-Nazi”?) Bradley Smith,
who has been earlier accused of
falsifying credentials — creden-
tials he never claimed! — by Har-
vard law professor Alan
Dershowitz, is taxed for being the
co-director of a “pseudo-academic
enterprise, the Committee for
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Open Debate of the Holocaust” (p.
12), although Smith has never
represented CODOH as being in
any way academic.

Once the ADL’s smear appara-
tus has been turned on and has
sputtered to life, it takes on a
demonic existence of its own, like
some odd carnival amusement,
ultimately repellent whatever its
attraction. Amid stomach-turning
odors, to the manic burbling of a
cranky calliope, the centrifugal
pump that is Hitler’s Apologists
whirls faster and faster, spewing
filth and falsehood about Revi-
sionists, great and small, into the
faces of the American public. Fred
Leuchter! David McCalden! Jack
Wikoff! Hans Schmidt! Ernst Ziin-
del! Pat Buchanan! Arno Mayer!
Keegstra! Faurisson! Roques! Le
Pen! The Germans! Faster and
faster! Eastern Europe! Lithua-
nia! The Muslims! Saddam Hus-
sein! The Intifada!

And on and on it spins and
stinks, this latest ADL hatchet
job, shooting half-truths and lies,
irrelevancies and mistakes, to the
point where it becomes idle to
track down and refute them one
by one. A production like this is of
a piece — either one great truth or
one great lie. The big lie of Hitler’s
Apologists — that all revisionists
are simply Nazis — is wearing
ever thinner. Thus the insane
energy of the liars and sneaks
who basted it together.

Repression and Monopoly

Each of the books under exam-
ination here calls for or tolerates
continued censorship of Revision-
ists — if not through judicial or
police measures, then by system-
atically refusing Revisionists the
right of the effective public forum
— media, academia, advertising,
and commercial distribution.
Only grudgingly conceded is the
right to assail the Holocaust hoax
from a soapbox in a public park.

This intolerance of debate, this
relish for repression, is the
reverse of the counterfeit coin
whose obverse is the gas chamber
lie and the six million myth.
Whatever the responsibilities of

the wartime propagandists and
the postwar survivors, the mint-
ers of the false currency of Holo-
caust history cannot be excused
for temporary opportunity, hot-
blooded vengeance, or passing
confusion. Through their jeal-
ously guarded monopoly of histor-
ical discussion of the “Holocaust,”
the Second World War, and ulti-
mately the entire modern era of
the West, they mean to silence all
dissent, from the rantings of the
most repulsive race-baiter to the
researches of the most meticulous
scholar. And they aim, through
their hypostatized Holocaust, to
raise their own filthy calumnies
— of the Nazis, the Germans, the
Axis, Europe, and ultimately
America and the entire West
throughout its history — to an
obligatory state cult.

That is why the work of Holo-
caust Revisionism — including its
sometimes peckish-seeming pre-
occupation with the innards of
what Professor James J. Martin
has called “Polish potato cellars,”
with the efficacy of insecticides,
and the meaning of half-century

old invoices for light bulbs or
showerheads — must continue. To
use a military analogy, it is not
enough that our scouts and our
reconnaissance troops have won
some skirmishes, not enough that
General Rassinier’s airborne
troops have seized a bridgehead,
not enough that Field Marshal
Butz’s panzer army has knifed
deep into enemy territory. These
victories must be confirmed and
consolidated through further
research and new findings, while
the smallest and meanest of the
Holocaust lies must be rooted out
of the isolated intellectual bun-
kers in which they lurk, then
destroyed.

Today, no matter how badly
beleaguered by state censorship,
by physical attacks, by economic
pressure, Holocaust Revisionists
are on the intellectual offensive. If
the books reviewed above can’t be
much bettered by the Holocaust
Lobby, both the lie and the lobby
are in danger of definitive refuta-
tion and exposure before the
decade is out.

Anti- Revisionist Work Takes Aim at Faurisson

Crossin
on the

Assassins of Memory: Essays
on the Denial of the Holo-
caust, by Pierre Vidal-Naquet.
Translated and with a foreword
by Jeffrey Mehlman. New York:
Columbia University Press, 1992.
Hardcover. 205 (+ xxvi) pages.
Notes. Index. ISBN: 0-231-07458-
1.

Reviewed by Mark Weber

In no country has Holocaust revi-
sionism gained greater ground
than in France. Most of the blame
or credit for this belongs to one
man: Dr. Robert Faurisson. A vic-
tim of numerous costly legal bat-
tles, ten physical attacks (one of
them nearly fatal), and an unre-
lenting media smear campaign,
this specialist of French literature

Swords in France
olocaust Issue

and text and document analysis
has had a profound impact solely
because of the solidity and per-
suasiveness of his arguments —
arguments bolstered with an
astonishing mountain of docu-
ments and compiled in years of
meticulous research in archives in
at least four countries.

In the years since he first pre-
sented his arguments in two arti-
cles published in the influential
Paris daily Le Monde (December
29, 1978, and January 16, 1979),
few efforts have been made to con-
front the substance of his argu-
ments. This book by French
Jewish scholar Vidal-Naquet is
the most serious try at it.

This is not a new work. It is a
collection of four essays that
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appeared first in France in 1980,
1981, 1985, 1987, and as a news-
paper article in Le Monde in April
1981. The fact that this largely
outdated work has been pressed
into urgent service in 1992 —
with considerable applause from
America’s intellectual establish-
ment — suggests a feeling of
urgency on the part of the powers
that be in dealing with the revi-
sionists.

Pierre Vidal-Naquet

Assassins of Memory has been
given the most prestigious and
flattering treatment that a book
can receive in this country: a lau-
datory front page review (along
with Lipstadt’s Denying the Holo-
caust) in the nationally-distrib-
uted New York Times Book Review
(July 11, 1993). And yet, the
appearance of this book is no
cause for rejoicing, as psychiatrist
Walter Reich complains in his
Times review. “. . .The Holocaust
deniers,” he writes, “have grown
ever more successful in having
their arguments presented — and
heard with receptivity and
respect — in high school class-
rooms, on college campuses and
on television talk shows.”

This unhappy mood verging on
despair is further manifest in
what is probably the most
remarkable and interesting por-
tion of this book: the 1992 fore-
word by Jeffrey Mehlman, a
professor of French literature at
Boston University. In five pages of
Mehlman’s foreword, one can find

these words about either his
friend, Vidal-Naquet, or about his
friend’s work:

A tone between rage and pes-
simism . . . disenchanted. . .
bizarrely pessimistic . . .
aberrant . . . most intriguing
[meant pejoratively] . . .
forced ... camp of the dogma-
tists . . . dispirited . . . oddly
dispirited pseudo-conclusion
... dispirited . . . depressing
. . .refusal of open debate . ..
having written a book about
(and against) arguments
which he claims to regard as
beneath consideration . ..
.stridency and insult .. . a
venting of outrage . . . his
declaration in Le Monde
[Feb. 23, 1972] seems both
like a closing of establish-
ment ranks and an a priori
refusal of discussion . . .

For years now, Vidal-Naquet
has been the Nemesis of Fauris-
son, even testifying against him in
court. While he has repeatedly
claimed that he does not believe
that Faurisson should be brought
to trial because of his views, he
has belied this by his actions. In
an English-language interview
broadcast on American radio in
mid-December 1992, Vidal-
Naquet said that he opposes laws
that criminalize revisionism, but
also stated: “I hate Faurisson. If I
could, I would kill him person-
ally.”

French officials have bestowed
numerous honors on Pierre Vidal-
Naquet. His appointment to the
Légion d’honneur was announced
in the July 14 (Bastille day) 1990
issue of France’s official gazette of
laws (Journal officiel de la Répub-
lique frangaise). In the same issue
of the Journal officiel also
appeared the text of a remarkable
law specifically designed to crimi-
nalize “denial” of the Holocaust, a
statute that can rightly be called
the “Lex Faurissonia.”

The core of this book is the first
essay; its title, “A Paper Eich-
mann,” refers to Professor Fauris-
son. Unless the reader pays close
attention to footnotes, he might

not realize that Faurisson had
already replied in scrupulous
detail to Vidal-Naquet’s points in
a lengthy essay published in
France in 1982. This reply is men-
tioned here in just four footnotes,
and no mention whatsoever is
made of the 52-page English-lan-
guage version, “Response to a
Paper Historian” (a reference to
Vidal-Naquet), which appeared in
the Spring 1986 issue of this Jour-
nal.

In his “Response,” Faurisson
has done a magnificent job of
answering every one of Vidal-
Naquet’s pertinent points and
arguments. In his 56-point reply,
Faurisson sought to leave no
stone unturned. Reading this dev-
astating counter-attack, it is not
difficult to understand Vidal-
Naquet’s reluctance to let people
know of its existence. (It would, of
course, be redundant and impossi-
ble to duplicate here what Fauris-
son has already written: the
reader interested in a scrupulous
revisionist response to the specific
points and charges made in this
book is referred to the Spring
1986 Journal, pp. 21-72.)

For years the “party line” on
dealing with revisionists was sim-
ply to ignore them. Confronted
with the continued progress of
revisionism, this tactic has given
way to a campaign of misrepre-
sentation, vilification, censorship,
fines and violence. So clever and
deceitful are the Holocaust revi-
sionists (so the argument goes),
that the public is unable to see
through their specious argu-
ments. Therefore, they must be
attacked ad hominem and never
permitted an opportunity to
respond.

In his preface, Vidal-Naquet
accordingly insists that: “One can
and should enter into a discussion
concerning the ‘revisionists’. . .
but one should not enter into
debate with the ‘revisionists’.”
Faurisson, in his essay, “My Life
as a Revisionist” (published in the
Spring 1989 issue of this Jour-
nal), provides a tart reply to this
comment. After taking note of
some of Vidal-Naquet’s reluctant
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but significant concessions to
truth (pp. 53-55), Faurisson
wrote:

To draw an analogy from
sports, Vidal-Naquet thinks
he is better than Faurisson
at tennis; not only that, he
claims that Faurisson cheats
at tennis. Should the latter
suggest a match, before a ref-
eree and in public, Vidal-
Naquet would respond that
he would certainly like to
play, but only on the condi-
tion that there be no oppo-
nent. He would ask the judge
to declare him the winner in
advance; the public’s job
would simply be to confirm
the decision.

In the opening sentence of his
chapter “Theses on Revisionism,”
Vidal-Naquet writes: “I shall call
‘revisionism’ the doctrine accord-
ing to which the genocide prac-
ticed by Nazi Germany against
Jews and Gypsies did not exist
...” This definition is dangerously
ambiguous because he provides
no definition of genocide. Every
serious revisionist — including
Faurisson — readily acknowl-
edges that European Jews were
victims of a cruel and harsh policy
—one that could well be described
as genocidal, but one not essen-
tially different than the treatment
many other peoples have endured
through the ages.

A mistake that strikes closer
to home is Vidal-Naquet’s asser-
tion that “In the United States,
revisionism is above all the speci-
ality of a Californian group, W. A.
Carto’s Liberty Lobby.” (p. 90).
Similarly untrue is Vidal-
Naquet’s assertion (p. 184) that
“Carto finances the Journal of
Historical Review.”

This book’s silly title is typical
of the Holocaust literature of our
day, even this supposedly serious
work. It suggests that revisionists
are intellectual criminals who are
murdering the sacred “memory”
of Holocaust survivors. Implicit
here is the notion that it is a sin, a
sacrilege, to question the “mem-
ory” of (Jewish) “martyrs.”

Well, does this include the
now-discredited “memory” of the
five witnesses in the Demjanjuk
trial who, under oath, identified
John Demjanjuk as a mass mur-
derer at Treblinka? Who are the
“assassins” of those “memories”?
And who “assassinated” the
“memories” of those who talk
about soap bars made from Jew-
ish corpses?

Or what about the “memory” of
the prominent former Auschwitz
inmate Rudolf Vrba? In sworn tes-
timony in the 1985 trial in Tor-
onto of Ernst Ziindel, Vrba
calculated, based on personal
observation, that at Auschwitz-
Birkenau during a 25-month
period (April 1942 to April 1944),
the Germans had “gassed”
1,765,000 Jews, including 150,000
from France. Later, under rigor-
ous questioning, this impostor
admitted to having resorted to
“poetic license” in making these
claims. (See Faurisson’s essay,
“The Ziindel Trial,” Winter 1988-
89 Journal, pp. 420-421.)

Similarly, who is guilty of
“assassinating” the “memory” of
those who once claimed to have
witnessed mass killings by elec-
trocution at Belzec and
Auschwitz? And who “assassi-
nated” the “memory” of those who
once recounted executions at Tre-
blinka in “steam chambers”?

Although Vidal-Naquet vows,
in his preface, that “I have noth-
ing to reply to them [revisionists]
and will not do so,” a good portion
of this book is devoted precisely to
that purpose. He also makes a few
grudging concessions to revision-
ist arguments. He writes (p. 97)
that

there was no gas chamber
functioning at Dachau, that
The Diary of Anne Frank, as
it has been published in var-
ious languages, raises prob-
lems of coherence if not of
authenticity, [and that] . . .
Krema I, that of the
Auschwitz [main] camp, was
reconstructed after the war
by the Poles.

In recent years, every serious

anti-revisionist has been obliged
to make concession after conces-
sion to the revisionists in order to
salvage what he believes is the
core of the Holocaust story.

In the two Le Monde articles
mentioned earlier, Faurisson
insisted on the physical and
chemical impossibilities of the
“Nazi gas chambers.” An alarmed
French intellectual establishment
responded to these articles with a
statement — co-authored by
Vidal-Naquet and signed by 34
scholars — that will certainly be
long remembered as one of most
shameful in that country’s intel-
lectual history. The declaration
(published in Le Monde, Feb. 21,
1979, and cited by Mehlman in his
foreword to this book), concludes
with the words:

The question of how techni-
cally such a mass murder
was possible should not be
raised. It was technically
possible because it occurred.
This is the necessary start-
ing point for all historical
investigation on the subject.
It has fallen to us to recall
that point with due simplic-
ity: there is not nor can there
be a debate over the exist-
ence of the gas chambers.

It has proven necessary for the
defenders of the Holocaust story
to ignore even this injunction.
Anti-revisionist researchers such
as Jean-Claude Pressac have
devoted considerable time and
energy to an effort to show pre-
cisely “how technically such a
mass murder was possible.”

Another early retort to Fauris-
son was an article in Le Monde,
fittingly headlined “An Abun-
dance of Evidence,” that claimed
that proofs of execution gas cham-
bers are plentiful. As Mehlman
notes, even leading Holocaust his-
torians must now admit that
there is no such “abundance” —
merely tortured interpretations of
documentary evidence. Even once
widely quoted “testimonies” of
“survivors” and famed postwar
“confessions” of German officials
are being abandoned. As Mehl-
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man goes on to inform the reader,
even Princeton University profes-
sor Arno Mayer (himself Jewish)
in his book 1989 book, Why Did
the Heavens Not Darken?: The
“Final Solution” in History,
acknowledged that “Sources for
the study of the gas chambers are
at once rare and unreliable,” and
that more Jews perished at
Auschwitz as victims of disease
than were put to death — a view
at odds with the “official”
Auschwitz extermination story.
This book concludes with
words of doubt: “Will truth have
the last word? How one would like
to be sure of it . . .” With sadness,
Mehlman aptly comments on a
striking contrast of moods:

Whereas Vidal-Naquet is left
dispirited at the end of this
volume as to the future pros-
pects of truth, Zola’s great
slogan has fallen — diaboli-
cally — into the adversary
camp. “Historical truth is on
the march,” writes Fauris-
son, and “one is hard put to
see who might stop it.”

“Be not intimidated,
therefore, by any terrors,
from publishing with
the utmost freedom
whatever can be
warranted by the laws
of your country; nor
suffer yourselves to be
wheedled out of your
liberty by any pretenses
of politeness, delicacy or
decency. These, as they
are often used, are but
three different names for
hypocrisy, chicanery
and cowardice.”

— John Adams

Memoir by Veteran ADL Official

Provides Revelations

Square One, by Arnold Forster.
New York: Donald I. Fine, 1988.
Hardcover. 423 pages. Photo-
graphs. Index. ISBN: 1-55611-
104-5.

Reviewed by John Cobden

By any objective standard, the
Anti-Defamation League (ADL) of
B’nai B’rith is one of the most in-
fluential organizations in America
today. Its ability to cajole, intimi-
date and pressure politicians,
newspapers and broadcasters is
legendary. In recent years, it has
devoted considerable effort to
countering the growing impact of
Holocaust Revisionism.

During the last several
months, the ADL’s nationwide
“intelligence gathering” opera-
tions have come under critical
scrutiny. Although the Gerard/
Bullock “ADL spy scandal” is still
unfolding, police officials have
already charged the ADL with
criminal conduct, and some of the
ADL’s many victims have filed a
class action suit against the pow-
erful Zionist organization.

For more than forty years
Arnold Forster, the author of this
memoir, served as General Coun-
sel and Associate National Direc-
tor of this misnamed organi-
zation. I say misnamed because
any unbiased reader of this boast-
ful work cannot help but conclude
that defamation has been a hall-
mark of Forster’s career.

He has written a dozen books,
most of them polemical attacks
against alleged anti-Semites, par-

John Cobden is the pen name of an
American writer whose essays on
political issues have appeared in
nationally-circulated magazines and
major daily newspapers, including the
Hartford Courant and the Orange
County Register. His writings on
aspects of the Holocaust issue have
appeared in The Journal of Historical
Review and, in translation, in the
French journal Revue d’Histoire Revi-
sionniste.

ticularly in the conservative
movement. In his work for the
ADL, Forster (who changed his
name from Fastenberg) has been
quick to pin the anti-Semite label
on just about anyone suspected of
harboring less than total support
for Israel and the Jewish people.
While his accusations have doubt-
less often been correct, in many
cases his charge of anti-Semitism
— just about the most harmful
thing any public figure can be
called — has had little or no basis
in reality, except in the tortured
logic of a professional anti-anti-
Semite.

Praise from Wiesel

In his fulsome foreword to
Square One, Elie Wiesel makes
clear that he, along with Forster,
regards any critic of Israel as an
enemy of the Jews and, by exten-
sion, of humanity. (pp. 17, 18). In
praising Forster, Wiesel writes:

What is the anti-Zionist
campaign, the anti-Israeli
propaganda, if not the same
archaic hatred [against
Jews] in modern dress?. . .
Here is a fearless man who
refuses all compromise when
it comes to defending the
Jewish people, and through
it, all of humanity. . . He
loves Israel, as I do, with all
his heart.

This arrogant Jews=humanity
equation doesn’t work in reverse,
though. Wiesel would never
praise anyone as “a fearless man
who refuses all compromise when
it comes to defending the Pales-
tinian (or German, or Spanish or
. . .) people, and through it, all of
humanity.”

In an effort to justify a belief in
Jewish moral superiority, Forster
writes: “No other religion, it was
pointed out, so celebrated the
principle of freedom.” (p. 138)
Whatever the merits of this view,
if the actions of Arnold Forster
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and the ADL — as recorded in this
book — are any indication, he has
fallen woefully short of this pro-
claimed ideal.

Suppressing Free Speech
Forster tells us that the ADL
“was chartered to defend against
defamation,” and that it has “a
reputation for reliability and
accuracy.” (p. 151) He suggests
that his accusations are always
based on solid evidence. As he
acknowledges here, though, For-
ster has spent much of life work-
ing to suppress the free speech
rights of those whose views he
does not like. This book estab-
lishes that the only evidence For-
ster needs to accuse someone of
anti-Semitism is his own say-so.

Mystical Insight

In his foreword, Wiesel warns
us that we will break into tears
when we read Forster’s account of
how he responded to an attack
against his son, Stubs. Forster’s
account (pp. 179, 180) may not
bring tears, but it does provide an
enlightening insight into the
workings of the mind of a profes-
sional anti-anti-Semite. (For no
apparent reason, we are paren-
thetically told that Stubs is blond,
and that he now also has a son
who is blond.)

Arnold Forster describes an
evening in December 1965 when
he learned by telephone that
Stubs had been found beaten and
unconscious on a roadside, appar-
ently the victim of an attack. The
narration continues as he
describes the drive to the hospital
with his wife and daughter,
Jayne:

Leaning forward, straining
to see the road, I remember I
kept muttering, “the sons of
bitches, the sons of bitches.”

After a long silence, Jayne
spoke up. “Dad, why’d they
beat up Stubs? Did he do
something wrong?”

“They went after him
Jayne, because he’s my son,
your brother.”

“Why, what'd you do?”

“I defend the Jews.”

Thus, without any evidence
whatsoever, Arnold Forster
claimed to know that his son was
attacked because he “defend[s]
the Jews.” (To this day, no one has
ever been charged in the inci-
dent.) Forster’s instant accusa-
tion of anti-Semitic motivation
was a reflex assumption based,
apparently, on what might be
called a mystical revelation.

Violence Against Nazis

The casual reader might easily
assume that Forster is opposed to
violence as a means of silencing
political opponents. That would
be an error. Early on, Forster
recounts an incident in which he
and a group of friends encoun-
tered some youths who, he says,
were marching through the street
chanting “Up with Hitler, down
with the Jew.” (p. 40) Forster tells
how he and his buddies
responded:

When they got to where we
were standing, without a
word passing among the five
of us we stepped off the side-
walk into their path. Fists,
as they say, flew. Five young
attorneys, we should proba-
bly have known better. But
also healthy and outraged,
ours was a spontaneous com-
bustion. The sudden brawl
turned out to be a short-lived
free-for-all.

While Forster is outraged
because of violence allegedly
directed at his son because of his
views, he is himself ready to
engage in violence against those
whose politics he finds offensive.
As this memoir makes abun-
dantly clear, this is hardly the
only example of Forsters’ abiding
hypocrisy.

He tells us (p. 43) of his “anti-
Nazi street-corner speeches.”
These

presentations were free-
wheeling, not limited strictly
to anti-Semitism; they
ranged across the spectrum
of what we thought was the

broader problem. Any dan-
ger signal was worth men-
tioning, and danger signs
were all around. For exam-
ple, the Smith Act was
adopted, making it a crime to
advocate or teach the need to
overthrow the government,
or belong to a group dedi-
cated to such a purpose.
Entirely opposed to Commu-
nism, we nevertheless had
deep misgivings about the
outlawing of mere advocacy.
Democracy, we argued, was
being eroded by methods
intended to protect it.

As touching as these words
might be, they are not sincere. In
Forster’s view, the First Amend-
ment protects Communists but
not real or imagined Nazis, anti-
Semites or other “hatemongers.”
While proudly defending, in the
name of “democracy,” his own
right, and that of Communists, to
speak freely, he doesn’t refrain
from dubious legal actions and
even fist-fights to squelch the free
speech of those he hates.

Forster tells how he made use
of the police in fighting his ideo-
logical battles. Any “Nazi” who
dared speak in public was put
under surveillance by Forster and
his friends. In each case, at least
two of them “were assigned to
attend meetings along with one of
our attorneys. If a speech or the
situation warranted it, one was to
make a complaint to a nearby
policeman and request the imme-
diate arrest of the speaker. The
other layman would be a witness.”
(p. 42) The only crime committed
by these individuals was to make
a speech of which Forster did not
approve. “We got convictions . . .”
he brags.

Shylockian Legal Pretexts

To this his one-sided interpre-
tation of the Constitutional right
of freedom of speech, Forster pro-
vides an unusual legal theory.
After describing a stern lecture by
a judge who chastised him for his
opportunistic construction of the
First Amendment (p. 45), Forster
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relates:

The magistrate may have
been well grounded in his
interpretation of the First
Amendment guarantee of
free speech and assembly.
But my research has per-
suaded me that the Consti-
tution does not protect
“fighting words” that incite
immediate violence, even if
the violence is immediately
prevented by the attending
police.

“Fighting words,” in Forster’s
arrogant view, are only words that
provoke violence by him and his
ideological friends. As Forster
interprets the Constitution, an
individual’s First Amendment
rights depend on the subjective,
emotional reactions of his oppo-
nents. (As we have repeatedly
seen, professional anti-anti-Semi-
tes need little to provoke them to
violence. For example, the mere
presence of Ernst Ziindel as he
walked into a Toronto courtroom
in 1985 to stand trial was enough
to rouse a mob to fury enough to
begin beating him.)

Forster’s view of the First
Amendment is dangerous because
much language that is quite
acceptable to most people can
incite violence in a few. If his view
were ever to became the prevail-
ing legal norm, there would be no
First Amendment left.

Forster tells of another special
First Amendment legal theory,
this one dealing with broadcast-
ers. Some decades ago, a member
of the Ku Klux Klan named Lycer-
gus Spinks ran for governor of
Mississippi. A campaign speech
by Spinks delivered over a Missis-
sippi radio station so enraged For-
ster and his ADL colleagues (p.
84) that they responded with open
legal action along with press
releases and refusal to sit still in
the face of a klansman advocating
his own election by defaming
Jews. But the legal action was not
directed at Spinks. It proceeded
against the radio station that was
involved, interpreting existing
laws to mean that because broad-

casters were licensed by federal
authorities they were not in the
same category as newspapers,
which were entitled to First
Amendment protection.

In Forster’s view, government
licensing removes First Amend-
ment rights for radio (and pre-
sumably television) stations. So
pleased was he with his unique
interpretation of the Constitution
(p. 84) that he brought similar
suits against other radio stations:

Additional complaints were
filed with the FCC about
other stations that permitted
the Spinks style of inflam-
matory comment. We won a
number of cases, lost more.
In some situations station
owners backed away from
giving their microphones to
professional bigots after we
complained to the FCC. At
other times they fought us
even while learning that
allowing hatemongers the
use of their facilities was to
risk their licenses.

What Forster calls a victory
here was, in reality, a dangerous
defeat for the First Amendment
rights of all Americans.

Unfortunately, such shenani-
gans are not just unsavory epi-
sodes from the distant past. Just a
few years ago the Anti-Defama-
tion League, with Forster’s active
participation, successfully intimi-
dated numerous radio stations
into canceling their broadcasts of
allegedly anti-Israel commentar-
ies of Liberty Lobby — the popu-
list organization based in
Washington, DC. In addition to
the tactics that had proven their
worth in the Mississippi case, the
ADL pressured businesses into
withdrawing advertising from the
offending stations.

Other Measures

One such station, WVOX of
New Rochelle, New York, pointed
out that while Liberty Lobby paid
for its air time, Forster’s own
radio program, “Dateline Israel,”
was carried free of charge. Station
president William O’Shaughnessy

told The New York Times that he
and his station took pride in pre-
senting a diverse range of opin-
ions. Forster responded by
insisting that the Liberty Lobby
broadcast “is outside the spec-
trum of legitimate discussion and
cannot be balanced by an equal
number of programs on the ‘pro’
side.” The only side of this issue
that deserves First Amendment
protection, Forster implicitly
asserts, is the one that supports
Israel. In Forster’s view, the only
legitimate “debate” about US sup-
port for Israel should be over how
much aid American taxpayers
should be giving. (For a fascinat-
ing narration of the ADL cam-
paign to ban Liberty Lobby from
the airwaves, read Conspiracy
Against Freedom. This book
includes many of the actual let-
ters and internal documents used
by the ADL in this campaign.)

Forster approvingly recounts
other attacks against First
Amendment rights. During the
war, the Roosevelt administration
charged 28 right-wing and isola-
tionist leaders with “conspiracy to
promote revolution in the US
armed forces.” (p. 81) After eight
months the trial was suspended,
and two years later the indict-
ment was dismissed and the case
closed. But Forster expresses no
disapproval of this blatant
attempt to suppress political
opposition. To the contrary. “If the
litigation did nothing else,” he
writes, “it as least interrupted
some of the most divisive activi-
ties this nation has ever known.”
(pp. 81-82)

Another pernicious action that
Forster finds entirely laudable
was Franklin Roosevelt’s shutting
down of Social Justice, the maga-
zine of the popular “radio priest,”
Father Charles Coughlin. (p. 82)
As Forster notes:

Federal authorities revoked
the paper’s second-class
mailing privilege, barred it
from the U.S. mails and
charged it with being in vio-
lation of the 1917 Espionage
Act for “aiding the enemy” by
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disseminating Nazi propa-
ganda. President Roosevelt’s
making clear his attitude to
cabinet members undoubt-
edly was the reason for the
Post Office Department’s
action.

Anti-Anti-Communism

Further pointing up his own
shameless hypocrisy, just a few
years later Forster was hard at
work defending Communists and
other left-wingers from investiga-
tion by the US Congress. In the
case of such “innocent people,” he
stridently argues, a person’s polit-
ical opinions must not be a factor
in employment.

Forster claims (p. 170) the
existence of a secret right-wing
conspiracy of unnamed individu-
als who allegedly used a “black-
list” to keep Communists from
getting jobs:

I said the blacklist, to my
knowledge, was the creation
of a cabal of extremist self-
styled anti-communists
using their cause to deny
their victims the right to
earn a living for having
allegedly radical political
views.

Forster reluctantly admits
that some of those he defended
did, in fact, work with Communist
front groups. He concedes, for
example, that John Garfield (orig-
inally Julius Garfinkel), a boy-
hood friend who was a popular
movie actor during the 1940s,
“had without question time and
again, joined paths with some
undoubted Communists.” (p. 151)
In his defense, Forster writes that
Garfield “was an extraordinarily
gullible liberal or at worst, a polit-
ical fool” who “unwittingly
allowed his name to be used by
politically sophisticated, camou-
flaged Communist sharpshoot-
ers.” (p. 154)

Forster devotes an entire
chapter of this book to defending
the “tragic” Garfield case. The
ADL official has a special motive
here because Garfield was a key
speaker at the May 1948 ADL

Annual Dinner. (p. 109)

Forster approvingly notes an
attack in the ADL bulletin against
anti-Communist Senator Joseph
McCarthy that expressed alarm
at “the disturbing tendency
sweeping across our country
toward blind and indiscriminate
hatred for those with whom one
disagreed.” (p. 160) This trend
toward conformity, the ADL bulle-
tin went on, was “stultifying” and
could be “murderous.” So upset
was Forster that Communists
were being investigated that he
wrote an entire book to vent his
outrage. Published in 1956, Cross-
Currents is an attack against
McCarthy.

A good clue to understanding
Forster’s mindset is his astonish-
ing statement that “The civilized
world was more revolted by
McCarthyism than by Commu-
nism.” (p. 171) In Forster’s view,
the millions of victims of Commu-
nism cannot compare to the
trauma caused by asking a few
dozen people if they had ever sup-
ported the Communist Party.
What rational person, one must
wonder, could really believe that
the “civilized world” found the
McCarthy hearings to be worse
than several decades of mass
murder! What can explain such a
mentality?

Blacklisting

Whatever the reality of For-
ster’s complaint of blacklisting by
an unspecified group of un-named
anti-Communists, it’s worth not-
ing that others have been victims
of this practice.

Lillian Gish, one of America’s
most acclaimed actresses,
reported that she was blacklisted
for a time from both screen and
stage because of her support for
the anti-interventionist America
First Committee. She also related
that she was promised a $65,000
film contract if she would resign
from the Committee (without, of
course, revealing that she was
being bribed to do so).

Ayn Rand, the libertarian nov-
elist who had also worked in Hol-
lywood as a script writer, pointed

out that during the Congressional
investigations of Communists in
the motion picture industry:

Everyone who has testified
for the [Congressional] Com-
mittee — not the big stars,
but the lesser-known actors
and writers who were consid-
ered dispensable, and those
who were free-lancing and
were not under contract to a
major studio — lost their
jobs. Morrie Ryskind had
more work than he could
handle; he never again
worked in Hollywood. Ado-
lph Menjou, who was also
free-lancing, got fewer and
fewer jobs; after about a
year, he could find no work at
all. I was not victimized,
because of The Fountain-
head, and because I had a
contract with Hal Wallis.

Interestingly, Rand (who was
Jewish) used some of her time
before the House Committee to
lecture the lawmakers about why
America should have avoided get-
ting involved in war on the side of
the Soviet Union, the regime she
had fled. Forster, of course, is
utterly unconcerned about the
blacklisting of people like Gish,
Ryskind or Menjou, apparently
because they held views different
than his own.

Hatred of Peace Activists

Forster reserves his most ven-
omous words for the Americans
who opposed US involvement in
the Second World War. His por-
trayal of this mass movement is
vicious and inaccurate. However
much one might disagree with
their view on this issue, the mil-
lions of Americans who opposed
US intervention in the European
war were unquestionably sincere
in their conviction that this policy
served the best interests of both
the United States and humanity.
Non-interventionists upheld a
tradition that has a long and ven-
erable place in American history.

By far the largest and most
prominent anti-war group was
the America First Committee.
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During its 15 months of life in
1940 and 1941, it enrolled more
than 800,000 members, attracted
thousands to mass rallies, and
distributed millions of pamphlets
and leaflets. Its broad-based
membership included conserva-
tives, liberals like Chester
Bowles, and socialists of the stat-
ure of Norman Thomas..

the central propaganda weapon
for isolationists, pro-Nazis and
anti-Semites.” (pp. 75, 76).
Forster’s characterization is a
lie. The America First Committee
included many who were pro-Brit-
ish and pro-Jewish, but who sim-
ply opposed direct United States
involvement in war. The America
First leadership scrupulously

| /mu ﬁefamaimn Leagu;
of Bnai Brith

Forster with Israeli Prime Minister Yitzhak Shamir at an ADL meeting
in New York City, June 1988. At the right, barely visible, is the current
National Director of the ADL, Abraham Foxman.

But Forster, official of a sup-
posed anti-defamation organiza-
tion, slanderously equates such
people with anti-Semites and
Nazis. Opposition to Roosevelt’s
campaign for war, which included
secret and plainly illegal mea-
sures, is castigated by Foster in
the most vicious and simplistic
way. “The pro-Nazi, anti-British,
Roosevelt-hating, anti-Jewish
propaganda was the same,” he
writes. (p. 47) America First “was
ultimately an anti-British, pro-
German, anti-Soviet, anti-Semi-
tic” movement that “had become

strove to keep out anyone who
obviously pro-Nazi or anti-Jew-
ish. Members had to sign a pledge
that they did not belong to a pro-
Nazi or a Communist group.
There is no evidence that the
Committee, which counted Jews
as members, was anti-Semitic. So
scrupulous was the Committee
that it refused a $250,000 dona-
tion from Henry Ford because of
his previous association with anti-
Jewish publications, even though
Ford had publicly repudiated
those works.

After writing that “bigots often

were found in high places” (p. 56),
Forster mentions as examples
prominent anti-interventionists,
including Montana Senator Bur-
ton K. Wheeler, North Dakota
Senator Gerald P. Nye, and New
York Congressman Hamilton
Fish.

Charles Lindbergh

In his hateful attack against
the anti-war movement, Forster
takes special aim at Charles Lind-
bergh, the aviator who was the
America First Committee’s most
popular speaker and prominent
spokesperson. (pp. 75-76). Writes
Forster:

Lindbergh blamed the Jews

for most of America’s foreign
problems and described
Franklin D. Roosevelt, the
British and the Jews as
enemy confederates in an
international conspiracy. By
his attack in a September
1941 Des Moines speech on
Roosevelt, Jews, the British
and internationalists for
allegedly bringing on World
War II, Lindbergh revealed
the platform of the America
First Committee.

If there were a contest for dis-
torting as many facts as possible
in a single paragraph, this one
would be a top contender. Lind-
bergh never blamed “the Jews” for
“most of America’s foreign prob-
lems,” nor did he claim that
Roosevelt, the British and the
Jews were “enemy confederates in
a international conspiracy.” To
show how Forster distorts histori-
cal truth for his own polemical
purposes, it is worth recalling
Lindbergh’s precise words in that
speech of September 11, 1941:

The three most important
groups who have been press-
ing this country toward war
are the British, the Jewish,
and the Roosevelt Adminis-
tration. Behind these
groups, but of lesser impor-
tance, are a number of capi-
talists, anglophiles, and
intellectuals, who believe
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that their future, and the
future of mankind, depend
upon the domination of the
British Empire. Add to these
the Communistic groups
who were opposed to inter-
vention until a few weeks
ago, and I believe I have
named the major war agita-
tors in this country.

Not a single word of the state-
ment is untrue, and not a word is
anti-Jewish. While it is true that
Jews did, as a whole, strongly
support American involvement in
the European conflict, Lindbergh
made no mention of any “conspir-
acy.” He never claimed that
Roosevelt, the British or the Jews
had started the war. Indeed, he
made no mention whatsoever of
the war’s origins.

Further remarks by Lindbergh
in this same speech that show
admiration for the Jews, and sym-
pathy for their plight, are invari-
ably ignored by anti-anti-Semites
such as Forster. Because they are
essential to understanding the
larger context, they are worth
quoting here:

It is not difficult to under-
stand why Jewish people
desire the overthrow of Nazi
Germany. The persecution
they suffered in Germany
would be sufficient to make
bitter enemies of any race.
No person with a sense of
dignity of mankind can con-
done the persecution of the
Jewish race in Germany. But
no person of honesty and
vision can look on their pro-
war policy here today with-
out seeing the dangers
involved in such a policy,
both for us and for them.
Instead of agitating for
war, the Jewish groups on
this country should be oppos-
ing it in every possible way,
for they will be among the
first to feel its consequences.
Tolerance is a virtue that
depends upon peace and
strength. History shows that
it cannot survive war and
devastation. A few far-

sighted Jewish people real-
ize this, and stand opposed
to intervention. But the
majority do not. Their great-
est danger to this country
lies in their large ownership
and influence in our motion
pictures, our press, our
radio, and our government.

I am not attacking either
the Jewish or the British
people. Both races, I admire.
But I am saying that the
leaders of both the British
and Jewish races, for rea-
sons which are understand-
able from their viewpoint as
they are inadvisable from
ours, for reasons which are
not American, wish to
involve us in the war. We
cannot blame them for look-
ing out for what they believe
to be their own interests, but
we also must look out for
ours. We cannot allow the
natural passions and preju-
dices of other peoples to lead
our country to destruction.

Although these are hardly the
words of a Jew-hating Nazi, the
propagandists of the pro-war
movement immediately seized
upon a small (and factual) portion
of this speech, twisting what
Lindbergh actually said, and dis-
torting the truth so badly that
much of the public was mislead.
Using techniques that Forster
and his colleagues at the ADL
have mastered, numerous news-
papers and politicians lashed out
at Lindbergh, largely succeeding
in blackening his reputation.

Lindbergh actually antici-
pated the smear campaign that
would come as a result of his
words in this speech. He had pre-
pared a paragraph concerning the
attacks, but decided to delete it
from the final speech:

I realize that tomorrow
morning’s headlines will say
“Lindbergh attacks Jews.”
The ugly cry of anti-Semit-
ism will be eagerly joyfully
pounded upon and waved
about my name. It is so much
simpler to brand someone

with a bad label than to take
the trouble to read what he
says. I call you people before
me tonight to witness that I
am not anti-Semitic nor have
I attacked the Jews.

Lindbergh’s remark about
those who find it “so much simpler
to brand someone with a bad label
than to take the trouble to read
what he says” might well refer to
Forster and the ADL crowd.

The Eichmann Case

More than ten percent of this
book is devoted to a chapter on the
Eichmann case. Forster takes
pains to defend Israel’s handling
of the case, and to stoking the
Holocaust flames.

During the Second World War,
Adolf Eichmann had served as the
SS officer responsible for co-ordi-
nating the deportation of Euro-
pean Jews. He avoided capture at
the end of the war, and escaped to
Argentina. He lived quietly there
until May 1960, when Israeli
agents kidnapped him and took
him to Israel where, after a
highly-publicized trial, he was
executed in 1962.

Even though Israel had an
extradition treaty with Argentina,
it made no effort to have Eich-
mann legally apprehended.
Instead, Israeli secret agents
seized him on the street, drugged
him, and dispatched him to Israel
in a waiting airplane. Eichmann
had not committed any crimes in
Israel, a country that did not exist
when the acts for which he was
tried took place. Consequently it
had no legal jurisdiction in the
case. But Israel claimed (and still
claims) jurisdiction in such mat-
ters because it appropriates for
itself the right to speak and act in
the name of “the Jewish people,”
wherever they live.

In most civilized countries, a
person is put on trial to determine
his guilt or innocence. Not in this
case. Forster explains (pp. 200,
211) the reason for this highly-
publicized trial:

The purpose of the trial?
Israel stated the trial’s pur-
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pose was to alert the world’s
conscience to the fearful con-
sequences of totalitarianism.
The most terrible, Israel
said, is genocide. Its chief
victims in modern history —
although not the only ones —
have been Jews. . . The hope
is that the trial will serve as
an effective educational
weapon to assure that it
never happens again.

One of the main reasons for
this trial, which inevitably is tear-
ing open so many deep wounds for
so many people in Israel, is the
government’s wish to teach its
own young and the youth of the
world the evil of Nazism and to
remind the rest of us what an
incredible price has to be paid by
humanity to rid the earth of Hit-
lerism...

Jerusalem, June 1979.

Serving as judges in the trial
(which is similar in some ways to
the trial, many years later, of
John Demjanjuk) were three
Israelis “of German-Jewish back-
ground.” As Forster admits, these
men were “not, in the deepest
recesses of their hearts, neutral.
Impossible. Who can be neutral
about the bestial murder of six
million innocents?” (pp. 208, 209)

Forster responds (p. 203) to

the accusation that Eichmann
was tried and executed on ex post
facto charges:

Wasn'’t Israel trying Eich-
mann under an ex post facto
law? An ex post facto statute
is a law that makes an act
criminal after the act itself
was committed. True, it is
outlawed in American juris-
prudence. But the ex post
facto concept is American,
based on the idea that it is
unfair to compel a man to
stand trial for a deed which
he could not have known was
a violation of law when he
committed it. Obviously, this
concept cannot apply to mur-
der; no one needs formal
notice it is morally, legally
and ethnically wrong to kill
another person without jus-

Arnold Forster, right, with Israeli Prime Minister Menachem Begin in

tification.

There are several problems
with Forster’s glib explanation.
For one thing, ex post facto is not
merely an American concept; it
was a principle, for example, of
Roman law: No crime without a
law.

Furthermore, Eichmann was
not (at least not specifically) ever
charged with murder. Of the 15
counts brought against him by the

Israelis, “four [were] based upon
crimes against the Jewish people,
seven for crimes against human-
ity, one for a war crime, and three
for belonging to Nazi organiza-
tions.” (p. 205) Does Forster seri-
ously ask us to believe that being
tried in Israel in 1961 for belong-
ing to an organization in Europe
during the 1940s is not an ex post
facto case?

In a murder charge the defen-
dant is normally accused of killing
a specific person or persons, who
are usually named (unless the vic-
tim cannot be identified). Evi-
dence is then presented to directly
link the defendant to the murder
of the specified person. In the
Eichmann case, this was not done.

Mossad “Source”

One of Forster’s most startling
revelations is his acknowledg-
ment (p. 187), that in the Eich-
mann case he served as a “source”
for Israel’s foreign espionage
agency:

Among other Israeli intelli-
gence operations, the Mos-
sad — an acronym for the
Hebrew name of the under-
cover service assigned to
operate abroad — constantly
sought leads from reliable
governments and from other
contracts and sources. I was
a source.

Unfortunately, that’s all For-
ster tells us about this. He doesn’t
reveal the extent or the duration
of his service to the Mossad, or if
(or how much) he was paid. Still,
the bit he does acknowledge here
may already be enough to confirm
that he acted in violation of US
federal law.

lllegal Activities

Forster acknowledges with
some pride that the ADL, with his
approval, has used illegal and
unethical methods to gain infor-
mation about political enemies.
One ADL target of such activities,
Forster relates, was Joseph Kamp
(who died in June 1993, at the age
of 93). A well-to-do man with
important “connections,” Kamp’s
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work as head of the “Constitu-
tional Education League” and as
editor of The Awakener newsletter
greatly annoyed Forster and the
ADL. Kamp’s great sin, Forster
charges, was to endlessly repeat
that America was threatened by
Communists and foreigners,
“especially those with Jewish
names.” He also sinned by calling
the ADL a “low racket which pro-
motes hate and breeds intoler-
ance.” (pp. 62, 63)

As aresult, the ADL was eager

to know as much as possible
about his work. Our investi-
gator was adept enough to
make himself a good “friend”
of Kamp. He had worked for
both British and French
intelligence and at the outset
of the World War Two had
served as an instructor in an
American intelligence
school.

One day, while Kamp was
away, the ADL agent illegally
entered Kamp’s Connecticut
home, and made photographic
copies of his files, particularly
“material that divulged the iden-
tity of his financial contributors,
network operations, and domestic
and foreign connections utilized

in his propaganda work.” (p. 63).

Although the agent was
almost caught when Kamp
returned home briefly to retrieve
a few items, this mission in what
Forster calls “the business of
espionage” (p. 64) was a suc-
cess. “. .. The Kamp caper was
repeated by still another [ADL]
field investigator under only
slightly different circumstances,”
Forster reports.

Forster tells about another
ADL agent named Marjorie Lane
(p. 64), who had lied to obtain a
job working for a right-wing wom-
en’s organization. One night she
and another ADL operative spent
several hours in the office busy
photographing all the documents
they could lay hands on from the
private files.

As revelations from the still-
unfolding Gerard/Bullock case
suggest, criminal “capers” are a
long-standing tradition with the
ADL. One is justified in assuming
that the cases that have come to
light are only the tip of the ice-
berg.

Valuable Exposé

This memoir concludes with a
solemn observation that, in spite
of prodigious efforts, anti-Semit-

ism can still be found everywhere.
(This is hardly surprising,
because Forster “finds” anti-Semi-
tism even where it does not exist.)
But there is a silver lining in the
cloud. “We may be back to Square
One. Except for one player —
Israel.” (p. 412). Arguably, though,
a major generator of anti-Jewish
sentiment during the last four
decades has been Israel itself —
or rather the Zionist state’s often
outrageous activities.

Contrary to what the author
intended, this revealing book by a
high-ranking ADL official serves
as valuable exposé of the moral
character of a man who sanctions
violence against political oppo-
nents, who spits on the First
Amendment, uses illegal methods
to obtain information about
adversaries, and who served as an
agent for a foreign spy agency.

Over the years, I have read
several tracts and articles
designed to discredit the Anti-Def-
amation League. None was able to
persuade me of the illicit nature of
this organization; it took the
memoir of Arnold Forster to do
that.
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Letters

Ml

No Hardship

I have suffered no hardship or
embarrassment whatsoever [as a
result of the publicity over the
appearance of my letter in the
IHR Newsletter. See the Sept.-Oct.
Journal, p. 38], and I deem it a
great honour to be mentioned in
[the new anti-Revisionist book]
Holocaust Denial.

You will appreciate that in our
struggle to maintain our freedom
and independence in a fatherland
of our own, it is of great impor-
tance to maintain our contacts
with the outside world.

Thank you for the new format
of the Journal.

L. F. Stofberg

House of Assembly
Parliament of South Africa
Cape Town, South Africa

A Whopper?

.. .The photo of a supposed
massacre of German troops by US
soldiers of the 45th Division, on
page 7 of the May-June Journal,
and the accompanying text, upon
reading the story . . . does not add
up to my visualization of what a
massacre would look like . . .

I contacted the Museum of the
45th Infantry Division in Okla-
homa City, and spoke with the
curator about this. He explained
that the “massacre” never hap-
pened. . .

I think you fell for a whopper.
You are entirely, as a matter of
policy, too anti-US. This attitude
was reflected previously in your
condemnation of the A-bomb
against the Japs . . .

Edward J. Toner, Jr.,
Howell, N.J.

Gut-Wrenching Photograph

Of the countless photographs
that have been taken and pub-
lished over the years, few stand
out with greater emotional impact
than the familiar images of the
flag-raising by Marines on Iwo

Jima, Ruby’s shooting of Oswald,
or the explosion of the airship
Hindenburg.

Another photograph with this
same impact is the one showing
German guards being summarily
killed at Dachau, which appears
in the May-June Journal (p. 7).
Its impact is as gut-wrenching as
the camera can make it. Do we
know exactly who took it, why he
took it, and how he got by with it.
Who commanded the 157th Regi-
ment, 45th Division? Have any of
the US soldiers shown here been
identified? How may we get a copy
of this photo?

W. B.
Auburn, Wash.

Yes, we know the precise circum-
stances under which this photo was
taken. This is US Army photograph
No. SC 208765, and is on file in the
Pentagon photo archives. Copies can
be obtained either from the Pentagon
or from the National Archives in
Washington, DC. This photograph
was taken by Arland B. Musser,a T[4
with the US Army Signal Corps. It
was cleared by Army censors,
although the official caption text is
quite misleading.

The most detailed account of this
massacre is Dachau: The Hour of the
Avenger, a memoir and investigation
by Howard Buechner. It is available
from Thunderbird Press, 300 Cuddihy
Dr., Metairie, LA 70005. As Buechner
establishes, the person most responsi-
ble for the massacre is Jack Bushy-
head (now deceased), who was then
serving as a First Lieutenant with the
3rd Battalion, 157th Infantry Regi-
ment, of the 45th US Army Division.

We also recommend the 54-page
booklet, Dachau: Reality and Myth, by
John Cobden. (It is available from the
IHR for $5.00, plus $1.00 shipping.)

— The Editor

Terrific Pressure

When an attempt was made to
show the new Irving video across
Australia, Zionist and Jewish out-
fits threatened violence against
the scheduled venues. All were

forced to shut down, except the
Brisbane venue. Police at the
Sheraton Hotel, Melbourne, were
told of a bomb threat, which
seems to have been a hoax, but
the meeting was nevertheless
shut down on their advice. So
things in Australia seem to be at
about the same level as those in
Canada.

Nevertheless, despite terrific
pressure, censors refused to ban
or give a restricted rating to the
Irving video [“The Search for
Truth in History”], and that
shows courage and integrity on
their part.

Thanks for publishing [in the
March-April Journal, p. 48] my
warning about the pending
“Racial Vilification” law. As yet,
this bill has not been passed. I
thank you for alerting readers.

Geoff. Muirden, Secretary
Australian Civil Liberties Union
283 Lygon St.

Carlton, Vic. 3053

Australia

Lipstadt’s New Book

Deborah Lipstadt’s new book,
Denying the Holocaust, is appear-
ing now in response to the consid-
erable inroads that “Holocaust
denial” has been making in recent
years, particularly among edu-
cated Americans.

The author’s main purpose, it
seems, is to discourage still larger
numbers of Americans from open-
mindedly considering the argu-
ments of Holocaust revisionists.
Lipstadt tries hard to convince
the reader that “Holocaust
deniers” should never, under any
conditions, be given a public or
academic forum, particularly in
the mass media, to present their
views.

The “deniers,” she argues, are
really demonic racists and Nazis
engaged in a grand conspiracy
with a hidden anti-Jewish
agenda. She dismisses revisionist
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arguments as spurious but some-
times clever fabrications. Because
they cannot be regarded as valid
or legitimate “ideas,” “positions”
or “arguments,” revisionist views
must never be addressed in any
respectful way.

Lipstadt seems to have little
faith in democracy, the power of
reason or the salutary role of open
discussion in a free society. While
not putting it so bluntly, she
argues that the public is too stu-
pid to understand history.

It is “naive to believe that the
‘light of day’ can dispel lies, espe-
cially when they play on familiar
stereotypes,” writes Ms. Lipstadt
(pp. 207-208). “Light is barely an
antidote when people are unable,
as was often the case in this inves-
tigation, to differentiate between
reasoned arguments and blatant
falsehoods. Most sobering was the
failure of many of these student
leaders and opinion makers to
recognize Holocaust denial for
what it was.”

That this view is given respect-
ful consideration in our society (to
judge by the many laudatory
reviews her book has received) is
cause for grave concern. It is par-
ticularly troubling that even
many scholars seem ready to
despair of the power of right rea-
son.

Lipstadt’s essentially polemi-
cal work is filled with distortion
and misrepresentation. I found
that while she maintained a rela-
tively sober tone for much of it,
she seemed to come unglued when
writing the chapter about Dr.
Arthur Butz. While reading it, I
was moved to write the word “lie”
at six different places in the mar-
gin. Particularly glaring is her
clumsy and dishonest attempt to
portray Butz as a wild-eyed, irre-
sponsible conspiracy theorist.

B. A
Chicago

Lipstadt’s “Fine Scholarship”
About half a page of Lipstadt’s
book, Denying the Holocaust, is
devoted to historical revisionism
in Australia (pages 12-13). Claims
by Lipstadt that I am “the leader”

of the Australian League of
Rights, that I have claimed that
the Holocaust is a “gigantic lie,”
and that Fred Leuchter has vis-
ited Australia, are all incorrect,
and amount to an “assault on
truth.”

I am not “the leader” of the
Australian League of Rights, and
am not now, and never have been
even a member of the group. I
understand that the League is a
Christian group, that it promotes
an economic theory of social
credit, and that it believes in an
international socialist conspiracy
orchestrated by the left-wing
Fabian Society. I am not a Chris-
tian, do not believe in social
credit, and far from believing in a
Fabian conspiracy theory, am a
long-standing member of the
Fabian Society, and a former
member of its executive.

The only organisations I
belong to, apart from the Fabian
Society, are the Society of Labor
Lawyers, Amnesty, the Free
Speech Committee, the Voltaire
(Free Speech) Institute, and the
Australian Civil Liberties Union,
of which I am President. It was
because of my interest in freedom
of speech, and my opposition to
censorship, including censorship
of history, that I became inter-
ested in historical revisionism.
While I agree with the growing
number of Jewish writers that the
extent of the Jewish Holocaust
has been exaggerated, I have
never said it is a “gigantic lie.”

The claim that Fred Leuchter
has visited Australia is simply
factually incorrect.

Lipstadt’s “assault on truth”
continues in the footnote relating
to the half page of text on revi-
sionism in Australia (footnote 49
on page 239). The seven sentences
in the footnote relating to Dr.
Amice Morsey contain three
errors of fact.

On the dust jacket of Lip-
stadt’s book, Michael Berenbaum,
an official of the US Holocaust
Memorial Council, praises this
work as “fine scholarship.” After
reading what Lipstadt writes
about Australia, I cannot be both-

ered checking the “fine scholar-
ship” of the rest of her book.

John Bennett, President

Australian Civil Liberties Union

St. Carlton, Vic.

Australia

Good Work

Very good work on the article
about the Nuremberg trials [Sum-
mer 1992 Journal]. I plan to re-
read it often. Information about
this subject should be brought up
to date every few years. The arti-
cle about Treblinka [in the same

issue] was highly informative.
C. M.
Parma, Ohio

Gerge Will's Polemic

In his recent syndicated col-
umn attacking Holocaust revi-
sionism, George Will shows —
once again — that he is a cynical
liar who prospers as an obedient
servant of those who control our
media.

As contemptible and as unfair
as it is, the column at least
informs many readers for the first
time of the existence of our views.

E. C.
Tulsa, Oklahoma

The primitive quality of Will’s
column is its own rebuttal. He
must be desperate. Prominent
Jjournalists like Will are in trouble
because they are (supposedly)
committed to a standard of integ-
rity. They enjoy ridiculing oppo-
nents for ignoring or distorting
evidence. Will’s own failure with
regard to revisionist arguments
should be pointed up.

G. P
Washington, D.C.

Unable to offer valid argu-
ments, George Will resorts to
name-calling. He smears Weber
as a “lunatic” and a “sinister
cynic.” Well, what else would one
expect from such an entrenched
Establishment figure?

Will takes a cheap shot against
The Journal of Historical Review
for an advertisement of Flash-
point, Ingrid Weckert’s book about
the 1938 “Crystal Night.” Accord-
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ing to Will, the thesis of this book
is that “the Jews” benefited from
the “Nov. 6, 1938, anti-Jewish
rioting.” This, he goes on, is the
“drift of Holocaust ‘revisionism’.”

While he chides one young
reporter for failing to read Lips-
tadt’s book, it is obvious that Will
has not read Weckert’s study, nor
does he have a grasp of the histor-
ical events of “Crystal Night” —
which took place not on the 6th,
but rather on the 9th of Novem-
ber. Neither does Weckert so
crudely claim that “the Jews” ben-
efitted from this outburst of vio-
lence. She wrote instead of
“certain Zionist elements” which
may have benefitted.

“Revisionism,” asserts Will, “is
a term of scholarship hijacked by
pseudo-scholarship in the service
of antisemitism.” Just who can
rightfully lay claim to this term,
Will does not say. Would he grant
that Harry Elmer Barnes —
widely acknowledged as a leader
of revisionist scholarship — fits
the definition? If so, is Will aware
of Barnes’ expressions of doubt
about the orthodox Holocaust
story, or of his help in publishing
the works of Paul Rassinier in
English?

Do the “anti-Semitic hijackers”
referred to by Will include Jewish
“deniers” like Joseph Burg and
David Cole?

D. H.
Oldbridge, N.dJ.

The enemy has his hatred, and
only his hatred.

R. K

Milwaukee, Wisc.

Tudjman and Holocaust Revisionism
It has been brought to our
attention that you are under the
illusion that the President of
Croatia, Franjo Tudjman, is in
some way a supporter or sympa-
thizer of your organization. Con-
sistent with the claims your
institute expounds, quite the
reverse is true. As a historian and
a decorated WWII Partisan who
himself lost a brother to the
Nazis, President Tudjman is fully
aware of the evils of fascism . . .

Subsequent to Dr. Tudjman’s
election as president, several Ser-
bian scholars issued a highly
selective and distorted transla-
tion of his historical study Waste-
lands of Historical Reality as part
of a deliberate smear campaign
against Croatia intended to jus-
tify their aggression throughout
the former Yugoslavia. Several
reporters mistakenly and uncriti-
cally took the mistranslation at
face value, resulting in the arti-
cles you cite in your July-August
newsletter . . .

The claim that President Tudj-
man believes that only 900,000
Jews died in the Holocaust is
without foundation, and derives
from a selective mistranslation of
a section of the book. . .

Marijan Gubic
Information Office
Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Zagreb, Croatia

Maintain Standard

As a practising Roman Catho-
lic and an intellectual follower of
Socrates — who urged “Follow the
argument wherever it leads” — I
am fully aware of the real dangers
of seeking truth through contro-
versy. It is always possible that
one may be proved wrong!

I am a retired journalist, my
last post being that of Deputy Edi-
tor and Chief Reporter on the
Catholic Pictorial, the official
newspaper of the Roman Catholic
Archdiocese of Liverpool. As a
journalist, I repeatedly witnessed
the problems that arise — even in
Church circles, sadly — when one
offers a view contrary to the pre-
vailing wisdom of the age, espe-
cially if it seems to involve
criticism of Jews or Blacks.

On occasions when I have spo-
ken at public meetings, I experi-
enced first-hand the blindness
and deafness of Christians who
are nominally committed to the
search for truth, but who draw
back when what they discover
appears to conflict with what they
are told by those who control the
media and politics.

It takes great courage to tread
the scholarly, as opposed to the

propaganda, way. With this
thought in mind, I reiterate the
words in the concluding para-
graph of the letter by 1.H. in the
July-August Journal: “The IHR
has had a formidable impact
because of its factual presentation
of historical evidence and its
scholarly analysis.” I concur with
this writer’s appeal to always
maintain a high standard.

Frank Brookes

Billinge, Wigan

Lanc., England

Praise for Docudrama Portrayal

A recent episode of the ABC
television series “The Young Indi-
ana Jones Chronicles” (broadcast
July 24) deserves praise. I was
pleasantly astonished to see this
docudrama’s generally accurate
portrayal of the 1919 peace con-
ference of Versailles, in which the
victorious allied powers imposed
their peace terms on Europe, the
Middle East and part of Asia.

The Germans, who had agreed
to an armistice in 1918 on the
basis of Wilson’s “14 points,” were
subjected to punitive and humili-
ating terms that violated solemn
pledges. Even President Wilson
was not spared in this episode,
which points out his complicity.
Arnold Toynbee, the distin-
guished British historian, was
shown predicting that the Ver-
sailles settlement would mean
another war within 20 years.

Also faithfully depicted is the
deceit of Britain and France in
their violation of wartime prom-
ises of independence made to the
Arabs, and to Lawrence of Arabia.
British greed for oil in Iraq was
also brought out.

This episode is all the more
gratifying because others in this
series have contained common
historical distortions.

Robert John
New York City

Lessons from a Toronto Holocaust
Class

Reading about the Penn State
“Holocaust History” course (Sept.-
Oct. Journal, p. 45), reminded me
of my own experience in the win-
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ter of 1986-87 when my wife,
Lynda, and I, along with another
couple, decided to attend a night
course on the Holocaust at a Tor-
onto High School. The first Ziindel
[“Holocaust”] trial had ended in
the spring of 1985, and we were
curious to know how this subject
was being taught to high school
students. As we very quickly
learned, those in charge assumed
that no one would dare break the
hushed tone of reverence by ask-
ing inconvenient questions. It
seems that we were expected
merely to pay respectful homage
to the Holocaust, and not actually
study or, heaven forbid, critically
examine it.

We had planned to keep a low
profile, asking questions only at
crucial points. But this was not to
be. On the first evening instructor
Frank Bialystok — who described
himself as a child of “survivors”
even though his parents, like
many others, had left Poland in
1939 before the outbreak of war —
wanted straightaway to probe our
inner-most feelings on mankind’s
most “horrendous tragedy.” He
drew us into a tight circle and pro-
ceeded to ask each of us individu-
ally why we had decided to take
this course. Not wishing to feign
mindless adherence, we told him
that we were looking for credible
supporting evidence for Holocaust
claims. Mr. Bialystok was further
shocked when another student
volunteered that her boyfriend
didn’t believe in the Holocaust.
Thus ended the “inner feeling”
session.

For the rest of the evening we
were subjected to slides of Mr.
Bialystok’s recent visit to
Auschwitz. When he came to a
slide of the camp’s alleged execu-
tion gas chamber, without com-
ment he quickly flipped to the
next slide. When I asked Bialys-
tok what that slide had been, he
evaded the question. He left class
that night in a state of virtual
shock.

On the second evening Bialys-
tok came well-prepared to
respond to our simple request for
proof. There, to our surprise, was

Peter Griffith, Crown Prosecutor
in the first Ziindel trial, and Alan
Shefman of the League for
Human Rights of the B’nai B'rith
(the Canadian counterpart of the
ADL). At the back of the class sat
a guilt-ridden Anglican minister,
along with an official from the
government agency euphemisti-
cally known as the “Human
Rights Commission.” With the
original course itinerary now com-
pletely discarded, the classroom
had become a kind of intellectual
battle field. That ostensibly inde-
pendent officials could be trotted
out on such short notice for our
modest little group speaks vol-
umes. To the surprise of those in
charge, we weren’t at all intimi-
dated.

After Shefman was intro-
duced, we were informed that
tape recorders would not be per-
mitted, even though Bialystok
had specifically welcomed them
on the first evening’s class (when
he was looking forward to a Holo-
caust love-in). Ignored were our
queries of what they were afraid
or even ashamed of. Shortly into
Shefman’s talk it became appar-
ent why he didn’t want his words
recorded. He vehemently lit into
the Institute for Historical
Review, maligning — in a most
mendacious manner — not only it
but individually each member of
the IHR Journal’s Editorial Advi-
sory Committee as well. We were
given no satisfactory answers to
our requests for evidence of his
malicious claims.

Griffith told us that the “defin-
itive” new edition of Raul Hil-
berg’s book, The Destruction of the
European Jews, contained conclu-
sive proof of mass gassing. Unable
to give any such evidence himself,
he simply told us to read Hilberg’s
book. When I asked Griffith if he
believed that hearsay evidence
should be admissible in court, he
declared in a sanctimonious
monolog that not only did he
believe that the use of hearsay
evidence was counter-productive
to a fair trial, but that our soci-
ety’s judicial rules of evidence did
not permit it. When I pointed out

that hearsay testimony had been
permitted by the Nuremberg Tri-
bunal, his tone changed to one of
evasive rationalization. Griffith
implied that the Tribunal was an
omniscient body with correspond-
ingly appropriate rules that were
indispensable in dealing with
such grotesque crimes. My retort
that the Nuremberg courts were
nothing more than victor-formu-
lated bodies designed to convict
the vanquished so unnerved him
that he shouted at me to “shut
up.” With Griffith and Bialystok
trying to put the best light on
their non answers, and Shefman
sniping from the side lines with
his ad hominem attacks, the
evening passed quickly.

As we arrived for the next ses-
sion, we were startled to find the
classroom overflowing with peo-
ple. What had begun as a small
class of nine students — barely
enough to justify a course — had
grown into a gathering of 45 or 50,
with not enough desks for every-
one. Earlier that day, it turned
out, Ernst Ziindel had enquired
about the course. Surrounded by a
gaggle of media people, he was
trying to register. In an effort to
thwart his effort by claiming that
the course was already fully
booked, they had packed the
classroom, mostly with other
teachers and some volunteers
from Jewish organizations. Dur-
ing that evening’s session the
guilt-ridden Anglican minister
explained to the class just how
thoroughly anti-Semitic the Bible
was, and how this had set the cli-
mate that permitted the Holo-
caust to happen. I asked if he had
studied the [Jewish] Talmud. He
said that he had. To my question
of whether there were anti-Chris-
tian or anti-Gentile passages in
the Talmud, he embarrassingly
retorted: “Nowhere near the anti-
Semitic hate that is in the Bible.”

At the next class the following
week, the room was once again
full. This time, though, the teach-
ers were gone, replaced by Jewish
volunteers. They hoped to over-
whelm us. When the intimidating
shouts and insults failed to stem
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the inconvenient questions, whole
evenings were taken up with dog-
madrama video tapes that
allowed no time for questions and
discussion. Those in charge even
tried to intimidate us one evening
by having two plain-clothes detec-
tives from the so-called ethnic
squad sit at the back of the room.
We recognized them from the Ziin-
del trial. During the eight week
course, unregistered people wan-
dered in and out of the classroom
as if this was a Holocaust remem-
brance social club or a kind of
changing of the Holocaust defense
guard.

Frustrated that nothing they
tried seemed able to stem our
blasphemous questions, Mr. Bia-
lystok resorted to a kind of cen-
sor’s “final solution.” Forbidding
any further questions during
instruction sessions, he
announced that there would be a
half-hour period for questions at
the end of each evening’s session.
In practice we were lucky to get
ten minutes; usually it was five.
And with so many dedicated
“seekers of truth” running inter-
ference, we were fortunate if we
got in even a single skeptical
question. More to the point, we
never got even one cogent answer.

Typical was the performance
of Harold Tropper, the author of
None is Too Many, a book decrying
Canada’s refusal to take a boat-
load of Jewish refugees. His not so
subtle message — of Canadian
guilt and complicity in the Holo-
caust for sending refugees back to
what he claimed was certain
death — was expected to be hum-
bly accepted as gospel. “Why
should Canadians feel guilty
about refusing a boatload of
aliens,” I impertinently asked,
“when Israel is presently prevent-
ing hundreds of thousands of Pal-
estinians from returning to their
own homeland?” At that point all
hell broke loose, with everyone
shouting at once. Irrational state-
ments, such as “don’t bring Israel
into this,” were made. Tropper
proclaimed (inaccurately) that
“this wasn’t true,” and then
refused to discuss the matter any

further.

After the course had con-
cluded, my wife tried for several
weeks to arrange a meeting with
the school principal. When she
finally spoke with him, he seemed
nervous and embarrassed, giving
some pretty lame excuses for
some of what had happened. He
explained, for example, that the
teachers who had packed the class
had been invited for “educational”
purposes. He was surprised and
seemingly upset to learn about
the two detectives who had been
in the classroom. As a result of his
meeting with my wife, he also
learned that quite ordinary, mid-
dle class Canadians — and not
trouble makers as Bialystok
would have described us — could
have trouble believing all the
Holocaust stories.

While we didn’t learn anything
new about Holocaust history, we
did learn something about how
the guardians of the cult think,
and to what lengths they will go to
foster and protect their creed. We
also had the satisfaction of seeing
the course dropped altogether
from the night school curriculum.

John Mortl

Toronto, Canada

Life Profoundly Altered

Over the years I have really
appreciated The Journal of His-
torical Review. A number of Jour-
nal articles have been of
absolutely outstanding quality,
and I have no doubt that this
trend will continue.

Holocaust Revisionism has
profoundly altered my life. Apart
from the fascination it engenders
by revealing that things may not
be what they seem, there is also
the purely ethical and moral issue
it tackles: were — and by implica-
tion are — the German people so
beastly that they could commit
crimes so horrible that they do not
bear thinking about?

In such a climate of intense
irrationality — for what else is
the absence of thought on such an
emotional issue? — one is forced
against any better judgment to
take sides: one becomes either

pro- or anti-Jewish.

It is nonsensical to believe that
when History proves, on closer
examination, to be different from
what we have been told, that this
will only result in more prejudice.
The opposite it true, as the late
[Jewish, revisionist author]
Joseph Burg saw so clearly. What
is bound to cause anti-Semitism
are the blind efforts of a section of
organised Jewry and their allies
to stamp out all debate on this
burning issue, mostly by foul
means — slander, banning,
monopolisation of history, promul-
gation of anti-revisionist laws,
and even violence. How different
is the enlightened attitude of
Alfred M. Lilienthal, who can see
the real need to discuss openly
and frankly even the very ques-
tion of “anti-Semitism.”

A very strong point in favour of
the Revisionists is the emphasis
they place on material as well as
wartime documentary evidence,
as opposed to the “official” histori-
ans who over-rely on “eyewit-
nesses.” In this regard, one should
single out Martin Gilbert who
makes use of the latter kind of evi-
dence with abandon, it would
appear, in his book The Holocaust.
By insisting on “what concretely
took place?,” Revisionists enable
us to look at the past in the cold
light of day, and so diminish that
impulse to irrationality. Many dis-
turbing questions remain, but the
truth will make us free, even if the
emerging picture is not to our lik-
ing.
It was a pleasant surprise to
see my February 1992 letter to
The Natal Witness reproduced in
facsimile in the IHR Newsletter
No. 88 [July-August 1992, p. 4].
The enclosed letter by me was
published (in part) in The Weekly
Mail, July 3-9, 1992. This paper is
somewhat left-wing, and is read
countrywide mainly (I am told) by
the better educated, and in partic-
ular academics.

C. Zaverdinos
University of Natal
Faculty of Science
Peitermaritzburg
South Africa
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The Journal of Historical Review, A Look Back

“Perhaps ten years ago, surely twenty years ago, one
could justifiably argue that there was no need to
teach Holocaust revisionism in Holocaust courses,
as revisionism was nothing more than a smattering
of articles by unknown and scattered people. The
story today is quite different.”

— Dr. Carlos Huerta, Touro College, Jerusalem,
writing in Martyrdom and Resistance, October
1991.

ing the Camp David peace talks to great fanfare,

the Institute of Historical Review was being
founded in almost total silence. Yet the purpose of
the Institute was not much different from that of
the Camp David confab, that being world peace,
albeit from a radically different approach — bring-
ing history into accord with the facts to identify the
true roots of conflicts and thus the possibilities for
their peaceable resolutions.

Inspired by revisionist historians such as Harry
Elmer Barnes and James Martin, the Institute be-
gan its existence with modest plans. To further revi-
sionist history, the Institute would hold
conferences, later publishing the papers presented
at such conferences along with any other writings
deemed sufficiently interesting and scholarly.

Thus it was that over Labor Day weekend of
1979, a small group gathered at the first-ever Revi-
sionist Conference at Northrup University in Los
Angeles, California. Speakers spoke. Papers were
presented. And virtually no one outside a small cir-
cle took any note whatsoever.

That was soon to change. By the Spring of 1980,
the first issue of the quarterly Journal of Historical
Review was in the mail, containing six of the papers
presented at the Conference, a book review, and a
list of some 40 books for sale. With no more than 94
pages — 9 inches by 5-3/4 inches in size — soft-
bound in gray stock, volume one, number one did
not look like the spark that would ignite a world-
wide controversy.

It was not the physical appearance of the Journal
that was to inflame passions on a global scale, but
the contents. Inside were addresses about the “Ho-
locaust” by Dr. Arthur R. Butz, Robert Faurisson,
Austin J. App, and Ditlieb Felderer. The first issue
also contained Louis FitzGibbon’s views on the Ka-
tyn Massacre, and an article by Udo Walendy about
fake atrocity photographs. The Letters section of

In 1978 while President Jimmy Carter was host-

GREG RAVEN

the issues that followed showed the intensity of feel-
ings those in the “establishment” hold against revi-
sionism.

Of course the material contained in the Journal
did not spring up overnight. Many of the books of-
fered had been available for some time, slowly mak-
ing the rounds. Bradley Smith tells in his book,
Confessions of a Holocaust Revisionist, Part I, of be-
ing introduced to Holocaust revisionism in 1979
when a stranger handed him a photocopy of an arti-
cle by Robert Faurisson that originally appeared in
Le Monde. Arthur Butz’ pathbreaking book, The
Hoax of the Twentieth Century, had already been
published in 1976. And articles in dissident periodi-
cals such as The Spotlight made many aware that
there was another side to history as taught.

The new Institute served to focus all the previ-
ously scattered work in this area. People interested
in the work of App, Barnes, Butz, Faurisson, Felder-
er, Greaves, Irving, Larson, Martin, Rassinier, and
others now found them readily available, and the
appearance of a body of revisionist works all in one
place proved synergistic.

Revisionists not only wrote about history, they
were making it as well. News about the activities of
the IHR and revisionists around the world was cov-
ered in the IHR Newsletter, which Journal subscrib-
ers received automatically. Newsy where the
Journal was studious, and irreverent where the
Journal was serious, the IHR Newsletter provided
revisionist information in a more timely manner
than the quarterly Journal schedule allowed.

The Journal’s first editor was David McCalden, a
native of Belfast, Northern Ireland, who played a
decisive role in the founding of the IHR, and wrote
under the name of “Lewis Brandon.” Longer on en-
thusiasm than on attention to detail, from 1978 un-
til his departure in 1981, he was instrumental in
the genesis of the revisionist movement.

From McCalden’s departure in 1981 until 1982,
Tom Marcellus served as editor. Marcellus started
at the bottom at the IHR and worked his way up to
become director, a position he assumed in 1981 and
still holds.

From 1982 through 1984, the Journal was edited
by Keith Stimely, a gifted young writer who was as-
tonishingly well-read, as can be seen by the number
of book reviews he wrote during his tenure.

In 1986, the helm was assumed by Robert Berkel,
a dedicated revisionist who served until publication
of the Journal was suspended in 1987.
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In 1988 it returned with the brilliant Theodore J.
O’Keefe as editor. For the next four years, O’Keefe
was virtually the voice of the IHR.

In 1992, O’Keefe passed the torch to our current
editor, Mark Weber, who over the years had estab-
lished himself as one of the most prolific contribu-
tors to the Journal, and a major contributor to the
IHR Newsletter as well.

Under the stewardship of these capable individu-
als, the Journal not only grew, it also evolved into a
nearly unassailable source of historical informa-
tion, by virtue of the increasingly rigorous treat-
ment of topics covered. At the same time, the
Journal contained many articles that were original
not only in the sense that they had never appeared
elsewhere before, but also original in concept. The
English translation of Hitler’s declaration of war
against the United States (Winter, 1988), the first
English translation of Premier Tojo’s prison diary
(Spring, 1992), aerial photos of Treblinka (Summer,
1992), and the Auschwitz camp death certificates
(Fall, 1992) are examples of the former, while virtu-
ally everything by Arthur Butz and Robert Fauris-
son are examples of the latter.

As a result, the Journal came to be read by lay
persons and academics around the world, and nu-
merous Journal articles have been translated into
other languages, and disseminated even more wide-
ly.

The maturation evident in the Journal from year
to year is partially due to forces from within the re-
visionist community: the rest comes from respond-
ing to the inevitable criticism from the bulk of the
historical community and others with a vested in-
terest in preserving the status quo, in which politi-
cal agendas determine what the accepted view of
history will be.

Through all these attacks, whether physical, le-
gal, personal, or (infrequently) scholarly, it can well
and truly be said that critics have rarely been able
to land any telling blows. Our most powerful ene-
mies, armed with all their conventional historiogra-
phy, are — when they deal with Journal articles at
all — forced to misquote and mischaracterize our
position to make their cases. More often, of course,
they simply attack the author of the piece in hopes
that others will not notice they are ignoring the
facts.

Occasionally, as in the case of Jean-Claude Pres-
sac or Kenneth Stern, an attempt is made to answer
revisionist claims. In the case of Stern (whose book,
Holocaust Denial, is reviewed elsewhere in this is-
sue), revisionist claims are oversimplified and not
directly answered.

In Pressac’s works, on the other hand, revision-
ists have found a wealth of information that bol-
sters the revisionist position. In any event, even the
strongest attacks now include admissions, either
expressed or implied, that certain portions of the re-
visionist position are correct.

The main front on which the revisionist battle is
being fought is to correct the Holocaust story. Here,
the years since the publication of the first Journal
have seen remarkable retreats from the standard
Holocaust story, which used to include soap made
from Jewish corpses, gas chambers at Dachau, and
all manner of fiendish methods of murder (including
nuclear devices). Revisionists have convincingly
demonstrated virtually every facet of the traditional
Holocaust tale to be untrue, or at least wildly exag-
gerated, resulting in a inexorable whittling down of
the “accepted” Holocaust story to a tiny fraction of
what it once was. Even so, the “six million” figure re-
mains, indicating that there is yet more work to be
done.

As readers know, the Journal is not wholly con-
sumed with the Holocaust issue. In addition to the
stated goal of re-examining the period surrounding
the Second World War (because of the important so-
cial-political role it has had, and continues to have),
the Journal has also examined key aspects of Unit-
ed States history, politics, race, culture, religion,
current events, and personalities from around the
world.

By any standard, the Journal has been influen-
tial far beyond its circulation, its budget, and what
could be expected of an otherwise nondescript pub-
lication devoted to history. What has made the Jour-
nal successful, we believe, is this: In every area of
study — in revisionism no less than in chemistry or
math — while each new generation of scholars in
turn questions the generation before it, there must
also be a knowledge and a certainty that that which
has gone before presents a solid foundation upon
which new studies can be based. Where this certain-
ty is lacking, there can be little progress.

In the treatment of twentieth century history,
though, establishment historians have utterly
failed in their responsibility to present and future
generations. By demonstrating more sensitivity for
short-term social-political considerations than for
truth and historical accuracy, they have made them-
selves vulnerable to telling critique.

Until our current flawed view of the recent past
is corrected via historical revisionism, there can be
no truth, and where there is no truth, there can be
no peace.

This, then, is the purpose of the Journal. The
transition from a plain-cover, academic format to
color covers, more photographs, and a magazine for-
mat we hope will both reflect the prominence we
have thus far achieved, as well as garner new read-
ers. In any case, the Journal will continue to offer
the same high quality of subject matter and content
that has elevated us to our current position.
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The Journal of Historical Review index, 1980 to 1993

To mark the publication of our first thirteen volumes of
the Journal, we have compiled a listing of all items that
have appeared in the Journal over the years, and are pro-
viding it here as a supplement to this issue.

The main listing is arranged chronologically by volume
and number, with individual entries arranged alphabeti-
cally by author and title within these classifications.
Items with no author are arranged by title before the oth-
er listings. Each listing shows the page number where the
item starts.

At the beginning of each entry is a reference number.
This number is for identification purposes, and is used
with the topic and author indexes.

To use the topic and author indexes, locate the topic or
author in which you are interested and note the numbers
that follow the index listing. These numbers correspond to
the numbers at the beginning of the entries in the main
listing.

Volume 1 (1980)

Vol. 1, no. 1 (Spring 1980)

1. App, Austin. “The ‘Holocaust’ put in perspective.”
Spring, 1980; Vol. 1, No. 1, p. 43.

2. Butz, Arthur R. “The international ‘Holocaust’ contro-

versy.” Spring, 1980; Vol. 1, No. 1, p. 5.

. Diwald, Hellmut. Geschichte der Deutschen. Reviewed
by Weber, Charles E. Spring, 1980; Vol. 1, No. 1, p. 81.

. Faurisson, Robert. “The mechanics of gassing.” Spring,
1980; Vol. 1, No. 1, p. 23.

. Felderer, Ditlieb. “Auschwitz notebook: Certain impos-
sibilities of the ‘Gerstein Statement’.” Spring, 1980;
Vol. 1, No. 1, p. 69.

6. FitzGibbon, Louis. “Hidden aspects of the Katyn mas-
sacre: ‘The lost 10,000".” Spring, 1980; Vol. 1, No. 1, p.
31.

7. Walendy, Udo. “The fake photograph problem.” Spring,
1980; Vol. 1, No. 1, p. 59.

Vol. 1, no. 2 (Summer 1980)

8. Barnes, Harry Elmer. The Barnes Trilogy. Reviewed by
Brandon, Lewis. Summer, 1980; Vol. 1, No. 2, p. 183.

9. Barnes, Harry Elmer. “Winston Spencer Churchill: A
tribute.” Summer, 1980; Vol. 1, No. 2, p. 163.

10. Bennett, John. “In the matter of Robert Faurisson.”
Summer, 1980; Vol. 1, No. 2, p. 115.

11. Brandon, Lewis. “The mendacity of Zion.” Summer,
1980; Vol. 1, No. 2, p. 147.

12. Brandon, Lewis. “A note from the editor.” Summer,
1980; Vol. 1, No. 2, p. 101.

13. Butz, Arthur R. “Letter to The New Statesman, Nov.
18, 1979.” Summer, 1980; Vol. 1, No. 2, p. 153.

14. Butz, Arthur R. “Letter to The New Statesman, Jan.
17, 1980.” Summer, 1980; Vol. 1, No. 2, p. 162.

15. Connors, Michael. Dealing in Hate. Reviewed by Bran-
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don, Lewis. Summer, 1980; Vol. 1, No. 2, p. 184.

16. de Zayas, Alfred M. Nemesis at Potsdam. Reviewed by
Brandon, Lewis. Summer, 1980; Vol. 1, No. 2, p. 181.
17. Eggleston, George. Roosevelt, Churchill & the World
War Two Opposition. Reviewed by Brandon, Lewis.

Summer, 1980; Vol. 1, No. 2, p. 184.

18. Ennes, James. Assault on the Liberty. Reviewed by
Brandon, Lewis. Summer, 1980; Vol. 1, No. 2, p. 184.
19. Faurisson, Robert. “Letter to The New Statesman,
Nov. 30, 1979.” Summer, 1980; Vol. 1, No. 2, p. 157.
20. Faurisson, Robert. “The ‘problem of the gas cham-

bers’.” Summer, 1980; Vol. 1, No. 2, p. 103.

21. Felderer, Ditlieb. “Auschwitz notebook: More impossi-
bilities of the ‘Gerstein statement’.” Summer, 1980; Vol.
1, No. 2, p. 169.

22. Ferencz, Benjamin. Less than Slaves. Reviewed by
Brandon, Lewis. Summer, 1980; Vol. 1, No. 2, p. 179.
23. Gilbert, Martin. The Holocaust. Reviewed by Brandon,

Lewis. Summer, 1980; Vol. 1, No. 2, p. 182.

24. Grieb, Conrad, editor. American Manifest Destiny and
the Holocausts. Reviewed by Brandon, Lewis. Summer,
1980; Vol. 1, No. 2, p. 183.

25. Harwood, Richard; Felderer, Ditlieb. “Human soap.”
Summer, 1980; Vol. 1, No. 2, p. 131.

26. Kanold, Otto; Weber, Mark. “Letter from Berlin.” Sum-
mer, 1980; Vol. 1, No. 2, p. 141.

27. Maser, Werner. Nuremberg: A Nation on Trial. Re-
viewed by Brandon, Lewis. Summer, 1980; Vol. 1, No.
2,p. 173.

28. Page, Bruce. “Letter to Arthur Butz, Jan. 24, 1980.”
Summer, 1980; Vol. 1, No. 2, p. 162.

29. Ponsonby, Arthur. “The corpse factory.” Summer, 1980;
Vol. 1, No. 2, p. 121.

30. Schonfeld, Moshe. The Holocaust Victims Accuse. Re-
viewed by Brandon, Lewis. Summer, 1980; Vol. 1, No.
2, p. 178.

31. Verrall, Richard. “Letter to The New Statesman, Nov.
10, 1979.” Summer, 1980; Vol. 1, No. 2, p. 155.

32. Wiesel, Elie. Report to the President: President’s Com-
mission on the Holocaust. Reviewed by Brandon,
Lewis. Summer, 1980; Vol. 1, No. 2, p. 174.

Vol. 1, no. 3 (Fall 1980)

33. Alpern, Sara. “Letter to the editor.” Fall, 1980; Vol. 1,
No. 3, p. 199.

34. Bailey, Thomas; Ryan, Paul. Hitler vs. Roosevelt. Re-
viewed by Marcellus, Thomas J. Fall, 1980; Vol. 1, No.
3, p. 278.

35. Barnes, Harry Elmer. “The public stake in revision-
ism.” Fall, 1980; Vol. 1, No. 3, p. 205.

36. Beck, Philip. Oradour: Village of the Dead. Reviewed
by Brandon, Lewis. Fall, 1980; Vol. 1, No. 3, p. 276.

37. Berger, Elmer. Memoirs of an Anti-Zionist Jew. Re-
viewed by Brandon, Lewis. Fall, 1980; Vol. 1, No. 3, p.
283.

38. Brandon, Lewis. “A note from the editor.” Fall, 1980;
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Vol. 1, No. 3, p. 197.

39. Chaim, Bezalel. “Letter to the editor.” Fall, 1980; Vol.
1, No. 3, p. 202.

40. Dobson, Christopher; Miller, John; Payne, Ronald. The
Cruelest Night. Reviewed by Brandon, Lewis. Fall,
1980; Vol. 1, No. 3, p. 282.

41. Felderer, Ditlieb. “Auschwitz notebook: Lids and open-
ings.” Fall, 1980; Vol. 1, No. 3, p. 255.

42, Fénelon, Fania. Playing for Time. Reviewed by Bran-
don, Lewis. Fall, 1980; Vol. 1, No. 3, p. 267.

43. FitzGibbon, Louis. “Khatyn — another hoax.” Fall,
1980; Vol. 1, No. 3, p. 231.

44. Gold, David. “Letter to the editor.” Fall, 1980; Vol. 1,
No. 3, p. 200.

45. Hastings, Max. Bomber Command: The myths and re-
ality of the strategic bombing [Death From On High].
Reviewed by Lutton, Charles. Fall, 1980; Vol. 1, No. 3,
p- 247.

46. Lapides, Fred. “Letter to the editor.” Fall, 1980; Vol. 1,
No. 3, p. 202.

47. Menuhin, Moshe. The Decadence of Judaism in Our
Time. Reviewed by Brandon, Lewis. Fall, 1980; Vol. 1,
No. 3, p. 283.

48. Mirchuk, Petro. In the German Mills of Death 1941-
1945. Reviewed by Brandon, Lewis. Fall, 1980; Vol. 1,
No. 3, p. 267.

49. Miiller, Filip. Eyewitness Auschwitz: Three Years in the
Gas Chambers. Reviewed by Brandon, Lewis. Fall,
1980; Vol. 1, No. 3, p. 267.

50. Stuart, Karen. “Letter to the editor.” Fall, 1980; Vol. 1,
No. 3, p. 200.

51. Unterberger, Betty. “Letter to the editor.” Fall, 1980;
Vol. 1, No. 3, p. 199.

52. Vernon, Eric. “Letter to the editor.” Fall, 1980; Vol. 1,
No. 3, p. 201.

53. Weber, Mark. “The Boer War remembered.” Fall, 1980;
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Vol. 1, No. 3, p. 235.

Vol. 1, no. 4 (Winter 1980)

54. Armstrong, Mason. “Letter to the editor.” Winter,
1980; Vol. 1, No. 4, p. 297.

55. Baumhaft, Joe. “Letter to the editor.” Winter, 1980;
Vol. 1, No. 4, p. 299.

56. Bliss, Robert M. “Letter to the editor.” Winter, 1980;
Vol. 1, No. 4, p. 300.

57. Brandon, Lewis. “A note from the editor.” Winter,
1980; Vol. 1, No. 4, p. 292.

58. Chaim, Bezalel. “Letter to the editor.” Winter, 1980;
Vol. 1, No. 4, p. 298.

59. Felderer, Ditlieb. “Auschwitz notebook: doors and
portholes.” Winter, 1980; Vol. 1, No. 4, p. 365.

60. Hagen, John Holte. “Letter to the editor.” Winter,
1980; Vol. 1, No. 4, p. 302.

61. Hagen, John Holte. “Letter to the editor.” Winter,
1980; Vol. 1, No. 4, p. 300.

62. Konkin, Samuel Edward III. “Palestine: Liberty and
Jjustice.” Winter, 1980; Vol. 1, No. 4, p. 349.

63. Lawson, Richard. “Nationalism, racialism, and early
British socialism.” Winter, 1980; Vol. 1, No. 4, p. 355.

64. Schonfeld, Moshe. Genocide in the Holy Land. Re-
viewed by Chaim, Bezalel. Winter, 1980; Vol. 1, No. 4,
p. 377.

65. Seleshko, M. “Vinnytsia — the Katyn of Ukraine.”
Winter, 1980; Vol. 1, No. 4, p. 335.

66. Stein, Howard F. “The Holocaust, and the myth of the
past as history.” Winter, 1980; Vol. 1, No. 4, p. 309.

67. Stewart, John; Brandon, Lewis. The Crime of Moscow
in Vinnytsia. Reviewed by Brandon, Lewis. Winter,
1980; Vol. 1, No. 4, p. 376.

68. Thion, Serge. Verite Historique ou Verite Politique? Re-
viewed by Butz, Arthur R. Winter, 1980; Vol. 1, No. 4,
p- 323.

69. Tolstoy, Nikolai. The Secret Betrayal. Reviewed by
Lutton, Charles. Winter, 1980; Vol. 1, No. 4, p. 371.
70. Tucker, William. The Fascist Ego: A political biogra-
phy of Robert Brasillach. Reviewed by Chaim, Bezalel.

Winter, 1980; Vol. 1, No. 4, p. 377.

71. Weber, Charles E. “Letter to the editor.” Winter, 1980;
Vol. 1, No. 4, p. 299.

72. Weber, Mark. “Letter to the editor.” Winter, 1980; Vol.
1, No. 4, p. 301.

73. Wytwycky, Bohdan. The Other Holocaust: Many Cir-
cles of Hell. Reviewed by Brandon, Lewis. Winter, 1980;
Vol. 1, No. 4, p. 378.

Volume 2 (1981)

Vol. 2, no. 1 (Spring 1981)

74. Ash, James K. “Letter to the editor.” Spring, 1981; Vol.
2, No. 1, p. 8.

75. Bennett, John. “The Holocaust debate.” Spring, 1981,
Vol. 2, No. 1, p. 11.

76. Bensman, Marvin. “Letter to the editor.” Spring, 1981;
Vol. 2, No. 1, p. 7.

77. Brandon, Lewis. “The big lie technique in the sand-
box.” Spring, 1981; Vol. 2, No. 1, p. 35.

78. Brandon, Lewis. “A note from the editor.” Spring,
1981; Vol. 2, No. 1, p. 4.

79. DiCenzo, R. J. “Letter to the editor.” Spring, 1981; Vol.
2,No. 1,p. 9.

80. Donat, Alexander, editor. The Death Camp Treblinka:

A Documentary. Reviewed by Kehl, Horst. Spring,
1981; Vol. 2, No. 1, p. 91.

81. Friedrich, Leonhard. “Buchenwald and after.” Spring,
1981; Vol. 2, No. 1, p. 85.

82. Fulton, Maureen. “Letter to the editor.” Spring, 1981;
Vol. 2, No. 1, p. 7.

83. Landwehr, Richard. “The European volunteer move-
ment in World War I1.” Spring, 1981; Vol. 2, No. 1, p. 59.

84. Martin, James J. “Raphael Lemkin and the invention
of ‘genocide’.” Spring, 1981; Vol. 2, No. 1, p. 19.

85. O’Keefe, Peter. “Letter to the editor.” Spring, 1981; Vol.
2, No. 1, p. 9.

86. Weber, Mark. “The Japanese camps in California.”
Spring, 1981; Vol. 2, No. 1, p. 45.

Vol. 2, no. 2 (Summer 1981)

87. Faurisson, Robert. “Confessions of SS men who were
at Auschwitz.” Summer, 1981; Vol. 2, No. 2, p. 103.

88. Lilienthal, Alfred M. “Zionism & American Jews.”
Summer, 1981; Vol. 2, No. 2, p. 181.

89. Merriam, Ray. “The Malmédy massacre and trial.”
Summer, 1981; Vol. 2, No. 2, p. 165.

90. Ross, Sandra. “Letter to the editor.” Summer, 1981;
Vol. 2, No. 2, p. 100.

91. Smith, Wayland D. “Letter to the editor.” Summer,
1981; Vol. 2, No. 2, p. 102.

92. Wainwright, Peter. “Fire in the Reichstag.” Summer,
1981; Vol. 2, No. 2, p. 177.

93. Weber, Mark. “The Civil War concentration camps.”
Summer, 1981; Vol. 2, No. 2, p. 137.

94. Wesserle, Andreas R. “Allied war crimes trials.” Sum-
mer, 1981; Vol. 2, No. 2, p. 155.

Vol. 2, no. 3 (Fall 1981)

95. Brandon, Lewis. “Letter to The New Statesman, Aug.
26, 1980.” Fall, 1981; Vol. 2, No. 3, p. 197.

96. Brandon, Lewis. “Letter to the West Palm Beach Post,
Sep. 15, 1980.” Fall, 1981; Vol. 2, No. 3, p. 198.

97. Brandon, Lewis. “Letter to the Home News, Sep. 15,
1980.” Fall, 1981; Vol. 2, No. 3, p. 198.

98. Brandon, Lewis. “Letter to California State Universi-
ty, Oct. 28, 1980.” Fall, 1981; Vol. 2, No. 3, p. 199.

99. Brandon, Lewis. “Letter to Panorama, Nov. 10, 1980.”
Fall, 1981; Vol. 2, No. 3, p. 199.

100. Brandon, Lewis. “Letter to the Detroit Free Press,
Nov. 12, 1980.” Fall, 1981; Vol. 2, No. 3, p. 202.

101. Brandon, Lewis. “Letter to the American Library As-
sociation, Nov. 12, 1980.” Fall, 1981; Vol. 2, No. 3, p.
204.

102. Brandon, Lewis. “Letter to the Pasadena Board of
Education, Dec. 11, 1980.” Fall, 1981; Vol. 2, No. 3, p.
205.

103. Brandon, Lewis. “Letter to Commentary, Dec. 12,
1980.” Fall, 1981; Vol. 2, No. 3, p. 207.

104. Brandon, Lewis. “Letter to The New York Times, Jan.
7, 1981.” Fall, 1981, Vol. 2, No. 3, p. 212.

105. Brandon, Lewis. “Letter to the Pittsburgh Press, Jan.
27, 1981.” Fall, 1981; Vol. 2, No. 3, p. 213.

106. Buchner, Reinhard K. “The problem of cremator
hours and incineration time.” Fall, 1981; Vol. 2, No. 3,
p. 219.

107. Butz, Arthur R. “Letter to Commentary, Dec 16,
1980.” Fall, 1981; Vol. 2, No. 3, p. 210.

108. Chaim, Bezalel. “Letter to Commentary.” Fall, 1981;
Vol. 2, No. 3, p. 214.

109. Hansen, Desmond. “The enigma of Lawrence.” Fall,
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1981; Vol. 2, No. 3, p. 283.

110. Marcellus, Thomas J. “A note from the editor.” Fall,
1981; Vol. 2, No. 3, p. 196.

111. Staglich, Wilhelm. “West German justice and so-
called National Socialist violent crimes.” Fall, 1981;
Vol. 2, No. 3, p. 249.

Vol. 2, no. 4 (Winter 1981)

112. Beck, Philip. “The burning of Saint Malo.” Winter,
1981; Vol. 2, No. 4, p. 301.

113. Beck, Philip. “Letter to the editor.” Winter, 1981; Vol.
2, No. 4, p. 296.

114. Chaim, Bezalel. “Letter to the editor.” Winter, 1981;
Vol. 2, No. 4, p. 294.

115. Faurisson, Robert. “The gas chambers at Auschwitz
appear to be inconceivable.” Winter, 1981; Vol. 2, No. 4,
p. 311.

116. Faurisson, Robert; Pitamitz, Antonio. “The gas cham-
bers: Truth or lie?” Winter, 1981; Vol. 2, No. 4, p. 319.

117. Harmon, Nicholas. Dunkirk: The patriotic myth. Re-
viewed by Lutton, Charles. Winter, 1981; Vol. 2, No. 4,
p. 375.

118. Heide, Hans von der. “Letter to the editor.” Winter,
1981; Vol. 2, No. 4, p. 297.

119. Landwehr, Richard. “Letter to the editor.” Winter,
1981; Vol. 2, No. 4, p. 295.

120. Maiolin, Ezio M. “Letter to the editor.” Winter, 1981;
Vol. 2, No. 4, p. 293.
121. Marcellus, Thomas J. “Letter to the Daily Forty-Nin-
er, May 15, 1981.” Winter, 1981; Vol. 2, No. 4, p. 298.
122. Marcellus, Thomas J. “A note from the editor.” Win-
ter, 1981; Vol. 2, No. 4, p. 292.

123. McDavit, George. “Letter to the editor.” Winter, 1981;
Vol. 2, No. 4, p. 300.

124. Rassinier, Paul. “Letter to The Nation, Oct. 1, 1962.”
Winter, 1981; Vol. 2, No. 4, p. 305.

125. Stein, Howard F. “Letter to the editor.” Winter, 1981;
Vol. 2, No. 4, p. 294.

126. Weber, Mark. “In memoriam: Mabel Elsabe Narjes.”
Winter, 1981; Vol. 2, No. 4, p. 289.

127. Wesserle, Andreas R. “Letter to PBS Television, Mar.
16, 1981.” Winter, 1981; Vol. 2, No. 4, p. 381.

Volume 3 (1982)

Vol. 3, no. 1 (Spring 1982)

128. “Facts, allegations, and judicial notice.” Spring, 1982;
Vol. 3, No. 1, p. 47.

129. Barnes, Harry Elmer. “Revisionism and the promo-
tion of peace.” Spring, 1982; Vol. 3, No. 1, p. 53.

130. Buchner, Reinhard K. “Errata.” Spring, 1982; Vol. 3,
No. 1, p. 14.

131. Carto, Willis A. “On the uses of history.” Spring, 1982;
Vol. 3, No. 1, p. 27.

132. Chaim, Bezalel. “Revisionism a la Freud?.” Spring,
1982; Vol. 3, No. 1, p. 6.

133. Clarke, Thurston. By Blood and Fire. Reviewed by
Silberstein, W. R. Spring, 1982; Vol. 3, No. 1, p. 88.
134. Dawidowicz, Lucy. The Holocaust and the Historians.
Reviewed by Chaim, Bezalel. Spring, 1982; Vol. 3, No.

1, p. 85.

135. Doenecke, Justus. Not to the Swift: The Old Isolation-
ists in the Cold War. Reviewed by Chaim, Bezalel.
Spring, 1982; Vol. 3, No. 1, p. 95.

136. Emry, Sheldon. “Making it all simpler.” Spring, 1982;

Vol. 3, No. 1, p. 12.

137. Fischer, R. H. “We’re blushing.” Spring, 1982; Vol. 3,
No. 1, p. 13.

138. Gerke, Hermann A. “Moral support.” Spring, 1982;
Vol. 3, No. 1, p. 13.

139. Kalvoda, Josef. Czechoslovakia’s Role in Soviet Strat-
egy. Reviewed by Schuldes, W. K. F. Spring, 1982; Vol.
3, No. 1, p. 89.

140. Landwehr, Richard. “More on ‘Oradour’.” Spring,
1982; Vol. 3, No. 1, p. 7.

141. MacDonough, H. R. “Monument-building for fun and
profit.” Spring, 1982; Vol. 3, No. 1, p. 9.

142. Marcellus, Thomas J. “Letter to NBC, Dec. 16, 1981.”
Spring, 1982; Vol. 3, No. 1, p. 13.

143. Marcellus, Thomas J. “A note from the editor.”
Spring, 1982; Vol. 3, No. 1, p. 4.

144. Martin, James J. “Peacetime registration for con-
scription — forty years ago.” Spring, 1982; Vol. 3, No. 1,
p- 15.

145. Smith, Paul G. “Zionism’s vested interest.” Spring,
1982; Vol. 3, No. 1, p. 11.

146. Smith, Wayland D. “Comments on last issue.” Spring,
1982; Vol. 3, No. 1, p. 5.

147. Sterner, Theodore G. , Jr. “Comments on the legal
proceedings.” Spring, 1982; Vol. 3, No. 1, p. 10.

148. Thompson, H. Keith; Strutz, Henry, editors. Dénitz at
Nuremberg: A Re-appraisal. Reviewed by Hendry, T. D.
Spring, 1982; Vol. 3, No. 1, p. 93.

149. Thorwald, Jiirgen. Defeat in the East. Reviewed by
Lutton, Charles. Spring, 1982; Vol. 3, No. 1, p. 91.

150. Weber, Mark. “Declaration of Mark Edward Weber.”
Spring, 1982; Vol. 3, No. 1, p. 31.

151. Wicks, L. E. “Ditto?.” Spring, 1982; Vol. 3, No. 1, p. 6.

Vol. 3, no. 2 (Summer 1982)

152. Andronescu, Serban C. “Romanians and the Holo-
caust.” Summer, 1982; Vol. 3, No. 2, p. 211.

153. Chaim, Bezalel. “Seeds of war.” Summer, 1982; Vol. 3,
No. 2, p. 104.

154. Clark, Barbara B. “Why cremate?.” Summer, 1982;
Vol. 3, No. 2, p. 103.

155. Dudley, W. E. “Judicial bamboozle.” Summer, 1982;
Vol. 3, No. 2, p. 103.

156. Faurisson, Robert. “Is the diary of Anne Frank genu-
ine?” Summer, 1982; Vol. 3, No. 2, p. 147.

157. Felderer, Thomas J. “Miracle at Majdanek?.” Sum-
mer, 1982; Vol. 3, No. 2, p. 101.

158. Klett, Ronald. “Comments on the last issue.” Sum-
mer, 1982; Vol. 3, No. 2, p. 102.

159. Konkin, Samuel Edward III. “El Salvador: The war to
come.” Summer, 1982; Vol. 3, No. 2, p. 129.

160. Larson, Martin A. “Whatever happened to the Dead
Sea Scrolls?” Summer, 1982; Vol. 3, No. 2, p. 119.

161. Marcellus, Thomas J. “A note from the editor.” Sum-
mer, 1982; Vol. 3, No. 2, p. 100.

162. Weber, Charles E. “Cui Bono? An American veteran’s
views on non-Jewish toleration and propagation of the
extermination thesis.” Summer, 1982; Vol. 3, No. 2, p.
105.

Vol. 3, no. 3 (Fall 1982)

163. Andronescu, Serban C. “Letter to Mark Weber, May
15, 1982.” Fall, 1982; Vol. 3, No. 3, p. 235.

164. Anonymous. “The inside story of the Hess flight.”
Fall, 1982; Vol. 3, No. 3, p. 291.

165. Botha, Rederick. “Frank comments.” Fall, 1982; Vol.
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3, No. 3, p. 237.

166. Clerkin, Donald V. “Book collectors.” Fall, 1982; Vol.
3, No. 3, p. 232.

167. Cohn-Bendit, Jean-Gabriel. Intolerable Intolerance.
Reviewed by Butz, Arthur R. Fall, 1982; Vol. 3, No. 3, p.
341.

168. Corners, George F. II. “The Holocaust and its reli-
gious roots.” Fall, 1982; Vol. 3, No. 3, p. 229.

169. Costello, John. The Pacific War. Reviewed by
Greaves, Percy L. Jr. Fall, 1982; Vol. 3, No. 3, p. 319.
170. Faurisson, Robert. Memoire en Defense. Reviewed by

Butz, Arthur R. Fall, 1982; Vol. 3, No. 3, p. 341.

171. Irwin, Thomas. “Thomas E. Watson revisited.” Fall,
1982; Vol. 3, No. 3, p. 301.

172. Marcellus, Thomas J. “A note from the editor.” Fall,
1982; Vol. 3, No. 3, p. 228.

173. Martin, James J. “Charles Beard: A tribute.” Fall,
1982; Vol. 3, No. 3, p. 239.

174. Nakhleh, Issah. “Memorandum to the president.”
Fall, 1982; Vol. 3, No. 3, p. 259.

175. Prange, Gordon W. At Dawn We Slept: The untold sto-
ry of Pearl Harbor. Reviewed by Greaves, Percy L. Jr.
Fall, 1982; Vol. 3, No. 3, p. 319.

176. Toland, John. Infamy. Reviewed by Greaves, Percy L.
dJr. Fall, 1982; Vol. 3, No. 3, p. 319.

177. Weber, Mark. “Letter to Dr. Serban Andronescu, May
8, 1982.” Fall, 1982; Vol. 3, No. 3, p. 233.

178. Weber, Mark. “Letter to Dr. Serban Andronescu, May
24, 1982.” Fall, 1982; Vol. 3, No. 3, p. 236.

Vol. 3, no. 4 (Winter 1982)

179. Andronescu, Serban C. “More on the Romanian
Jews.” Winter, 1982; Vol. 3, No. 4, p. 357.

180. Borra, Ranjan. “Subhas Chandra Bose, the Indian
National Army, and the war of India’s liberation.” Win-
ter, 1982; Vol. 3, No. 4, p. 407.

181. Buck, Pitman Jr. “Middle East revisionism.” Winter,
1982; Vol. 3, No. 4, p. 479.

182. Butz, Arthur R. “Context and perspective in the ‘Ho-
locaust’ controversy.” Winter, 1982; Vol. 3, No. 4, p. 371.

183. Chaim, Bezalel. “The Watson phenomenon.” Winter,
1982; Vol. 3, No. 4, p. 479.

184. Degrelle, Leon. “Epic: The story of the Waffen-SS.”
Winter, 1982; Vol. 3, No. 4, p. 441.

185. Marcellus, Thomas J. “A note from the editor.” Win-
ter, 1982; Vol. 3, No. 4, p. 356.

186. Volkman, Ernest. A Legacy of Hate: Anti-Semitism in
America. Reviewed by Rollins, L. A. Winter, 1982; Vol.
3, No. 4, p. 469.

187. Wesserle, Andreas R. “Yalta: Fact or fate? A brief
characterization.” Winter, 1982; Vol. 3, No. 4, p. 359.

Volume 4 (1983)

Vol. 4, no. 1 (Spring 1983)

188. Barnes, Harry Elmer. Perpetual War for Perpetual
Peace: A critical examination of the foreign policy of
Franklin Delano Roosevelt and its aftermath. Reviewed
by Martin, James J. Spring, 1983; Vol. 4, No. 1, p. 83.

189. Eisenberg, Azriel. Witness to the Holocaust. Reviewed
by Rollins, L. A. Spring, 1983; Vol. 4, No. 1, p. 108.

190. Gilbert, Martin. Auschwitz and the Allies. Reviewed
by Rollins, L. A. Spring, 1983; Vol. 4, No. 1, p. 93.

191. Hadawi, Sami. “Who are the Palestinians?” Spring,
1983; Vol. 4, No. 1, p. 43.

192. Hankins, Frank. “How many Jews were eliminated
by the Nazis?” Spring, 1983; Vol. 4, No. 1, p. 61.

193. Hess, Ilse; Hess, Rudolf. Rudolf Hess: Prisoner of
peace. Reviewed by Smith, Wayland D. Spring, 1983;
Vol. 4, No. 1, p. 119.

194. Laqueur, Walter. The Terrible Secret: Suppression of
the truth about Hitler’s Final Solution’. Reviewed by
Rollins, L. A. Spring, 1983; Vol. 4, No. 1, p. 93.

195. Rollins, L. A. “The ‘Holocaust’ as sacred cow.” Spring,
1983; Vol. 4, No. 1, p. 29.

196. Failure at Nuremberg: An analysis of the trial, evi-
dence, and verdict. Reviewed by Smith, Wayland D.
Spring, 1983; Vol. 4, No. 1, p. 119.

197. Stimely, Keith. “A note from the editor.” Spring, 1983;
Vol. 4, No. 1, p. 4.

198. Weckert, Ingrid. Feuerzeichen: Die ‘Reichskri-
stallnacht’: Anstifter und Brandstifter — Opfer und
Nutzniesser. Reviewed by Weber, Mark. Spring, 1983;
Vol. 4, No. 1, p. 125.

199. Whisker, James B. “Italian fascism: An interpreta-
tion.” Spring, 1983; Vol. 4, No. 1, p. 5.

Vol. 4, no. 2 (Summer 1983)

200. Hoggan, David. “President Roosevelt and the origins
of the 1939 war.” Summer, 1983; Vol. 4, No. 2, p. 205.

201. Kent, Tyler. “The Roosevelt legacy and the Kent
case.” Summer, 1983; Vol. 4, No. 2, p. 173.

202. Stimely, Keith. “A note from the editor.” Summer,
1983; Vol. 4, No. 2, p. 132.

203. Weber, Mark. “President Roosevelt’s campaign to in-
cite war in Europe: The secret Polish documents.”
Summer, 1983; Vol. 4, No. 2, p. 135.

Vol. 4, no. 3 (Fall 1983)

204. Bauer, Yehuda. A History of the Holocaust. Reviewed
by Rollins, L. A. Fall, 1983; Vol. 4, No. 3, p. 357.

205. Kluge, Dankwart. Das Hossbach-'Protokoll’: Die Zer-
stoerung einer legende. Reviewed by Weber, Mark. Fall,
1983; Vol. 4, No. 3, p. 372.

206. Lindsey, William B. “Zkylon B, Auschwitz, and the
trial of Dr. Bruno Tesch.” Fall, 1983; Vol. 4, No. 3, p.
261.

207. Pryce-Jones, David. Paris in the Third Reich: A his-
tory of the German Occupation 1940-1944. Reviewed by
Lutton, Charles. Fall, 1983; Vol. 4, No. 3, p. 376.

208. Stimely, Keith. “A note from the editor.” Fall, 1983;
Vol. 4, No. 3, p. 260.

209. Thompson, H. Keith. “Grand Admiral Karl Dénitz:
Last president of a united Germany.” Fall, 1983; Vol. 4,
No. 3, p. 305.

210. Weber, Mark. “Erich von dem Bach-Zelewski and the
‘Holocaust’.” Fall, 1983; Vol. 4, No. 3, p. 382.

211. Weber, Mark. “Sebastian Haffner’s 1942 call for mass
murder.” Fall, 1983; Vol. 4, No. 3, p. 380.

212. Weber, Mark. “Swiss historian exposes anti-Hitler
Rauschning memoir as fraudulent.” Fall, 1983; Vol. 4,
No. 3, p. 378.

213. Whisker, James B. “Gnostic origins of Alfred Rosen-
berg’s thought.” Fall, 1983; Vol. 4, No. 3, p. 335.

Vol. 4, no. 4 (Winter 1983)

214. Greaves, Percy L. Jr. “Admission of MAGIC demol-
ishes FDR’s claim of surprise.” Winter, 1983; Vol. 4, No.
4, p. 453.

215. Greaves, Percy L. Jr. “Marshall comes on stage.” Win-
ter, 1983; Vol. 4, No. 4, p. 425.

58

THE JOURNAL OF HISTORICAL REVIEW



216. Greaves, Percy L. Jr. “Marshall before the Joint Con-
gressional Committee.” Winter, 1983; Vol. 4, No. 4, p.
437.

217. Greaves, Percy L. Jr. “The mystery of Pearl Harbor.”
Winter, 1983; Vol. 4, No. 4, p. 397.

218. Greaves, Percy L. Jr. “Senator Homer Ferguson and
the Pearl Harbor Congressional investigation.” Winter,
1983; Vol. 4, No. 4, p. 405.

219. Greaves, Percy L. Jr. “Was Pearl Harbor unavoid-
able?” Winter, 1983; Vol. 4, No. 4, p. 391.

220. Greaves, Percy L. Jr. “What we knew.” Winter, 1983;
Vol. 4, No. 4, p. 467.

221. Martin, James J. “Where was General Marshall?”
Winter, 1983; Vol. 4, No. 4, p. 475.

222. Stimely, Keith. “A note from the editor.” Winter, 1983;
Vol. 4, No. 4, p. 388.

Volume 5 (1984)

Vol. 5, no. 1 (Spring 1984)

223. Berg, Friedrich Paul. “The diesel gas chambers:
Myth within a myth.” Spring, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 1, p. 15.

224. Buck, Gerhard. Das Fiihrerhauptquartier 1939-1945.
Reviewed by Stimely, Keith. Spring, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 1,
p. 95.

225. Carto, Willis A. “Toward history.” Spring, 1984; Vol.
5, No.1,p. 7.

226. Elliott, Mark R. Pawns of Yalta: Soviet refugees and
America’s role in their repatriation. Reviewed by Lut-
ton, Charles. Spring, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 1, p. 84.

227. Jordan, Rudolf. “Hitler, the unemployed and au-
tarky: Some observations after 50 years.” Spring, 1984;
Vol. 5, No. 1, p. 77.

228. Klett, Ronald. “Commentary: Hitler, the unemployed
and autarky.” Spring, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 1, p. 80.

229. Pavel, Ion. The Priority of N.C. Paulescu in the Dis-
covery of Insulin. Reviewed by Weber, Mark. Spring,
1984; Vol. 5, No. 1, p. 101.

230. Sakkara, Michele. Die Grosse Zeit Des Deutschen
Films 1933-1945. Reviewed by Stimely, Keith. Spring,
1984; Vol. 5, No. 1, p. 95.

231. Staglich, Wilhelm. “Der Auschwitz Mythos’: A book
and its fate in the German Federal Republic.” Spring,
1984; Vol. 5, No. 1, p. 47.

232. Stimely, Keith. “Anote from the editor.” Spring, 1984;
Vol. 5, No. 1, p. 4.

233. Stimely, Keith. “The torture of Julius Streicher.”
Spring, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 1, p. 106.

234. Tolstoy, Nikolai. Stalin’s Secret War. Reviewed by
Lutton, Charles. Spring, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 1, p. 84.

235. Weber, Mark. “In memoriam: Ranjan Borra.” Spring,
1984; Vol. 5, No. 1, p. 126.

236. Weber, Mark. “Jesse Owens: Myth and reality.”
Spring, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 1, p. 123.

237. Weber, Mark; Stimely, Keith. “The sleight-of-hand of
Simon Wiesenthal (‘Falso in uno, falso in omnibus’).”
Spring, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 1, p. 120.

238. Whisker, James B. “Karl Marx: Anti-semite.” Spring,
1984; Vol. 5, No. 1, p. 69.

Vol. 5, no. 2, 3, 4 (Winter 1984)

239. Alman, Karl. Grossadmiral Karl Dénitz: Vom U-Boot-
kommandanten zum Staatsoberhaupt. Reviewed by
Stimely, Keith. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 420.

240. Alman, Karl. Giinther Prien: Der ‘Wolf’ und sein Ad-

miral. Reviewed by Stimely, Keith. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5,
No. 2, 3, 4, p. 421.

241. Aschenauer, Rudolf, editor. Ich, Adolf Eichmann: Ein
Historischer Zeugenbericht. Reviewed by Stimely, Kei-
th. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 423.

242. Aschenauer, Rudolf. Krieg ohne Grenzen: Der Parti-
sanenkampf gegen Deutschland 1939-1945. Reviewed
by Stimely, Keith. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p.
423.

243. Aycoberry, Pierre. The Nazi Question: An essay on the
interpretations of National Socialism 1922-1975. Re-
viewed by Stimely, Keith. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3,
4, p. 415.

244. Barnes, James; Barnes, Patience. Hitler’s ‘Mein Ka-
mpf’ in Britain and America: A publishing history
1930-1939. Reviewed by Stimely, Keith. Winter, 1984;
Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 183.

245. Bendersky, Joseph. Carl Schmitt: Theorist for the Re-
ich. Reviewed by Stimely, Keith. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5,
No. 2, 3, 4, p. 415.

246. Braun, Karl Otto. “American policy toward Europe:
The fateful change.” Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p.
241.

247. Cassels, Alan. Fascism. Reviewed by Stimely, Keith.
Winter, 1984, Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 428.

248. Conot, Robert E. Justice at Nuremberg. Reviewed by
Stimely, Keith. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 424.

249. De Felice, Renzo. Fascism: An informal introduction
to its theory and practice. Reviewed by Stimely, Keith.
Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 427.

250. De Felice, Renzo. Interpretations of Fascism. Re-
viewed by Stimely, Keith. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3,
4, p. 427.

251. Deschner, Gunther. Reinhard Heydrich: A biography.
Reviewed by Stimely, Keith. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2,
3, 4, p. 423.

252. Diwald, Hellmut. “An interview with Hellmut Di-
wald.” Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 434.

253. Dornberg, John. Munich 1923: The inside story of
Hitler’s first grab for power. Reviewed by Stimely, Kei-
th. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 419.

254. Drechsler, Robert. Rudolf Hess: Der Deutsche Martyr.
Reviewed by Stimely, Keith. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2,
3,4, p. 421.

255. Drechsler, Robert. Walter Reder: Der Gefangene von
Gaeta. Reviewed by Stimely, Keith. Winter, 1984; Vol.
5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 422.

256. Evert, Hans-Jiirgen. Aus Deutscher Sicht: Erlebte
Zeitgeschichte. Reviewed by Stimely, Keith. Winter,
1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 419.

257. Faurisson, Robert. “A challenge to David Irving.”
Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 289.

258. Feig, Konnilyn. Hitler’s Death Camps: The sanity of
madness. Reviewed by Stimely, Keith. Winter, 1984;
Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 424.

259. Fleming, Gerald. Hitler and the Final Solution. Re-
viewed by Stimely, Keith. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3,
4, p. 423.

260. Franz-Willing, Georg. 1933: Die Nationale Erhebung.
Reviewed by Stimely, Keith. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2,
3, 4, p. 419.

261. Franz-Willing, Georg. Der Zweite Weltkrieg: Ursa-
chen und anlass. Reviewed by Granata, Russ. Winter,
1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 408.

262. Fritzsche, Hildegard. Vor dem Tribunal der Sieger:
Gesetzlose Justiz in Nuernberg. Reviewed by Stimely,

November/December 1993

59



Keith. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 424.

263. Galante, Pierre. Operation Valkyrie: The German
general’s plot against Hitler. Reviewed by Stimely, Kei-
th. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 422.

264. Giesler, Hermann. Ein Anderer Hitler: Erlebnisse,
Gespraeche, Reflexionen. Reviewed by Stimely, Keith.
Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 418.

265. Gleason, K. C. “The ‘Holocaust’ and the failure of Al-
lied and Jewish responses.” Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2,
3,4, p. 215.

266. Gordon, Sarah. Hitler, Germans, and the ‘Jewish
Question’. Reviewed by Stimely, Keith. Winter, 1984;
Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 424.

267. Goéring, Hermann. Germany Reborn. Reviewed by
Stimely, Keith. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 421.

268. Gregor, A. James. Italian Fascism and Developmen-
tal Dictatorship. Reviewed by Stimely, Keith. Winter,
1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 425.

269. Gregor, A. James. Young Mussolini and the Intellec-
tual Origins of Fascism. Reviewed by Stimely, Keith.
Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 425.

270. Hamilton, Charles. Leaders and Personalities of the
Third Reich: Their biographies, portraits, and auto-
graphs. Reviewed by Stimely, Keith. Winter, 1984; Vol.
5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 417.

271. Harbison, Robert. Deliberate Regression: The disas-
trous history of romantic individualism in thought and
art, from Jean-Jacques Rousseau to twentieth century
fascism. Reviewed by Stimely, Keith. Winter, 1984; Vol.
5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 429.

272. Hastings, Max. Overlord: D-Day and the battle for
Normandy. Reviewed by Lutton, Charles. Winter, 1984;
Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 397.

273. Hattenhauer, Darryl. “Ronald Reagan’s political and
cultural world view.” Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p.
325.

274. Herzstein, Robert. When Nazi Dreams Come True:
The Third Reich’s internal struggle over the future of
Europe after a German victory. Reviewed by Stimely,
Keith. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 416.

275. Hessen, Robert. Berlin Alert: The memoirs and re-
ports of Truman Smith. Reviewed by Stimely, Keith.
Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 416.

276. Heston, Leonard; Heston, Renate. The Medical Case-
book of Adolf Hitler. Reviewed by Stimely, Keith. Win-
ter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 418.

277. Hiden, John; Farquharson, John. Explaining Hitler’s
Germany: Historians and the Third Reich. Reviewed by
Stimely, Keith. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 415.

278. Hillgruber, Andreas. Germany and the Two World
Wars. Reviewed by Stimely, Keith. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5,
No. 2, 3, 4, p. 420.

279. Hitler, Adolf. Hitler’s Secret Book. Reviewed by
Stimely, Keith. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 417.

280. Hoffman, Peter. Hitler’s Personal Security. Reviewed
by Stimely, Keith. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p.
418.

281. Infield, Glenn. Hitler’s Secret Life: The mysteries of
the Eagle’s Nest. Reviewed by Stimely, Keith. Winter,
1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 418.

282. Infield, Glenn. Secrets of the SS. Reviewed by Stime-
ly, Keith. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 423.

283. Irving, David. “On contemporary history and histori-
ography.” Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 251.

284. Irving, David. The Secret Diaries of Hitler’s Doctor.
Reviewed by Stimely, Keith. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2,

3,4, p. 418.

285. Irving, David. Uprising! One Nation’s Nightmare:
Hungary 1956. Reviewed by Lutton, Charles. Winter,
1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 411.

286. Irving, David. The War Between the Generals. Re-
viewed by Lutton, Charles. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2,
3, 4, p. 397.

287. Jaeckel, Eberhard. Hitler’s World View: A blueprint
for power. Reviewed by Stimely, Keith. Winter, 1984;
Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 417.

288. Jameson, Fredric. Fables of Aggression: Wyndham
Lewis, the modernist as Fascist. Reviewed by Stimely,
Keith. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 429.

289. Joes, Anthony James. Fascism in the Contemporary
World: Ideology, evolution, resurgence. Reviewed by
Stimely, Keith. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 427.

290. Joes, Anthony James. Mussolini. Reviewed by Stime-
ly, Keith. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 425.

291. Jones, Sydney. Hitler in Vienna 1907-1913: Clues to
the future. Reviewed by Stimely, Keith. Winter, 1984;
Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 418.

292. Kehr, Helen; Langmaid, Janet, compilers. The Nazi
Era 1919-1945: A selected bibliography of published
works from the early roots to 1980. Reviewed by Stime-
ly, Keith. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 425.

293. Kish, George. To the Heart of Asia: The life of Sven
Hedin. Reviewed by Stimely, Keith. Winter, 1984; Vol.
5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 416.

294. Kluever, Max. Den Sieg Verspielt: Musste Deut-
schland den Zweiten Weltkrieg verlieren? Reviewed by
Stimely, Keith. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 420.

295. Knox, MacGregor. Mussolini Unleashed: 1939-1941.
Reviewed by Stimely, Keith. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2,
3,4, p. 426.

296. Kuesters, Elisabeth. “Encountering the revisionists.”
Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 307.

297. Kurowski, Franz. Bedingsungslose Kapitulation: In-
ferno in Deutschland 1945. Reviewed by Stimely, Kei-
th. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 420.

298. Lang, Jochen von, editor. Eichmann Interrogated:
Transcripts from the archives of the Israeli police. Re-
viewed by Stimely, Keith. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3,
4, p. 423.

299. Lang, Jochen von. The Secretary: Martin Bormann —
The man who manipulated Hitler. Reviewed by Stime-
ly, Keith. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 422.

300. Larsen, Stein Ugelvik; Hagtvet, Bernt; Myklebust,
Jan Peter, editors. Who Were the Fascists? Social roots
of European fascism. Reviewed by Stimely, Keith. Win-
ter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 427.

301. Ledeen, Michael. The First Duce: D’Annunzio at Fi-
ume. Reviewed by Stimely, Keith. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5,
No. 2, 3, 4, p. 426.

302. Luedde-Neurath, Walter. Regierung Donitz: Die Ietz-
ten Tage des Dritten Reiches. Reviewed by Stimely, Kei-
th. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 420.

303. Lutton, Charles. “The ‘Atlantic Charter’ smoke-
screen: History as a press release.” Winter, 1984; Vol. 5,
No. 2, 3, 4, p. 203.

304. Lutton, Charles. “His master’s voice: Air Chief Mar-
shal Sir Arthur Travers Harris, 1892-1984.” Winter,
1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 431.

305. Manning, Paul. Martin Bormann: Nazi in exile. Re-
viewed by Stimely, Keith. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3,
4, p. 422.

306. Marcellus, Thomas J. “Percy L. Greaves, Jr., 1906-

60

THE JOURNAL OF HISTORICAL REVIEW



1984.” Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 444.

307. Martin, James J. “Beyond year zero: The pursuit of
peace through war.” Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p.
349.

308. Martin, James J. The Man Who Invented ‘Genocide’:
The public career and consequences of Raphael Lemkin.
Reviewed by Konkin, Samuel Edward , III. Winter,
1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 388.

309. McKale, Donald. Hitler: The survival myth. Reviewed
by Stimely, Keith. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p.
419.

310. Meissner, Hans-Otto. Magda Goebbels: The First
Lady of the Third Reich. Reviewed by Stimely, Keith.
Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 421.

311. Morris, Warren. The Revisionist Historians and Ger-
man War Guilt. Reviewed by Stimely, Keith. Winter,
1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 415.

312. Mosse, George. Nazism: A historical and comparative
analysis of National Socialism. Reviewed by Stimely,
Keith. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 417.

313. Oven, Wilfred von. Finale Furioso: Mit Goebbels biz
zum Ende. Reviewed by Stimely, Keith. Winter, 1984;
Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 421.

314. Padfield, Peter. Dénitz: The last Fiihrer. Reviewed by
Thompson, H. Keith. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p.
405.

315. Payne, Stanley. Fascism: Comparison and definition.
Reviewed by Stimely, Keith. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2,
3, 4, p. 428,

316. Prager, Dennis; Telushkin, Joseph. Why the Jews?
The reason for anti-Semitism. Reviewed by Rollins, L.
A. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 375.

317. Reitlinger, Gerald. The SS: Alibi of a nation. Re-
viewed by Stimely, Keith. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3,
4, p. 423.

318. Rhodes, James. The Hitler Movement: A modern mil-
lenarian revolution. Reviewed by Stimely, Keith. Win-
ter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 417.

319. Roberts, David D. The Syndicalist Tradition and Ital-
ian Fascism. Reviewed by Stimely, Keith. Winter, 1984;
Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 426.

320. Robinson, R. A. H. Fascism in Europe 1919-1945. Re-
viewed by Stimely, Keith. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3,
4, p. 428.

321. Rosenberg, Alfred. The Myth of the Twentieth Centu-
ry. Reviewed by Stimely, Keith. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5,
No. 2, 3, 4, p. 416.

322. Row, Robert. “Sir Oswald Mosley: Briton, fascist, Eu-
ropean.” Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 139.

323. Rubenstein, W. D.; Sanning, Walter; Butz, Arthur R.
““The Dissolution of Eastern European Jewry’: An ex-
change.” Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 367.

324. Sanning, Walter. The Dissolution of Eastern Europe-
an Jewry. Reviewed by Stimely, Keith. Winter, 1984;
Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 424.

325. Schaulen, Joachim von. Hasso von Manteuffel: Pan-
zerkampf im Zweiten Weltkrieg. Reviewed by Stimely,
Keith. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 422.

326. Schmidt, Matthias. Albert Speer: The end of a myth.
Reviewed by Stimely, Keith. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2,
3,4, p. 422.

327. Shirer, William. The Nightmare Years 1930-1940. Re-
viewed by Stimely, Keith. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3,
4, p. 416.

328. Smith, Dennis Mack. Mussolini. Reviewed by Stime-
ly, Keith. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 426.

329. Soucy, Robert. Fascist Intellectual: Drieu La Rochelle.
Reviewed by Stimely, Keith. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2,
3, 4, p. 429.

330. Southworth, Herbert. Guernica! Guernica! Diploma-
¢y, propaganda, and the press. Reviewed by Stimely,
Keith. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 419.

331. Speer, Albert. Infiltration: How Heinrich Himmler
schemed to build an SS industrial empire. Reviewed by
Stimely, Keith. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 422.

332. Stimely, Keith. “Austin J. App, 1902-1984.” Winter,
1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 446.

333. Stimely, Keith. “A bibliography of works on and relat-
ing to Oswald Mosley and British fascism.” Winter,
1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 175.

334. Stimely, Keith. “A note from the editor: Oswald Mos-
ley reconsidered.” Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p.
134.

335. Stimely, Keith. “Uproar in Clio’s library: The case of
Dr. David Abraham and The collapse of the Weimar Re-
public.” Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 440.

336. Stindermann, Helmut. Mut zur Warheit: Beitraege
zur Geschichte unserer Zeit. Reviewed by Stimely, Kei-
th. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 419.

337. Taylor, Fred, editor. The Goebbels Diaries 1939-1941.
Reviewed by Stimely, Keith. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2,
3, 4, p. 421.

338. Thadden, Adolf von. Guernica: Greuelpropaganda
oder Kriegsverbrechen? Reviewed by Stimely, Keith.
Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 419.

339. Thomas, Hugh. The Murder of Rudolf Hess. Re-
viewed by Stimely, Keith. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3,
4, p. 421,

340. Thompson, H. Keith; Strutz, Henry, editors. Dénitz-at
Nuremberg: A Re-appraisal. Reviewed by Stimely, Kei-
th. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 420.

341. Trevor-Roper, Hugh, editor. Final Entries 1945: The
diaries of Joseph Goebbels. Reviewed by Stimely, Keith.
Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 421.

342. Turner, Henry A. Jr., editor. Reappraisals of Fascism.
Reviewed by Stimely, Keith. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2,
3, 4, p. 428.

343. Tusa, Anne; Tusa, John. The Nuremberg Trial. Re-
viewed by Stimely, Keith. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3,
4, p. 424.

344. Unger, Michael. The Memoirs of Bridget Hitler. Re-
viewed by Stimely, Keith. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3,
4, p. 418.

345. Weber, Mark. “Albert Speer and the ‘Holocaust’.”
Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 439.

346. Whisker, James B. National Socialist Ideology: Con-
cepts and ideas. Reviewed by Stimely, Keith. Winter,
1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3, 4, p. 415.

347. Whisker, James B. The Social, Political, and Reli-
gious Thought of Alfred Rosenberg: An interpretive es-
say. Reviewed by Stimely, Keith. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5,
No. 2, 3, 4, p. 415.

348. Wistrich, Robert. Who's Who in Nazi Germany. Re-
viewed by Stimely, Keith. Winter, 1984; Vol. 5, No. 2, 3,
4, p. 416,

Volume 6 (1985)

Vol. 6, no. 1 (Spring 1985)
349. Baxter, David. “The Great Sedition Trial of 1944: A
personal memoir.” Spring, 1985; Vol. 6, No. 1, p. 23.

November/December 1993

61



350. Bennett, John. “Orwell’s ‘1984’ Was Orwell right?”
Spring, 1985; Vol. 6, No. 1, p. 9.

351. Braun, Karl Otto. “Reflections on German and Amer-
ican foreign policy, 1933-1945.” Spring, 1985; Vol. 6,
No. 1, p. 41.

352. Christophersen, Thies. “Reflections on Auschwitz
and West German justice.” Spring, 1985; Vol. 6, No. 1,
p. 117.

353. Dennis, Lawrence; St. George, Maximilian. A Trial
on Trial: The Great Sedition Trial of 1944. Reviewed by
Rollins, L. A. Spring, 1985; Vol. 6, No. 1, p. 123.

354. Hoggan, David. “Plato’s dialectic vs. Hegel and Marx:
An evaluation of five revolutions.” Spring, 1985; Vol. 6,
No. 1, p. 67.

355. Sanning, Walter. “Soviet scorched-earth warfare.”
Spring, 1985; Vol. 6, No. 1, p. 91.

356. Weber, Mark. “Editorial note: Historical revisionism
and the legacy of George Orwell.” Spring, 1985; Vol. 6,
No. 1, p. 4.

357. Weber, Mark. “Roosevelt’s ‘secret map’ speech.”
Spring, 1985; Vol. 6, No. 1, p. 125.

Vol. 6, no. 2 (Summer 1985)

358. Chapman, Robert J. “A challenge to thought control:
The historiography of Leon Degrelle.” Summer, 1985;
Vol. 6, No. 2, p. 221.

359. Chomsky, Noam. The Fateful Triangle: The United
States, Israel, & the Palestinians. Reviewed by Rollins,
L. A. Summer, 1985; Vol. 6, No. 2, p. 240.

360. Faurisson, Robert. “Revisionism on trial: Develop-
ments in France, 1979-1983.” Summer, 1985; Vol. 6,
No. 2, p. 133.

361. Lang, Jochen von, editor. Eichmann Interrogated:
Transcripts from the archives of the Israeli police. Re-
viewed by O’Keefe, Theodore J. Summer, 1985; Vol. 6,
No. 2, p. 237.

362. Levy, Primo. The Periodic Table. Reviewed by Lind-
sey, William B. Summer, 1985; Vol. 6, No. 2, p. 252.
363. McKee, Alexander. Dresden 1945: The devil’s tinder-
box. Reviewed by Lutton, Charles. Summer, 1985; Vol.

6, No. 2, p. 247.

364. Moroz, Valentyn. “Nationalism and genocide: The or-
igin of the artificial famine of 1932-1933 in Ukraine.”
Summer, 1985; Vol. 6, No. 2, p. 207.

365. Ryan, Alan. Quiet Neighbors: Prosecuting Nazi war
criminals in America. Reviewed by O’Keefe, Theodore
dJ. Summer, 1985; Vol. 6, No. 2, p. 231.

366. Saggs, H. W. F. The Might that Was Assyria. Re-
viewed by Lutton, Charles. Summer, 1985; Vol. 6, No.
2, p. 250.

367. Weckert, Ingrid. “Crystal Night’ 1938: The great
anti-German spectacle.” Summer, 1985; Vol. 6, No. 2, p.
183.

368. Westwood, J. N. The Eastern Front: The Soviet-Ger-
man war, 1941-1945. Reviewed by Lutton, Charles.
Summer, 1985; Vol. 6, No. 2, p. 244.

Vol. 6, no. 3 (Fall 1985)

369. Brown, Robert. Elie Wiesel: Messenger to all human-
ity. Reviewed by Rollins, L. A. Fall, 1985; Vol. 6, No. 3,
p. 373.

370. Martin, James J. “The pro-Red orchestra starts tun-
ing up in the U.S.A,, 1941.” Fall, 1985; Vol. 6, No. 3, p.
261.

371. Weber, Mark. “Lessons of the Mengele affair.” Fall,
1985; Vol. 6, No. 3, p. 377.

372. Wyman, David S. The Abandonment of the Jews:
America and the Holocaust. Reviewed by Weber, Mark.
Fall, 1985; Vol. 6, No. 3, p. 369.

Vol. 6, no. 4 (Witner 1985)

373. Eisenberg, Azriel. The Lost Generation: Children in
the Holocaust. Reviewed by Rollins, L. A. Winter, 1985;
Vol. 6, No. 4, p. 479.

374. Hasegawa, Michiko. “A postwar view of the Greater
East Asia War.” Winter, 1985; Vol. 6, No. 4, p. 451.

375. Hoffman, Michael A. II. “Chicago Tribune history.”
Winter, 1985; Vol. 6, No. 4, p. 508.

376. Hoffman, Michael A. II. “The psychology and episte-
mology of ‘Holocaust’ newspeak.” Winter, 1985; Vol. 6,
No. 4, p. 467.

377. John, Robert. “Behind the Balfour Declaration: Brit-
ain’s great war pledge to Lord Rothschild.” Winter,
1985; Vol. 6, No. 4, p. 389.

378. Rollins, L. A. “California subsidizes Japanese-Amer-
ican museum.” Winter, 1985; Vol. 6, No. 4, p. 507.

379. Rollins, L. A. “Los Angeles ‘Museum of Tolerance’ to
cost $30 million.” Winter, 1985; Vol. 6, No. 4, p. 504.
380. Weber, Mark. “National Holocaust Museum to cost

$100 million.” Winter, 1985; Vol. 6, No. 4, p. 503.

381. Weber, Mark. “Rauschning’s phony ‘Conversations
with Hitler’ — an update.” Winter, 1985; Vol. 6, No. 4,
p- 499.

Volume 7 (1986)

Vol. 7, no. 1 (Spring 1986)

382. Abrams, Alan. Special Treatment: The untold story of
Hitler’s third race. Reviewed by O’Keefe, Theodore J.
Spring, 1986; Vol. 7, No. 1, p. 121.

383. Beesly, Patrick. Room 40: British Naval Intelligence.
Reviewed by Ward, Arthur S. Spring, 1986; Vol. 7, No.
1, p. 119.

384. Benson, Ivor. “The siege of South Africa.” Spring,
1986; Vol. 7, No. 1, p. 5.

385. Berg, Friedrich Paul. “The German delousing cham-
bers.” Spring, 1986; Vol. 7, No. 1, p. 73.

386. Berkel, Robert Karl. “Editorial note: A new cycle.”
Spring, 1986; Vol. 7, No. 1, p. 4.

387. Chomsky, Noam. “All denials of free speech undercut
a democratic society.” Spring, 1986; Vol. 7, No. 1, p. 123.

388. Faurisson, Robert. “Response to a paper historian.”
Spring, 1986; Vol. 7, No. 1, p. 21.

389. Franz-Willing, Georg. “The origins of the Second
World War.” Spring, 1986; Vol. 7, No. 1, p. 95.

390. Mattogno, Carlo. Il Rapporto Gerstein: Anatomia di
un Falso. Reviewed by Hall, Robert A. , Jr. Spring,
1986; Vol. 7, No. 1, p. 115.

Vol. 7, no. 2 (Summer 1986)

391. Black, Robert C. “Politics, prejudice, and procedure:
The impeachment trial of Andrew Jackson.” Summer,
1986; Vol. 7, No. 2, p. 175.

392. Dolot, Miron. Execution by Hunger: The hidden holo-
caust. Reviewed by Ward, Arthur S. Summer, 1986; Vol.
7, No. 2, p. 229.

393. Oppenheimer, Peter H. “From the Spanish Civil War
to the fall of France: Luftwaffe lessons learned and ap-
plied.” Summer, 1986; Vol. 7, No. 2, p. 133.

394. Ronnett, Alexander E.; Bradescu, Faust. “The Le-
gionary movement in Romania.” Summer, 1986; Vol. 7,

62

THE JOURNAL OF HISTORICAL REVIEW



No. 2, p. 193.

395. Smith, Bradley R. “Shoah: Abraham Bomba, the bar-
ber.” Summer, 1986; Vol. 7, No. 2, p. 244.

396. Staglich, Wilhelm. “Historians wrangle over the de-
struction of European Jewry.” Summer, 1986; Vol. 7,
No. 2, p. 239.

397. Treadway, John D. The Falcon and the Eagle: Mon-
tenegro and Austria, 1908-1914. Reviewed by U.-Ziech-
mann, W. K. von. Summer, 1986; Vol. 7, No. 2, p. 236.

398. Vincent, C. Paul. The Politics of Hunger: The Allied
blockade of Germany, 1915-1919. Reviewed by Hall,
Robert A. , Jr. Summer, 1986; Vol. 7, No. 2, p. 231.

Vol. 7, no. 3 (Fall 1986)

399. Conway, John. “History, Hitler, and the Holocaust.”
Fall, 1986; Vol. 7, No. 3, p. 379.

400. Desjardins, Dan. “Critique of John S. Conway’s re-
view of Walter Sanning’s ‘Dissolution of Eastern Euro-
pean Jewry,’ from ‘The International History Review,’
August, 1985.” Fall, 1986; Vol. 7, No. 3, p. 375.

401. Dickson, Sam. “Shattering the icon of Abraham Lin-
coln.” Fall, 1986; Vol. 7, No. 3, p. 319.

402. Green, Stephen. Taking Sides: America’s secret rela-
tions with a militant Israel. Reviewed by Atelier, Rob-
ert. Fall, 1986; Vol. 7, No. 3, p. 360.

403. Hall, Robert A. Jr. “The persecution of P.G. Wode-
house.” Fall, 1986; Vol. 7, No. 3, p. 345.

404. Hummel, Jeffrey. “Not just Japanese Americans: The
untold story of U.S. repression during “The Good War’.”
Fall, 1986; Vol. 7, No. 3, p. 285.

405. Nomberg-Przytyk, Sara. Auschwitz: True tales from a
grotesque land. Reviewed by O’Keefe, Theodore J. Fall,
1986; Vol. 7, No. 3, p. 369.

406. Oppenheimer, Peter H. “The Sudetendeutsche
Landsmannschaft.” Fall, 1986; Vol. 7, No. 3, p. 261.
407. Phillips, John. It Happened In Our Lifetime. Re-
viewed by Thompson, H. Keith. Fall, 1986; Vol. 7, No.

3, p- 361.

408. Weber, Mark. “Joseph Sobran and historical revision-
ism.” Fall, 1986; Vol. 7, No. 3, p. 373.

409. West, W. J., editor. Orwell: The War Commentaries.
Reviewed by Riggenbach, Jeff. Fall, 1986; Vol. 7, No. 3,
p. 353.

410. Westwood, J. N. Russia Against Japan, 1904-05: A
new look at the Russo-Japanese War. Reviewed by
Konkin, Samuel Edward , II1. Fall, 1986; Vol. 7, No. 3,
p. 363.

Vol. 7, no. 4 (Winter 1986)

411. Dower, John W. War without Mercy: Race and power
in the Pacific War. Reviewed by Wikoff, Jack. Winter,
1986; Vol. 7, No. 4, p. 483.

412. Eisner, Jack. The Survivor; Moshe Mizrahi, Director,
War and Love. Reviewed by Butz, Arthur R. Winter,
1986; Vol. 7, No. 4, p. 469.

413. Faurisson, Robert. “How the British obtained the
confessions of Rudolf Héss.” Winter, 1986; Vol. 7, No. 4,
p. 389.

414. Gollert, Friedrich. Warschau unter Deutscher Herr-
schaft. Reviewed by Lang, R. Clarence. Winter, 1986;
Vol. 7, No. 4, p. 461.

415. Hall, Robert A. Jr. “Deceptive linguistic structures in
the phrase ‘the Holocaust’.” Winter, 1986; Vol. 7, No. 4,
p- 495.

416. Halsell, Grace. Prophecy and Politics: Militant evan-
gelists on the road to nuclear war. Reviewed by

Johnson, Edward. Winter, 1986; Vol. 7, No. 4, p. 488.

417. Harris, Robert. Selling Hitler. Reviewed by Thomp-
son, H. Keith. Winter, 1986; Vol. 7, No. 4, p. 474.

418. O’Keefe, Theodore J. “Irving on Churchill.” Winter,
1986; Vol. 7, No. 4, p. 498.

419. O’Keefe, Theodore J. “A secret report by Jan Karski.”
Winter, 1986; Vol. 7, No. 4, p. 504.

420. Peel, Peter H. “The great brown scare: The Amerika-
Deutscher Bund in the thirties and the hounding of
Fritz Julius Kuhn.” Winter, 1986; Vol. 7, No. 4, p. 419.

421. Spiegelman, Art. Maus: A survivor’s tale. Reviewed
by Reilly, Janet. Winter, 1986; Vol. 7, No. 4, p. 478.

422. Weber, Mark. “Buchenwald: Legend and reality.”
Winter, 1986; Vol. 7, No. 4, p. 405.

423. Wesserle, Andreas R. “Death and rebirth: European
political observations.” Winter, 1986; Vol. 7, No. 4, p.
443.

Volume 8 (1988)

Vol. 8, no. 1 (Spring 1988)

424. Adams, Henry M.; Adams, Robin K. Rebel Patriot: A
biography of Franz von Papen. Reviewed by Franz-
Willing, Georg. Spring, 1988; Vol. 8, No. 1, p. 95.

425. Berkis, Alexander. “Soviet Russia’s persecution of
Latvia, 1918 to the present.” Spring, 1988; Vol. 8, No.
1, p. 25.

426. Faurisson, Robert. “The Miiller document.” Spring,
1988; Vol. 8, No. 1, p. 117.

427. Koppes, Clayton R.; Black, Gregory D. Hollywood
Goes to War: How politics, profits, & propaganda
shaped World War II movies. Reviewed by Wikoff, Jack.
Spring, 1988; Vol. 8, No. 1, p. 104.

428. Lang, R. Clarence. “Imposed German guilt: The Stut-
tgart Declaration of 1945.” Spring, 1988; Vol. 8, No. 1,
p- 55.

429. Lanzmann, Claude. Shoah [film]. Reviewed by Fau-
risson, Robert. Spring, 1988; Vol. 8, No. 1, p. 85.

430. Lanzmann, Claude. Shoah [book]. Reviewed by
O’Keefe, Theodore J. Spring, 1988; Vol. 8, No. 1, p. 92.

431. Larson, Martin A. “An update on the Dead Sea
Scrolls.” Spring, 1988; Vol. 8, No. 1, p. 79.

432. O’Keefe, Theodore J. “From the editor.” Spring, 1988;
Vol. 8, No. 1, p. 4.

433. Remer, Otto Ernst. “My role in Berlin on July 20,
1944.” Spring, 1988; Vol. 8, No. 1, p. 41.

434. Remer, Otto Ernst. Verschwoérung und Verrat um Hit-
ler: Urteil des Frontsoldaten. Reviewed by Thompson,
H. Keith. Spring, 1988; Vol. 8, No. 1, p. 100.

435. Roques, Henri. “From the Gerstein affair to the
Roques affair.” Spring, 1988; Vol. 8, No. 1, p. 5.

436. Smith, Bradley R. Confessions of a Holocaust Revi-
sionist. Reviewed by O’Keefe, Theodore J. Spring,
1988; Vol. 8, No. 1, p. 110.

437. Staglich, Wilhelm. “West German court rejects Judge
Staglich’s appeal.” Spring, 1988; Vol. 8, No. 1, p. 115.

Vol. 8, no. 2 (Summer 1988)

438. Buhle, Paul. Marxism in the United States: Remap-
ping the history of the American Left. Reviewed by
Konkin, Samuel Edward , III. Summer, 1988; Vol. 8,
No. 2, p. 237.

439. Drinnon, Richard. Keeper of Concentration Camps:
Dillon S. Meyer and American racism. Reviewed by
Strang, John P. Summer, 1988; Vol. 8, No. 2, p. 234.

November/December 1993

63



440. Franklin, Thomas. An American in Exile: The story of
Arthur Rudolph. Reviewed by Countess, Robert H.
Summer, 1988; Vol. 8, No. 2, p. 224.

441. Grubach, Paul. “A critique of the charge of anti-Semi-
tism: The moral and political legitimacy of criticizing
Jewry.” Summer, 1988; Vol. 8, No. 2, p. 185.

442. Mattogno, Carlo. “The myth of the extermination of
the Jews: Part I.” Summer, 1988; Vol. 8, No. 2, p. 133.

443. Merson, Martin. “Pearl Harbor Survivors Association
honors Kimmel and Short.” Summer, 1988; Vol. 8, No.
2, p. 250.

444. O’Keefe, Theodore J. “From the editor.” Summer,
1988; Vol. 8, No. 2, p. 132.

445. Richardson, James O.; Dyer, George C. On the Tread-
mill to Pearl Harbor: The memoirs of Admiral James O.
Richardson (USN Retired), as told to Vice Admiral
George C. Dyer (USN Retired). Reviewed by Merson,
Martin. Summer, 1988; Vol. 8, No. 2, p. 205.

446. Rosenzweig, Luc; Cohen, Bernard. Waldheim. Re-
viewed by Ries, John M. Summer, 1988; Vol. 8, No. 2, p.
219.

447. Topitsch, Ernst. Stalin’s War: A radical new theory of
the origins of the Second World War. Reviewed by
Smith, Dennis Nayland. Summer, 1988; Vol. 8, No. 2, p.
222,

448. Weber, Mark. “An open letter to the Reverend Mark
Herbener.” Summer, 1988; Vol. 8, No. 2, p. 173.

- 449. Weber, Mark. “West Germany’s Holocaust payoff to
Israel and world Jewry.” Summer, 1988; Vol. 8, No. 2, p.
243.

450. Zeman, Zbynek. Heckling Hitler: Caricatures of the
Third Reich. Reviewed by Wikoff, Jack. Summer, 1988;
Vol. 8, No. 2, p. 231.

Vol. 8, no. 3 (Fall 1988)

451. Eknes, Enrique Aynat. “Crematoriums II and III of
Birkenau: A critical study.” Fall, 1988; Vol. 8, No. 3, p.
303.

452. Faurisson, Robert. “The end of a myth.” Fall, 1988;
Vol. 8, No. 3, p. 376.

453. Knightley, Phillip. The Second Oldest Profession:
Spies and spying in the twentieth century. Reviewed by
Martin, James J. Fall, 1988; Vol. 8, No. 3, p. 359.

454. Lebailly, Jacques. “Interview with Michel de Boiiard
on the ‘Thesis of Nantes’.” Fall, 1988; Vol. 8, No. 3, p.
381.

455. Mattogno, Carlo. “The myth of the extermination of
the Jews: Part I1.” Fall, 1988; Vol. 8, No. 3, p. 261.

456. Nicosia, Francis R. The Third Reich and the Palestine
Question. Reviewed by Ries, John M. Fall, 1988; Vol. 8,
No. 3, p. 372.

457. O’Keefe, Theodore J. “From the editor.” Fall, 1988;
Vol. 8, No. 3, p. 260.

458. Turner, Henry A. Jr. German Big Business and the
Rise of Hitler. Reviewed by Ries, John M. Fall, 1988;
Vol. 8, No. 3, p. 369.

Vol. 8, no. 4 (Winter 1988)

459. Berg, Friedrich Paul. “Typhus and the Jews.” Winter,
1988; Vol. 8, No. 4, p. 433.

460. Faurisson, Robert. “The Ziindel Trials (1985 and
1988).” Winter, 1988; Vol. 8, No. 4, p. 417.

461. Hitler, Adolf. “The Reichstag speech of 11 December
1941 (Declaration of war against the United States).”
Winter, 1988; Vol. 8, No. 4, p. 389.

462. Klett, Ronald. “George Bernard Shaw’s Letter to the

Editor, May, 1945 (in respect of the Irish Prime Minis-
ter’s condolences on the news of Adolf Hitler’s death).”
Winter, 1988; Vol. 8, No. 4, p. 509.

463. O’Keefe, Theodore J. “From the editor.” Winter, 1988;
Vol. 8, No. 4, p. 388.

464. O’Keefe, Theodore J. “New documents raise new
doubts as to Simon Wiesenthal’s war years.” Winter,
1988; Vol. 8, No. 4, p. 489.

465. Weber, Mark. “Dr. Karl Otto Braun: A memorial trib-
ute.” Winter, 1988; Vol. 8, No. 4, p. 504.

466. Weber, Mark. “Hitler’s declaration of war against the
United States.” Winter, 1988; Vol. 8, No. 4, p. 389.

467. Weber, Mark. “The strange life of Ilya Ehrenburg.”
Winter, 1988; Vol. 8, No. 4, p. 507.

468. Weckert, Ingrid. Feuerzeichen: Die ‘Reichskri-
stallnacht’: Anstifter und Brandstifter — Opfer und
Nutzniesser. Reviewed by Weber, Charles E. Winter,
1988; Vol. 8, No. 4, p. 483.

Volume 9 (1989)

Vol. 9, no. 1 (Spring 1989)

469. Faurisson, Robert. “Anne Frank’s handwriting.”
Spring, 1989; Vol. 9, No. 1, p. 97.

470. Faurisson, Robert. “My life as a revisionist (Septem-
ber 1983 to September 1987).” Spring, 1989; Vol. 9, No.
1,p. 5.

471. Hesseltine, William B. “Atrocities, then and now.”
Spring, 1989; Vol. 9, No. 1, p. 65.

472. Koshar, Rudy. Social Life, Local Politics, and Na-
zism: Marburg, 1880-1935. Reviewed by Ries, John M.
Spring, 1989; Vol. 9, No. 1, p. 92.

473. Lang, R. Clarence. “Red Cross humanitarianism in
Greece, 1940-1945.” Spring, 1989; Vol. 9, No. 1, p. 71.

474. Lang, R. Clarence. “Wartime German Catholic lead-
ers and the ‘extermination of the Jews’.” Spring, 1989;
Vol. 9, No. 1, p. 101.

475. Marcellus, Thomas J. “Circuitous suppression.”
Spring, 1989; Vol. 9, No. 1, p. 116.

476. Muirden, Geoff. “Conspiracy theory and the French
Revolution.” Spring, 1989; Vol. 9, No. 1, p. 109.

477. O’Keefe, Theodore J. “From the editor.” Spring, 1989;
Vol. 9, No. 1, p. 4.

478. Porter, Carlos W. Made in Russia: The Holocaust. Re-
viewed by O’Keefe, Theodore J. Spring, 1989; Vol. 9,
No. 1, p. 89.

Vol. 9, no. 2 (Summer 1989)

479. Benson, Ivor. “Iran: Some angles on the Islamic rev-
olution.” Summer, 1989; Vol. 9, No. 2, p. 141.

480. Curtis, Michael. Anti-Semitism in the Contemporary
World. Reviewed by Grubach, Paul. Summer, 1989; Vol.
9, No. 2, p. 233.

481. Gabler, Neal. An Empire of Their Own: How the Jews
invented Hollywood. Reviewed by Wikoff, Jack. Sum-
mer, 1989; Vol. 9, No. 2, p. 243.

482. Leuchter, Fred A. Jr. “The Leuchter Report: The how
and the why.” Summer, 1989; Vol. 9, No. 2, p. 133.

483. Martin, James J. “George Morgenstern, 1906-1988.”
Summer, 1989; Vol. 9, No. 2, p. 247.

484. Mattogno, Carlo. “The first gassing at Auschwitz:
Genesis of a myth.” Summer, 1989; Vol. 9, No. 2, p. 193.

485. Miki, Hideo. “Thoughts on a military history of the
occupation of Japan.” Summer, 1989; Vol. 9, No. 2, p.
177.

64

THE JOURNAL OF HISTORICAL REVIEW



486. O’Keefe, Theodore J. “From the editor.” Summer,
1989; Vol. 9, No. 2, p. 132.

487. Rokach, Livia. Israel’s Sacred Terrorism. Reviewed
by Grimstad, William. Summer, 1989; Vol. 9, No. 2, p.
223.

Vol. 9, no. 3 (Fall 1989)

488. Buckey, Evan Burr. Hitler’s Hometown: Linz Austria.
Reviewed by Ries, John M. Fall, 1989; Vol. 9, No. 3, p.
380.

489. Fernandez-Armesto, Felipe. The Spanish Armada.
Reviewed by Hawkins, James. Fall, 1989; Vol. 9, No. 3,
p- 363.

490. Herzstein, Robert. Roosevelt and Hitler. Reviewed by
Clive, Robert. Fall, 1989; Vol. 9, No. 3, p. 357.

491. Irving, David. “Churchill and U.S. entry into World
War I1.” Fall, 1989; Vol. 9, No. 3, p. 261.

492. Keegan, John. The Second World War. Reviewed by
Ward, Arthur S. Fall, 1989; Vol. 9, No. 3, p. 360.

493. Kubek, Anthony. “The Morgenthau plan and the
problem of policy perversion.” Fall, 1989; Vol. 9, No. 3,
p. 287.

494. Marchetti, Victor. “Propaganda and disinformation
(How the CIA manufactures history).” Fall, 1989; Vol.
9, No. 3, p. 305.

495. Mayer, Arno J. Why Did the Heavens Not Darken?
The ‘Final Solution’in history. Reviewed by Butz,
Arthur R. Fall, 1989; Vol. 9, No. 3, p. 361.

496. Mayer, Arno J. Why Did the Heavens Not Darken?
The ‘Final Solution’in history. Reviewed by Faurisson,
Robert. Fall, 1989; Vol. 9, No. 3, p. 375.

497. O’Keefe, Theodore J. “From the editor.” Fall, 1989;
Vol. 9, No. 3, p. 260.

498. Otten, Herman. “Christianity, truth, and fantasy.”
Fall, 1989; Vol. 9, No. 3, p. 321.

499. Porter, Carlos W. Not Guilty at Nuremberg. Reviewed
by Brecht, Karl. Fall, 1989; Vol. 9, No. 3, p. 353.

Vol. 9, no. 4 (Winter 1989)

500. Berben, Paul. Dachau: 1933-1945, The Official Histo-
ry. Reviewed by Cobden, John. Winter, 1989; Vol. 9, No.
4, p. 485.

501. Halow, Joseph. “Innocent in Dachau: The trial and
punishment of Franz Kofler et al.” Winter, 1989; Vol. 9,
No. 4, p. 453.

502. Irving, David. Géring: A biography. Reviewed by Ad-
ams, Henry M. Winter, 1989; Vol. 9, No. 4, p. 505.

503. O’Keefe, Theodore J. “From the editor.” Winter, 1989;
Vol. 9, No. 4, p. 388.

504. Rost van Tonningen, F. “For Holland and for Europe:
The life and death of Dr. M.M. Rost van Tonningen.”
Winter, 1989; Vol. 9, No. 4, p. 427.

505. Weber, Mark. “My role in the Ziindel trial.” Winter,
1989; Vol. 9, No. 4, p. 389.

506. Weber, Mark. “Simon Wiesenthal: Bogus ‘Nazi hunt-
er’.” Winter, 1989; Vol. 9, No. 4, p. 439.

Volume 10 (1990)

Vol. 10, no. 1 (Spring 1990)

507. Davies, Ray (British Broadcasting Corporation). Sac-
rifice at Pearl Harbor. Reviewed by Grimstad, William.
Spring, 1990; Vol. 10, No. 1, p. 85.

508. Eknes, Enrique Aynat. “A visit to Auschwitz.” Spring,
1990; Vol. 10, No. 1, p. 99.

509. Fussell, Paul. War Time: Understanding and behav-
ior in the Second World War. Reviewed by Martin,
James J. Spring, 1990; Vol. 10, No. 1, p. 59.

510. Grimstad, William. “Autopsying the Communist ca-
daver.” Spring, 1990; Vol. 10, No. 1, p. 59.

511. Kaufman, Jonathan. Broken Alliance: The turbulent
times between blacks and Jews in America. Reviewed
by Grubach, Paul. Spring, 1990; Vol. 10, No. 1, p. 91.

512. Kohchi, Akira. Why I Survived the A-Bomb. Reviewed
by Jackson, Thomas. Spring, 1990; Vol. 10, No. 1, p. 81.

513. Mattogno, Carlo. “Auschwitz: A case of plagiarism.”
Spring, 1990; Vol. 10, No. 1, p. 5.

514. Mattogno, Carlo. “Two false testimonies from
Auschwitz.” Spring, 1990; Vol. 10, No. 1, p. 25.

515. Nawratil, Heinz. “A ‘diatribe’ in honor of Dr. Alfred
Schickel.” Spring, 1990; Vol. 10, No. 1, p. 118.

516. O’Keefe, Theodore J. “From the editor.” Spring, 1990;
Vol. 10, No. 1, p. 4.

517. Schoeman, Stephanie. “A interview with General
Otto Ernst Remer.” Spring, 1990; Vol. 10, No. 1, p. 108.

518. Weber, Mark. “Alois Brunner talks about his past.”
Spring, 1990; Vol. 10, No. 1, p. 123.

Vol. 10, no. 2 (Summer 1990)

519. Bacque, James. Other Losses. Reviewed by Ward,
Arthur S. Summer, 1990; Vol. 10, No. 2, p. 227.

520. Barnett, Correlli, editor. Hitler’s Generals. Reviewed
by Clive, Robert. Summer, 1990; Vol. 10, No. 2, p. 248.

521. Brech, Martin. “A U.S. prison guard’s story (In
‘Eisenhower’s death camps’: Part I).” Summer, 1990;
Vol. 10, No. 2, p. 161.

522. de Zayas, Alfred M. The Wehrmacht War Crimes Bu-
reau. Reviewed by Clive, Robert. Summer, 1990; Vol.
10, No. 2, p. 237.

523. Dibert, A. “Our established religion.” Summer, 1990;
Vol. 10, No. 2, p. 211.

524. Faurisson, Robert. “Arevised preface to Auschwitz: A
Jjudge looks at the evidence.” Summer, 1990; Vol. 10, No.
2, p. 187.

525. Heide, Hans von der. “From the Allied camps to the
revisionist camp (In ‘Eisenhower’s death camps’: Part
I).” Summer, 1990; Vol. 10, No. 2, p. 177.

526. Keegan, John. The Price of Admiralty: The evolution
of naval warfare. Reviewed by Hawkins, James. Sum-
mer, 1990; Vol. 10, No. 2, p. 251.

527. Koch, H. W. Aspects of the Third Reich. Reviewed by
Weber, Charles E. Summer, 1990; Vol. 10, No. 2, p. 242.

528. Laska, Werner. “In a U.S. death camp — 1945 (In
‘Eisenhower’s death camps’: Part I).” Summer, 1990;
Vol. 10, No. 2, p. 166.

529. Martin, James J. “Other days, other ways: American
book censorship 1918-1945.” Summer, 1990; Vol. 10,
No. 2, p. 133.

530. Nordling, Carl. “The Jewish establishment under
Nazi threat and domination 1938-1945.” Summer,
1990; Vol. 10, No. 2, p. 195.

531. O’Keefe, Theodore J. “From the editor.” Summer,
1990; Vol. 10, No. 2, p. 132.

532. Pressac, Jean-Claude. Auschwitz: Technique and op-
eration of the gas chambers. Reviewed by Weber, Mark.
Summer, 1990; Vol. 10, No. 2, p. 231(7).

533. Roques, Henri. The ‘Confessions’of Kurt Gerstein. Re-
viewed by Dibert, A. Summer, 1990; Vol. 10, No. 2, p.
223.

534. Williams, Robert H. “The end of the Romanoffs.”
Summer, 1990; Vol. 10, No. 2, p. 149.

November/December 1993

65



535. Yockey, Francis Parker. “On propaganda in America.”
Summer, 1990; Vol. 10, No. 2, p. 143.

Vol. 10, no. 3 (Fall 1990)

536. “The Notin affair.” Fall, 1990; Vol. 10, No. 3, p. 367.

537. Benson, Ivor. “Russia 1917-1918: A key to the riddle
of an age of conflict.” Fall, 1990; Vol. 10, No. 3, p. 323.

538. Leuchter, Fred A. Jr.; Faurisson, Robert. “The second
Leuchter report.” Fall, 1990; Vol. 10, No. 3, p. 261.

539. O’Keefe, Theodore J. “From the editor.” Fall, 1990;
Vol. 10, No. 3, p. 260.

540. Porter, Carlos W. “If you can’t eat ‘em, beat ‘em (or,
How I killed thousands with my bare hands).” Fall,
1990; Vol. 10, No. 3, p. 379.

541. Roques, Henri. “How fares the Roques thesis?” Fall,
1990; Vol. 10, No. 3, p. 371.

542. Staglich, Wilhelm. “An open letter to the president of
West Germany.” Fall, 1990; Vol. 10, No. 3, p. 373.

Vol. 10, no. 4 (Winter 1990)

543. Irving, David. “Battleship Auschwitz.” Winter, 1990;
Vol. 10, No. 4, p. 490.

544. Irving, David. “Hitler’s War: An introduction to the
new edition.” Winter, 1990; Vol. 10, No. 4, p. 389.

545. Irving, David. “The Trail of the Desert Fox: Rommel
revised.” Winter, 1990; Vol. 10, No. 4, p. 417.

546. Keen, Sam. Faces of the Enemy: Reflections of the hos-
tile imagination. Reviewed by Wikoff, Jack. Winter,
1990; Vol. 10, No. 4, p. 487.

547. Konkin, Samuel Edward III. “The last liberal histori-
an: A.J.P. Taylor, March 25, 1906—Sept. 7, 1990.” Win-
ter, 1990; Vol. 10, No. 4, p. 509.

548. Leuchter, Fred A. Jr. “Witch hunt in Boston.” Winter,
1990; Vol. 10, No. 4, p. 453.

549. Mattogno, Carlo. “Jean-Claude Pressac and the War
Refugee Board Report.” Winter, 1990; Vol. 10, No. 4, p.
461.

550. O’Keefe, Theodore J. “From the editor.” Winter, 1990,
Vol. 10, No. 4, p. 388.

551. Weber, Mark. “Reviewing a year of progress.” Winter,
1990; Vol. 10, No. 4, p. 439.

Volume 11 (1991)

Vol. 11, no. 1 (Spring 1991)

552. Goodrick-Clarke, Nicholas. The Occult Roots of Na-
zism. Reviewed by Grimstad, William. Spring, 1991;
Vol. 11, No. 1, p. 121.

553. O’Keefe, Theodore J. “From the editor.” Spring, 1991;
Vol. 11, No. 1, p. 4.

554. Poullada, Leon. “Major Poullada’s final defense plea
in the Nordhausen-Dora concentration camp case.”
Spring, 1991; Vol. 11, No. 1, p. 81.

555. Pressac, Jean-Claude. Auschwitz: Technique and op-
eration of the gas chambers [part 1]. Reviewed by Fau-
risson, Robert. Spring, 1991; Vol. 11, No. 1, p. 25(42).

556. Toland, John. “Living history.” Spring, 1991; Vol. 11,
No. 1, p. 5.

557. Weber, Mark. “Tell-tale documents & photos from
Auschwitz.” Spring, 1991; Vol. 11, No. 1, p. 67(14).

Vol. 11, no. 2 (Summer 1991)

558. “An official Polish report on the Auschwitz ‘gas cham-
bers’.” Summer, 1991; Vol. 11, No. 2, p. 207.

559. Butz, Arthur R. “A brief introduction to Holocaust re-

visionism.” Summer, 1991; Vol. 11, No. 2, p. 251.

560. Eknes, Enrique Aynat. “Neither trace nor proof: The
seven Auschwitz ‘gassing’ sites.” Summer, 1991; Vol.
11, No. 2, p. 177(30).

561. Faurisson, Robert. “A request for additional informa-
tion on the myth of the ‘gassing’ of the Serbs in the
First World War.” Summer, 1991; Vol. 11, No. 2, p. 254.

562. Loftus, Elizabeth; Ketcham, Katherine. Witness for
the Defense. Reviewed by Cobden, John. Summer, 1991;
Vol. 11, No. 2, p. 238.

563. O’Keefe, Theodore J. “From the editor.” Summer,
1991; Vol. 11, No. 2, p. 132.

564. Pressac, Jean-Claude. Auschwitz: Technique and op-
eration of the gas chambers [part 2]. Reviewed by Fau-
risson, Robert. Summer, 1991; Vol. 11, No. 2, p. 133(43).

565. Radnitz, Robert, producer. Never Forget [movie]. Re-
viewed by Marcellus, Thomas J. Summer, 1991; Vol. 11,
No. 2, p. 229.

566. Weber, Mark. “Jewish soap’.” Summer, 1991; Vol. 11,
No. 2, p. 217.

Vol. 11, no. 3 (Fall 1991)

567. Almog, Shmuel. Nationalism & Antisemitism in
Modern Europe 1815-1945. Reviewed by Kerr, Freder-
ick. Fall, 1991; Vol. 11, No. 3, p. 345.

568. Bennett, John. “Revisionism and censorship down
under.” Fall, 1991; Vol. 11, No. 3, p. 365.

569. Collins, Doug. “Reflections on the Second World War,
free speech, and revisionism.” Fall, 1991; Vol. 11, No. 3,
p. 321.

570. Desjardins, Dan. “The murder of Rudolf Hess: A call
for a congressional investigation.” Fall, 1991; Vol. 11,
No. 3, p. 360.

571. Eknes, Enrique Aynat. “Auschwitz and the exile gov-
ernment of Poland according to the ‘Polish Fortnightly
Review’ 1940-1945.” Fall, 1991; Vol. 11, No. 3, p. 281.

572. Fleming, Gerald, Emeritus reader in German (De-
partment of Linguistic and International Studies, Uni-
versity of Surrey). Damning Documentary Evidence?
[Letter to the editor]. Response by Weber, Mark. Fall,
1991; Vol. 11, No. 3, p. 375.

573. Lang, R. Clarence. “Swedish professors defend revi-
sionism on trial.” Fall, 1991; Vol. 11, No. 3, p. 371.

574. Martin, David. The Web of Disinformation:
Churchill’s Yugoslav Blunder. Reviewed by Clive, Rob-
ert. Fall, 1991; Vol. 11, No. 3, p. 348.

575. Nordling, Carl. “How many Jews died in the German
concentration camps?” Fall, 1991; Vol. 11, No. 3, p. 335.

576. O’Keefe, Theodore J. “From the editor.” Fall, 1991,
Vol. 11, No. 3, p. 260.

577. Renk, Brian. “The Franke-Gricksch ‘Resettlement
Action Report’: Anatomy of a fabrication.” Fall, 1991;
Vol. 11, No. 3, p. 261.

578. Weber, Mark. “A prominent Holocaust historian
wrestles with a rising revisionism.” Fall, 1991; Vol. 11,
No. 3, p. 353.

Vol. 11, no. 4 (Winter 1991)

579. “Mercy for Japs: Letters from Yank.” Winter, 1991;
Vol. 11, No. 4, p. 491.

580. Hottelet, Carl. “Holocaust education: Cui bono?”
Winter, 1991; Vol. 11, No. 4, p. 500.

581. Lenski, Robert. The Holocaust on Trial. Reviewed by
Weber, Mark. Winter, 1991; Vol. 11, No. 4, p. 469.

582. Lutton, Charles. “Pearl Harbor: Fifty years of contro-
versy.” Winter, 1991; Vol. 11, No. 4, p. 431.

66

THE JOURNAL OF HISTORICAL REVIEW



583. Manion, Clarence. “In interview with Admiral Kim-
mel.” Winter, 1991; Vol. 11, No. 4, p. 495.

584. O’Keefe, Theodore J. “From the editor.” Winter, 1991;
Vol. 11, No. 4, p. 388.

585. Taylor, Samuel Jared. Stalin’s Apologist, Walter Du-
ranty: The New York Times’ man in Moscow. Reviewed
by Wikoff, Jack. Winter, 1991; Vol. 11, No. 4, p. 479.

586. Weber, Mark. “Roosevelt’s secret pre-war plan to
bomb Japan.” Winter, 1991; Vol. 11, No. 4, p. 503.

587. Wesserle, Andreas R. “The new world disorder.” Win-
ter, 1991; Vol. 11, No. 4, p. 389.

Volume 12 (1992)

Vol. 12, no. 1 (Spring 1992)

588. “Hoover-era American plan for war against Britain
and Canada uncovered.” Spring, 1992; Vol. 12, No. 1, p.
121.

589. Dershowitz, Alan. Chutzpah. Reviewed by Cobden,
John. Spring, 1992; Vol. 12, No. 1, p. 109.

590. Faurisson, Robert. “A dry chronicle of the purge.”
Spring, 1992; Vol. 12, No. 1, p. 5.

591. Fischer, David Hacket. Albion’s Seed: Four British
folkways in America. Reviewed by Rosit, Nelson.
Spring, 1992; Vol. 12, No. 1, p. 114.

592. Lindbergh, Charles A. “War and peace: Two historic
speeches.” Spring, 1992; Vol. 12, No. 1, p. 87.

593. O’Keefe, Theodore J. “Why Holocaust revisionism?”
Spring, 1992; Vol. 12, No. 1, p. 99.

594. Rassinier, Paul. “The Holocaust in perspective.”
Spring, 1992; Vol. 12, No. 1, p. 123.

595. Stolley, Roger. “Pearl Harbor attack no surprise.”
Spring, 1992; Vol. 12, No. 1, p. 119.

596. Tojo, Hideki. “Prison diary.” Spring, 1992; Vol. 12, No.
1, p. 31.

597. Weber, Mark. “Editorial note.” Spring, 1992; Vol. 12,
No. 1, p. 4.

Vol. 12, no. 2 (Summer 1992)

598. “War atrocity propaganda exposed.” Summer, 1992;
Vol. 12, No. 2, p. 243.

599. Dan, Jaromir. “Remembering Auschwitz.” Summer,
1992; Vol. 12, No. 2, p. 247.

600. Ellis, Mark. Beyond Innocence and Redemption. Re-
viewed by Countess, Robert H. Summer, 1992; Vol. 12,
No. 2, p. 215.

601. Grubach, Paul. “A double standard.” Summer, 1992;
Vol. 12, No. 2, p. 248.

602. Martin, James J. “Reflections on a death.” Summer,
1992; Vol. 12, No. 2, p. 251.

603. McLaren, John. “Pappy’ Boyington and the ‘Flying
Tigers’ episode.” Summer, 1992; Vol. 12, No. 2, p. 245.

604. Muirden, Geoff. “New threat against free speech in
Australia.” Summer, 1992; Vol. 12, No. 2, p. 245.

605. Stofberg, Louis. “The Holocaust issue in changing
South Africa.” Summer, 1992; Vol. 12, No. 2, p. 246.
606. Taylor, Samuel Jared. “The challenge of ‘multicultur-
alism’in how Americans view the past and the future.”

Summer, 1992; Vol. 12, No. 2, p. 159.

607. Wahls, Hans. “The fate of an Auschwitz resistant.”
Summer, 1992; Vol. 12, No. 2, p. 248.

608. Weber, Mark. “Croatia’s president rejects ‘six million’
story.” Summer, 1992; Vol. 12, No. 2, p. 241.

609. Weber, Mark. “From the editor.” Summer, 1992; Vol.
12, No. 2, p. 132.

610. Weber, Mark. “The Nuremberg trials and the Holo-
caust.” Summer, 1992; Vol. 12, No. 2, p. 167.

611. Weber, Mark. “Reviews of IHR books show greater ac-
ceptance of revisionism.” Summer, 1992; Vol. 12, No. 2,
p- 231.

612. Weber, Mark. “War atrocity propaganda exposed.”
Summer, 1992; Vol. 12, No. 2, p. 243.

613. Weber, Mark; Allen, Andrew. “Treblinka.” Summer,
1992; Vol. 12, No. 2, p. 133.

Vol. 12, no. 3 (Fall 1992)

614. Degrelle, Leon. “How Hitler consolidated power in
Germany and launched a social revolution.” Fall, 1992;
Vol. 12, No. 3, p. 299.

615. Ries, John M. “History’s greatest naval disaster.”
Fall, 1992; Vol. 12, No. 3, p. 371.

616. Weber, Mark. “From the editor.” Fall, 1992; Vol. 12,
No. 3, p. 260.

617. Weber, Mark. “Pages from the Auschwitz Death Reg-
istry volumes.” Fall, 1992; Vol. 12, No. 3, p. 265.

Vol. 12, no. 4 (Winter 1992)

618. Franz-Willing, Georg. Umerziehung. Reviewed by
Granata, Russ; O’Keefe, Theodore J. Winter, 1992; Vol.
12, No. 4, p. 493.

619. Grubach, Paul. “The Leuchter Report vindicated.”
Winter, 1992; Vol. 12, No. 4, p. 445.

620. Leuchter, Fred A. Jr. “Is there life after persecution?”
Winter, 1992; Vol. 12, No. 4, p. 429.

621. Liftl, Walter. “The Liiftl Report.” Winter, 1992; Vol.
12, No. 4, p. 391.

622. Shapiro, Shelly (Holocaust Survivors & Friends in
Pursuit of Justice). Truth Prevails: Demolishing Holo-
caust denial (the end of the Leuchter Report). Reviewed
by Weber, Mark. Winter, 1992; Vol. 12, No. 4, p. 485.

623. Smith, Bradley R. “Letter to the editor.” Winter,
1992; Vol. 12, No. 4, p. 501.

624. Weber, Mark. “Fred Leuchter: Courageous defender
of historical truth.” Winter, 1992; Vol. 12, No. 4, p. 421.

625. Weber, Mark. “From the editor.” Winter, 1992; Vol.
12, No. 4, p. 388.

626. Weber, Mark. “Growing impact of the Leuchter Re-
port in Germany.” Winter, 1992; Vol. 12, No. 4, p. 475.

Volume 13 (1993)

Vol. 13, no. 1 (Jan./Feb. 1993)

627. Collins, Doug. “Canadian reflections on the Ziindel
and Irving cases.” January/February, 1993; Vol. 13, No.
1, p. 42.

628. Hess, Wolf R. “The life and death of my father.” Jan-
uary/February, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 1, p. 24.

629. Irving, David. “Life under fire.” January/February,
1993; Vol. 13, No. 1, p. 8.

630. Larson, Martin A. “Thomas Jefferson’s place in histo-
ry.” January/February, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 1, p. 40.

631. Raven, Greg. “Irving’s most un-excellent adventure
in Canada.” January/February, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 1, p.
12.

632. Weber, Mark. “California court rejects Mermelstein’s
appeal.” January/February, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 1, p. 7.
633. Weber, Mark. “David Irving: Intrepid battler.” Janu-

ary/February, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 1, p. 4.

634. Weber, Mark. “From the editor: A new Journal and a

new era.” January/February, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 1, p. 2.

November/December 1993

67



635. Weber, Mark. “Holocaust Survivor finds ‘exterminat-
ed brother’.” January/February, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 1, p.
45.

636. Weber, Mark. “The legacy of Rudolf Hess.” January/
February, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 1, p. 20.

637. Weber, Mark. “Official US Holocaust Museum to
open in April in Washington, DC.” January/February,
1993; Vol. 13, No. 1, p. 46.

638. Weber, Mark. “The Sally Hemmings myth.” January/
February, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 1, p. 41.

Vol. 13, no. 2 (Mar./Apr. 1993)

639. Bacon, Isabelle. Walking Beside Jesus in the Holy
Land: An Illustrated Travel and Study Guide to the
Holy Land. Reviewed by John, Robert. March/April,
1993; Vol. 13, No. 2, p. 44.

640. Cole, David. “A Jewish revisionist’s visit to
Auschwitz.” March/April, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 2, p. 11.
641. Irving, David. “The suppressed Eichmann and Goeb-
bels papers.” March/April, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 2, p. 14.
642. Langford, Edward. “Alexander the Great and Darius
— kinsmen and enemies.” March/April, 1993; Vol. 13,

No. 2, p. 36.

643. Larson, Martin A. “The Essene origins of Jesus’
teachings.” March/April, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 2, p. 33.
644. Nakhleh, Issah. Encyclopedia of the Palestine Prob-
lem [Monumental work sets record straight on Pales-
tine-Israel issue]. Reviewed by John, Robert. March/

April, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 2, p. 41.

645. Raven, Greg. “Dramatic new video takes aim at key
Holocaust claims.” March/April, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 2, p.
8.

646. Taylor, Samuel Jared. Paved with Good Intentions:
The failure of race relations in contemporary America.
Reviewed by Stanwood, Charles. March/April, 1993;
Vol. 13, No. 2, p. 37.

647. Weber, Mark. “Final victory on the Mermelstein
case.” March/April, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 2, p. 13.

648. Weber, Mark. “Five-story U.S. Holocaust museum to
open in Washington, DC.” March/April, 1993; Vol. 13,
No. 2, p. 31.

649. Weber, Mark. “French court orders heavy penalties
against Faurisson for Holocaust views.” March/April,
1993; Vol. 13, No. 2, p. 26.

650. Weber, Mark. “From the editor.” March/April, 1993;
Vol. 13, No. 2, p. 2.

651. Weber, Mark. “Irving conviction in Germany upheld,
fine tripled.” March/April, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 2, p. 7.
652. Weber, Mark. “Mithraism: Formidable rival to early

Christianity.” March/April, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 2, p. 34.

653. Weber, Mark. “Otto Ernst Remer sentenced to 22
months imprisonment for revisionist publications.”
March/April, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 2, p. 29.

654. Weber, Mark. “Roy Bullock: ADL informant.” March/
April, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 2, p. 25.

655. Weber, Mark; Raven, Greg. “New biography assails
Churechill war record.” March/April, 1993; Vol. 13, No.
2, p. 4.

Vol. 13, no. 3 (May/Jun. 1993)

656. Lane, Terry; Adams, Phillip. “Zionism and the press
in Australia: Two views.” May/June, 1993; Vol. 13, No.
3, p. 15.

657. O’Keefe, Theodore J. “Bradley Smith’s Campus
Project ad printed after furious clash at University of
Texas.” May/June, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 3, p. 17.

658. Weber, Mark. “From the editor.” May/June, 1993; Vol.
13, No. 3, p. 2.

659. Weber, Mark. “Holocaust revisionism is not ‘hate
speech,” Canadian officials affirm.” May/June, 1993;
Vol. 13, No. 3, p. 16.

660. Weber, Mark. “Irving barred from Australia.” May/
June, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 3, p. 13.

661. Weber, Mark. “No gassing in Dachau’.” May/June,
1993; Vol. 13, No. 3, p. 12.

662. Weber, Mark; Raven, Greg. “Multi-media ‘Liberators’
project exposed as fraud.” May/June, 1993; Vol. 13, No.
3, p. 4.

663. Weber, Mark; Raven, Greg. “Wiesenthal re-confirms:
‘No extermination camps on German soil’.” May/June,
1993; Vol. 13, No. 3, p. 9.

Vol. 13, no. 4 (Jul./Aug. 1993)

664. “A bit worried.” July/August, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 4, p.
46.

665. “Danger of racialist subjectivism.” July/August,
1993; Vol. 13, No. 4, p. 46.

666. “Democracy?.” July/August, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 4, p.
47.

667. “Epic struggle.” July/August, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 4, p.

47.

668. “Neither of the right nor of the left.” July/August,
1993; Vol. 13, No. 4, p. 46.

669. “Open mind on Holocaust.” July/August, 1993; Vol.
13, No. 4, p. 47.

670. “Wartime internment.” July/August, 1993; Vol. 13,
No. 4, p. 47.

671. “Word for word.” July/August, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 4, p.
47.

672. “Work appreciated.” July/August, 1993; Vol. 13, No.
4, p. 47.

673. “Work appreciated.” July/August, 1993; Vol. 13, No.
4, p. 47.

674. “Work appreciated.” July/August, 1993; Vol. 13, No.
4, p. 47.

675. “Work appreciated.” July/August, 1993; Vol. 13, No.
4, p. 47.

676. “Work appreciated.” July/August, 1993; Vol. 13, No.
4, p. 47.

677. “Work appreciated.” July/August, 1993; Vol. 13, No.
4, p. 47.

678. Egerton, Douglas R. “Takes pride.” July/August,
1993; Vol. 13, No. 4, p. 47.

679. Faurisson, Robert. “The U.S. Holocaust Memorial
Museum: A challenge.” July/August, 1993; Vol. 13, No.
4, p. 14.

680. Faurisson, Robert; Weber, Mark. “New attack
against Faurisson and Rami in Stockholm.” July/Au-
gust, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 4, p. 18.

681. Hess, Rudolf. “July 1934 appeal to fellow soldiers of
the First World War.” July/August, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 4,
p. 38.

682. Ries, John M.; Weber, Mark. “The fateful year 1898:
The United States becomes an imperial power.” July/
August, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 4, p. 4.

683. Taylor, James; Shaw, Warren. The Third Reich Alma-
nac. Reviewed by Weber, Mark; Raven, Greg. July/Au-
gust, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 4, p. 44.

684. Taylor, Samuel Jared. ““Multiculturalism’: A re-
sponse to Smith.” July/August, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 4, p.
46.

685. Taylor, Telford. The Anatomy of the Nuremberg Tri-

68

THE JOURNAL OF HISTORICAL REVIEW



als. Reviewed by Gray, Andrew. July/August, 1993; Vol.
13, No. 4, p. 43.

686. Weber, Mark. “Croatia’s leader denounced as Holo-
caust revisionist.” July/August, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 4, p.
19.

687. Weber, Mark. “From the editor.” July/August, 1993;
Vol. 13, No. 4, p. 2.

688. Weber, Mark. “New revisionist books in Europe.”
July/August, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 4, p. 25.

689. Weber, Mark. “The Organization of American Histo-
rians: Faithfully reflecting academic standards.” July/
August, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 4, p. 20.

690. Weber, Mark. “Organization of American Historians
censors the IHR.” July/August, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 4, p.
23.

691. Weber, Mark. “Political leader punished (German
sentenced for translating Leuchter address).” July/Au-
gust, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 4, p. 26.

692. Weber, Mark. “Revisionist activism (Truck’s message
alerts people in Austin).” July/August, 1993; Vol. 13,
No. 4, p. 26.

693. Weber, Mark. “Zionism and the Third Reich.” July/
August, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 4, p. 29.

Vol. 13, no. 5 (Sep./0Oct. 1993)

694. “Barbarian western notion.” September/October,
1993; Vol. 13, No. 5, p. 46.

695. “Defining moment.” September/October, 1993; Vol.
13, No. 5, p. 46.

696. “Devotion appreciated.” September/October, 1993;
Vol. 13, No. 5, p. 47.

697. “Genocide against indians.” September/October,
1993; Vol. 13, No. 5, p. 48.

698. “Good diversity.” September/October, 1993; Vol. 13,
No. 5, p. 46.

699. “Good ammunition.” September/October, 1993; Vol.
13, No. 5, p. 47.

700. “Hess, Churchill, Irving.” September/October, 1993;
Vol. 13, No. 5, p. 46.

701. “Little hope.” September/October, 1993; Vol. 13, No.
5, p. 47.

702. “New historians’ associated needed?.” September/Oc-
tober, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 5, p. 46.

703. “Origins of Christianity.” September/October, 1993;
Vol. 13, No. 5, p. 48.

704. “Origins of Christianity.” September/October, 1993;
Vol. 13, No. 5, p. 48.

705. “Plans put on hold.” September/October, 1993; Vol.
13, No. 5, p. 46.

706. “Prefers old format.” September/October, 1993; Vol.
13, No. 5, p. 48.

707. “A salute.” September/October, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 5,
p- 48.

708. “Splendid speech.” September/October, 1993; Vol. 13,
No. 5, p. 47.

709. “Takes issue.” September/October, 1993; Vol. 13, No.
5, p. 47.

710. “Time has come.” September/October, 1993; Vol. 13,
No. 5, p. 48.

711. Artemis, G. “Patriarchal distortion.” September/Oc-
tober, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 5, p. 47.

712. Backwords, Ace. “ADL on the defensive.” September/
October, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 5, p. 47.

713. Faurisson, Robert. “The adventure of revisionism.”
September/October, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 5, p. 42.

714. Granata, Russ. “Anti-Defamation League takes aim

at Italian-American pride (Wartime Vatican role debat-
ed).” September/October, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 5, p. 30.

715. Lilienthal, Alfred M. “The Holocaust issue and Mid-
dle East policy.” September/October, 1993; Vol. 13, No.
5, p. 44.

716. Martinez, Mary Ball. “Pope Pius XII during the Sec-
ond World War.” September/October, 1993; Vol. 13, No.
5, p. 26.

717. Morgan, Robert. “The ‘Great Emancipator’ and the
issue of race (Abraham Lincoln’s program of black re-
settlement).” September/October, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 5,
p- 4.

718. Moynihan, Daniel Patrick. “Who reads the Journal?.”
September/October, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 5, p. 38.

719. Otten, Herman. “Christian responsibility to truth
(The Holocaust issue: Three Christian views).” Sep-
tember/October, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 5, p. 32.

720. Sobran, Joseph. “Victims deserve better’ (The Holo-
caust issue: Three Christian views).” September/Octo-
ber, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 5, p. 34.

721. Trevor-Roper, Hugh. “Letter to Henri Roques.” Sep-
tember/October, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 5, p. 40.

722. Vezelis, Louis. ““Examine all the evidence’ (The Holo-
caust issue: Three Christian views).” September/Octo-
ber, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 5, p. 34.

723. Waldheim, Kurt. “Who reads the Journal?.” Septem-
ber/October, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 5, p. 38.

724. Weber, Mark. “From the editor: Vindication for Dem-
Jjanjuk.” September/October, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 5, p. 2.

725. Weber, Mark. “Further legal persecution of revision-
ists (Europe).” September/October, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 5,
p- 36.

726. Weber, Mark. “Gas chamber door fraudulently por-
trayed at U.S. Holocaust Museum.” September/Octo-
ber, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 5, p. 39.

727. Weber, Mark. “How fake war propaganda stories are
manufactured.” September/October, 1993; Vol. 13, No.
5, p. 43.

728. Weber, Mark. “Penn State ‘Holocaust history’ course:
A lesson in ignorance.” September/October, 1993; Vol.
13, No. 5, p. 45.

729. Weber, Mark. “South African Member of Parliament
under fire for support of revisionism.” September/Octo-
ber, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 5, p. 38.

Vol. 13, no. 6 (Nov./Dec. 1993)

730. Bauer, Yehuda. ““Symbol of our culture’.” November/
December, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 6, p. 27.

731. Bennett, John. “Lipstadt’s ‘fine scholarship’.” Novem-
ber/December, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 6, p. 47.

732. Brentar, Jerome A. “My campaign for justice for John
Demjanjuk.” November/December, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 6,
p- 2.

733. Brookes, Frank. “Maintain standards.” November/
December, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 6, p. 49.

734. Collins, Doug. “The story keeps changing.” Novem-
ber/December, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 6, p. 10.

735. Forster, Arnold. Square One. Reviewed by Cobden,
John. November/December, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 6, p. 32.

736. Gubic, Marijan. “Tudjman and Holocaust revision-
ism.” November/December, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 6, p. 49.

737. John, Robert. “Praise for docudrama portrayal.” No-
vember/December, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 6, p. 49.

738. King, Robert. “Challenging facts of Holocaust is re-
sponsibility of historians.” November/December, 1993;
Vol. 13, No. 6, p. 27.

November/December 1993

69



739. Lipstadt, Deborah. Denying the Holocaust: The grow-
ing assault on truth and memory. Reviewed by O’Keefe,
Theodore J. November/December, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 6,
p- 28.

760. Martin, Neil. “Lincoln a ‘clever politician’?” Novem-
ber/December, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 6, p. 49.

740. Muirden, Geoff. “Terrific pressure.” November/De-
cember, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 6, p. 47.

741. Raven, Greg. “The Journal of Historical Review, a
look back.” November/December, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 6, p.
53.

742. Raven, Greg. “The Journal of Historical Review,
1980-1993.” November/December, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 6,
p- 55.

743. Raven, Greg. “Victory for Irving in Australia free
speech struggle.” November/December, 1993; Vol. 13,
No. 6, p. 12.

744. Schwartz, Alan M., editor (Anti-Defamation League).
Hitler’s Apologists: The anti-Semitic propaganda of Ho-
locaust ‘revisionism’. Reviewed by O’Keefe, Theodore J.
November/December, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 6, p. 28.

745. Sobran, Joseph. “Demjanjuk, Israel and the Holo-
caust.” November/December, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 6, p. 9.

746. Stern, Kenneth S. (American Jewish Committee).
Holocaust Denial. Reviewed by O’Keefe, Theodore J.
November/December, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 6, p. 28.

747. Stofberg, L. F. “No hardship.” November/December,
1993; Vol. 13, No. 6, p. 47.

748. Toner, Edward J. Jr. “A whopper?” November/Decem-
ber, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 6, p. 47.

749. Vidal-Naquet, Pierre. Assassins of Memory: Essays
on the denial of the Holocaust. Reviewed by Weber,
Mark. November/December, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 6, p. 26.

750. Weber, Mark. “Cole on Morton Downey Show.” No-
vember/December, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 6, p. 25.

751. Weber, Mark. “Danger’ of Holocaust revisionism
spreading, says Israeli scholar.” November/December,
1993; Vol. 13, No. 6, p. 25.

752. Weber, Mark. “Fred Leuchter arrested in Germany.”
November/December, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 6, p. 22.

753. Weber, Mark. “Hellmut Diwald, German professor.”
November/December, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 6, p. 16.

754. Weber, Mark. “Holocaust lies: Bergen-Belsen gas-
sings.” November/December, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 6, p. 24.

755. Weber, Mark. “How an influential journalist twists
the truth.” November/December, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 6, p.

18.

756. Weber, Mark. “IHR activist puts Cole video on local
television.” November/December, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 6,
p- 23.

757. Weber, Mark. “Sarajevo worse than Auschwitz, says
former inmate.” November/December, 1993; Vol. 13,
No. 6, p. 24.

758. Weber, Mark. “Smith steps up CODOH ad cam-
paign.” November/December, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 6, p. 22.

759. Weber, Mark. “Three revisionist books from Germa-
ny.” November/December, 1993; Vol. 13, No. 6, p. 25.

Topics

Atrocities
6, 36, 65, 67, 69, 113, 119, 140, 211, 330, 338, 363, 471,
519, 521, 525, 528, 590

Auschwitz
59, 87, 206, 231, 352, 484, 508, 513, 514, 557, 558, 560,
571, 599, 607, 617, 640, 645

Camps
5, 53, 80, 81, 86, 93, 157, 258, 404, 422, 439, 451, 500,
501, 560, 569, 571, 577, 613, 640, 645, 661, 662, 663,
754, 757

Censorship
10, 98, 101, 102, 167, 170, 231, 350, 360, 387, 435, 475,
529, 536, 541, 543, 548, 568, 569, 573, 578, 604, 620,
627, 631, 649, 651, 653, 656, 657, 659, 660, 666, 678,
680, 686, 687, 689, 690, 691, 715, 725, 728, 729, 743,
752

Communism
139, 234, 238, 285, 364, 370, 425, 438, 510, 534, 537,
585

Documents
7,156,212, 284, 337, 341, 381, 390, 461, 469, 533, 541,
549, 571, 577, 596, 641, 721

Editorials
12, 38, 57, 78, 110, 122, 143, 161, 172, 185, 197, 202,
208, 222, 232, 334, 356, 386, 432, 444, 457, 463, 477,
486, 497, 503, 516, 531, 539, 550, 553, 563, 576, 584,
597, 609, 616, 625, 634, 650, 658, 687, 724

Gas chambers and crematories
4, 20, 21, 41, 80, 97, 106, 115, 116, 130, 157, 206, 223,
257, 385, 390, 451, 482, 484, 532, 533, 538, 541, 555,
558, 560, 561, 564, 572, 578, 619, 621, 622, 626, 640,
645

Historiography
3, 8, 35, 68, 129, 131, 134, 146, 190, 225, 277, 283, 296,
311, 335, 358, 396, 408, 556, 593, 606, 611, 623, 665,
671, 684, 688, 689, 694, 698, 702, 711, 713, 728, 739,
744, 746, 749, 751, 759

Holocaust
1, 2, 22, 23, 25, 32, 42, 48, 49, 66, 73, 75, 80, 105, 152,
162, 163, 168, 177, 178, 179, 182, 189, 192, 194, 195,
204, 210, 237, 259, 265, 266, 323, 324, 345, 362, 372,
373, 376, 378, 379, 380, 388, 395, 396, 399, 400, 405,
415, 419, 421, 426, 429, 430, 436, 442, 448, 452, 455,
459, 464, 474, 495, 496, 523, 524, 530, 543, 559, 562,
566, 569, 575, 580, 594, 605, 608, 635, 663, 664, 667,
669, 679, 686, 688, 692, 701, 714, 716, 719, 720, 721,
722,726, 734, 754

Judaica
30, 37, 39, 47, 58, 66, 88, 90, 91, 98, 114, 125, 186, 238,
316, 335, 367, 419, 441, 449, 468, 480, 481, 567, 578,
589, 600, 601, 637, 648, 693, 712, 735

Letters
13, 14, 19, 28, 31, 33, 39, 44, 46, 50, 51, 52, 54, 55, 56,
58, 60, 61, 71, 72, 74, 76, 79, 82, 85, 90, 91, 95, 96, 97,
98, 99, 100, 101, 102, 103, 104, 105, 107, 108, 113, 114,
118, 119, 120, 121, 123, 124, 125, 127, 132, 136, 137,
138, 140, 141, 142, 145, 146, 147, 151, 153, 154, 155,
157, 158, 163, 165, 166, 168, 177, 178, 179, 181, 183,
448, 462, 542, 599, 601, 602, 603, 604, 605, 607, 664,
665, 666, 667, 668, 669, 670, 671, 672, 673, 674, 675,
676, 677, 678, 684, 694, 695, 696, 697, 698, 699, 700,
701, 702, 703, 704, 705, 706, 707, 708, 709, 710, 711,
712, 721, 731, 733, 736, 737, 740, 747, 748, 760

70

THE JOURNAL OF HISTORICAL REVIEW




Middle East
62, 64, 191, 359, 377, 402, 456,
487, 639, 644, 715

Miscellaneous
13, 14, 16, 18, 19, 28, 31, 33, 44,
46, 50, 51, 52, 53, 60, 71, 72, 78,
84, 95, 96, 99, 100, 103, 104, 107,
108, 111, 112, 124, 133, 150, 159,
171, 174, 205, 229, 230, 256, 261,
264, 271, 275, 292, 294, 307, 318,
325, 329, 331, 336, 366, 375, 383,
392, 394, 397, 406, 407, 410, 412,
414, 416, 417, 434, 453, 454, 462,
476, 479, 489, 526, 527, 542, 551,
591, 695, 700, 718, 723, 730, 738,
741, 742, 750, 755, 756, 758

Personalities, Allied
9, 34, 201, 221, 304, 418, 439, 443,
445, 467, 490, 491, 521, 525, 574,
583, 586, 603, 655

Personalities, Axis
34, 70, 148, 164, 193, 209, 213,
224, 227, 228, 233, 236, 239, 240,
241, 244, 245, 251, 254, 255, 263,
269, 270, 276, 279, 280, 281, 284,
287, 290, 291, 295, 298, 299, 302,
305, 309, 310, 313, 314, 317, 326,
328, 337, 339, 340, 341, 344, 345,
347, 348, 358, 361, 371, 413, 424,
433, 440, 465, 488, 490, 502, 504,
515, 517, 518, 520, 545, 570, 577,
596, 614, 628, 636, 641, 653

Personalities, other
102, 109, 126, 180, 235, 236, 252,
288, 293, 308, 322, 333, 369, 401,
403, 409, 446, 506, 572, 578, 602,
654, 753

Personalities, revisionist
167, 170, 173, 306, 332, 399, 460,
470, 483, 547, 569, 572, 578, 581,
620, 624, 627, 629, 631, 633, 649,
651, 658, 659, 660

Politics
63, 199, 243, 245, 247, 249, 250,
268, 269, 273, 274, 289, 300, 312,
315, 319, 320, 321, 333, 342, 346,
423,472, 552, 587, 614

Propaganda
11, 15, 26, 29, 43, 77, 330, 338,
427, 450, 494, 535, 546, 598, 612,
618, 727

Race, culture, and religion
24, 160, 213, 321, 347, 354, 382,
384, 431, 479, 498, 623, 642, 643,
646, 652, 665, 668, 684, 697, 703,
704, 709, 714, 716, 717, 760

Reviews
3, 8, 15, 16, 17, 18, 22, 23, 24, 27,
30, 32, 34, 36, 37, 40, 42, 45, 47,
48, 49, 64, 67, 68, 69, 70, 73, 80,
117, 133, 134, 135, 139, 148, 149,
167, 170, 186, 188, 189, 190, 193,
194, 196, 198, 204, 205, 207, 224,
226, 229, 230, 234, 239, 240, 241,
242, 243, 244, 245, 247, 248, 249,
250, 251, 253, 254, 255, 256, 258,

259, 260, 261, 262, 263, 264, 266,
267, 268, 269, 270, 271, 272, 274,
275, 276, 2717, 278, 279, 280, 281,
282, 284, 285, 286, 287, 288, 289,
290, 291, 292, 293, 294, 295, 297,
298, 299, 300, 301, 302, 305, 308,
309, 310, 311, 312, 313, 314, 315,
316, 317, 318, 319, 320, 321, 324,
325, 326, 327, 328, 329, 330, 331,
336, 337, 338, 339, 340, 341, 342,
343, 344, 346, 347, 348, 353, 359,
361, 362, 363, 365, 366, 368, 369,
372, 373, 382, 383, 390, 392, 397,
398, 402, 405, 407, 409, 410, 411,
412, 414, 416, 417, 421, 424, 427,
429, 430, 434, 436, 438, 439, 440,
445, 446, 447, 450, 453, 456, 458,
468, 472, 478, 480, 481, 487, 488,
489, 490, 492, 495, 496, 499, 502,
507, 509, 511, 512, 519, 520, 522,
526, 527, 532, 533, 546, 549, 552,
555, 562, 564, 565, 567, 574, 581,
585, 589, 591, 600, 618, 622, 639,
644, 646, 731, 735, 739, 744, 746,
749, 759

Trials
27, 89, 94, 128, 147, 148, 196, 206,
248, 262, 340, 343, 349, 352, 353,
360, 365, 391, 437, 460, 478, 499,
501, 505, 522, 540, 554, 565, 581,
610, 627, 632, 647, 685, 691, 724,
732, 745

United States
88, 93, 144, 188, 246, 273, 351,
391, 401, 402, 404, 420, 481, 511,
535, 588, 630, 637, 638, 648, 664,
679, 682, 687, 692, 697, 717, 726,
760

World War I and inter-war
92, 198, 253, 260, 267, 278, 301,
327, 335, 351, 367, 398, 458, 592,
681

World War II and cold war
17, 40, 45, 83, 117, 127, 135, 149,
169, 175, 176, 184, 187, 200, 201,
203, 207, 214, 215, 216, 217, 218,
219, 220, 221, 226, 242, 272, 278,
282, 286, 297, 303, 351, 355, 357,
363, 368, 374, 389, 393, 404, 411,
428, 445, 447, 449, 461, 466, 473,
485, 491, 492, 493, 507, 509, 512,
544, 579, 582, 583, 586, 595, 596,
603, 615, 670, 683, 693, 705

Authors

Abrams, Alan
382

Adams, Henry M.
424, 502

Adams, Phillip
656

Adams, Robin K.
424

Allen, Andrew
613

Alman, Karl
239, 240
Almog, Shmuel
567
Alpern, Sara
33
Andronescu, Serban C.
152, 163, 179
Anonymous
164
App, Austin
1

Armstrong, Mason
54
Artemis, G.
711
Aschenauer, Rudolf
241, 242
Ash, James K.
74
Atelier, Robert
402
Aycoberry, Pierre
243
Backwords, Ace
712
Bacon, Isabelle
639
Bacque, James
519
Bailey, Thomas
34
Barnes, Harry Elmer
8,9, 35, 129, 188
Barnes, James
244
Barnes, Patience
244
Barnett, Correlli
520
Bauer, Yehuda
204, 730
Baumhaft, Joe
55
Baxter, David
349
Beck, Philip
36, 112, 113
Beesly, Patrick
383
Bendersky, Joseph
245
Bennett, John
10, 75, 350, 568, 731
Bensman, Marvin
76
Benson, Ivor
384, 479, 537
Berben, Paul
500
Berg, Friedrich Paul
223, 385, 459
Berger, Elmer
37
Berkel, Robert Karl
386

November/December 1993

71



Berkis, Alexander
425
Black, Gregory D.
427
Black, Robert C.
391
Bliss, Robert M.
56
Borra, Ranjan
180
Botha, Rederick
165
Bradescu, Faust
394
Brandon, Lewis
8,11, 12, 15, 16, 17, 18, 22, 23, 24,
217, 30, 32, 36, 37, 38, 40, 42, 47,
48, 49, 57, 67, 73, 77, 78, 95, 96,
97,98, 99, 100, 101, 102, 103, 104,
105
Braun, Karl Otto
246, 351
Brech, Martin
521
Brecht, Karl
499
Brentar, Jerome A.
732
Brookes, Frank
733
Brown, Robert
369
Buchner, Reinhard K.
106, 130
Buck, Gerhard
224
Buck, Pitman Jr.
181
Buckey, Evan Burr
488
Buhle, Paul
438
Butz, Arthur R.
2, 13, 14, 68, 107, 167, 170, 182,
323, 412, 495, 559
Carto, Willis A.
131, 225
Cassels, Alan
247
Chaim, Bezalel
39, 58, 64, 70, 108, 114, 132, 134,
135, 153, 183
Chapman, Robert J.
358
Chomsky, Noam
359, 387
Christophersen, Thies
352
Clark, Barbara B.
154
Clarke, Thurston
133
Clerkin, Donald V.
166
Clive, Robert
490, 520, 522, 574

Cobden, John
500, 562, 589, 735

Cohen, Bernard
446

Cohn-Bendit, Jean-Gabriel
167

Cole, David
640

Collins, Doug
569, 627, 734

Connors, Michael
15

Conot, Robert E.
248

Conway, John
399

Corners, George F. II
168

Costello, John
169

Countess, Robert H.
440, 600

Curtis, Michael
480

Dan, Jaromir
599

Davies, Ray
507

Dawidowicz, Lucy
134

De Felice, Renzo
249, 250

de Zayas, Alfred M.
16, 522

Degrelle, Leon
184,614

Dennis, Lawrence
353

Dershowitz, Alan
589

Deschner, Giinther
251

Desjardins, Dan
400, 570

Dibert, A.
523, 533

DiCenzo, R.J.
79

Dickson, Sam
401

Diwald, Hellmut
3, 252

Dobson, Christopher
40

Doenecke, Justus
135

Dolot, Miron
392

Donat, Alexander
80

Dornberg, John
253

Dower, John W.
411

Drechsler, Robert
254, 255

Drinnon, Richard
439
Dudley, W.E.
155
Dyer, George C.
445
Egerton, Douglas R.
678
Eggleston, George
17
Eisenberg, Azriel
189, 373
Eisner, Jack
412
Eknes, Enrique Aynat
451, 508, 560, 571
Elliott, Mark R.
226
Ellis, Mark
600
Emry, Sheldon
136
Ennes, James
18
Evert, Hans-Jiirgen
256
Farquharson, John
277
Faurisson, Robert
4, 19, 20, 87, 115, 116, 156, 170,
257, 360, 388, 413, 426, 429, 452,
460, 469, 470, 496, 524, 538, 555,
561, 564, 590, 679, 680, 713
Feig, Konnilyn
258
Felderer, Ditlieb
5,21, 25,41, 59
Felderer, Thomas J.
157
Fénelon, Fania
42
Ferencz, Benjamin
22
Fernandez-Armesto, Felipe
489
Fischer, David Hacket
591
Fischer, R.H.
137
FitzGibbon, Louis
6, 43
Fleming, Gerald
259, 572
Forster, Arnold
735
Franklin, Thomas
440
Franz-Willing, Georg
260, 261, 389, 424, 618
Friedrich, Leonhard
81
Fritzsche, Hildegard
262
Fulton, Maureen
82
Fussell, Paul

72

THE JOURNAL OF HISTORICAL REVIEW



509

Gabler, Neal
481

Galante, Pierre
263

Gerke, Hermann A.
138

Giesler, Hermann
264

Gilbert, Martin
23, 190

Gleason, K.C.
265

Gold, David
44

Gollert, Friedrich
414

Goodrick-Clarke, Nicholas
552

Gordon, Sarah
266

Goring, Hermann
267

Granata, Russ
261,618,714

Gray, Andrew
685

Greaves, Percy L. Jr.

169, 175, 176, 214, 215, 216, 217,

218, 219, 220
Green, Stephen
402
Gregor, A. James
268, 269
Grieb, Conrad
24
Grimstad, William
487, 507, 510, 552
Grubach, Paul
441, 480, 511, 601, 619
Gubic, Marijan
736
Hadawi, Sami
191
Hagen, John Holte
60, 61
Hagtvet, Bernt
300
Hall, Robert A., Jr.
390, 398, 403, 415
Halow, Joseph

501

Halsell, Grace
416

Hamilton, Charles
270

Hankins, Frank
192

Hansen, Desmond
109

Harbison, Robert
271

Harmon, Nicholas
117

Harris, Robert
417

Harwood, Richard
25

Hasegawa, Michiko
374

Hastings, Max
45, 272

Hattenhauer, Darryl
273

Hawkins, James
489, 526

Heide, Hans von der
118, 525

Hendry, T.D.
148

Herzstein, Robert
274, 490

Hess, Ilse
193

Hess, Rudolf
193, 681

Hess, Wolf R.
628

Hesseltine, William B.
471

Hessen, Robert
275

Heston, Leonard
276

Heston, Renate
276

Hiden, John
277

Hillgruber, Andreas
278

Hitler, Adolf
279, 461

Hoffman, Michael A. 11
375, 376

Hoffman, Peter
280

Hoggan, David
200, 354

Hottelet, Carl
580

Hummel, Jeffrey
404

Infield, Glenn
281, 282

Irving, David

283, 284, 285, 286, 491, 502, 543,

544, 545, 629, 641

Irwin, Thomas
171

Jackson, Thomas
512

Jaeckel, Eberhard
287

Jameson, Fredric
288

Joes, Anthony James
289, 290

John, Robert
3717, 639, 644, 737

Johnson, Edward
416

Jones, Sydney

291

Jordan, Rudolf
227

Kalvoda, Josef
139

Kanold, Otto
26

Kaufman, Jonathan
511

Keegan, John
492, 526

Keen, Sam
546

Kehl, Horst
80

Kehr, Helen
292

Kent, Tyler
201

Kerr, Frederick
567

Ketcham, Katherine
562

King, Robert
738

Kish, George
293

Klett, Ronald
158, 228, 462

Kluever, Max
294

Kluge, Dankwart
205

Knightley, Phillip
453

Knox, MacGregor
295

Koch, HW.
527

Kohchi, Akira
512

Konkin, Samuel Edward III
62, 159, 308, 410, 438, 547

Koppes, Clayton R.
427

Koshar, Rudy
472

Kubek, Anthony
493

Kuesters, Elisabeth
296

Kurowski, Franz
297

Landwehr, Richard
83, 119, 140

Lane, Terry
656

Lang, Jochen von
298, 299, 361

Lang, R. Clarence
414, 428,473,474, 573

Langford, Edward
642

Langmaid, Janet
292

Lanzmann, Claude

November/December 1993



429, 430
Lapides, Fred
46
Laqueur, Walter
194
Larsen, Stein Ugelvik
300
Larson, Martin A.
160, 431, 630, 643
Laska, Werner
528
Lawson, Richard
63
Lebailly, Jacques
454
Ledeen, Michael
301
Lenski, Robert
581
Leuchter, Fred A. Jr.
482, 538, 548, 620
Levy, Primo
362
Lilienthal, Alfred M.
88, 715
Lindbergh, Charles A.
592
Lindsey, William B.
206, 362
Lipstadt, Deborah
739
Loftus, Elizabeth
562
Luedde-Neurath, Walter
302
Luftl, Walter
621
Lutton, Charles
45, 69, 117, 149, 207, 226, 234,
272, 285, 286, 303, 304, 363, 366,
368, 582
MacDonough, H.R.
141
Maiolin, Ezio M.
120
Manion, Clarence
583
Manning, Paul
305
Marcellus, Thomas J.
34, 110, 121, 122, 142, 143, 161,
172, 185, 306, 475, 565
Marchetti, Victor
494
Martin, David
574
Martin, James J.
84, 144, 173, 188, 221, 307, 308,
370, 453, 483, 509, 529, 602
Martin, Neil
760
Martinez, Mary Ball
716
Maser, Werner
27
Mattogno, Carlo

390, 442, 455, 484, 513, 514, 549
Mayer, Arno J.
495, 496
McDavit, George
123
McKale, Donald
309
McKee, Alexander
363
McLaren, John
603
Meissner, Hans-Otto
310
Menuhin, Moshe
47
Merriam, Ray
89
Merson, Martin
443, 445
Miki, Hideo
485
Miller, John
40
Mirchuk, Petro
48
Morgan, Robert
717
Moroz, Valentyn
364
Morris, Warren
311
Mosse, George
312
Moynihan, Daniel Patrick
718
Muirden, Geoff
476, 604, 740
Miiller, Filip
49
Myklebust, Jan Peter
300
Nakhleh, Issah
174, 644
Nawratil, Heinz
515
Nicosia, Francis R.
456
Nomberg-Przytyk, Sara
405
Nordling, Carl
530, 575
O’Keefe, Peter
85
O’Keefe, Theodore J.
361, 365, 382, 405, 418, 419, 430,
432, 436, 444, 457, 463, 464, 477,
478, 486, 497, 503, 516, 531, 539,
550, 553, 563, 576, 584, 593, 618,
657, 739, 744, 746
Oppenheimer, Peter H.
393, 406
Otten, Herman
498, 719
Oven, Wilfred von
313
Padfield, Peter

314
Page, Bruce
28
Pavel, Ion
229
Payne, Ronald
40
Payne, Stanley
315
Peel, Peter H.
420
Phillips, John
407
Pitamitz, Antonio
116
Ponsonby, Arthur
29
Porter, Carlos W.
478, 499, 540
Poullada, Leon
554
Prager, Dennis
316
Prange, Gordon W.
175
Pressac, Jean-Claude
532, 555, 564
Pryce-Jones, David
207
Radnitz, Robert
565
Rassinier, Paul
124, 594
Raven, Greg
631, 645, 655, 662, 663, 683, 741,
742, 743
Reilly, Janet
421
Reitlinger, Gerald
317
Remer, Otto Ernst
433, 434
Renk, Brian
577
Rhodes, James
318
Richardson, James O.
445
Ries, John M.
446, 456, 458, 472, 488, 615, 682
Riggenbach, Jeff
409
Roberts, David D.
319
Robinson, R.A.H.
320
Rokach, Livia
487
Rollins, L.A.
186, 189, 190, 194, 195, 204, 316,
353, 359, 369, 373, 378, 379
Ronnett, Alexander E.
394
Roques, Henri
435, 533, 541
Rosenberg, Alfred

74

THE JOURNAL OF HISTORICAL REVIEW



321

Rosenzweig, Luc
446

Rosit, Nelson
591

Ross, Sandra
90

Rost van Tonningen, F.
504

Row, Robert
322

Rubenstein, W.D.
323

Ryan, Alan
365

Ryan, Paul
34

Saggs, HW.F.
366

Sakkara, Michele
230

Sanning, Walter
323, 324, 355

Schaulen, Joachim von
325

Schmidt, Matthias
326

Schoeman, Stephanie
517

Schonfeld, Moshe
30, 64

Schuldes, W.K.F.
139

Schwartz, Alan M.
744

Seleshko, M.
65

Shapiro, Shelly
622

Shaw, Warren
683

Shirer, William
327

Silberstein, W.R.
133

Smith, Bradley R.
395, 436, 623

Smith, Dennis Mack
328

Smith, Dennis Nayland
447

Smith, Paul G.
145

Smith, Wayland D.
91, 146, 193, 196

Sobran, Joseph
720, 745

Soucy, Robert
329

Southworth, Herbert
330

Speer, Albert
331

Spiegelman, Art
421

St. George, Maximilian

353
Staglich, Wilhelm
111, 231, 396, 437, 542
Stanwood, Charles
646
Stein, Howard F.
66, 125
Stern, Kenneth S.
746
Sterner, Theodore G., Jr.
147
Stewart, John
67
Stimely, Keith
197, 202, 208, 222, 224, 230, 232,
233, 237, 239, 240, 241, 242, 243,
244, 245, 247, 248, 249, 250, 251,
253, 254, 255, 256, 258, 259, 260,
262, 263, 264, 266, 267, 268, 269,
270, 271, 274, 275, 276, 2717, 2178,
279, 280, 281, 282, 284, 287, 288,
289, 290, 291, 292, 293, 294, 295,
297, 298, 299, 300, 301, 302, 305,
309, 310, 311, 312, 313, 315, 317,
318, 319, 320, 321, 324, 325, 326,
327, 328, 329, 330, 331, 332, 333,
334, 335, 336, 337, 338, 339, 340,
341, 342, 343, 344, 346, 347, 348
Stofberg, L.F.
747
Stofberg, Louis
605
Stolley, Roger
595
Strang, John P.
439
Strutz, Henry
148, 340
Stuart, Karen
50
Siindermann, Helmut
336
Taylor, Fred
337
Taylor, James
683
Taylor, Samuel Jared
585, 606, 646, 684
Taylor, Telford
685
Telushkin, Joseph
316
Thadden, Adolf von
338
Thion, Serge
68
Thomas, Hugh
339
Thompson, H. Keith
148, 209, 314, 340, 407, 417, 434
Thorwald, Jirgen
149
Tojo, Hideki
596
Toland, John
176, 556

Tolstoy, Nikolai
69, 234

Toner, Edward J. Jr.
748

Topitsch, Ernst
447

Treadway, John D.
397

Trevor-Roper, Hugh
341,721

Tucker, William
70

Turner, Henry A. Jr.
342, 458

Tusa, Anne
343

Tusa, John
343

Unger, Michael
344

Unterberger, Betty
51

U.-Ziechmann, W.K. von
397

Vernon, Eric
52

Verrall, Richard
31

Vezelis, Louis
722

Vidal-Naquet, Pierre
749

Vincent, C. Paul
398

Volkman, Ernest
186

Wahls, Hans
607

Wainwright, Peter
92

Waldheim, Kurt
723

Walendy, Udo
7

Ward, Arthur S.
383, 392, 492, 519

Weber, Charles E.
3, 71, 162, 468, 527

Weber, Mark
26, 53, 72, 86, 93, 126, 150, 177,
178, 198, 203, 205, 210, 211, 212,
229, 235, 236, 237, 345, 356, 357,
371, 372, 380, 381, 408, 422, 448,
449, 465, 466, 467, 505, 506, 518,
532, 551, 557, 566, 572, 578, 581,
586, 597, 608, 609, 610, 611, 612,
613, 616, 617, 622, 624, 625, 626,
632, 633, 634, 635, 636, 637, 638,
647, 648, 649, 650, 651, 652, 653,
654, 655, 658, 659, 660, 661, 662,
663, 680, 682, 683, 686, 687, 688,
689, 690, 691, 692, 693, 724, 725,
726, 727, 728, 729, 749, 750, 751,
752, 753, 754, 755, 756, 757, 758,
759

Weckert, Ingrid

November/December 1993

75



West, W.J. Wiesel, Elie
409 32

Westwood, J.N. Wikoff, Jack
368,410

Whisker, James B.

199, 213, 238, 346, 347 534
Wicks, L.E. Wistrich, Robert
151 348

411, 427, 450, 481, 546, 585
Williams, Robert H.

Wyman, David S.
372

Wytwycky, Bohdan
73

Yockey, Francis Parker
535

Zeman, Zbynek
450

|

Barbilvism

THE DEVELOPMENT
OF TOTAL WARFARE

FJP.

In this eloquent and provocative work, an English
attorney with a profound understanding of military
history traces the evolution of warfare from primitive
savagery to the rise of a “civilized" code that was first
threatened in our own Civil War, again in the First
World War, and finally shattered during the Second
World War—the most destructive conflict in history.

As the author compellingly argues, the ensuing “War
Crimes Trials" at Nuremberg and Tokyo, and their more
numerous and barbaric imitations in Communist-
controlled eastern Europe, established the perilous
principle that “the most serious war crime is to be on
the losing side."

Out of print for many years, this classic work of
revisionist history—a moving denunciation of hate-
propaganda and barbarism—is once again available in
a well-referenced new edition with a detailed index.

CRITICAL PRAISE FOR
ADVANCE TO BARBARISM:

This is a relentlessly truth speaking book. The truths it
speaks are bitter, but of paramount importance if civilization
is to survive. —MAX EASTMAN

Veale

I have read the book with deep interest and enthusiasm. It is
original in its approach to modern warfare, cogent and
convincing... His indictment of modern warfare and post-war
trials must stand. —NORMAN THOMAS

The best general book on the Nuremberg Trials. It not only
reveals the illegality, fundamental immorality and hypocrisy of
these trials, but also shows how they are bound to make any
future world wars (or any important wars) far more brutal and
destructive to life and property. A very readable and
impressive volume and a major contribution to any rational
peace movement. —HARRY ELMER BARNES

.. .Indispensable to earnest students of the nature and
effects of warfare. It contains trenchant criticisms of the
Nuremberg trials, and it exposes the stupidities of ‘peace-
loving’ politicians. —FRANCIS NEILSON

.. .A very outstanding book... —GENERAL J.F.C. FULLER
This is a book of great importance. Displaying the rare
combination of a deep knowledge of military history and an
acute legal insight, it is a brilliant and courageous exposition
of the case for civilization. —CAPTAIN RUSSELL GRENFELL
ADVANCE TO BARBARISM
Quality Softcover - 363 pages
$11.00 + $2.00 postage
from Institute for Historical Review

76

THE JOURNAL OF HISTORICAL REVIEW




Limited Edition Annual Bound Volumes of

The Journal of Historical Review

Each year we index and bind the year’s JourNALs into handsome, durable, cloth cover volumes with royal
blue, gilt-imprinted covers. Only 500 of these annual editions are produced, making them rare and
valuable. Complete your library of THE JourNAL oF HisToricAL REviEw with these volumes while they last.
When ordering, please include $3 per volume for shipping. California residents add 7.75% sales tax.
Order from IHR - P.0. Box 2739 - Newport Beach, CA 92659

1001 THE JOURNAL OF HISTORICAL REVIEW, VOL. 5 — 1984
annual volume, featuring: W.A. Carto’s Toward History; Friedrich P.
Berg's The Diesel Gas Chambers: Myth Within A Myth; Wilhelm
Staeglich's Der Auschwitz Mythos: A Book And Its Fate; James B.
Whisker's Karl Marx: Anti-Semite; Rudolf Jordan’s Hitler, the Unem-
ployed and Autarky; Robert Row's Sir Oswald Mosley: Briton, Fascist,
European; Charles Lutton’s The “Atlantic Charter” Smokescreen;
David Irving's On Contemporary History and Historians; L.A. Rollins’s
Why the Goyim?; Robert Faurisson's A Challenge to David Irving;
James J. Martin's Beyond Year Zero: The Pursuit of Peace Through
War; Karl Otto Braun's American Policy Toward Europe: The Fateful
Change. Plus reviews, historical news and comment, and more.
Hardcover, 550 pp., index, $25.00.

1003 THE JOURNAL OF HISTORICAL REVIEW, VOL. 7 — 1986
annual volume, featuring: Ivor Benson's The Siege of South Africa;
Robert Faurisson's Response to a Paper Historian;
Friedrich P. Berg's The German Delousing Cham-

tures History; Rev. Herman Otten'’s Christianity, Truth and Fantasy:
The Holocaust, Historical Revisionism and Christians Today; Mark
Weber's My Role in the Zuendel Trial; F. Rost van Tonningen’s The
Life and Death of Dr. M.M. Rost van Tonningen; Mark Weber's Simon
Wiesenthal: Bogus ‘Nazi Hunter’; Joseph Halow's Innocent in Dachaw:
The Trial and Punishment of Franz Kofler et al; John Cobden's
Lessons from Dachau. Plus reviews, historical news and comment,
and more. Hardcover, 532 pp., index, $35.00.

1006 THE JOURNAL OF HISTORICAL REVIEW, VOL. 10 — 1990
annual volume, featuring: Carlo Mattogno's Auschwitz: A Case of
Plagiarism; Carlo Mattogno's Two False Testimonies From Auschuwitz;
William Grimstad's Autopsying the Communist Cadaver; James J.
Martin's A “Good War” It Wasn't; James J. Martin's American Book
Censorship; Francis Parker Yockey’'s On Propaganda in America; Maj.
Robert H. Williams’'s The End of the Romanoffs; In “Eisenhower's
Death Camps’': Part I, Three Testimonies; Robert
Faurisson's A Revised Preface to Auschwitz: A

bers; Georg Franz-Willing's The Origins of the
Second World War; Peter H. Oppenheimer’s Luft-
waffe Lessons Learned and Applied; Robert C.
Black's The Impeachment Trial of Andrew Johnson;
Alexander E. Ronnett & Faust Bradescu's The
Legionary Movement in Romania; Peter H. Oppen-
heimer’'s The Sudeten deutsche Landsmannschaft;
Jeffrey Rogers Hummel's Not Just Japan-
ese-Americans: The Untold Story of U.S. Repression
During “The Good War"’; Sam Dickson's Shattering
the Icon of Abraham Lincoln; Robert A. Hall's The
Persecution of P.G. Wodehouse; Robert Faurisson's
How the British Obtained the Confessions of Rudolf
Hoess; Mark Weber's Buchenwald: Legend and
Reality; Peter H. Peel's The Great Brown Scare: The
AmerikaDeutscher Bund in the Thirties; Dr. Andreas
Wesserle's Death and Rebirth: European Political
Observations. Plus reviews, historical news and
comment, and more. Hardcover, 530 pp., index,
$25.00.

Judge Looks at the Evidence; Carl O. Nordling’s The
Jewish Establishment under Nazi Threat & Domina-
tion; A. Dibert’s Our Established Religion; Fred
Leuchter and Robert Faurisson's The Second Leuc-
hter Report; Ivor Benson's Russia 1917-1918: A
Key to the Riddle of an Age of Conflict; David
Irving's Hitler's War: An Introduction to the New
Edition; David Irving's The Trail of the Desert Fox:
Rommel Revised; Mark Weber's Reviewing a Year of
Progress; Fred A. Leuchter, Jr.’s Witch Hunt in
Boston; Carlo Mattogno's Jean-Claude Pressac and
the War Refugee Board Report. Plus reviews, histor-
ical news and comment, and more. Hardcover, 532
pPp., index, $35.00.

1007 THE JOURNAL OF HISTORICAL REVIEW,
VOL. 11 — 1991 annual volume, featuring: John
Toland’s Living History; Robert Faurisson’s Ausch-
witz: Technique & Operation of the Gas Chambers:
Part I, Mark Weber's Tell-Tale Documents and

1004 THE JOURNAL OF HISTORICAL REVIEW,

VOL. 8 — 1988 annual volume, featuring: Henri Roques’s From the
Gerstein Affair to the Roques Affair; Alexander V. Berkis's Soviet
Russia’s Persecution of Latvia, 1918 to the Present; Otto Ernst
Remer's My Role in Berlin on July 20, 1944; R. Clarence Lang's
Imposed German Guilt: The Stuttgart Declaration of 1945; Martin A.
Larson's An Update on the Dead Sea Scrolls; Carlo Mattogno’s The
Myth of the Extermination of the Jews: Part I, Mark Weber’'s An Open
Letter to the Rev. Mark Herbener; Paul Grubach's A Critique of the
Charge of Anti-Semitism: The Moral and Political Legitimacy of
Criticizing Jewry; Martin Merson's On the Treadmill to Truth; Carlo
Mattogno's The Myth of the Extermination of the Jews: Part II;
Enrique Aynat Eknes’s Crematoriums II and III of Birkenau: A Critical
Study; Mark Weber's Hitler's Declaration of War Against the United
States; Robert Faurisson's The Zuendel Trials (1985 and 1988),
Friedrich Paul Berg's Typhus and the Jews. Plus historical news and
comment, reviews, and more. Hardcover, 530 pp., index, $25.00.

1005 THE JOURNAL OF HISTORICAL REVIEW, VOL. 9 — 1989
annual volume, featuring: Robert Faurisson’s My Life as a Revision-
ist; William Hesseltine's Atrocities, Then and Now; R. Clarence Lang’s
Red Cross Humanitarianism in Greece, 1940-45; Fred Leuchter's The
Leuchter Report: The How and the Why; Ivor Benson's Iran: Some
Angles on the Islamic Revolution; Hideo Miki's Thoughts on the
Military History of the Occupation of Japan; Carlo Mattogno's The
First Gassing at Auschwitz: Genesis of a Myth; David Irving's
Churchill and U.S. Entry Into World War II, Anthony Kubek's The
Morgenthau Plan and the Problem of Policy Perversion; Victor
Marchetti's Propaganda and Disinformation: How the CIA Manufac-

Photos _from Auschuwitz; Major Leon Poullada’s Final
Defense Pleas in the Nordhausen-Dora Concentra-
tion Camp Case;, Robert Faurisson’s Auschwitz: Technique &
Operation of the Gas Chambers: Part II; Enrique Aynat’s Neither Trace
Nor Proof: The Seven Auschuwitz “‘Gassing” Sites; An Official Polish
Report on the Auschwitz “Gas Chambers’; Mark Weber's ‘Jewish
Soap’’; Brian A. Renk’'s The Franke-Gricksch ‘“Resettlement Action
Report” Anatomy of a Fabrication; Enrique Aynat’s Auschwitz & the
Exile Government of Poland in the “Polish Fortnightly Review’’; Carl
O. Nordling's How Many Jews Died in the German Concentration
Camps?; A.R. Wesserle's The New World Disorder; Charles Lutton’s
Pearl Harbor: Fifty Years of Controversy. Plus reviews, historical news
and comment, and more. Hardcover, 532 pp., index, $35.00.

1008 THE JOURNAL OF HISTORICAL REVIEW, VOL. 12 (available
May, 1993) — 1992 annual volume, featuring: Robert Faurisson's A
Dry Chronicle of the Purge; Hideki Tojo’s Prison Diary; two historic
Charles Lindbergh speeches on war and peace; Ted O'Keefe’s Why
Holocaust Revisionism; Mark Weber and Andrew Allen’s Treblinka;
Samuel Taylor's The Challenge of “Multiculturalism’; Mark Weber's
The Nuremberg Trials and the Holocaust, and Pages from the Ausch-
witz Death Registry Volumes; Leon Degrelle’s How Hitler Consolidated
Power in Germany and Launched a Social Revolution; John Reis's
History's Greatest Naval Disasters; Walter Luftl's The Liiftl Report,
Fred A. Leuchter's Is There Life After Persecution?; Paul Grubach's
The Leuchter Report Vindicated;, Mark Weber's Fred Leuchter:
Defender of Historical Truth; the Institute of Contemporary History on
the Growing Impact of Leuchter Report in Germany. Plus reviews,
news and comment, and more. Hardcover, 500+ pp., index, $35.00.




THE JOURNAL OF HISTORICAL REVIEW
1992 Boumdl \Velume

The Essays, Reviews and Commentary
from 1992’s Four Quarterly Issues, with Index

Each year we index and bind the year’s
Journals into handsome, durable, cloth-
covered volumes with royal blue gilt-
imprinted covers. Only 500 of these annual
volumes are produced, making them rare
and valuable, and an important addition to
any library, public or private.

Now you can own (or donate to your
favorite library) the 1992 annual bound
volume of The Journal of Historical
Review, which includes all the essays,
reviews, news and commentary published
in Volume 12, issues 1 through 4, with an
index and master table of contents.

The Journal of Historical Review
1992 Boumnd Volunne
Volume 12, Nos. 1-4 with Index
Cloth - 520 pages - $35 + $3 shipping

INSTITUTE FOR HISTORICAL REVIEW
P.O. Box 2739 + Newport Beach, CA 92659

See the IHR catalog for descriptions of all JHR bound volumes

Essays
A Dry bthronicle of the Purge
Y

obert Faurisson
Hideki Tojo’s Prison Diary
War and Peace: Two Historical Speeches
by Charles Lindbergh

Why Holocaust Revisionism?
by Theodore J. O’Keefe

Treblinka
by Mark Weber and Andrew Allen

The Challenge of “Multiculturalism” in How

Americans View the Past and Future
by Samuel Taylor

The Nuremberg TA";iaés M%Ld the Holocaust
Yy Mark Weber

Pages from the Auschwitz

Death Registry Volumes
by Mark Weber

How Hitler Consolidated Power in Germany

and Launched a Social Revolution
by Leon Degrelle

History’s Greatest Naval Disasters
by John Reis

The Liftl Report
R

Fred Leuchter: Courageous Defender

of Historical Truth
by Mark Weber

Is There Life After Persecution?
by Fred A. Leuchter, Jr.

The Leuchter Report Vindicated:

A Response to ;C Pressac’s Critique
by Paul Grubach

The Growing Impact of
The Leuchter Report in Germany

Historical News and Comment
Pearl Harbor Attack No Surprise
Hoover-Era American Plan for War Against
Britain and Canada Uncovered
The Holocaust in Perspective:

A Letter by Paul Rassinier

Reviews of IHR Books Show
Greater Acceptance of Revisionism

Croatia’s President Rejects “Six Million” Story
War Atrocity Propaganda Exposed

Reviews
Alan M. Dershowitz’s Chutzpah - David Hacket
Fischer’s Albion’s Seed: Four British Folkways in
America «+ Mark H. Ellis’ Beyond Innocence and
Redemption « Shelly Shapiro’s Truth Prevails
« Georg Franz-Willing’s Umerziehung



	JHR001.pdf
	JHR002.pdf
	JHR003.pdf
	JHR004.pdf

