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iThe Nat ur[likd other schaany disciplinesjre extremely conservative and
dogmatic. Any corroboration of a paradigm is welcome, whereas any innovation or revi-

sion will long meet with resistance; the instinct for preservation (includinegpsetferva-

tion!) is stronger than the search for truth. Tefore, new findings usually gain ac-
ceptance only when sufficient numbers of researchers vouch for them: then the dogmatic

status quo topples, a d6éscientific [féVoluti

The bottom line is that no student, no researcher and no layman should believe any facts

t o be 0conc,|éuen iithedektyooks presenetirem as $uéhp

Professor Walter NagPh.D.,Gentechnologie und Grenzen der Biologie,
Wissenschatftliche Buchgesellschaft, Darmstadt 1987, pp. 126f.

i T h e [efavastly exaggerateluschwitz death tol], though committed a long time
ago and by others, remains tendentious.

mies of fascism and racisin.€ ]
I admit that it is sometimes necessary to conceal the truth, to liei at times even for

noble reasons, for example out of pity or tact. But it is always profitable to know why one

does soand what such deviations from the truth entailé ]
While truth is not always good, lies are much more oftendevil

Ernest SkalskiDer SpiegelNo. 30/1990, p. 111

- >
<a

mocracy r
k ritical debate. 0
Robert ReichLos Angeles TimeMay 13, 1998, p. B13
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Preface to the 2019 Edition

GERMARRUDOLF

Toward the end of 1990 began my research on tfii€hemistry ofAuschwitzo, that is to
say, whether thenisuseof Zyklon B for mass murder as alleged fduschwitz would have

left any chemical traces, and if so, theratvkinds) of traces After several months of liter-
ature research on the chemisinyolved, | came to the conclusion that the topic veas
ceedingmy personal competencd.needed the advice of engineers, architects and histori-
ans. My cries for help were answetedsomeextent but | realized that most of these pro-
fessionals were no legsopingin the dark tham. The entire field of forensiBuschwitz and
Holocaust research seemedwteated like an unwanted orphan

Before | could even thinkf summarizing my chemical research in writing and preparing
it for publication orfor an experbpinionto be used in court casdsealized that it would
not be enougho researctand write aboujust a smalli chemicali aspect of the alleged
mass murder ofuschwitz, whichin itself represented only a small part of the Holocaust.
The entire research field was huge. Other helpful researchers, both professionals and le
men,had a similar impressigibut no one took the initiaté to tackle the whole issue. Well,
if nobody else doei, then Iwill, | thought.

As a 26yearold doctoral student, | therefore gathered seasoned graduate endth&ers,
scholarsand professors around me, and tried to persuade them to either summarize or ev
create the mogtecent forensicesearch results arertainaspects of the Holocaust. It took
three years to assemble this work from thesgévery different, strongvilled authors who
moreovermwrote in different languages.

The resulti greatlyrevisedi liesbeforeyou.

What | saw as the culmination of my publishing activitie$994 however, turned out to
have beelusttheirbeginning.From this literary sprout,u@r the next 25 years,naultitude
of speciaktudiesandsummarizing overviews on tltéolocaust has grown whicre unpar-
alleled in the world: the bilingual serie®locaust Handbookéee the introduction to the
series at the end of this book), the firestumeof which is the present work.

The first German edition of this book s@dout 15,000 copiesithin four montts. Then
the police struck. In over 100 house searches throughout Germany, all copies were conf
catedthatthe authorities coulthy their hands arrhe publisher organized a protestiative
in which ultimately more than 1,000 German intellectyaltstestedn newspaper appeals
against this policstate censorshig but in vain. In the subsequent judicial proceedings,
the confiscatiorand immolationof the book was decided. However, when the publisher
Wigbert Grabersoughtto appeathe decisionthe prosecut@ office threatened that his
publishing outletvould be destroyed by constant house searches and confiscations if he di
not withdraw the appeal. The publisher gave in to save his business.

It took 25 years for a ne@ermanedition of this ondime bestseller to appeand 16
years for this thirdenglish edition The reason for this is primarily that the other 40 books
of this series absorbed all my energy; 25 years and 40 books of research and learning. Oi
now that the series has reached a certain maiugtyd lalongwith it i am| able tooffer
the present boo&s athoroughly revised, corrected and expanded new edition.

Unfortunately, many of my cauthors and friendhave sincedied: Prof. Dr. Robert
FaurissonDr. Claus JordargraduatengineeWilly Wallwey, Dr. Franco Deanaraduate

1 AiDie Meinungsfreiheit Fraskfurter AllgeiGein&eiting May 67, 1896 we r t i
12 (100 signatorsBtuttgarter NachrichtenJuly 19,1996, p. 6 Stuttgarter ZeitungJuly 19, 1996, p. 7
(both with 500 signatorsyVestfalerBlatt, Sept. 13, 1996 (1000 signators); this appeal was triggered by
thebookbur ni ng event mentioned, although it doesn
the initiator of these ads, Dr. R. Kosje me on Nov. 17, 2000, and May 2, 2001;
http://germarrudolf.com/wgontent/uploads/2012/04/ListPos19 _d;pddnslated in
http://germarrudolf.com/wsgontent/uploads/2012/04/ListPos19a_e g
http://germarrudolf.com/wsgontent/uploads/2012/04/ListPos19b_e.pdf
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engineerArnulf NeumaierandDr. Herbert TiedemanThe ravages of time have rendered
several other contributors unaliteassist me in updating their contributions: Ingrid Weck-
ert, graduateengineerFriedrich P. Berggraduate political scientist Udo Walendy

When compdng this edition withthe firstedition the attentive reader will realize that the
names of some authors have changed in the current edition, and that some of the articles
originally listed as having beemritten byonly one author nowavetwo authordisted Let
meexplain this.

First of all, | gave up my varioyzen namesfter | successfully emigrated to the US and
thusam now safe from th@erman persecution machinery. Ernst GamssManfred Kéhler
therefore mutated to their real ego Germar Rudolf

The contributionby Walter Luftl, originally labeledwith the pen naméNerner Rade-
macherhasnot been revised’ hereforeMr. Liftl is no longer in danger of being prosecuted
due to the statute of limitations

The contributionby Willy Wallwey used to carnthe pseudonyms Hans Jirgen Nowak
and Werner Rademachedince Mr. Wallweyis dead he no longer needs to be protected
from the German censors.

The contributiondy Udo Walendy John C. Baland Arnulf Neumaieroriginally signed
by only their namesnow have me aa co-author.Already for the originatontribution of
the 1994edition, Udo Walendyhad asked me write the articlenyselfbased on his various
publications orphoto forgery In the course of this work, | have added case studies and
entire sections to thcontributionwhich | compiledmyself ortook from the work of others.
My shareof this contributiorgrew with each revision, so tha now thepartsbased omMr.
Walendyd materialarein the minority.

The situation was initially similawvith John Balés contribution, which | authored on his
behalf and later revisegrogressively even if this contribution contains little material |
added However, Mr. Ballhas even asked me to use only my néonehis article But be-
causeit would beunfair not to mention hinthe pioneer of this workboth our namesre
listed

Mr. Neumaiersubmitteda completearticle, but it was only about half as longitsur-
renty is, becausd revised, expanded and providegdvith better source references three
times. Since the last two revisions took place &fterNeumaieés passingit is only appro-
priate to takepublic co-responsibility for this contribution as well.

Mr. Bergd sontributionis based on higriginal 1984 paper which was completelye-
vised corrected and extendegt mewith Mr . Ber g6 s the SregGesnaraditicne f or
of this book Already backthen, as well as for the firsind secondEnglish editions, Mr.
Bergencouraged mi® take ceresponsibilityasaco-authorfor this paper duto my decisive
contributionsto improvethe quality of his paper(see the initial footnote text of his paper
with his own remark about thishut | rejectedit at that time. Somenore revisions and
additionswere madeto this edition again, but Mr. Bergvas urable to participate in the
revisionprocedurebecause of illness and injury, so it would be dishonest to concead-my
responsibility for this article.

If the book now looks very much GermeRudolfish, thads exactly theimpressionl
wanted to avoidat all coss back in1994, so as not to gevven moréento the crosshairs of
theGerman opinion dictatorutnowl coul dn.6t care | ess

Germar RudolfRed Lion, Pennsylvania, September 2019
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Prefaceao the 1994 Editioh

ROBERTFAURISSON

Historical revisionism is the great intellectual adventure of the end @OtiheCentury.

Despite its size, the presemtiumeoffers only a glimpse of that adventure; and so it seems
necessary here first to specify the precise historical problem upon whicavik®niss
have concentrated their research, then how revisionism arose in the 1940s and how it dev
oped in the years 1950 to 1978; and finally how it really took off in the years 1978 to 1979
to experience such an increase in the present day that nothing gaeydeems likely to halt
its onward march.

During the Nuremberdnternational Military Tribuna{194546), Germars werejudged
and condemned for, iecri mMmwar agri mesopande"
manity. Bherevisioniss have been led in a way by their successive discoveries concerning
these three points to call for a revision of jiegment of theNuremberg Trial. Regarding
the first two points, theevisionist have been able to present their arguments without too
much difficulty, and it is probable that no serious historian today would contend that anyon:
is in a position toclréeantesr @g@emmanypeacred
a matter of fact, it has become evident that the Allies bear their share of responsibility in th
starting of the war, and that they them:¢
expression has any meagijmgiven that war itself may be held a crime). On the other hand,
concerning the third point, t h a theyikeep omi t |
dinning into our ears that Germany attai
of theJews. It is on the study of thparticularpoint that theevisioniss have specifically
concentrated their efforts. And so, by degrees, historical revisionism has become what tt
Americans now caliHolocaust revisionism 6

According to the accusers, Germany was not content just to persecute the Jews, to dep
them and put them into concentration camps or fofcedb or ¢ a mp s j astevery s e
historian knows are unfortunately frequent in the history of mankind, and we have only to
turn on our TV sets today to note that all kinds of human societies continue to suffer suc
0 c r i @=nsany, her accusers still contend, went far beyond that. Taking a giant leap i
horror, in 19411942 she allegedly decided on the tetetermination of the European Jews,
and in order to perpetrate thépecificcrime, supposedly devised and utilizedecific
weapon: the homicidal gas chamber (or gas van). Making use of abominable chemic:
slaughterhouses, she allegedly began a collective assassination of industrial proportior
That crime (the genocide) and that weapon used in the crime (the homicidal géxeha
are in that sense inseparable, and it is consequently impossible to maintain, dsssomefi t |
whether or not there eve any gas chambarmakes no fundamental differenc&ermany
thus presumably committed an intrinsically evil crime against the Jews. The Jews say furth
that the whole worl&nowinglyallowed the Germans to perpetrate that crime. The paradox-
ical result of so enormous an accusation is that today in the dock défdvedants o6 cr i 1
nal s 0, Hikhinlerlamdr@ringar e j oi ned by, RobseveltChuichilt c o r
Stalin, Pope Pius Xlland the International Committee of the Red Cross, as well as the
representatives of many other countries and organizations.

Things are such that in the United States, for instance, from Los Angeles to Washingtor
they hammer away at i t@her & hteo daHywd v chel s
selves up as accusers of the whole world; they go so far as to incriminate the Jews in po
tions of responsibility who were living in Europe, in America, or in Palestine during the war:
they have the effrontery to reproattiem for their collaboration or their indifference, or for
the spinelessness of tleimi nrag a otrdigionists. a hte

The earliest rumors of a gassing of Jews by the Germans apparently circulated in Decel
ber of 1941 in the Warsa@hetto? But throughout the war such rumors found only a feeble

1 This preface was translated from the French original by Tom Kerr
2 AiStockhol m, iMerethan 2,a00 \ctin® Af)spotted fever in the densely crowded Warsaw
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echo in circles hostile to Germany. One has only to read a book such as that of Walter
Laqueud $he Terrible Secréto realize that the skepticism was general. People still held
long-lived memories during the Second World War of the invention of atrocities during the
First World War, when stories were already being spread about the gassing of civilians (in
churches oelsewhere), as well as stories about corpse factorieBrTtigh Foreign Office

saw the new rumors of the Second World War only as Jewish inventions, and many in Amer-
ican circles shared that convictibe. d wa r d, PResiderd gf Czechoslovakia (in exile in
London), announced in November 194dfter inquiry by his stafthat the Germans, contrary

to what had been reported to him, were not exterminating the>JEles American Jew,

Felix Frankfurter a Supreme Court judge, stated to Jan Karskhe subject:

il candt obelieve you.

In August of 1943, Cordell HulSecretary of State, warned the U.S. ambassador in Moscow
by telegram that in planning a joint Allied statememdt fit he Ger man, dcr i me s
would be advisable to eliminate any mention of the gas chambers, since, as the British
pointed out, therwas fii nsuf f i aheenattel. evi denced in
Even after the war, highanking Allied officials such as EisenhoweZhurchill and de
Gaulle in their respective memoirs, would refrain from mentioning the existence and oper-
ation of 6 Na iiamgnaes of spbakimypab these skeptics were in their own
wayrevisioniss. Neither the Vatican, nor the International Committee of the Red Cross, nor
the antiGerman Resistance acted as if they put any faith in the rumors which, moreover,
took the most fantastic forms: invariably the Germans were said to be exterminating the
Jews, but theclaimedmethods of extermination were most varie@ast, gas, electricity,
fire, acid, an injection of air, drowning, vacuum pump, etc. Why gas wound up the winner
in the Grauelpropaganddatrocity propagandajompetition is not exactly known.
The Frenchman Paul Rassinigais the first trueevisionistof the postwar period. In 1950,
this former deportee began to denouhck e fAmyt h of ot HeMegsarmge ¢ h a mb
d 6 U | &arsd snea whole series of works. In 1976, the American engineer Arthur Robert
Butz publishedThe Hoax of the Twentieth Centliwyhich is the most profound revisionist
work written to date on the subject of the alleged genocide and the gas chambers. In 1979,
a German judge, Dr. Wilhelm Staglicim turn publisheder Auschwitz Mythos!® a study
devoted principally to the manner in which the German courts of law were able to collabo-
rate in the fabrication of a myth, somewhat the same way that the judges of the witchcraft
trials in the past, above all from 1450 to 1650, lent their suppesten the most preposter-
ous stories told about the stake, the grill
Without wishing to diminish the great importance of Paul Rassiafehrthur Butz and
of Wilhelm Staglich | hope | may be permitted to say that, at the end of ¥7€s, revisio
nism wouldfinally becomephysicaland scientific with the research conducted on the
ground by Ditlieb Felderethe Swedishievisionist as well as with my own discoveries at
Auschwitz proper, my observations on the use of Zyklon B for disinfestation (delousing),

ghetto have been put to death by ga§ [, it is learned tThaeldawishTeteom rel i a
graphic Agency BulletinrDecember 22, 1941, p. 1.

8 The Terrible Secret. An Investigation into the Su
t i oWejdenfeld & Nicolson, London 1980.

4 lbid., see fHForeign Officed in the index as well as

5 Ibid., pp. 162f.

3 Ibid., p. 237.

U.S. Department of StatEpreign Relations of the United States, Diplomatic PapdrS. Printing Of-
fice, Washington 1963, Vol. 1 of 1943, pp. 416f.
Le Me n s on gla Litarie frapcaise eParis 1950.
9 The Hoax of the Twentieth Century. The Case Against the Presumed Extermination of thestiewe
for Historical Review, Newport Beach, 1977. It is advisable to read the current edition which contains
five morerecently written supplements, among them three lectures given by the author in 1979, 1982,
and 1992. In the 1982 lecture, | reconmii¢he dazzling demonstration contained on pagesi214
about AThe story of the invisible elephant. o
10 Der Auschvitz-Mythos. Legende oder WirklichkeEMe kritische Bestandsaufnahn@rabertVerlag,
Tubingen 1979; the work was destroyed on orders of the German authorities. The current 2015 English
(Ausclwitz: A Judge Looks at the Evidepemd German edition of this book are available from Castle
Hill Publishers.

®
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and my reflections on the utilization of hydrogeyanide gas in the gas chambers of US
American penitentiaries for the executiorcofvictssentencetb death. Neither Rassinjer

nor Butz nor Staglichhad gone to Poland to the supposed sites of the crime, and none o
them, moreover, had really utilized to their fullest extent the arguments of a physical, chen
ical, topographical, and architectural nature which today, following the investigations of D.
Feldererand my own inquiries, are currently employed by the younger generation of revi-
sionist researchers. As for the Jewish researchers who defend the theory of the exterminat
of the Jews, they have resolutely remained what Ipegder historiansLéon Poliakovand

Raul Hilberghave stayed with paper and words and in the realm of specufation.

It is surprising that this vast field of properly scientific argument was not seen by Ger-
many, which has so many chemists and engineers, and by the USA, itself with no lack c
scientific minds who even had the examples right there before them of thejjagvetham-
bers using hydrogen cyanide. In 197@\aschwitz, | discovered both the exact configura-
tion of the crematories that were supposed to contain homicidal gas chambers, of the delol
ing gas chamber€Eftlausungsgaskammeérrand the plans (hidden uinthen) of certain
crematories. In 1978/1979, | published two articlekénMondé? in which | summarized
some of my discoveries. In 1979, at the first conference of the Institute for Historical Re-
view, in Los Angeles, | presented those discoveries in detail. Among those present in tf
audience was one Ernst ZindglGermarthenliving in Toronto. From 1985 on, this man
would prove to be the most ardent, the most effective, and dlsmugh many seem not to
know itT one of the most innovative minds among all teeisioniss. He was the first to
understand why | so insisted on the chemical argument and, in particular, on the importan
that the technology of the American gas chambers il#3®sand 1940shad for us. He
understood why | wanted a specialist in these American gas chambers to go and exami
the allgged execution gas chambers on the spot, in Poland. Thanks to my corresponden
with American penitentiaries in tHE70s | had already discovered such a specialist in the
person of Fred Leuchtdout it was Ernst Ziindehnd he alone, who had the brilliant idea of
asking him not only to make an examination of the buildings, but to take constituent sample
of material from the disinfestation gas chambers on the one hand and from the alleged ex
cution gas chambers on théher. In February of 1988, he took the risk of sending Fred
Leuchterand an entire team to Poland at his own expense to study the alleged gas chamb
of Auschwitz, Birkenau and Majdanek. The results of the study of the buildings and of the
analysis of the samples taken proved spectacular and totally in favor of the revisionist thesi
In the following years, other reports would confirm the basic accuracy afthehterRe-
port:2¥first the verylearned report of Germar Rudgtfthen the involved and secret special-

i st 6s r e p o'tand fieafly the stusly oPtbel Aastrian Walter Ll

11 For detailed critiqueof Raul Hilbergd s wo r k s e, &he Gignt vgtle Feet &f IClayt Raul Hil-
berg and his St andar drdedipGakle HilllPubtisheeBalfadivon, Beora,u s t , ¢
2022;Mattogno, CarloBungl ed: A The Destruction of the Eur
Prove NationalSoci al i st #AKilling Centers. 0 Hi sCatiesr ep
Hill Publishers Uckfield, 2021

12 e Mondeg 29 December 1978 and 16 January 1979.

13 An Engineering Report on the Alleged Execution Gas Chambgussatwitz, Birkenau and Majdanek,
Poland April 5, 1988, 193pp. Ernst Zundeliblished this report on 23 April 1988, with a preface writ-
ten by me (Samisdat Publishers, Toronto). See more recently F.A. LelhEaurissonG. Rudolf
The Leuchter Reports: Critical Editipbth ed., Castle Hill Publishers, Uckfield 2017.

14 Rudiger Kammereand Armin Solmgeds.).Das RudokGutachten Cromwell Press, London 1993;

English: Germar RudaliThe Chemistry of Auselitz: The Technology and Toxicology of Zyklon B and
the Gas Chambers. A CrirBzene Investigatiodth ed. Castle Hill Publishers, Uckfield 20.

15 J. Markiewicz W. GubalaJ. LabedzB. Trzcinska Expert Opinion, Prof. Dr. Ja&®ehn Institute for Fo-
rensic Research, department for toxicology, Kr
Polish report on the Ausehi t z 6 g a s The Boarnaboé Historical Revievt1(2) (1991), pp.

207-216. [A different report was published in 1994: J. Markiewicz, W. Gubala, J. Lab&@mjadnien
Nauk Sadowychz. XXX (1994), pp. 1727; editors note.]

B WalterLif, AThe L¢gftl Report: HielJauma of HistoricallReview e f - ar

12(4), Winter 1992/93, pp. 39420.
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I't only remains to be said
they are at I|liberty to init
publicly, in broad daylight, these past fifty years?

t hat i f
iate their ow

n

Ger many

S

We must understand the disarray of Ger many
cesses. For half a century they have sincerely believed that the tragedy undergone by the

Jews during the Second World War was of exceptional seriousness and magrigrdasw
when reduced to its proper proportianthat is, without genocide and without gas chambers

T their tragedy was just one of many other tragedies of that terrible conflict. Under the thrust

of revisionist inquiriestheir historians step by step fealiad to admit

1 that there was neither an order, nor a plan, nor a budget for the alleged genocide of the

Jewst

ithat o6Wannseebd silateryo8t best only a i
Tthat there existed no specialistds repo
buil di ng ( wécenstluctedo i nitmcrtyi ms) served as
ithat there is no autopsy that would all/l
killed by poison gasb;

i that the confession of Rudolf HfBa s no | o n g e HORwds alaaysya verya | u

weak and confused witnag9;

as the best of them, the famous Rudolf Viibal9&, had been obliged to muit before a

e

| that their alleged witnesses had probably never seen gas chambers or gassings inasmuch

Canadian judge and jury that in hippetid amous

licence dicentidipoetarun 2

Tt hatlewidneoai had ne®%er existed,;

' that the figure of four million victims a&uschwitz was only a fictiof?;

' and that the
Afsources for the study of the [é&.Besiddgs,amb
from 1942 to 1945, certainly &uschwitz, but probably overall, more Jews were killed
bysec al | ed 0 n a[$tanvatian, diseasea sickness and overworklan by
naturalP6 ones. 0

17 In 1961, in the first edition ofhe Destruction of the European Jef@iadrangle Books, Chicago, p.
177), Raul Hilbergalmly affirms the existence of an order (and even of two consecutive orders!) for
the extermination of the Jews. In 1985, in the second edition of his book (Holmes and Meier, New
York), he totally changes his explanation of the facts; he no longer metity order; he writes that
there was no fibasic pland (p. 53) and that fAno
cess [of destruction]o (p. 55) he adds: ANo s

er

6u

vised to destroy theeJws of Europeo (p. 62). He explains the
tionoftheJewsby t hought transmission or telepathic divin

incredible meeting of minds, a consensuiad-readingbyafaf | ung bur eaucracyo (rem

lecture on 22 February 1983 and confirmed by R. Hillzéthe time of his crossxamination during
the Zindel Trial in Toronto in 1985, per shorthand transcription, pp888%
8 YehudaBaugr Professor at the Hebrew University in

peats, time after time, the silly story Theat at

Canadian Jewish New20 January 1992, p. 8, reproducing a dispatch of the Jewish Telegraphic
Agency in London.

19 Professor Christopher Browning contributor to th&ncyclopedia of the Holocaysb Christopher
Hitchens f Wh o s e h Vasity Bair, Decémber 19837 p. 7. The professor had the gall to add:
AThe r evi si olnalltbettime far thise regdsdr,.in ofdér @ try and discredit the memory of
Auschwi t z as a whol e. 0o

20 zundel Trial in Toronto in 1985, transcription, pp. 14448, 1636. The book in question is: R. Virba
Cannot Forgive Bantam Books, Toronto 1964.

21 Shmuel Krakowskiarchives director of Yad Vashem, and Professor Yehuda Baaky admitted in

1990 that fAthe Nazi s neThelerusaladPest IsterrmtpnalfEdipdm h u man

May 1990. In a cemetery of Nice (France), there is a monument which bears the following inscription:

AThis urn contains soap from human fat manufactur

ies of our deported brothers. o

22 In JeanClaude Pressécs opi ni on, t he t otwitk inrounthiumbersdidgsbed e at h's

tween 630,000 and 710,000; among them we must count 470,000 to 550,000 Jews who welBigassed:
Krematorien von Ausetitz. Die Technik des MassenmordeperVerlag, Munich 1994, p. 202.

2 AmoJ.MayeyWhy Did the Heavens Not Dar kRanttfeonBhoks, i Fi n al

n
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Since 2 July 1982, at the end of an international symposium the exterminationists had org
nized at the Sorbonne (Paris) to attempt to answer me, they had shown themselves incapa
of producing the slightest proof of the existence and the operation mjla gias chamber.

In March of 1992, | hurled my challenge:

AShow me or draw me a Nazi gas chamber!

JeanClaude Pressaon whom the exterminationists so much counted, had proven himself
incapable of bringing forth anytédndmedadbui
taken great care not to provide us with a total physical representation of the weapon used
the crime?

On 31 August 1994, | had a meeting with Michael Berenbaainthat timethe scientific
director of the Holocaust Memorial Museum in Washington, in his office and in the presenc
of four witnesses (two on his side and two on mine). | forced him to admit that, paradoxi:
cally, his museum contai nzid qaos achamberrdé
Krema Il being only an artistic creation bearing no relation to reality). | asked him why. He
finally replied:

fiThe decision had been mafty us] not to give any physical representation of the Nazi

gas chambers.

His response was equivalent to that of a Catholic pirié4t. Berenbaunis a Jewish theo-
logiani who decided to eliminate any representation of the cross from his church. To be
driven to such extremes, one must surely feel that he has his back to the wall.

| think that the cereligionists of Mr. Berenbaumwill at last abandon the gas chamber as
they have abandoned the Jewish soap anduketwitz 4 million. They will go farther than
that. As in the two previous cases, they will present themselves as the discoverers of t
myth and accuse the Germans, the Poles,
of the gas chambersi support of their impudent thesis, they will then invoke the names
of Jews who areevisioniss totally or in part (J.G. BurglearGabriel CohrBendit Roger
Guy DommergugArno Mayer David Cole Christopher Hitchensloel Hayward> ). They
will then assign themselves the starring role.

At the same time, however, transforming
lief, this time divested of all material content, they will be only the nisistentin de-
nouncing authenticevisioniss as Odre nod re ¢ dstbeirg miolerans heartless,
basely materialistic and hostile to the free expression of religious sentiments. For those Jev
the truerevisioniss will thus continue to be diabolical in spirit even if they must be acknowl-
edged to be in the right from a factual pioof view.

Therevisioniss ar e neither diabolical nor .née g
They are positive in outlook. At the conclusion of their researghich is positivist in
characteii they affirm that certain beliefs are just myt&gich myths are harmful in that
they feed hatredTherevisionist strive to describe what has taken place and not what has
not taken place. In sum and substance, what they proclaim to a wretched humanity is got
news. Seeking only historical accuracy, they find themsdightng against calumny and
for justice. They have suffered and they will continue to suffer, but | believe, all things
considered, that history will declare them right #masrender them justic®.

ROBERTFAURISSON, September 23, 1994

New York 1988, pp. 362, 365. The author, of Jewish origin, was a professor of history at Princeton Uni-
versity (USA).
2 It is noteworthy that although he knows how to draw, in none of his works dBe®dessagenture to
of fer us a concrete representation of an entir
i on. 0 | Ausdwitzs TethnigueandQperdtion (of the Gas ChambEne Beate
rsfeld Foundati on, New York 1989), he says
or fAindirect proofso (p. 429)
% A basic work, indispensable for the study of historical revisionism, is that of Canadian trial lawyer Bar-
bara Kulaszka (ed.Jhe Second Ziindel Trial: Excerpts from the Court Transcript of the Canadian
AFal se News0 Tr i a]2ndeetl. CastlenHiltPublshers,dJekfield 201®. 8 8
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The Controversy about thextermination of the Jews
An Introduction

GERMARRUDOLF

fiNo student, no researcher and no layman should believe any facts to be
6concl usi @i ifithe extomakepnesent them as shich.

1. A Germanlewish Vision of the Future

When the cultural and social integration of the Jews in Germany became a reality in th
course of the 1t Century, this development also heralded one of the greatest and mos
fruitful symbioses that ever connected two peoples. For one, the identificatiorGsfrttral

and partly also of thBastern European Jews with German culture and even with the Germar
nation could not be overlooked. The high points of Jewish participation in the fate of the
German nation no doubt include the many Jewish soldiersaofdVWar |, some of whom
were highly decorated for their valbAnother manifestation of this solidarity, however,
was the opinion widely sharesnongZionists that the official language of the fut8tate

of Israelshould be German.

But theinterconnectedness of these two peoples goes much deeper than that. Who s
remembers today the name Eduard von Sim#om son of formerly Jewish parents who
later converted to the Protestant faith? He was the one who played decisive roles in all stag
of Ger many6s st attleCentunyj & proceastini vhich he was fahneore 1
important than, for example, King Wilhelhor Heinrich von Gagerh

Who could forget the great and immensely important Jewish sector of the Getefiin
gentsia the philosophers and poets, scientists and artists who contributed so decisively 1
Ger ma ny énide fante inlartdand science for the past three centBiA@s@xamination
of a list of Nobel laureates for the first part of thef20entury reveals not only the striking
predominance of German scientists, but among thlss¢he large numbers of JeWws.

Could this symbiosis, so profitable for the whole world, be possible once again today?

If it seems a distant, utopian dream: why?

Today, Germaflewish relations are dominated by the accounts of suffering between 193:
and 1945. These years seem to have irretrievably poisoned Géemesh relations, which
are marked by a pattern of nexsrding accusations on the one side and equaxer
ending penitence on the other. What falls by the wayside is any recollection of such even
of our sharedhistory that have positive value and could serve as a model for future co
existence.

1 Wwalter Nag) Gentechnologie und Grenzen der Biologiissenschaftliche Buchgesellschaft, Darmstadt
1987, p. 127.

2 Also in WWII, many Jewish soldiers and highly decorated officers with Jewish ancestry fought in the
German Wehrmacht for the victory of the German nation; cf. the results of historian Bryan Mark Rigg
Hitlerdéds Jewish Soldiers: The Untold Story of
man Military, University Press of Kansas, Lawrence, KS, 2002; seeddspL i ves of Hitl e
Soldiers: Untold Tales of Men of Jewish Descent Who Fought for the Third Réach2009.

8 Cf.JohnC.G.R6hI fAiKai ser Wil hel nm Heiligen LamddEinTdéutsahes ®notekH e r 2

torat i n DIP Zelt Rrs42/1988ac?. PatriciaWillms fiKai ser Wil hel m 11 .
i m Hei |l i Yierteljahteahefi® fudfreie Geschichtsforsch@WéfG), 4(3&4) (2000), pp. 375
380.

4 Cf. G. MeinhardtEduard von SimsgrHabelt, Bonn 1981For an outline of Jewish contributions to
modern German society prior to WWII see Dietrich BronBewor Hitler kam2nd ed., Marva, Genf
1975, pp. 333846.

5 Amos Elon The Pity of It All: A Portrait of Jews in Germany 178333 Penguin, London 2004.

6 Until 1933 there wher88 German Nobel laureates, of which five where of Jewish faith, that is 13%;
much less then 1% of all Germans were Jewish at that time.
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It is my wish that both peoples should come together again in a partnership of mutual
respect, so as to take up the traditions of an era that brought the world, Jewry, and the Ger-
man people such immense benefit. It is also my wish that the time may ddomg &ast,
where all the reciprocal contempt or disdain, mutual distrust and feegdareedand ulti-
mately removed. | long for the end of an era that has brought the world, Jewry, and the
German peoplenore misfortune than perhaps ama before.

Michael Wolffsohn professor of historat the University of the German Bundeswehr in
Munich, realized that the Jewish side in particular considers the constant remembrance of
the Holocaustto be the third main pillar of Jewish identity today, right next to the Jewish
religion and Jewish nationalishT hi s atti tude, however, can r
petual consideration of Ger manwhichcadonlyhe Ge
detract from the peaceful @xistence of the two peopl# discussion thus seems called
for regarding the part which the Holocaust should play in the way Jews see themselves, so
that both peoples may share a future relationship based on partnership.

A reconciliation between both peopldowever, requires more than that. Reconciliation
can progress only in a climate which fosteamdorand listening with an open mind and
spirit; where opinions are expressed rather than choked back or even suppressed; where
points of contention are discussed in a civilized manner and not hidden by huphitig-
tractionism, or violence.

Therefore, it is not only a matter of a di
selftperception; it is also a matter of the question whether historical accounts as they are
presented today are correct. It is a question of whether the tendeimtgd out by Professor
Wolffsohn, to remodel the Holocaust into a new transcendental pillar of Jewish identity,
might have contributed to exaggerations and hence distortions of the way in which the events
in question are themselves portrayed.

With this anthologyof free scientific expression of opinion regarding the historiography
of the Holocaust, | wish to extend a general invitation to an open discussion of these matters
among equals, despiteor because df the fact that, unlike most other publications bis t
topic, the position taken here israich-contestedne. For the sake of such a discussion it
is imperative that neither party disputes
The first and foremost goal of this discuss®the joint and sincere search for truth, in order
to contribute to a reconciliation between Jews and Germans, which may perhaps result in
therealization of my dream of a revival of the Gerrdawish symbiosis.

2. The Central Taboo of Our Time

But shouldthis dialogue conducted in a spirit of partnership, also include the Holocaust?
Whatever happened to the JewsinHiller s phere of control bet we e
not bad enough in any case? Does any specificarmtowmuch even matteri ght no6t
any discussion of ibesuperfluous?
Let us assume for a moment that how and how much do not matter; to an extent, this view
is certainly morally justified. Why then is there a need today for official insistence, backed
up at least in most countries of Europe with threats of criminal prasecthtat things were
exactly as we areommonlytold they were, and not a whit different? If the details really do

" The word OHolocausto6 itself is an ambi g-Jewishs t er m.
measures taken by the German National Socialist government and its allies, but since persecution has
unfortunately not been unusual in history, thédinition seems far too broad. Used here, it means the
intentionally committed, or only impliedyenocideof the European Jews (allegedly) by the National So-
cialists, mainly with the murder weapon 6gas cham

8 Michael Wolffsohn A Ei ne Amput at i drankidresAllgémethe Zeitunghpl 25, 0 i n
1993, p. 32; for the psychological significance of the Holocaust, cf. alsoH. F. SteinThe Hol ocaust
the Myth of t HkeJéuma of HistaricalHRievse@dR) 3(4) @980), pp. 30822; M.

A. Hoffman, AThe Psychology and Epi s tJdR6@) 108y ppodb7 6 Hol oc
478.

9 Moshe Zimmermanas well has recognized the conversion of the Holocaust into a mythicalieatity
conversion that accelerates as time goeis aman obstacle to any return to Gerrdawish normalcy;
cf. Zi mmer mann, AiDi e Fol gen deasf AdsobolitikcuadiZsitges-f ¢ r di e
chichte42(1-2) (1992, pp. 3343, esp. p. 34.
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not matter very much at all, then why is there such adamant refusal to discuss them and
consider other opinions? If no one questions the morally reprehensible nature of the pers
cution of the Jewper sewhy should it not be possible to discuss individual aspects of this
persecution in a controversial manner? Is it a social taboo that must be respected, as Prof
sor Arnd Simorsaid?°

In the mid1980s, the theories of the German historian Professor Ernstddoléed a stir
because he not only demanded a scientific comparison between National Socialism and S
linism,*! but also introduced arguments regarding the motivation behinNatienatSo-
cialistpersecution of the Jews which had previously been the sole province efimgars,
and which therefore were frowned up@iihat alone sufficed to warrant criticizing Nolte
severely for these breaches of taboo. Since historical and political developments as well
recent findings following the opening of the archives of former Eastern Bloc nations con-
fiimedNoltdd s position, the hue and cry has nc

However, Ernst Noltevas not content with this, and elaborated his point further: in 1993
he published his wortreitpunktean overview of the topics which are still in dispute re-
garding the historiography of the Third RefélHe included not only such points of conten-
tion as are accepted by establishment historians, but also focused emphatically on the the
ries of oO6radical revisioni smd which di sy
the Jews by the Third Reiclpexifically through the use of poison gas in stationary or mo-
bile gas chambers. According to Notteh i s  darh reo donger béi dismissed as merely
absurd or maliciouf é ]*.After careful examination of the revisionist body of literature,
which he outlines in part, along with its theses or claims, he grants that the revisionist scho
of thought is based on a scientific standard which, as faraaseryof source materials is
concerned, is at least equal to that of the establishment histbriawen) though he con-
cludes that heloes not embradie opinions of theevisionist® No doubt the statements
he made in his book represent a mgekater breach of taboo than did those which led to
t he OHiI st o,réine afterdall iDthis hpak teadetherevisioniss and their the-
ories and argumengppeasocially acceptablé something which, according to Nojltead
been carefully avoided previously by means of rejection, slander or simply hughifige
same, of course, happened to his book as well: it was hwghadd ignored, anithe radical
leftists took countermeasure$ not in the form of published rebuttals, but in the form of
violence. When Noltevas to give a lecture in Berlin in early February 1994, he was attacked
and prevented from speaking by some 30 persons; not by anarchists atrbgbintel-

10 In a conversation with Germar Rudoli May 3, 1993, at the MaRlanckInstitute for Solid State Re-
search, Stuttgart. Compare with that the very interesting experiments conducted by RohePréfepp
sor of Sociology, with his students. Exposing them to revisionist theses during his lectures resulted in
reactions that resembled very much the reacti
taboos are violated: R.Hepp i Di e Kampagne gvergle78/79Aveeitelr Teili Rich-Di wa
ti gstel | udagpe Bibich(ed.),HellrRub Diviald Sein Vermachtnis fiir Deutschland. Sein Mut
zur Geschichtg(ed.), Hohenrain, Tiibingen 1994, endnote 46, p. [tdBermany, everything concern-
ing Jewish matters is indeed a very strong taboo. One can establish this by asking Germans what they
think is the greatest taboo of German society. In most cases, they would not even dare to spell out the

word @AJew,noanbeutotwoeul d opics, | ike 6sexd or o6fo
social taboos, naming a subject O6tabood is i de
violation of selfsame taboo most people dondt
1 The comparability of the two totalitarian regimes has long been a central theme i Blolte e s e ar ¢ |

Nolte, Der Faschismus in seiner Epoctiper, Munich 1963 (Englisfthree Faces of Fascisrlolt,
Rinehart & Winston, New York 1966) ; al so Nol t e
with Prof es sJeiR14(E)(10%,tpp. 1622l t e, O

12 High point: E. Nolte Der Europaische Burgerkrieg 1911845 Ullstein, Frankfurt am Main / Berlin
1987. For a synopsis ofthesoa | | ed Hi stori ansé Dispute, toget
cf. I. Geiss Der Hysterkerstreit Bouvier, Bonn 1992; cf. R. KosigKistorikerstreit und Geschichtsre-
vision, 2nd ed., Grabert, Tlbingen 1988.

13 E. Noltg Streitpunkte Ul | stein, Frankfurt am Main/ Berlin
Professor Nol,AuscwizLiigen: 3rd€d.., CRstledHdl IPdblishers, Uckfield 2016, pp.
133185.

14 E. Nolte op. cit.(note13), p. 8.

15 Ibid., p. 304.

6 bid., pp. 9, 290, 297.
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| ectual s who att ac k eThisis aNazi!, vas well @ lpHysicallwwith h ¢ r i
tear gas, blows and kicks. TReankfurter Allgemeine Zeitungor r ect | tgrrorsm |l | ed i
of convictio® i n t hGermaneapitalt’ bwonder whether Professor Nokill ac-

cuses Robert FaurissaheFrenchprofessor ofextand documentriticism, the besknown
revisionistworld-wide, of being himself partly to blame for the violent assaults against him,

since after alFaurissorhad allegedly phrased some of his theories in a polmie ag-

gressive mannef®

3. Ge r ma n yby BolitiPahGomektyessi s

Non-German readers are probably not the only ones who will need an explanation regarding
the continuing decay afonstitutionalalues in Germany and how this came aB&ut.

In a recent speech, Ginther H. Reghaldstrian Social Democrat and formerly personal
secretary to Austrian Federal Chancellor Dr. Krejsityowed how the ankascist move-
menti which fights so vehemently against any critical assessment of historiography, espe-
cially that of the Third Reici di f f er s f r o mmovementg°OAthdrems antb ant i 0
Capitalism or antCommuism, for example, were always a matter of personal convictions
and never became institutionalized, #faiscism has become organizationally firmly en-
trenched and structured on all social levels, especially in the@epeaking countries.
There are, for example, atfiascist cafés (such as in Vienna and Berlin),-Bascist

bookstores, and an al most endless number of
Fascistd in their nambeylaws &hil easnedsmewbpeéy
tion dafrCommuumiasnt?id d€rapdarae i vd® damtais few no
percussions, how tFoa srcehpalsy? dbtecc odner ea wad u t airatl il

guestion for people especially in Gemrgpeaking countries: anyone who then fails to
clearly establish his anEascistattitudehas all but disqualified himself morally.

Gerard Radnitzkyas given an excellent accotirdf the origin, mechanisms and effects
of German antFascist opinion terrorism, a phenomenon which is also generally down-
pl ayed as O6political correctnessd (PC). Wh
States, it has remained largely without prameed consequences in the political and espe-
cially the legal arena there, and has also prompted considerable omwearent? Primar-
ily in Germanspeaking countries, on the other hand, it has increasingly become the yard-
stick by which all political and legal decisions are measured. The origins of this development
are complex. For one thing, by means of the provisions for compuisensing® the so
called reeducation program of the pedtWIl American government iklVestGermany en-
sured that socially influential positions, particularly those in the major print and broadcast
media, in historiography, and in sociology, were held by decidediyFastist,i.e., pro-
nouncedly leftist persons, and that drfdiscist and antiational attitudes were deliberately
fostered there. There was no free press and no academic freedom at the universities until
1955, wherwWestGermany was granted partial sovereignty. Conservative orwigig pub-
lications could not counterbalance tlmeomic advantages held in 1955 by the media that
had been established in 1945 or shortly thereafter. The same goes for certain academic cir-
cles in German colleges and universities, where ideologically defined eletoatitauially

17 Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitundreb. 4, 1994, p. 4, and Feb. 5, 1994, p. 27.

18 E. Nolte op. cit.(note13), p. 306.

1% The German intolerance of Scientology, which raised some eyebrows in the United States, also belongs
in this category.

20 GH.Rehak fAiwWandl ungen d&snméntate zumZeitgebcheffsfienns), Nv. 33, Au-
gust 1997.

2l G.Radnitzkyi Di e O60Pol iti sche Korrektheité gefahrdet die
Recht sstaat , 0 -Notaingfd.)Freibeit bré&iichhMugrormog, Munich 1997, pp. 125
176.

22 Cf. J.F. GarnerPolitically Correct Bedtime StoriescMillan, New York 1994.

2 Until 1955, a newspaper or broadcast media could be operated in Germany and Austria only if one had
been licensed by the victors to do so. To be licensed, openiyatitthal and antFascist leanings were
imperative, cf. C. von Schrend¥otzing CharakterwéascheDie Politik der amerikanischen Umerzie-
hung in DeutschlandJlistein, Berlin 1993; G. Fraawilling, UmerziehungNation Europa, Coburg
1991.
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perpetuate themselves. And to make sure that the situation could not change in politic
respects either, the salled Office for the Protection of the Constitution was established in
WestGermany; besides combating openly Communist political partiessgkiscydoes all

it can to shunt all conservative, natiaeabr rightwing parties and their members into a
juridical void. Consequentlytp this dayGermany has no major conservative or Hglirig
media, nexto-no such university or college professaad no such political parties of any
significance.

The second break which Radnitzikientifies inWestGerman postvar history is the so
called 6Student Revol t 6WestGerma $tWients,iinoitedtbip e
the leftist or even Communist teachings of their professors whom the Allied occupation ar
mies had installed in the German universities two decades eApievoked severe riots
with their proCommunist slogan®.A small part of this movement descended intevftg
terrorism that keptVestGermany on tenterhooks in the 1970s, while the majority of these
leftists begartheirmar ch i nto the ¢ ouAtAmoundthe turnaof theo u s
millennium, this generation with its Socialtt-Communist ideasvasat the height ofts
power. Its memberand their likeminded disciplesre strongly represented in all facets of
German sociefyf and are very adept indeed at bringing public opinion under their control
by meansofthesoal | ed ¢ BypFeuwd iset, thefwaydn which any and all oppo-
sition is silenced by the automatic fear of being accused of Fascist leanings. Ragitzky
poses the methods with which this manipulative, mendacious and falsifying elite uses med
campaigns to bring about the downfall of persons holding dissenting opinions, and how thi
elite does not even balk at using or at least tolerating violencexéonple in the form of
assassination and arson of (insignificant) Agimg politicians or publications. The voices
warning that the intellectual climate in Germany is becoming more and more poisoned b
this opinion terrori s misagrdve dahgertare Gosvrgnoveing y (
louder®*but of cour se t heendhies ohfrae sonieydkeep,these h o
voices from the public, and the rest of the world also studiously ignores them. Obviously, a
was already the case before World War Two, a weak andiestifuctive Germany, de-
scending into a new totalitarian state in whose internal affairsatversthatbe meddle at
will, is again preferred to a strong German democracy, which would obviously present un
welcome economic, political and moral competition.

The chief mechanism with which these leftist circles psytelnrize the German people
and drive it to hysteries the secalled theory ofcollective guilt o met i mes vei |

24 Names such as Max Horkheim@&heodor AdornpHerbert Marcusetc.

% Communist leaders such as Ho Chi Mithe Guevarand Mao Tse Tungere brazenly cheered in
those days.

% One of the more prominent figures of this move
1990s/early 2000s: Josef Fischer Many member s of Ger manyo6s goverl
tury 7 the administrations of Chancellor Gerhard Schraxdtween 1998 and 2005actually have their
ideological roots in leftving extremism of the 1968 studgmiotest movement.

27 According to M. BehrenR. von Rimschai Po | i t i sche Kor r ekielBedhtfid i n
die DemokratieBouvier, Bonn 1995, p. 112, at least 48% of all leading opimakers in Germany
describe themselves as leftist to leftistlical, 19% as liberal and only 10% as Chris8anialist to con-
servativel and this in a political opinioglimate which for 5¢/ears now has been shifting the zero co-
ordinates of the political spectrum permanently towards theNefanalysis of this success story is
presented, for ex., by Ridiger ProskeVom Marsch durch die Institutionen zum Krieg gegen die
WehrmachtVon Hase & Kéhler, Mainz 1997.

2 HansHelmuth Kniittey Die Faschismuseulg Ullstein, Frankfurt/Main 1993.

2 Besides G. Radnitzkyp. cit.(note21) and M. BehrensR. von Rimschgaop. cit.(note27), cf. also Ch.
Anstotz R. HegelmannH. Kliemt, Peter Singer in Deutschland: Zur Geféhrdung der Diskussionsfrei-
heit in der Wissenschattang, Frankfurt 1995; R. Baadg@d.),Die Enkel des Periklesliberale Positi-
onen zu Sozialstaat und Gesellsch(til. 2, Resch, Grafelfing 1995; G. Habermaber Wohlfahrts-
staat. Geschichte eines Irrweddlistein, Berlin 1994; E. Jesse i 6 Pol i t i c al CorrecHt
i n Deut Man2/1895,¢pp. B21; H. Kappel A. von StahlFir die Freiheit Ullstein, Berlin
1996; R.K. Lamprecht A Ol i garchi e in Karl sruhe: NédubJdaristi-di e
sche Wochenschrif60 (1994), pp. 3272ff; K.Léwvon fAHex en 0 u,rsefpubighede nj 2 g
Baierbrunn 1993, all according to G. Radnitzikyd.; see also G. DetlefBie Pervertierung der Mei-
nungsfreiheitHohenrain, Tbingen 1995.

%0 G. Bacheraccording to G. Radnitzkpp. cit.(note21), p. 139.



20 G. RUDOLF - THE CONTROVERSY ABOUT THEXTERMINATION OF THEJEWS

l ective shame6 or . Radmtikf gives excelent exanmplesodassrib-b i | i t
ing how this method attempts to hold the German people morally, politically, and econom-
ically liable for Hitle® actual or merely claimedrimes until the end of time. The prereg-
uisites forthe successfuimplementation of this concept are: 1. the absolute acceptance of
all allegations of Germalmistoricalguilt, as well as 2. the moral (and increasingly, the legal)
rejection of all attemptathistoricalrevision and. theblacking ouf similar or even worse
crimes committed against the German people by others. By now this bahpsaibern has
won out not only in large sectors of German historiography and the media, but is also prac-
ticed al most without exception by the Ger me
such practices have mor al | yermampeople i theirée r many
pacity as its c atherselfprockimed antHasistage indhassaitai s t
ble position morally speakingfrom which they can get away with almost anything.

An excellentanalysis of the situation of the historians engaged in exploring German con-
temporary history was presented by BacKessend Zitelmanrin 19903 They describe
the sheer impossibility of getting public attention for new findihgsuch less getting them
published as soon as they are considered by pyblicather published)pinion to improve
the image of the Third Reich. Many historians are more interested in preserving the politi-
cally correcf(that is antiFascistimage of this period of history than in supporting impatrtial
research? Unfortunately, the situationasworsenedn most European countrigsiring the
lasttwo decads, perhaps because more and more historians as well dgstorians are no
longer willing to accept these illegadbcialrestrictions, and as a result, the media as well as
the political and legal systems in Europe react &ithever growing massive atascist
propaganda campaign and with steadily increasing speiabcutions and legal restrictions
against historical dissidents

4. Total Juridical Blockade

I f terrorism agai nst werathe 6nyy probtem we had td vorestte o r

with today, we might almost consider ourselves lucky, since, after all, one might expect that

the authorities would protect us from this if theareto be acknowledged as authorities of

a |l egitimate 06 s t.afowevey thaelpeoblentishnaichmgredteethaa that, bta w

least in most parts of Europe amdg, lies hidden in Article 5 of the German Basic Law,

which covers the right of freexpression of opinion, academic freedom, and freedom of

research and teaching.

According to Nolte and in accordance with the UN Human Rights Convention, science

and research must be permitted to question everything without exc&plioyone wishing

to criminalize such doubts, formulated as theses and evidence and published in an objective

manner, violates the principle of academic freedom in a way which must be sharply re-

buffed® But what is the situation in reality? Can one be sure of the protection of German

law if one postulates that certain aspects of the complex described as the Holocaust of the

Second World War did not take place? Letds

ing freedom of opinion and of research, these verdicts indicate that thexsatimited by

the basic right of the inviolability of human dignity (Article 1 of the Law), which certainly

no one will contest. If someone makes slanderous statemergsplanitly advocateshe

public toturn violent this is beyond the legal pale thfe free expression of opinion. But

now it has become the rule for German courts to decree that even the mere supposition that

81 Uwe BackesEckhard Jess®ainer Zitelmanifeds.),Die Schatten der Vergangenhefropylaen, Ber-
lin 1992.

32 Cf. especially in the aforementioned book: U. BackeslesseR. Zitelmanp i Was hei Ct : 6Hi s
rung des Nationalsozial,jsimusPe®®dbern 2&,; V.Framrz S.
Legende, 0 p. 2908 PhEtkbamidt J e ma e ;Antiéamitismsise\eigani s mus u
genheitsbew?2| tigung und Tabus, o0 p. 543; Uwe Backe
NS-ForschungDas Beispiel der Reichstagsbraido nt r over se, 0 p. 614.

33 Following Karl R. Popperone of our most renowned contemporary philosophers, this is the central
point of human dignity, cf. Karl R. Popp&bjective Knowledgetth ed., Clarendon Press, Oxford
1979. For more detail cf. G. RudpResistance Is Obligatorgnd ed., Castle Hill Publishers, Uckfield
2016.

3 E. Nolte op. cit.(note13), p. 308.
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certain specifics of the Holocaust did not take place constitutes an insult to the victims ©
the Holocaust. For this reason, they state, such claims are not protected by Article 5 of tf
Law.

The question arises, of course, whether the thesis that not as many Jews died as had b
presumed, and particularly not in the manner believed, can possibly constitute an insult 1
our Jewish fellowcitizens. To reword this in neutral terms: can a person who to date has
believed that all his five missing siblings lost their lives in some horrible events be insultec
by a third party advancing the claim that four of the five siblings did not die igrgdome
events, but rather had been dispersed thrautghe world by the upheavals of war, and had
assumed different names, which makes them impossible to trace today? One might at le:
expect the person in question to listen to the arguments presented, and then rievdraw
hope from, or even rejoice in, this piece of potential good news. The question, in other word:
is whether it can be an insult to someone to claim that a certain injustice or misfortune di
not befall him or his relatives. Is it not rather the case thheitheory proved to be correct,
one should be mutually happy that the injustice did not occur? In other words, the situatio
hinges on the proof.

But will German courts permit such proof? The German justice system works on the pre
sumption that the Holocaust, -bvadénhandumrei t s
futed by public life and events, and that therefore any claims to the contrary are considere
patently false until proven otherwidd. n s uc h cewiedse mtfn@dsed ft he
of Criminal Procedure exemptsther o s ec ut i ng and theoourtfremytideob- o f f
ligation to bring evidence in their own ca¥én fact, however, the courts go even farther,
by interpreting the paragraph in question in such a way that the defense is not permitted
bring counterevidence against thafficially sanctionedenet!

8245 of the German Code of Criminal Procedureweverpffers a theoretical possibility
for overcoming the courtdés refusal of e\
presenin the courtroommay only beejectedif:

i that whichis to beestablishedoy the evidencéasalreadybeen establishedr is self-
evidenly true, or
i the evidence istterly unsuitable®”

But the Germaijudiciary claims that theoppositeof revisionistmotions to introduce evi-
dence is true. Hence, they cannot reject these motions for beirgysigdhtlytrue. In other
words, if the defense moves to hear an expert witness who is present in the courtroom a
who has been summoned by the defense in accordance with proper procedoret tten
refuse to hear the evidence only if an examination of the expert witisessb a c levgalso u n
that he is not properly qualified testify on the issuat hand due to a lack pfofessional
qualifications oexperience.

In actual fact, however, German courts as a rule refogekind ofevidencepresent in the
courtroom includingexpert witnessesejecting thenon the grounds of seffvidentness or

of utter unsuitabilitywi t hout even bothering to.Todaek i
there has only been one exception where an expert withess was even so much as questic

% In the USA and Canada, the situation is in some respects similar; cf. the case of Institute for Historical
Review v. Mel Mermelsteimas described iHR NewsletterNo. 82, October 1991, and M. Weber
fiDecl aration of JMR3 (1982),pe BEL, sséalsoaviichasl Collins Pip&est
Witness. The Mel Mermelstein Affair and the Triumph of Historical Revisip@isnter for Historical
Review, Washington, D.C. AiHIS94y yThaeadd Meenod y : O
6Eyewitnes SHR1G(4) L99A, pr &3; d. the verdict of the second Ziindel Trial in To-
ronto (Queen v. Ziindel), Barbara KulasZ&d.), The Second Zundel Trial: Excerpts from the Court
Transcript of the Canadi an i F2ndes.eCasieHildablishersj a |
Uckfield 2019, pp. 451f.; even though the Canadian Court admitted physical evidences, it completely
ignored them in its verdict.

% A244, Section 3, Clause 1, German Code of Crir
be rejected if [é] the taki-engi ddnee, dedlced i s s

% A245, Section 2, Clauses 1+3.t:akfihlge odowerti dies cc
witnesses who have appeared in court, summonec
dence was filed. [é] Other than that, it [the
has already been eslished orisselfe vi dent . 0
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on his qualifications. The court decided that the educational status of the witDéstoas
Chemiker(academically accredited chemist) was insufficient to allow him to give expert
testimony on questions relating to chemistry. That, they decided, would require at least a
PhD title®® which isnonsense, plaiand simplelt is important to note that this accredited
chemistis the author of this article and thfatlowing my appearance at the court, the Cen-
tral Council of German Jews intervened with my employer in order to put a stop to my
activities as expert witheg€$There can be no doubt that this intervention contributed to my
subsequent dismissal without notice from my term position with the Riamxck Society*°
Further, the University of Stuttgart denied me my doctorate despite the fact that | had met
all formal and qualitativ@cademic criteria. It is very likely that the aim of all these back-
stage arrangements was to ensure that | wouldauseeven more trouble for standard
historiography*

But b a c-kvidénmes®SBineelthe law generally accepts that matters considered by
our society and hence our courts togaif-evidentare not necessarily alwaysiei old
6truthsod are f or ev e i wrteniGarman law gramts thebdgfenseghe f i n
right to dievé giteah Iniesls 60 @aeldf t hus t o open t he
dence. This may be done in two wdys:

T The defense must show that the evidence it wishes to present is superior to all evidence
previously presenteith German courts, which was used to justify the ruling ofeeif
dentness, or

i the defense must prove that there is marked public dissent regarding the opinion deemed
self-evident.A few publications from questionable sources are not enbagbonsidera-
ble portion of the public establishment must hold a contrary opinion.

In fact, however, in recent years all motions by defense counsels to prove the superiority of
new evidence have also been refused on the grounds of teeiskelitness of the Holocaust,
even though the Holocaust itself was not even the point at isshe imdtions; the point
having been merely the claim that the new evidence was superior to fie old.

Anyone who considered this suppression of evidence to be a violation of the German Code
of Criminal Procedure had to face the fact that even the German Federal Supreme Court
does not deign to respond to appeals brought by the defense against thisaffates dh
1993 this court in fact decided thabtions to examine the qualitative superiority of new
over oldevidence can be dismissed grounds of the sekvidentness of the Holocaust
becausesuch a dismissaloncurswith the decisiormaking processf all Federal German
courts* In other words, the German courts cite each dthdefensef their ownpractices

Just recently the German Federal Constitutional Court took an especially easy way out
when it decided that one pgeeaningtathessamesub-s e ar ¢
ject represented an allegation of fact which, not being a statement of opinion, was not pro-
tected by the right of free expression thereof and hence could be banned Guigint the
testimony of an expert witness who is to appear in court to testify with regard to the topic at

% Trial of O. E. RemerDistrict Court Schweinfurt, Ref. 1 KLs 8 Js 10453/92.
39 Letter of the Secretary of the Central Council of German Jews, H. JatecRebfessor Dr. H. F.
Zacher president of the Max Planck Society, dated June 22, 1993.
40 In a lawsuit this dismissal without notice was changed to a conjoint termination of the employment con-
tract; cf. Arbeitsgericht (labor court) Stuttgart, Ref. 14 Ca 6663/93.
41 For details, see my autobiographic writings in: Germar Rudiifiting Germar RudaliCastle Hill
Publishers, Uckfield 2016.
42 Cf. OberlandesgerictfProvincial High Court and Court of Appeal) Diisseldorf, Ref. 2 Ss 155/91
52/91 lIl; Federal Constitutional Court, Ref. 2 BrR 367/92; Oberlandesgericht Celle, ref. 3 Ss 88/93,
Monatszeitschrift fir Deutsches Reci®(6) (1994, p. 608.
43 Revealing in this context are the admissions of a judge of the Munich County Court who said to the de-
fense lawyer Dr. Klaus Goebeh July 22, 1992:
AiYou dondét believe yourself that your motions to
have to know that there is a political guideline. This guideline demands that already those who
merely doubt the gas chambers have to be put on trial andrset. You will never succeed with
t h i(Persadal communications of Dr. K. Goebel to me).
4 Ref. 1 StR 193/93.
4 Federal Constitutional Court, decision of June 9, 1992, Ref. 1 BvR 8Ne8@, Juristische Woch-
enschrift1993, p. 916.
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issue is no longer free today, even disregarding for the moment the aforemeptiufiesd
sionallyruinous consequences which such activity entails. Presiding Judge Peter Stockhar
merof the Nuremberg District Court, for example, cautioned the author of the present article
that he might be committing a criminal offence if he were to support this tbethede-
fendant Artur Vogt, which proposed that the gas chamber&tischwitz had not existetf
This was the first time that a German court stated outright that an expert witness on tf
subject of the Holocaust must always arrive at adeterminedconclusion if he wishes to
avoid committing a criminal offense. But what are the implications of this for the value of
all those expert reports drawn up to date on this subject of history, if the experts writin
them never had any choice but to conformAtllied and German politicastricture® An
indirect answer to this was given by a renowned expert witness, the historiahlélarish
Wilhelm:4”
AfToday the history of the Hol ocaesearched s
chapters of recent history. A closer look at this subject, however, usually reveals ver
quickly that our understanding is still based on a very unstable found&tften the con-
gruity of the various research can only
i cally copyi ngsichiawhite atdhe bame tine couritfilek which to this

day are not generally accessible, continue to harbor und&eavdocuments which even

the prosecutors who dealt with the O6cas
requiring historical expert witnesses t
searchd to | ag behind t bsshek byasone few fndividm o \
als. o

Sowhat are fAdemands requiring historical
be nothing less than the admission of a renowned expert witness that incomplete and th
biased testimony by those witnesses is the rule rather than the exceptitimat they all
commit perjury, probably partly because they are convinced that this is morally (in othel
words, politically) correct, or because they are simply afraid of the public reaction that is tc
be expected if they break the unwriti@m subgquentlyalso codifiedy ul es of Ge
strongest taboo.

In light of these circumstances it seems sheer mockery that the courts state that one of 1
prereqjui si tes for t he -edviisdeesnttanbelsissoh nmiesn tt hoaft ¢
public dissent, especially since anyone who dissents is mercifgssigcuted in court and
has not even the shadow of a chance to prove his objections, as he is denied the right to br
any evidence towards this end. In late March 1994, Federal Minister of Justice Leutheusse
Schnarrenbergecomprehensivelg | ander i ng al INaadi $sildeanmtss
the underlying purpose of declaring the Holocaust to bees@dent was precisely to make
it impossible for those disputing certain aspects of official historiography to explain their
theses angresentheir evidence in court and in pubfft:

fiHearing evidencfregarding the Holocausi§ therefordi.e., due to its sefevidenhess]
superfluous. To many this may seem trivial, but it prevents thBlaediars from gaining
a forum in the courts and the pubbc.

The German Federal Supreme Court decided in 1994 that, contrary to previous court pra
tices, simply denying the destruction of the Jews in the Third Reich does not in itself con
stitute public incitement (8130, German Criminal Code) or incitement to rhataéd
(8131). Rather, it must be proven that such denial was related fdatienalSocialist
school of thought regarding the Jews, or alternatively that it was insinuated that the Jew
had set up Ltiheed 4G Ho loocdeeus tt o tioy thee Gérmea people, p |
et c. ( t h AuscinwgzuLaileiof)i.edl n its decision, t he
confirmed egadidre nttme sésde loff t he “motherwards, i r
4 Ref. 6/38 Ns 341 Js 31951/92, 8fiddeutsche Zeitunlylarch 17, 1994, p. 52; more details about this
entire juridical scandal: Karl Salm fAiDer Just i zs kRehlaXtli fi thu iF§dadt Pehro
briefe 6(2) (1995), pp. 1:R2; Part 2jbid., 6(34) (1995), pp. 186; Part 3jbid., 6(6) (1995).
47 H.-H. Wilhelm, in U. BackesE. JesseR. Zitelmann(eds.),op. cit.(note31), p. 403.
48 Federal Minister of Justice S. LeutheusSehnarrenbergein Allgemeine Jidische Wochenzeitung
March 24, 1994, p. 2.
4 Federal Supreme Court, verdict of March 15, 1994, Ref. 1188R093;Monatsschrift fiir Deutsches
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objective revisionist research into the Holocaust and the publication of resultant findings
would not come under the threat of prosecution under 88130f., even though they cannot be
presented as eviedveindceen ta gtari untsht 6 Raldwmg@asadt fe Ho
sive uproar in the medfd the Federal Supreme Court stated in its written opinion that the

mere denial of certaiNationatSocialistmass murders whetherpresented in a scholarly

way or nofi certainly could disparage the memory of the people (supposedly) killed in these

mass murders, as well as insulting Jews living today, and might thus be punishable under
8§8185and189 of the German Criminal Code.

5. From Juridical Blockade to Juridical Terror

Following this German Supreme Court decision, it was to be expected that German legisla-
tors would endeavor to render even thesa | | e dAusGhita kigo it the objective sci-
entific disputation of the Holocausta criminal offense under §8130f., wss already the
case in Austria and Franeéthat timeand as several German political partied aso de-
manded for Germany following the Supreme Court deci®idmd indeed, Section 3 of the
revision of 8130, which came into effextDecember 1, 1994, provides that anyone is guilty
of incitement of the people

fi [ évho, publicly or at an assembly, approves, denietomrrplays in a manner suited

to disturbing public law and order, any act committed undeNhgonatSocialistregime

which comes under §220a SectiofgénocideG.R].0

In the years following the adoption of this revised law, Germany saw a wave of criminal
prosecutions against historical dissidents, which | will deal with farther below. In order to
deny those dissidents any opportunity to present their views and argulmendstheirtrials
in court, this loophole was closed as well as a next Biegt; the German Code of Criminal
Procedure received a new rule designed to prevent that defendants and defense lawyer could
use public trials to publicly explain undesiradyumentsEver since, German cosithave
wieldedthe power to gag the defense as they see fit. Here is the text of the scandalous Sec-
tion 257a:
iThe court may require participants in t
regarding questions of procedure in writ

With this, the right to a public hearing guaranteed as a civil rightigceratedsince once

a judge has denied the defense its voice, the public thereafter may learn only whatever the
prosecutors and the judge happen to mention. Further, one may confidently assume that
many motions that in the course of argument often arise spountsipeand are therefore
rendered orally, by effect of this ruling of the judge, are never made.

Section 249, Paragraph 2, of the German Code of Criminal Procedure is a perfect match
for this, as it allows judges to prevent documents introduced into the proceeding from being
read out in court:

i R e a faidatugnentinto the recorccan| é e dispensed with if judges and lay judges

have taken note of the documentdés content

opportunity to do so 0
In extreme cases, this means that the public finds out absolutely nothing about thes content
of any evidence. This also makes a mockery of the principle of public hearings.

Of both of these muzzling provisions, Dr. Dr. Uwe ScheffRepfessor of Criminal Justice
at Europa University in FrankfudponOder, wrote?

he
t e

Rechts48(6) (1994, pp. 599601.

50 Cf. publications of the German daily press of April 22, 1994.

51 Miinchner MerkurMarch 17, 1994, p. 4. H. Daubl&melin, SPD Vice Chairwoman and Minister of
Justice of the SPD shadow cabinet, was particularly active in her support &ithilgutsche Zeitung
April 21, 1994; cf. also the Federal Minister of Justice (d&e TheFrankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung
took a counteposition (April 7 and 27, July 7, 1994).

52 See Uwe Scheffler i St rafprozeCrecht, quo vadis?, 0 -Gol tdamn
467, here p. 45%yww.rewi.europauni.de/de/lehrstuhl/sr/krimirecht/lehrstuhlinhatferblikationen/
Aufsaetze/Strafprozessrecht quo_vadis.pdf
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iAccor di n g[Section 267g]the courticdn @ow deprive the parties to the trial
of their voices and confine them to written form. How convenient: Since earlier laws hac
already provided for the option to read out documents by not reading them out, that is, b
giving the partiestots acti on the opportunity to 0
documents in quiet seclusion, this means that one can now maintain the silence of tt
grave in the courtroom. In addition to frequently voiced criticisms, the following may be
pointedoutt he | egi sl ature has clearly state
trial. Because writing and reading what was written takes longer than an oral argument,
this means that the legislatuegpresslhyaims at dispensing with the right to a legal hear-
ing. o
Next, the German courts set out to drag any defense lawyer into court who dared to file
motion to introduce evidenaesignedo challenge the orthodox version of the Holocaust
narrative.The case of thiate German lawyer Jirgen Riegeavho in the eyes of the estab-
lishment was a notorious righting extremistserved as a pcedent in this regardn 1996,
Riegerhad filed a motiorduring a court cas® hearmeas an expert withess on cheiny
about the question, whether or not homicigas chamberkad existed afuschwitz. For
this, the public prosecot indicted him for Holocaust denial, but the Hamburg District Court
acquitted him in 2000, stating that he merely served in the justified interest of hiS%klient.
The German Supreme Court, however, overturned this decision two years later and d
manded that Riegédre convicted® Ever since, in similar cases, several other German de-
fense lawyers have been sentenced who had the audacity to file motithvesifimoduction
of evidence designed to prove the veraci
At this point in timethe German authorities had outmaneuvered the defense laimyers
legal exper were still claiming that £30 of the German penal law was unconstitutional
This criticism was based on earlier decisiongh® German Federal Constitutial Court
according to whicHaws which prohibitonly certain opinionsattitudes or ideologieare
unconstitutional and therefore illegalBut the revised 8130 created a special law which
does exactly this: it provides for the punishment of approval, denigdvenplayingof spe-
cifically and exclusively those acts of genocide actually or allegedly committed under the
NationatSocialistregime.If at all, such a revisiormightbe constitutional only if it prohib-
ited the approval, denial aownplayingof any and all acts of genocide ever commitfed.
In addition, the legitimate question arises why merely trivializat@amd minimizationsre
outlawed, whereas dramatizat®oand exaggerations apermitted If a government pre-
scribes history by penal laivin and of itself an absurd concépthen it must punish devi-
ations from it in any direction, not just one.
Complaintsto this effectby German judicial experts, stating that this special law against
freedom of speecH,which was not thought through to the éAd, s  assault Against the
intellectual fré&addmthfatallt sdiis$ eigd ¢ ©inaa

5 Hamburger MorgenpostNov. 14, 2000.

5 German Federal Supreme Court, ref. 5 StR 48h@le Juristische Wochensch@fi02, p. 2115Neue
StrafrechtsZeitung2002, p. 539.

% Karl-Heinz Seifert Dieter Homig(eds.),Grundgesetz fir die Bundesrepublik Deutsch)&mdi ed., No-
mos Verl agsgesellschaft, Baden Baden 1985, «cf.
pp. 75f.

% Stefan Huster A Das Ver lwiei cdyer, 66 du®cMei nungsfreiheit
r i c Meue Joristische Wochenschfifi96, pp. 48491, here p. 489. A synopsis of the present legal
position of revisionist research may be found in K. C. Hojmari Di e Gas kammer n und
s ¢ h e Daussthiard jn &Geschichte und Gegenwart (D@ZR) (1994, pp. 4f.

5 DrehefTrondle (eds,)Strafgesetzbucl#7th ed., Rdnr. 18 zu §130)

% DanielBeisel fiDi e St r afuital kg bleu®JaristischeAMpchenhchfif95, pp. 997
1000, here p. 1000.

9 Karl Lackner Strafgesetzbugli21st ed., Beck, Munich 1995, Rdnr. 8a zu §130; critical comments regar-
ding this law are legion, cf. Hans A. Stockid6tZ1995, pp. 2372240; Manfred BrunneFrankfurter
Allgemeine ZeitungAugust 17, 1994; Prof. Ernst Nolferankfurter Allgemeine Zeitungeptember 8,

1994; Ronald Dworik, tageszeitungMay 17, 1995; Horst MeieDie Zeit September 15, 199Hjid.,

Merkur, 12/1996, pp. 1128131, Prof. H. HoffmanrFrankfurter Allgemeine Zeitundlay 21, 1994,

letter to the editor, p. 9; cfrankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung May 21, 19914, p . 10:
ibid., April 7 and 27, 1994.



26 G. RUDOLF - THE CONTROVERSY ABOUT THEXTERMINATION OF THEJEWS

were generally ignored. Even a doctoral dissertation written by a student of a fervent anti

revisionist professor of Puhigshability ofthéAusdiwits ol el y

Lieko and concluded that outlawing radical
heeded?

It got even worsebecausel l years after the 1994 toughening of the law, §1i80was
tightenedyet againThis time a paragraph was addekich basically basmanything shining
a positive light orNationalSocialism in any way

fi(4) Whosoever publicly or in a meeting disturbs the public peace in a manner that vio-

lates the dignity of the victims by approving of, glorifying, or justifjilagionatSocidist

rule of arbitrary force shall be liable to imprisonment not exceeding three years ora fine.
Although this may sound harmless, the German Administrative High Court decided in 2008
in a precedensetting verdicthat this offense is already committ¥d,

fif the perpetrator implicitlygives a positive assessmentt@® human rights violations
committed undethe rule of National Socialisi for instance by way dpositive] value
judgments about responsible personalifiegyanizations, achievements or events of the
Third Reich.0
Ever sinceanyone could bprosecutedn Germany who states anything positive about the
Third Reich in public, provided it can be assumed that the defendant has any affinity-to right
wing ideologies. Safety from convictions
anti-Fascist leaningor if statements about positive aspects of the Third Reich are nicely and
credibly embedded in (aAfiascist)itany of moral condemnation.
Of coursethis tightening of the law did not change anything aboutlithouslegitimacy
of this penal lawThe critical legakxpertsholding this view were slapped in their faces by
the German Constitutional HighoQrt, though when it judgeslecided ir2009°2
Al n gener al the freedorh of iopinion avenpsrmissible onlytba basis of
general laws according tért. 5, Para. 2, Alternative 1, Basic Law. A law restricting
opinions is an inadmissible special law, if it is not formulated in a sufficiently open way
and is directed right fronthe start only against certain convictions, attitudes, or ideolo-
gies.[ é Althoughthe regulation ofArt. 130, Para. 4, German Penal Code is not a gen-
eral law[ é gven as a nogeneral law it is still compatible i Art. 5, Paras. 1 and 2,
Basic Law, as an exception. In viewtlwd injustice andhe terror caused bthe Nationak
Socialistregime,an exception tehe prohibition of speciallaws é]1 s | mmanent
An exception from the prohibition of exceptions is therefore made here due tottre his
cally exceptional case dfational Socialism. But why isNationalSocialism an exceptional
caseBecause of claims which are such extreme exceptiondbyhexception we are not
allowed to doubt theré
That High Court decision was pretty much the last nail in the coffin for German freedom
of expression with regard to the historiography of the Third Réich.

re

0

By now, clearly even historians perceive
restrict contemporary historiansd freedom c

8 Thomas Wandre®ie Strafbarkeit des Ausulitz-LeugnensDuncker & Humblot, Berlin 2000; cf. my
review: G. RudolfVffG, 5(1) (2001), pp. 16012.Wandres prepared his PhD thesis under Prof. Ger-
hard Werle who himself is an uncritical supporter of all Holocaust claims, cf. G. Werle, T. Wandres,
Ausclwitz vor GerichtVélkermord und bundesdeutsche Strafju&eck, Munich 1995.

61 Bundestag®rucksachel5/5051, p. Shttp://dip21.bundestag.de/dip21/btd/15/050/1505051 Fiuk
respective passage has since been quoted almost verbatim by German courts of law; cf. Bavarian Ad-
ministrative Court (Bayerischer Verwaltungsgerichtshof), verdict of 10 Aug. 2005, ref. 24 CS 05.2053:
AFor an approval o f t fiNationaliSoclalsm it sufficesdif the perpatmatari c a |
implicitly gives a positive assessment of the human rights violations committed under the rule of Na-
tional Socialisni f or i nstance by way of value judgments
and more thoroughly justified by the German Federal Administrative Court (Bundesverwaltung-
sgericht), verdict of 25 June 2008, ref. 6 C 21.07.

52 Decision of 4 Nov. 2009, ref. 1 BvR 2150/08; wivw.bundesverfassungsgericht.de/pressemitteilungen/
bvg09129.html

5 For a more thorough analysis of the repressive German criminal and procedural law, see my documen-
tary Germany, Country under the Rule of Law: Role Model or lllusido® 27, 2017;
https://codoh.com/library/document/4872/

abc
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late historian Joachim Hoffmarmf t he Ger man Ar med Feoforces
Military History wrote5
AThe efforts of the political parties t
research are gradually taking on truly grotesque proportions. The rgséltjvould be
that controversies relating to contemporary history wouldhéfuture, be laid before the
court, and decided by criminal coutsiderc r i mi n a | Il aw. 0O

Elsewhere he becomes even more explicit with respect to measures of censorship, for ¢
ample on p. 185:
i T hAaschwitz problem has recently become the object of intensive journalistic debate,
generally conducted both knowledgeably and irgeliitly in all its aspects, both in Ger-
many and abroad, even if many groups zealously exceed the pmpetof this debate
due to their political motivations. This controversy is being conducted lessdofficalo
literature than in ratherobscurepublications, and is not a little influenced by official
prohibitions against certain forms of thought and speech, siggsly wathed over by a
system of political denunciation. The relatedyanetion of free discussion of an important
issueof contemporary history, no matter how unfortunate it may be today, will, of course,
be ineffective in the long run. Experience shows that free historical research can only b
temporarily hindered by criminal law as it exists in many EuropeantoegnHistorical
truths usually continue to exert their effects behind the scenes, only to emerge triurm
phantly at a | ater time. o
These and other politically incorrect views prompted the leftist press to call Hofimann
book 1ia ®%SiocaHdfmands f or mer super, wwasstManf r
office at the time, had written the preface to this book, certain circles attempted to initiate
penal or at least disciplinary action against him, but their efforts f&iledrhaps the most
noteworthy commentf the 1990svas that of Daniel J. Goldhagemho repeatedly stated
inGermanl anguage media t hat AuscheitzzUhdemawo ao u
abolished, and the sooner the befttadeinz Hohne for many yearsn editor at the leftist
German weekly news magaziber Spiegelaround the same timsso commented criti-
cally on the evemntensifying inquisition to which his colleagua®re subjected®

ABut i f hi st or itreinresgarch, mouched en thisdMianickaean @da of
good and evil, they could easily end up in a minefield of taboos and forbidden thoughts
where bizarre coalitionséelfipfroé¢padmgag e

judges of history @nd paragons of political correctness jealously guard their own brand

of historical truth. They are driven by the gnawing suspicion that, given professional his-
toriographersé penchant for revision, t
ocesosolily established view of the Fascist

As a result of thdirst, 1994tightening of criminal law, the spring of 1995 saw a wave of
book destruction in Germany, in which history books oévisionistpersuasioras well as
political books went the way of the state shredder; these books were exclusively of a righ
wing nature, some of them even only allegedI§°sthe fact that books with historical or
political content can be destroyed in Germany on the order of a court is largely unknown
This may be due to the fact that such campaigns of book destruction are not generally pu
licized7 in other words, they are cé&d outin secretSince book confiscations are accom-
panied by corresponding criminal proceedings against all persons involved in the produc

64 Joachim HoffmanpS t ad WanofExtermination 1941 1945 Theses & Dissertations Press, Cap-
shaw, Ala., 2001, p. 334, fn 3.

% K.Naumanp @i St &/leirm i c h tDieZgtOktober @0y 95pcf. also M. Grill A Amt | i ch
Sch¢tzenhil f e f BadischeeZgitngzeeembei 2B, 4995 lgtters to the ediioid.,
December 29, 1995; conversely, objective comments: G. GillessshDer ander e groCe
p a srankfurter Allgemeine Zeitun@ctober 10, 1995; W. Birkenmajer fi Hi t | & Stalinsfon g r |
t al er SKttgarter@eitingduly 28, 1995, p. 24.

% Pers. comm. by J. Hoffmaramd Wolfgang Bergt

67 E.g.in Profil (Vienna), September 9, 1996, p. 75.

% H. Hohne Gebt mir vier Jahre ZeitUllstein, Berlin 1996, p. 8.

8 An overview of the situation during the mid to late 1990s is available onlimenatvho.org/cen-
sor/Censor.html


http://www.vho.org/censor/Censor.html
http://www.vho.org/censor/Censor.html
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tion, importationand/or distribution of forbidden literatuiei.e., against authors, editors,
publishers, booksellers, printers, and multiptgy purchasers, even in cases where the
books were produced, distributed or bought at a time when they were not yet’Banhed
l'ist of persons being pr os ewasgtowin atfamalarndt ho u g
ing ratein those yearsThese account for a considerable portion of those cases which have
ledtoanenor mous increase in -whaegcatéegqesip Dh &E
the mid1990s™

The first seizeanddestroy order that was issued afterthe ght eni ng of Ger m
sorship lawof December 1, 1994 was carried out in late March 1995 agains®8#Ger-
man edition of thevery book you are holding in your handSrundlagen zur Zeitges-
chichte’ Though some 1,000 German academics protested against thiblmakg > and
two distinguished historians even testified in court in favathefbook™ the court never-
theless decided that the book has to be destroyed, the publisher to be fined (30,000 DM), the
editor jailed, some authors imprisoned, and several booksellers and purchasers fined or im-
prisoned as well. Though apparently supported by then&erFederal Constitutional
Court/ this ruling is quite obviously a violation of human rights, for this interpretation
strikes at the heart of the fundamental right to freedomapfiry, i.e., the right to freedom
of choice in the sel ect opemmesoof reseanch findings (bf.e s e s
Karl R. Poppe¥).

In light of the aforementioned experiences witlnly Germancourts and the reactions
of the public it must seem downright miraculous that there are in fact members of the estab-
lishment who dare tohallengehe taboo surrounding the Holocaust. Walter L ipfgésident
of the Austrian Federal Chamber of Engineers until spring 1992, is certainly one of these.
When he expressed his doubts about details of the Holocaust due to technical considerations,
the Austrian justice system struck as mercilessly as is therrirance or Germany. Since
the academically accredited engineer Liftt b ei ng an déaveraged citiz
qualified in his area of specialization (architecture), had not expected such behavior from
his O6state un this meanth gainful ledrreng prdcess far Winaltdr LGftl
describedis owncaseasan introduction to our topic, to show how John Doe and respected
public personalities alike can suddenly find themselves caught upgeansof amalicious
stateadministered justice system bent on safeguarding a taboo. At theisertee shows

0 German legislators simply assume that books are not made illegal by a state decree, but rather that they
start out that way, by virtue of their contents.

"t Regarding the suppression and persecution of German patriots in general, &ilcht Unterdrii-
ckung und Verfolgung Deutscher Patriotéfutten Verlag, Viél 19970n censorship in Germany, see
my bookletEine Zensur findet statRedeverbote und Buicherverbrennung in der Bundesrepublik
Deutschland2nd ed., Castle Hill Publishers, Uckfield 20H&pefully, this book will soon also be
available in an English edition. Since it is an expanded, updated version of the article that was featured
as Appendix 3 in the first and second edition of the present book, this paper was omitted from this pre-
sent edtion.

2 We cannot discuss all cases here, but would like to refer to some publications about the probably most
prominent cases: U. Walendy i Aus g e h e b e | Historiséhe Tatsathemo c68, Varlagdir
Volkstum und Zeitgeschichtsforschung, Vlotho/Weser 1996; G. Rugjaltit (41); H. Schmidt Jailed
in AiDemocratico Ger many. TGuderigd BablksaMiltond~E 1997nG. Amer i c a
Anntohn H. RoquesDer Fall Gunter DeckertbAGD/Germania Verlag, Weinheim 1995; furthermore,
the periodical®/ffG andThe Revisionisteported about censorship and other kinds of intellectual sup-
pression in general quite frequently.

“ AAppell der 100 Di e MeFrankiumegsdigemeine feuidilay 17s1996jiiln Ge f a h
the Stuttgarter Nachrichteand theStuttgarter Zeitungn July 19, 1996, with 500 signatures; in the
WestfalerBlatt on Sept. 13 and 18, 1996, with 1,000 signatures each.

74 Expert reports by Prof. Dr. Ernst Nokead Dr. Joachim Hoffmaniubingen County Court, Ref. 4 Gs
173/95; the former was published in G. Rudoff. cit.(note33), pp. 263292, the latter iVffG, 1(3)

(1997), pp. 205ff.; see Appendix 2 at the end of this volume for the English translation.

s Cf. note62 above. In a not quite comparable, but at least similar case, the German Federal Constitu-
tional Court (ref. 1 BvR 408f ./ 83 )booaepAustiviz d t he ¢
Mythos. Legende oder Wirklichkeit? Eine kritische BestandsaufnadbrabertVerlag, Tubingen 1979
(Eng.:The Ausctvitz Myth: A Judge Looks at the Evidentestitute for Historical Review, Newport
Beach, Cal. 1986), see the appendix in Wigbert Grébdr), Geschichtsbetrachtung als Wagnis
Grabert, TUbingen 1984, pp. 287ff.
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the contrast between the treatment accorded to expert witnesses in trials pertaiang to
tionalSocialistcrimes and to similar withesses in normal trials, and acquaints the reade
with our topic by means of some technical explanations.

6. Dubious Evidence for the Holocaust

What kind of evidence is it that provides the foundation for those verdicts which Germar
courts cite time and again in theidingsof selfevidentness? To date, in its trials of the so
called NationatSocialistmass murders of Jews, the Federal German justice system
others as well has concerned itself merely with convicting individual accused persons of
sole or joint guilt. The crimes themselves were never investigateaybgoart, but pre-
sumed to be selvident, namely on the basis of the cais@ns of the Nuremberg War
Crimes Tribunals. These too, however, dispensed with argjt@imvestigations of the pre-
sumed crimes and based their conclusionsi@rumentsand fieyewitnesé testimonyob-
tained by dubious means, as we will learn later.

Thelegalselfevidentness of thationatSocialistgenocide of the Jews, therefore, exists
even though neither the whole of the genocideamgrparthereof vasever investigated by
a court,e.g, by means of examining the remains of victims, the murder weapons, perpetra
tors, or even the crime itself. But if the Holocaust is considered to bewseééint from the
start and any court investigatidimereofis thereby automaticallgbviated no court can or
may ever come to any conclusion other than that the crimes attested to were in fact comm
ted. Undertiese conditions it is especially important to view eyewitness testimony in a crit-
ical light, for it is to be expected that testimatigputinga crime or a set of crimes will be
rejectedorima facieas worthless, while incriminating testimonyalsoprima facieaccepted
as truth. For the courts, in other words, the ovésatuality of the crimes is settled from the
start at any trial, and evidence is superfluous except for purposes of determining the degr
of guilt for particular defendan@nd thé punishment.

In the seconaontribution tothis volume | will outline the conditions under which eye-
witness testimony and confessions came about in the decades that have passed since
Second World Warl havedeliberately refrained from a critique or even an assessment of
the testimony itselfMy subjects were strictly thesurroundingconditions of the poswar
trials, whether conducted under Allied or especially under Federal Gausaitesas well
as the social atmosphere particularly in the Federal Repubiewhany. The results are
perforce shocking, as they are remarkably similar to the conditions df6theand 17th
Century witchtrials: a genergbersuasionf the infallibility of official views, and a profound
disgust and consternation at the alleged crimes which through its intensity inhibits any abi
ity to think critically. Especially during the Allied pestar trials, these two factors neces-
sarily led toan extensive undermining of thegal frameworkof any state under the rule of
law, which s indispensable to thdefeatof ill -founded chargeshe verdicts handed down
by the International Military Tribunal and in the related other trmbctedthe historical
norm which no one questioned even in Federal German courts untitegetgly. In other
words, selevidentness practically came into existence as early as 1946, and Federal Ge
man courts have sought ever since to reinforce this view of history unquestioningly withou
encountering opposition from any quarter. And what isenthe mental climate prevailing
in Germany as well as everywhere else in the world, molded by the story of the Holocaus
inhibited any doubts, even nipped them in the bud with methods whitheadily beom-
pared with the violent attacks employed agstifProfessor Nolteas described previousl§.

6 Professor Robert Faurissdior examplé the revisionist known the world ovéewas physically at-
tacked ten times, four of which times he was injured severely and once evéatalarNot to mention
the many ruinous trials which invariably end in convictions (fines and imprisnt), the professional
dismissals and the revocations of academic degrees to which revisionists everywhere must submit. For
summary of the antievisionist oppression cf. R. Eibicht op. cit.(note71), and R. Heppop. cit.(note
10). In early 1998 this book was confiscated in Germany because of a endnote written in Latin (!!!), in
which the author expressed his doubt about the generally accepted orthodox narrative regarding the N
gaschamber€f . DGG, fdALateinischer Satz qu@lt Staat s
r e ¢ t Deuschlandl in Geschichte und Gegenwdit2) (1998), pp. 13fVffG2(1) (1998), pp. 1, 81.
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Of courseall this does not necessarily melay itself that the thousands of eyewitness
reports and confessions regarding the Holocaust are false. But our justice system knows
from centuries of experience that eyewitness testimony is the least valuable evidence, being
the most unreliable kindlherefore,it must not be forbidden under any circumstances to
seek or to demand other, better evidence before accepting a certain view of history as correct.

That there is also more than a little wrong with eyewitness testimony where content is
concerned is easily proven by a critical examination of these witness statdmemntpaper
on witness statementsshowconciselythatrevisionists have been doing this for decades,
so that we will dispense with a comprehensive study in the present yawuare though
much research is certainly still needed in this area beforelaitanttestimony has been
adequately assessed. A vitally important subsection oftestimony, however, will be dis-
cussed in detail namely, the witnesseise., their testimony regarding the gassing of human
beings in the alleged execution gas chambefsusthwitz and Birkenau. Professor Fauris-
sonspecialized his studies on this problem for some time, for this is the heart of the Holo-
caust story. The results of an analysis ofgldinent testimony, however, asbocking: as
soon as the alleged eyewitnesses are questioned more closely, for exampleeraross
nation in a courtroom, they fall apart entirely. What remains is a mere skelettastimony
which a Canadian cougrantedthe quality of amerework of fictioni or perhaps even the
quality of a fairytale? Astudy by the author of thiarticle shows a similar result: In an
interview with a former Sphysicianof Auschwitz he could establish that accounts of eye-
witnesses 50 years after the end of the war are inconsistent, mixed up with rumors, biased
due to media impressions, incongruent with reality and therefore absolutely unréliable.

Subsequently we are shown the trial of an alleged Nati®oaialist criminal, from the
perspective of the friends of tdefendarhi s f ami | y . To date the it
German trials of allegelationalSocialistcriminals has been written almost exclusively
from the perspective of prosecutors and judges; 8elyatiusandLaternsehave reported
from the position of the defen$&The defendantshemselves, or their relatives and friends,
have never yet been able to tell how such a trial appears fronpéhnsjrectivé® The report
included here represents the first step towards rectifying this deficit. It is admittedly subjec-
tive in its approach, but in light of the enormous preponderance-l&fsssubjective por-
trayals by judges and prosecutors it is no more than a necessary corrective to be welcomed
in a pluralistic societ§’ If one accepts as correct the facts brought to light by Claus Jordan
in his yeardong, selfsacrificing struggle for fair treatment for tlefendantGottfried
Weisei as one will have to do until and unless these factsediedi then one can but
hope that the tragic miscarriage of justice which resulted in an innocent old man being sen-
tenced to imprisonment for life is an isolated case. Like almost all other verdicts in trials of
NationalSocialistcrimes, the verdict of life imprisonment handed down against Weise
based primarily on the testimony of witnesses for the prosecutionj vasaClaus Jordan
provesi were mistaken at the least.

Unfortunately, the actions oééleral Germanourtsi as they are graphically demonstrated
in my contribution on witness testimoniasd borne out by the experiences of many defense
counsels in such trialsallow only the opposite conclusion, namely that the trial of Gottfried
Weiseis nothing short of a model for thousands of other cases. Only the facts that Herr
Weisehad many courageous friends who helped him every minute of their spare time and
that his trial continued into a time where new evidence has come to light through the opening
of many Eastern Bloc archives as well as through the advanced researchesriahgjsto
among whiclrevisioniss number not a feivonly these facts render this case different from

7 G.Rudolfi Auschwitz Doctor Hécosvenidgt Ristdryl5(2n(2083) vi ewed, 0

® R. ServatiugVerteidigung Adolf Eichmann: Pladoyetiarrach, Bad Kreuznach 1961; H. Laterngse
andere Seite im Auselitz-Proze’ 1963/655eewald, Stuttgart 1966.

7 Aside from the trial reports about Weig. Gerharded.),Der Fall Gottfried Weisg2nd ed., Turmer,
Berg 1991), and aside from a few at times polemical publications, such as Deutscher Rechtsschutzkreis
(ed.),Zur Problemati k der Prozesse um S$Schifenreilezial sozi al
Geschichte und Entwicklung des Rechts im politischen Bereich, Issue 3, Bochum 1982; G.,Stubiger
Der Schwammbergerprozel in Stuttgédsid., Issue 4, May 1992.

8 AlsoJ. Tuchéd s o pi ni o andP.rSteidbacted¥d emangenheitsbewaltigung durch Straf-
verfahren? Olzog, Munich 1984, pp. 141f.
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the others. However, our hope that the requested retrial would end like the trial of Demjanju
did 8 namely with an acquittal, was disappointed. Gottfried Weize released from jail in
April 1997 ongroundsof mercy (he was severely ill), and died in early 2000.

7. Six Million Jews Ae Missing, So Who Carebout Details?
Or: Even One Victims One Too Many

Once the first hurdle in a discussion with John Doe has beenitakearnher words, once a
realization of the inadequacy of eyewitness testimony has been achieved and understand
gained for the fact that a charge as horrendous as that of the destafictienEuropean
Jews requires supplemental and better evidértbe question usually crops up whether it

is even appropriate to quibble about details of this destruction and its provability, since afte
all the disappearance of six million Jews during 8econd World War is an undeniable
fact.

Examining the literature which discusses the statistics of Jewish losses during World We
I, one soon finds that there are only two detailed works on this topic: the revisionist publi-
cationThe Dissolution of the Eastern European JetwyWalter N. Sanning1983§? and
the 1991 compilation edited by Wolfgang Bemimension des Vélkermord$Whereas
Sannings wor k places the number of uR®RQ,l ai
Ben®s findings agree with the beliefs of
million. The contradiction between the two works is clearly apparent and undeniable, an
hence a comparison is imperative.

It is interesting to note that it was once againréwisionists who were the first to present
a study regarding a central aspect of the Holo&usten though the work by Wolfgang
Benzwas clearly a reaction to the revisionist book, Nblte o bser vati on r e
ment that the establishment historians accordehisioniss also applies in this instance:
they are eitheignoredor defamed. At no pointinBedzs book i s there
cussion of the arguments presented by Sankiegce, all we can do is juxtapose both works
by compaing the statistical material presenteohd by assessg the argumentof the au-
thors. The results of this comparison, as they are presented by me in this volume, are, fil
of all, that the two works give completely different definitions of what constitutes a victim
of the Holocaust. While Sannirtges tosum up only those victims who died aslieect
result ofNationatSocialistmeasuresf persecutionBenzcredits all European Jewish cas-
ualties to the Holocauste., including those Jews who died in the service of the Red Army,
those who fell victim to Soviet deportation and fordaldor camps, and those population
decreases resulting from the rise in natural mortality rates, religious conversion, etc.

What is more important, however, is the fact that Beidznot researchhe matter of
population migrations during and after the Second World War. But this is the core of oul
statistical investigation. Bergmply ignores the emigration of Jews from Europe that has
become known as another Exodus and which began prior to World War II, was largely in
terrupted in 1941 and reached its high point between 1945 and 1947alBetargely dis-
regards the migrations of Jews in eastern Europe, as well as the questions of how ma
Polish Jews managed évadethe German army and how great a number of Jews was de-
ported by the Soviets in 1941 and 1942. These are points where Sasnings ur v ey
with a wealth of documentation, so that one cannot avoid the impression thatnBenz
knowing with what to counter Sanningimply jettisoned the uncomfortable topic.

Of coursethis does not answer the question: Which of these two works comes closer t
the historical truth? This decisidrieaveto the reader, since far medetailed research is
needed beformuchcan be stated wittonfidencawvhere the touchy subject of Jewish world

8 See A.Neumaiérs contribution for that.

8 W. N. SanningThe Dissolution of the Eastern European Jevmgtitute for Historical Review, New-
port Beach, Cal. 1983; Germddie Aufldsung des osteuropaischen JudenjuBnabert, Tibingen
1983.

83 W. Benz(ed.),Dimension des Voélkermord®ldenbourg, Munich 1991.

8 The revisionists also acted as pioneers in terms of expert criticism of testimony and documents as well
as in the call for and provision of material evidence.
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population statistics is concerned. An example may serve to clarify: whereas David B.
Barett a missionary statistician working in the United States, asserted for many years that
the number of people professing the Jewish faith stagaasome 18 million worldwid®,

1 a figure strikingly similar to prevar figuresi the American Jewish Yearbodiad given

the number of Jews worldwide as being static at only 14 million as early a&¥#. an
interventionby the statsticians of theAmerican Jewish Yearboak 1994, Baretteduced

his number otheworldwide Jewish population down to just under 13.5 milfbfihe rea-

son for this reduction is that the responsible editors oftherican Jewish Yearbodalo not
recognizelews ofcertain racesuch as Jews with black skin or Indian Jews, whose commu-
nities include several hundred thousand memBatthoever approaches population statis-
tics with such different andregarding the statticians of theAmerican Jewish Yearbodk
arbitrary methods, must be questiormadto whethehis goal is to deceive the public rather
than to inform it.

Al ready we are confronted with the next ob
lost their lives in the German sphere of influence, through whatever circumstances, because
even one victim is too manfpoubtless it isnorally correct that even ongctim is already
too many, and really one must go even farther than that: even those measures of Third Reich
persecution which did not result in outright deaths were in every respect unacceptable. But
this is not a valid argument against the statistical investigatioreof th wh et her 6 and
of the destruction of the Jews, and for three reasons.

First of all, this objection does not satisfy simply for the reason that it is precisely the
number of victims that has been considered sacrosanct for decades. If the number of victims
did not matter, it would not bdeemechecessary to protect it as a social and even criminal
taboo. Evidently there really is more to the-siklion figure than merely the fact that it
includes a great many individual fates: what is at stake is a symbol not to be easily relin-
quished, since juied doubts about the numberight quickly lead to further undesirable
skepticism about further subsections of the Holocaust complex. While not wishing to deny
the victims the tragedy of their individual fates in any waayy science must nevertheless
insist that numbers must always be open to discussion. It is downright irrational that those,
on the one hand, whexpressloubtof the sixmillion figure are socially persecuted or even
subjected to criminal litigation while society and the justice system, on the other hand, react
to valid arguments against this selfsamersidion figure by suddenly declaring this figure
to be irrelevant and insisting instead on the dignity of even the very first victim. Is the six
million figure a standard deserving of protection by criminal law, birielevant? It cannot
be both at once.

Secondlyi and this is the most important argumérnhe ethically correct evaluation that
even one victim would be too many must not be a pretext for prohibiting scientific research.
This is intolerable for the simple reason that science must alwaylwedlto find precise
answers. What would we think of an official who demanded that a physicist not be allowed
to determine the exact value of his stress experiment, because even a small value would be
bad enough? A physicist subjected to such an absuandriewould quickly arrive at incor-
rect results and would be a threat to any company that hired him. The same holds true for
the historian. If the historian is forbidden to conduct critical investigations because they
might be considered morally untenabifleen we have to assume that the results of such
skewed historiography are unreliable. And since our knowledge of contemporary history
exerts a direct influence on politics, our public policies are mistaken and unreliable as well.
Itis the key function antesponsibility of every branch of science to provide accurate figures
and values. The principles which hold true for engineering, physics, and cheraistigt

8 In: Britannica Book of the YeaEncycl. Brit. Inc., Chicago, edition 1986: 18.0 million; 1987: 18.1 mil-
lion; 1988: 18.2 million; 1989: 17.4 million; 1990: 17.4 million; 1991: 17.6 million; 1992: 17.8 million;
1993: 18.2 million; numbers rounded up; &ifinge FreiheitApril 1, 1994, p. 4.

86 American Jewish Yearbodkew York1980, Vol. 81, pp. 28289; cf.. W.N. Sanningp. cit.(note

82), p. 272.

87 In: Britannica Book of the YeaEncycl. Brit. Inc., Chicago, editiori94f.

8 Explanation of Prof. D. Bareftom Global Evangelization Movemeat Regent University in Rich-
mond, Va., USA, in a letter to E. Heduly 5, 1995.
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suddenly be abandoned in historiography for political reaamdess one is intellectually
prepared to retreat deep into the darkédistdle Ages

Thirdly and finally, the morally correct view that even one victim is too many cannot on
principle be a barrier to the scientific investigation of a crime which is generally called so
morally reprehensible as to be unique and unparalleled in the historgrddind® An al-
legedly uniquely reprehensible crime must be open to a procedure that is standard for al
other crime as well, namely that itii@nd must bé investigated in detail. | would go even
further: anyone who postulates a crime to be unique must bergdefoma uniquely thor-
ough investigation of the alleged crime before its uniqueness is accepted as fact. If a pers
or group blocks investigation of an allegedly unique crime on grounds of moral outrage
then that person or group is guilty of a unique crimefit§élis unique crime consists of
first denying defense against preposterous allegations, then disallowing criticism of suc
tyrannical methods on a pretext of unusual guilt. This was the precise fate of Germany fo
lowing World War Il, with the redt that Germans were first brutalized, then slandered and
finally deniedall opportunity to defend themselves. The treatment of vanquished Germany
by the victorious Allies has been truly unique in modern times, since the same Allies other
wise allow even the most notorious murdetbeopportunity to defend themselves in court.

8. Largely Uncontested Matters MationalSocialistinjustice

In discussing the postulated murder of the Jews, the historianssihtbe quadentify the
technical and organizational origins of this mass murder as to be found in the program ¢
euthanasia which wasmplemented athe beginning of the wdrthe kilingofsec al | ed
unworthy of life, i@ other words, mentally and/or physically severely disabled people. The
reason for this assumption is the considerable overap;ontinuity of staff in both ared8.
However, it seems to me a very dubious practice to attempt to construe this continuity ¢
evidence for mass murder, since it may very well mean only that the leadership had wishe
to retain staff which had previously proven loyal in one socially extremmroversial
operation, for a subsequent,-le@scontroversial purpose. And whether this controversial
purpose was the resettlement, ghettoization, or mass murder of the Jews, is still an op
question.

To the best of my knowledge there have been no doubts advanced by the revisionist si
regarding the factuality of those killings effected within the scope of euth&hdbizse
killings number some 100,0080.The moral assessment of such an elimination of totally
incapacitated persons is a different matter. In the western democracies in particular, th
topic was the subject of much controversial discussion and in some cases was even practi
right until theend of the waP? and only recently the question whether passively and actively
assisted suicide should be expanded, in severe cases, to include euthanasia as well, has
again taken center stafe-ar be it from me, a nespecialist, to advance an opinion of my

8 By E. Nolteas well, by the way, even if the opposite has occasionally been allegedr efuropaische
Burgerkrieg 19171945 op. cit.(note12), p. 516;Streitpunkteop. cit.(note13), Section II. 5., pp.
381ff., also pp. 421ff.

% For example, cf. G. Serepdym Abgrung Ullstein, Frankfurt am Main/Berlin 1979; K. A. Schleunies
E. Jackebnd J. Rohwefeds.),Der Mord an den Juden im Zweiten Weltkri@gutsche Verlagén-
stalt, Stuttgart 1985, pp. 70ff., esp. p. 78.

1 Although Mattogngpointed out that no documnggist proving the murder methéccarbon mooxide
from steel bottles; C. Mattognmside the Gas Chambers: The Extermination of Mainstream Holocaust
Historiography 2nd ed., Castle Hill Publishers, Uckfield 2016, pp536

9 Cf.KlausDomer fiNati onal sozi al i s ndesteljannshefte flieZeigeschichter n i ¢
(Vf2) 15(2) (1967, pp. 12%152; Lothar Gruchmann A Eut hanasi e und VMZusti z
20(3) (1972, pp. 235279; H-W. Schmuhlin M. Prinzand R. ZitelmanpNationalsozialismus und Mo-
dernisierung Wissenschaftliche Buchgesellschaft, Darmstadt 1991, pp2@89

% See D. Brondeop. cit.(note4), pp. 312323; cf. also André N. Sofaitauris C. Kaldjian A Eugeni
Sterilization and a Qualified Nazi Analogy: The United States and Germany11930 Bnnals of In-
ternal Medicing 132 (Feb. 15, 2000), pp. 38419.

% The starting point for this more recent debate was the comparison of leuthanasia with the practice
of mercykilling of animals; cf. the British author Peter Singes  WPr@adaidal Ethics Cambridge UP,
Cambridge 1979, esp. pp. 127f. (pp. 175f. in 2nd ed., 1993). Only recently a German translation of a
British book supporting the principle of euthanasia was cancelled by a northern German publisher due




34 G. RUDOLF - THE CONTROVERSY ABOUT THEXTERMINATION OF THEJEWS

own on this explosive topic. Like Nolt& however, | cannot help but remark in amazement

that people today are morally outraged by the killing of 100,000 generally severely disabled
persons for perhaps dubious reasonsNaf o6ger
tionalSocialistdictatorship, whereas those same people are not shocked in the slightest by
the arbitrary killing of unborn, but healthy persons numberinghe tens of millions since

the legalization of abortion killings in most cases motivated solely by materialistic and
selfishconsiderations. Clearly the mostandarddy which we judge today are completely
different than those between 1933 and 1945 in Germany. | doubt that they are better.

But back to the supposed genocide of the Jews. Aside from some aspects afdihedso
Reich&ristallnachtof November 9, 193%, therevisioniss and the historians of the estab-
lishment do not differ very much in their accounts of the various stadéstiohatSocialist
persecution of the Jews up to the alleged start of extermination in the summer &f 1941
although there are occasional differences in the accourdpezifics regarding the extent
and the intentions behind individual me as
yani zationd of c¢ o zngofrassets forced laltoreexgulsioasresst-, f r
tlement into ghettos, confiscation of property and assets, identification with the Star of Da-
vid, allocations of foodstuffs and deportation to transit and concentration cafhphere-
visionists, of course, also accept that negligence, at the least, cost thousands of Jews their
lives especially in the context of deportation, ghettoization and forced labor. But even the
guestionas towhether there were also deliberate murders of Jews due solely tbehmgjr
Jewishhas no consensus among tieeisionists;personally,| considersuchmurders as
given, but cannot comment on theumberor whether they were approved or even decreed
from higherup.

As far as the conditions are concertieatprevaikedin the camps and ghettestablished
by the National Socialistshe question arisess to the degre® which we can believe the
witnesses. lose whaamot believe the usual withesses because of revisionist mistrust may
well be ableto bringthemselves to believe in the founder of Holocaust revisianiaml
Rassinieihas outlined his own experiences as an inmate in the Buchenwald arddbgra
in his bookThe Lie of Ulysse$ publishedan annotated German edition of thskin 2018
with aforeword® and a similar English edition is on my wish list of things tola@n only
advise anyone whig suspicious obrthodox historiography to read this book every now and
then, because it gives you a solid foundatioarderto understand that the camps and ghet-
tos of the Third Reich reallywereplaces of horrgrsuffering and crimes for long stretches
of their existencgalthough often in a different way than commonly portrayién: inmates
were largelyput in charge ofhe camp&and ghettoSinternal administration, which criminal
and reckless elements among them often explaitedderto terroriz theirfellow inmates.

Of course, this does not release the SS in particular and the leadership of the Third Reich in
general from the ultimate responsibility for what happened tiBereit makes it more un-
derstandableand takes a portion of the blame off the shoulders of the traditional villains

ur
ee

massive public pressure; cf. Gfstotzet al, op. cit. (note29).

% E. Nolte op. cit.(note13), p. 285.

% For the position taken by the establishment, cf. H. Grnel r 9 . November 1938. ARei
t al | n6shed,iSchiftenreine der Bundeszentrale fiir Heimatdienst, Heft 4, Bundeszentrale fir
Heimatdienst, Bonn 1956; H. Laubdrud enpogr om fARei chskristallnachto
Grof3deutschlandBleicher, Gerlingen 1981; for an older revisionist position, cf. |. Weckkrshpoint:

Kristallnacht 1938 Instigators, Victims and Beneficiariglistitute for Historical Review, Newport

Beach, Cal . 1991, wdoerndentevasrth@ instiga®erl Gortrarg to this teesid\age

the entries in GoebbeBary, cf. D. Irving Die geheimen Tagebucher. Der unbekannte Dr. Goepbels

Focal Point, London 1995, esp. pp. 401; Irving,Goebbels. Mastermind of the Third Reiithid.,

1996. With regard to Hitlérs r eact i ons, he must have agreed with
been too mild in his eyes, since he prevented German insurance companies from paying any compensa-

tion to the Jews and forced the German Jews to pay an additional fine of (hjIReichsmark. This

post factdbehavior alone explains enough.

9 As an example, cf. the accounts given in the standard work of Holocaust history by R.,Hiteeie-
struction of the European JewQuadrangle Books, Chicago 1961; 2nd ed., Holmes & Meier, New York
1985.

% Paul RassinigDie Lige des Odysselith ed., Castle Hill Publishers, Uckfield 2018.
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Even where the National Socialistsdé pl a
of influence up to midl941 are concerned, there certainly are similarities in the views held
by therevisionistand the secalled functionalist school of historians. In light of the actual
policies of the National Socialists, M. Broszatinted out in 1977 that, aside from verbal

threatson Hitlesk s part, there is no ev-19d4idarangNa-i n
tionalSocialistplans for extermination. Rather, documents as well as the atfaetsof
Hitter6 s pol i cies proved that wuntil October

removing the Jews from the Germgphere of influence by means of resettleniht.this
respect, the contemporaneous documents which mention evacuation, deportation, resett
ment etc. of the Jews are in no way examplesngféac o d e 6 | an g u angae ; 1
exactl¥oowhat theysay This view wasalso supported by Jerusalem historian Yehuda
Bauer

So let us consider this part of thNetionatSocialistinjustice towards the Jews on which
revisionists and exterminationists agree in the light of the legal definition of genocide of
postwar legislatiori which is defined in the current German Criminal Cotllmternational
Law (Volkerstrafgesetzbuglas follows:

fi86. Genocide. Anyone who, in the intent to completely or partially destroy a national,
racial, religious or ethnic group per se,

1. kills a member of said group,

2.inflicts[ é $evere physical or mental harm on members of said group,

3. subjects said group to living conditions suited to bringing about its complete or partial
physical destruction,

4. institutes measures designed to prevent births within said group,

5. forcefully removes a child of the group to another group

shall be punished with imprisonment for iife.

Accepting this definition, one could indeed consider that the crime of genocide would exis
even without a planned, industrstlyle mass extermination of the Jews, especially through
poison gas and mass executions. Revisionists do not deny thitibealSocialistregime
deliberately, or at least through gross negligence, subjected the Jews in its sphere of infl
ence to conditions which, in part, inflicted severe physical and mental harm, resulted in pa
in their physical destruction, and caused axehte reduction in their birth rate through the
segregation of the sexes. Certainly, therdisagreement amongvisioniss about to what
extent the government of the Reich was aware of the conditions in the concentration cam,
and ghettos, to what degree it approved them, failed to adequately improve them, or perha
even promoted them, all of which would affect the judic&dlation of theNationatSocial-

ist measures against the Jews. But these interesting and important questions are beyond
scope of this volume. | am sure that a lot of research still has to be done in that field.

But even ifPoints 2. to5. of theabovequoted & would apply, could th&lationatSocial-
istgovernment have been punished for this after the war? The above definitions of genocid
especially thePoints 2. to5., were introduced into the German Pe@aldeand accepted
internationallysomeyears after the end of WWII. This means: it was not considered a crime
until after the final defeat of the Third Reich. And since in a state under the rule of law
nobody can be punished due to a law medpost factpHitler and his comrades could not
have been punished under this law, but only under-éxésting laws, a fact whicbhaused
German poswar trials in such cases somiifficulties. Additionally, one must consider that
the leaders of the victorious powers made sure that they could not be punished for similar

% MartinBroszat fAHi tl er und di e VZ2%54 @I7F ppd789775,espnpg.l © s un ¢
748ff., inresponse to D. Irvingd i t | e r Hodder\W &toughton, London 1977; for the intentionalist
school of thought which claims that Hitlelherished plans for mass murder from the start, see for ex.
Christopher Browning fiZur Genesi sVZ@HL) (198) pp.ABT-10% also Brih, Gbld-
hagen fAWel t anschauWViZ24@h(8976Em. 87940S; amd &.,Fieedlandedazi Ger-
many and the Jew¥ol. 1: The Years of PersecutiopHarper & Collins, New York 1997; for a discus-
sion of the decisioimaking process, cf. E. Jackaid J. Rohwefeds.),op. cit.(note90); cf. also Seev
Goshen AEndphase des Ver br ec hzeigeschicméVienna),d4p 2 i sc her
(1986/87), pp. 22R43.

100y Bauet Jews for Salg?Yale University Press, New Haven 1994,
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even worse crimes: pestar treaties with Germany have determined that no citizen of the
Allied nations can be prosecuted by German authorities, and amnesty declaratiams
end to any prosecution in many countries. Thus, neither StalinRoosevelt neither
Churchillnor Tito, neither de Gaulla or E d waa rdd Btemesigr wilimg &xe-i o n s
cutioner® coul d have been punished for the gen
people during the war (by air raids) and me:
Europe, POW camps, GULag). Subsequently, the genocide against the German people, per-
haps the biggest genocide in the history of mankind, is nearly ford8ttender this per-
specti ve, twiteh-henwhichhas lastbdarore than 50 years, is nothtimey
than a gigantic hypocrisy.

Thus, even if one cannot doubt the National Socidlssecution of the Jews jminci-
ple, doubts abouissues subsumed withthis topic must be permissible, suchsaecific
killing measures or higharp intentions, plans and orders to implement mass murder.

(0]
(0]

9. Of Documents Ignored to Date, or Acceptathout Question

In the functional i st stdlatelpdil whierotine ,Gerinan wav aits- n o t
ation had become desperate and it had proven impossible to expel the Jews from Europe,
that the National Socialists resorted to murdering the Jews. This is where revisionist criti-
cism comes in, adocumentakvidence for this theory iseyondscarce or even indicates

that the opposite is truérthur Butz has shown how the authorities of all major powers
during WWII, including the western Allies, the Vatican, the Red Cross, Jewish organizations

as well as resistance fighters in occupied eastern Europe, acted throughout the war as if they
knewthat the Jews wemot exterminated® As early as 198,7Carlo Mattogngoointed out

that the series of documents emamgafrom high German governmental authoritibst
reportedon evacuations, deportations, resettlements etc. by no means broke off even after
November 1941% On the other hand, not a single bureaucratic document exists dealing
with the summary extermination of Jews, specifically no order signed by Wiileh states

the like1%* Attempts to explain this fact relate it to the strict secrecy surrounding this mass
murder; in other words, the supposed criminals avoided creatindocumentakvidence

or carefully saw tadts destruction'® If one tried to reconstruct the Holocaust story only on

the basis of documents, one would have to assume that as of autumn 1941 the documents no
longer really mean what they say and that at about this time a code language came into effect

101 Though it may not be the biggest mass murder of the history of mankind, because communism certainly

has killed more people since 1917 in Russia as well as in China, and even the mass murder against the

Indians in America or the victims of the slave traday exceed the number of killed Germans. But in

none of these cases has there been a plan of O6eth

Blacks, China of the Chinese or Russia of the Russians. Perhaps the famine of the Ukraine in the 1930s

may be considered a genocide comparable to German losses in and after WWII; cf. R. Cohguest

Harvest of SorrowOxford University Press, Oxford / New York 1986.

ArthurR.Butz A Context and Perspect i JER3@N(1982hm.38Hol ocaus

405.

C.Mattogng fLe mythe de | 6Anxnha@lrens ndd Hio s t(AHRD)L ¢LP8R,®V is s 0

pp.151 07, esp. 41ff . ; Engl i sh: i The NHRBR) (1893, t he E

pp. 133172; part IlJHR8(3) (198§, pp. 26:302.For a detailed discussion, see C. MattodrzoSolu-

zione Finale: Probleme e polemighgdizioni di Ar, Padova 1991.

C. CrossAdolf Hitler, Hodder & Stoughton_ondon 1973, p. 313; J.C. Feiitler, Vintage Books,

New York 1975, p. 681; S. Friedlander i n Col | oque de | 6Ecol e des Haut

(ed),L6AI Il emagne naz,|Galimatand e Sgud, Paris 11986 epp. jL7Tfi; B. Irying

Hi t | e r Focal P, London 1991, pp. 19f.; W. Laquélias niemand wissen wollte: Die Un-

terdr¢ckung der Nachrichht@lnl gtbeirn Hi Ed amisf GEN/MABE slu

JJ.MartinThe Man Who I nvented fiGenocideod: The Public |

Lemkin Institute for Historical Review, Torrance 1984, p. 40; A.J. Mayty Did the Heavens Not

Darken?The f@AFi nal So|Pantheon Babks,iNew Mark $9900 pp.y235f.; J. Noakes

Pridham(ed.),Nazism: A History in Documents and Eyewitness accounts1®49 Vol. 2, Schocken

Books, New York 1988, p. 1136; L. Poliak®réviaire de la haineCalmannLévy, Paris 1979, p. 134;

W. Shirer The Rise and Fall of the Third Rejdrawcett Crest, New York 1960, p. 1256; C. Zentner

Adolf Hitler, Delphin, Munich 1979, p. 168.

105 Aside from M. Broszatop. cit.(note99), cf. also W. Scheffler fiZur Ent st ehungsgeschi
s u n d\ds Pdlitik und Zeitgeschicht82(43) (1982, pp. 3-10.
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in whose terminology formerly innocugu®s
meant O®hirsiers exactly the interpretatic
ultimate expression in the book by E. Kogbh Langbeirand A. Rucketlwhere the section

AfUnmasking the Code Termso enlightens th

the documents correctly if he interprets them as saying something other than what they &
tually say!0®

Now it may well be that in many cases t
bly used as euphemisms for an executfé®n the other hand, it is also true that this was
not always the case. Rather, the teeferred tomany different measures, for examgie-
infestationand quarantine, punishments as well as preferential treatments of all kinds, an
much more® It is thus impossible to use a number of proven cases as basis for a general
zation about all those other cases that have not been cleared up to date. Such a practice w
require genuine documents giving guidelines for the general use of a code langyhe,
exact definition of the terms to be us&tiHowever, no such key has ever yet been found.
After all, one must wonder how the recipients of coded orders would know when to take thi
wording of an order literally and when to go against it, and in whichiweyd all this in
light of the fact that aatig against orders carried at times very severe punishments in the
Third Reich. This point of utmost significance was raisethy years agby this authot*°
but as is the norm in matters of factual revisionist questions, the opposing side complete

ignored this pointin theirrepff!However , the establishment
is on the antliteral interpretation of these documents, stands or falls with the answer to this
question.

The question of the meaning of fAspecial
Auschwitz Camp has been answered in detail by two monographs. In @eto,Mattogno
proves that afuschwitz these terms usuallyreferredon the one hand to the deportation of
Jews in generabnd on the otherery oftento hygienic measures implementiedorderto
reduceg h e c a mp 6'€Themsituatiomis muthymore complex, however, when dealing
with the meaning of such terms in the context efttkatmenif Soviet Jews red also re-
garding Jews deported to the European.Eastn thedocumentatontext results sometimes
thatthey referred to killings, but also at times that this was not the'Easthen the context
is unclear or contains no clues as to the meaning of the terms used, any interpretation
necessarily speculative in nature

106 E. Kogon H. LangbeinA. Ruckerlet al. (eds.),Nationalsozialistische Massentétungen durch Giftgas
Fischer Taschenbuch, Frankfurt am Main 1985, Section Il; Englisim Nazi Mass MurderYale Uni-
versity Press, New Haven/London 1993.

107 Cf. for this additionally to E. Kogoat al, ibid.; Joseph WulfAus dem Lexikon der Morder.
ASonderbehandlungdo und verwandt e W Mohe, Giterslom a t i
1963; both books have obviously selected only those documents which support their thesis.

108 See the examples quoted by A. R. Bdize Hoax of the Twentieth Century: The Case against the Pre-
sumed Extermination of European Jewth ed., Castle Hill Publishers, Uckfield 2015, 450.

109 A document frequently quoted to be such a definition is IMT doc.-B®BidromAllgemeine Er-
lalRsammlundggeneral compendium of decrees) (AES), part 2, A Ill f (Treatment of foreign civilian
workers), issued by the RSHA. It includes regulations for the punishment of foreign civilian workers in
case of severe cr i Sonderbchandiuftf earss esa p(i itmd | pdiini g him
place by hangingo). However, this can not be ¢
to Jews being deported to ghettos and concentration camps.

10 DIE ZEIT liigt, RemetrHeipke, Bad Kissingen 1992, pp. 18f.; more recent and updated in G. Rudolf
op. cit (note13), pp. 73118.

111 T, BastianAusclwi t z und wittL g g 8 A0 s Mh s Gesohinltsfabchun@etk, Munich
1994; cf. C. Mattogngrill Bastian, Ausctvi t z undwit-Lgeggé8Austher das Ver
ker des HolocausRevisionismusCastle Hill Publishers, Uckfield 2016.

112 Carlo MattognoSpecial Treatment in Auseitz: Origin and Meaning of a Tern2nd ed., Castle Hill
Publishers, Uckfield 2016dem Healthcare in Auschitz: Medical Care and Special Treatment of Reg-
istered InmatesCastle Hill Publishers, Uckfield 2016.

113 For a discussion of these documents see especially J.TGKafes C. Mattogno Sobibor 2nd ed. Cas-
tle Hill Publishers, Uckfield 2B0, Chapter 9.4. (pp. 31330), as well as C. Mattogno, T. Kues, J. Graf,
The AExterminati on Ca @8yl ed Castfe Hifi Publishers bckfi@815,n h ar dt

re this discussion is scattered throughout

file, available free of charge, for terms
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Of coursethere are also other documents and subsections of the Holocaust complex which
orthodox Holocaushistorians believe provide evidence for the entirety of the postulated
extermination of the Jews. There have been many revisionist critiques of these ardtfments,
so that thisanthologywill give only a few examples. What is most astonishing in this context
is that the establishment historians almost entirely neglect theirimpsttant task criti-
cism of the documents on which they base their view of history. The unquestioning ac-
ceptance of any and all documents which may incriminate Germany is a common phenom-
enon, a scandal, which reached its high point in the scandal of the forgediHities.

Historians should take general warning from the fact that the Allies and their accessories
found every conceivable means for forgery at their disposal after the evaginal letter-
head stationery, typewriters, rubber stamps, printing presses etdl this more amazing
to see how credul ous Tanostly Germans, but dtherd asyiélls hi s |
are in their approach fourporteddocuments of those days.

Almost every one of the authors contributing to the pregelime encountered, in the
course otheir chapte(s), the need for critical analysis of a wide range of documents which
cannot all be enumerated here, so that | mailit myself to a briefeviewof those chapters
dealingpredominantlywith document criticism. Theariousrevisionist critiques of the so
call ed 6Wannsee deonmebexampEreyser8ummarined ia thdiig-
inal 1994German edition of th presenbook by Johannes. Rey, buthis contributiorhad
to be omitted h eescissiodfil bave giventa mare um-datetrswmmarg
on the topic elsewhefdOne coul d argue that i td pdrooetsoncoot! oée
is genuineonotbecause its contents dond6t support
document does not mention mass murder in any way, shape or form. This highlights that
there are always two sides to documents criticism: the first asks whalbeumenis gen-
uine ornot, the other asks whether it has been interpreted corréctlytelling case of
confirmation biaspartisansf the orthodoxy tendo jump to conclusiothat support their
preconceived notions when interpretidgcumentsiealing with the Thirdike i c hdes pol i ¢
toward Jews. Asounderapproach however,looks at thewider historical andlocumental
context of a documerand at material factsather than the questiaf whether it fits into
the narrative the mainstream considers fiest

A fine work of source criticism is presented in the present volumindryd Weckert
regarding documentiealing withthe alleged ordering, modificati@md use of the scalled
gas vans in which, it is claimed, countless thousands of Jews were murdered by means of
exhaust fumesihe evidencadducedbyhest r ongly i ndicate that th
document sd ar e f alsogliscusses the credikslity of e eydwinmreds tes-
timony accompanying this topic.

Next, Udo Walendyexamines the alleged visual documentphotographs that are
claimed to prove the atrocities perpetrated by the National Socialists against the Jews. The
guestion at issue is what the pictuegsshowing exactly, whether they were retouched or
whether they may even be completely fabricaited,montages or drawings. A pile of dead
bodies or an open mass grave, for example, can be presented as evidencetfamias
murders, but what is there to prove that the pictures do not in fact show the Géestinas
of Allied air raids, or the victims of starvation or epidemics in German or Allied camps,
soldiers killed in action, victims of pogroms, or even persons killed by the Soviet secret
service? Udo Walendyiscusses the criteria by which an altered or completely forged photo
can be identified as such, and then shows with some examples that the falsification of pho-

114 See most of the monographs forming the sefi@ecaust Handbookas listed at the end of this book.

115 As examples for documents that are today generally accepted to be forgeries: THaiatiger
Rauschning s t al ks wi t h Hi(adl),@efalschtbRowohlt; Reikeek 1992;CfoEbérn o
hard JackelAxel Kuhn Hermann Wei3 fiNeue Erkenntni ss-BPokumefRetEBcbHBun
VfZ32(1) (1983, pp. 163169), Katyn (Franz KadelDie Katyn LiigeHerbig, Munich 1991), S&len-
tity card of John DemjanjulD. Lehner Du sollst nicht falsch Zeugnis gebafohwinckel, Berg, un-
dated).

16 AsapaleeNat i onal Socialist, he didndot |ike this my ir
his work in any of my print books; his paper can be read in English online at
www.vho.org/GB/Books/dth/fndwannsee.html

117 G. Rudolf Lectures on the Holocaystth ed., Castle Hill Publisher&argoed2023, pp. 18-135.
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tographsn order toincriminat the Third Reich is rather more the rule than the exception.
Itis astonishing to note that there are usually many different versions of a forged photograp
which makes it easy to spot cases of alteration. Proof afdimenonnessf such forgeries
does not, of course, indicate anything one way or the other about the factuality of the crime
in whose support the faked photographs are cited, so that the criticism of photo documen
cannot refute such claims. But really it slibbe the case that accusations must be proven
with incontestable evidence before one must accept them as fact. The photo documer
known to us, however, do not serve the purpose of incontestable evidence, even if the ma
ern-day public and especially ouragazine and televisiororiented consumer societjten
rashly accegtt hem as proof, on the premise that
true. 6 What is commonly overlooked in tt
termines what onbelievesto haveseen, but that, rather, certain associations with the pic-
tures are responsi bl e f ori cttluetetsihess assolia- |
tions are as a rule provided by accompanying text and commentary which, hoavever,
often belied byscientificscrutiny.

Of course, hhere are also photo documents which have taken us a good step further in tt
investigation of the supposed Holocaust. These are the aerial photographs which were tak
by German or Allied reconnaissance planes in areas and at times where the alleged exter
nation of the Jews islaimedto have taken place. In his chaptére mineralexplaration
geologistJohn Clive Balpresents the moétnportant air photos of Treblinka, Babi Yar and
Auschwitz-Birkenau and shows that the allegations of mass exterminations at these site
while decreed to be correct by court verdicts, not only cannot be proven by the aerial ph
tographs, but are eveén some casesonclusivelyrefutedby them. Bald eriginal work on
which his present contribution is basedginally published idate 19924 hassince been
republished in expanded and corrected edittéhand the interpretation of air photos has
sinc%g)ecome a common feature of revisionist research, in particular conciusicly
witz.

Ballbs di scovery of German air photos t ak
30,000 Jews are said to have been killed, buried and then exhumed and burned on lat
outdoor firesi although the relevant photos show no trace of anyioh#s even receide
some mainstream acknowledgmentiofmer director at th&ermarfederalResearclCen-
terfor Military History (MilitArgeschichtliche Forschungsamtbased in Freiburg and Pots-
dan) calledinto doubt in hisbooksSt al i nés War o f-194thatthe Nai n a
tional Socialiss committed a mass killing of Jewskiev in 194112 Most other mainstream
historians either ignored the air photos or, in rare cases, made fools of themselves trying
dismiss theni??

Here is what | wrote at this point of my argument in the first (German) edition of this book
back in 1994:

While the greater part of theevisionist research presented here was generally aimed to

attack and refute establishment notidn® be destructive, as it weieits future focus

will no doubt shift to constructive research, i.e., to resolving the questions of how things

really were f traditional accounts are false. The predominantly destructive nature of re-

118 J.C. Ball Air Photo EvidenceBall Resource Services, Delta, BC, 1992,

119 Most recently G. Rudolfed.),Air-Photo Evidencesth ed., Castle Hill Publishers, Uckfield, 2D

120 Most notably in C. Mattogndiusctwitz: OpenrAir Incinerations 2nd ed., Castle Hill Publishers,

Uckfield 2016.

121 3, Hoffmannop. cit.(note64), pp. 214219, cf. pp. 334f.

122 Michael ShermediscussedBall s c | ai ms by r e ftedby dleyad aiphoto expeitsh g s
Michael ShermeiWhy People Believe Weird Thingseeman & Co. New York 1997; see also Michael
Shermer, Alex Grobmarmenying History: Who Says the Holocaust Never Happened and Why Do They
Say It?University of California Press, Berkeley/Los Angeles/London 2000; cf. C. Matfognor e f ut @
tonmBungl ed: AiDenying Historyo: How Michael Sher
Refute Those Who Say the Holocaust Never Happ@aatle Hill Publishers, Uckfield016. Even
worse is Brigitte BaileGalandawho simply distorts facts without even trying to prove anything: Brig-
itte BailerGalanda, Wolfgang Ben¥Volfgang Neugebauéeds.) Wahrheit und Auschitzliige Deu-
ticke, Vienna 1995, p. 25; see the critique of G. Rydolfii L ¢ g e witaWla hAruhsecidem op.0 i n
cit. (note13), pp. 187227.
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visionist research in the past decades was frequently the result of the faetvibatnists,
working as they were individually and with ridiculously meager financial means and even
under conditions of massive state repression, were dependent for their material on the
crumbs that fell to them from the banquet tables of the establishistrians who enjoy
worldwide organizational supportand countless millions in state funding. This will
change in the future, if only because access to archives is begewver easier in both

the East and the West, and because the numbeesisionists as well as their means are
increasing with their growing public acceptance. After all, once it has been proven that
the view taken to date of this historical complex is not quite correct, it cannot but dawn
even on state and academic circleatttinere is a need for new, constructive research and
that new explanations must be sought and found.

Theboost tohistorical research triggered by ttissolutionof the Eastern Bloc in the early
1990s came to a sudden end in the late 1990s, howkietp worldwidencreasing gov-
ernment repressiorspearheaded by reunited Germany

And yet, bday westill find ourselves right in the middle of the radical chaoger from
the desperate defense of the old, to the search for new apprdastibs. one handnuch
of the work of revision pertaining to the evidence on which historiography has been based
to date has not yet been ddnédue to the dearth of qualified researchersimglto do such
revision the means for its implementation and, most importantly, access to the evidence.
the other hand, ostrevisionists have already begun to work on new @agres. As early
as 199, for example, Steffen Wernpostulated that even after 1941 there was a continued
NationalSocialistemigration policy with respect to the Jews, which resulted in a massive
Jewish settlement in White Russia and the Ukr&ih®nce again, establishment historians
do not see fit to even comméitThe documents from the Cent@bnstructionOffice of
the Police andVaffen SSAuschwitz, made generally accessible for a few years during the
1990s also provide completely new perspectives, showing that the German authorities in-
vested tens of millions dReichsmarkn the construction of thBirkenau Camg which
hardly indicates extermination to have been the purpose of this camp, but certainly does
suggest that the complex wasteaightforwardorcedlabor campi?® Aside from these doc-
uments there are still extensive records to be gone through in the United States, in Moscow,
Prague, Warsaw, Lublin amslsctwitz. Research into these archives has only been begun
so far by such supporters of the extermination theory as G. FI&&amgl J.C. Pressa&’
In their studies, however, these researchers only ever search for documents that might serve
to strengthen the establishment position, and particularly the findings of Paestsingly
scantt?® No establishment researcher has ever gone through the enormous wealth of these
archives with an eye to find materials in support of new approaches, or even only different
interpretations than that of the extermination theory.

123 5, WernerDie 2. babylonische Gefangenschattiginally seltpublished by author, Pfullingen 1990;
English, with introductory commentshe Second Babylonian Captivityastle Hill Publishers,
Uckfield 2019.

124 An exception is E. Nolteonce again, who mentions Werdes t heses but rejects the
out giving any reason for thisp. cit.(note13), p. 317.

125 Cf. F. FreungB. PerzK. Stuhlpfarrey A Der Bau des VewinB icrhk edeityes
schichte(Vienna) 20 (1993/9% pp. 187214; cf. also Bernd Wegner i Deut sche Akt e
kauer Zentr alv&Za0(2p(l99%am.SHEEB1S;kefi HJ, Nowak fi Ku r-Entlead |
sungsanlagen in Ausshi t \#fG 2(2) (1998), pp. 8405, and Willy Wallwep s cont ri b
book.

16 G.Fleming A ENgi neerThe New Yolkdiengdhly 18, 1993, p. E19; cf. F. Tohen i Ei n
KGB-Novel |l i st: G/HG 241) (8997 dp.8A9L.n g, ©

127.3-C.Pressad e s ¢ r ® ma t wiiz:Lensachohérié\du sneuttre de masS€&RS, Paris 1993;
English only as a short and modified article, coauthored & Ran Peltin Y. Gutman M. Berenbaum
(eds.),Anatomy of the Ausulitz Death Camplndiana University Press, Bloomington 1994.

128 For critiques of Pressacs  wor ks s e e(edGAausciwazr PlaR Eatte And ed., Castle Hill
Publishers, Uckfield 2016; C. Mattognthe Real Case for Ausefiz, 3rd ed., Castle Hill Publishers,
Uckfield 2019; G. RudolfAusclwitz: Technique and Operation of the Gas Chamb@estle Hill Pub-
lishers, Uckfield 2018.
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10. What Material Evidence Can Reveal

Time and again, the Federal German justice system, and hard on its heels historiograpt
concluded that the National Socialists had covered up the evidence of their crime so we
that no clues remained to be found today: all gas chambers and gas vadgstrenged,
mass graves dug up, the bodies contained therein burned and no traces left, and evidenct
the graves was destroyed by filliig and landscapintf®

But is it really conceivable for a number of people almost twice the population of Berlin
to vanish from the face of the earth without leaving a trace?

Some of the alleged gas chambers in, for example, the concentration camps of the origir
Reich (borders of December 31, 1937), Austria, and Alsace are in fact still in fairly gooc
condition where ossite investigations could be perform@&traightforwardchecks regard-
ing the authenticity anéunctionality of the facilities presented as gas chambers or other
execution sites in all sorts of camps formerly under German control wuereforebe an
easy matter for architects, construction engineers etc.rfiorpe But the authorities never
so much as lift a finger towards this end, preferring instead to lpfigaffatively speaking,
thefingersof revisionists if they geahold of themlt is a fact, after all, that any exposure
of a massive gashamber fraud in the concentration camps of the original German Reich
would beg the logical question: Why should the eyewitness testimony and reports abot
camps of the East, which have been locked away behind the Iron Curtain for decades, |
any more trusvorthy than those reports about western camps which would then have beer
exposed as false statements or downright%3?hi s i s why t he est
history cannot afford to question the existence of even one gas chamber of the Third Reic
and it is also the reason why even the official Gerinatitut fir Zeitgeschichténstitute
for Contemporary History) persists in the claim that there were gas chambers even in tt
concentration camps of the original German Reich, even if it concedes thasagassings
actually took place therg!

I am proud that Jirgen Graés contributed an article to this boéle takes a look at the
NationatSocialist concentratienamp system in general, that is, primarily at the conditions
prevailing in themand at mortality rates armhusesand also addresses false allegations
about extermination of prisoners in concentration camps located in the Reich proper, wit
some more details about tBachsenhausen Camgrth of Berlin. Showing how false atroc-
ity stories about these camps came into being, how they are refuted and leadé¢oah ge
revision of the historiography of these camps, teachesmsthingabout the alleged exter-
mination camps in eastern Europe, as the propaganda history of the western camps is of
a mirror image of that of the eastern camps.

Not only the camps of the original German Reich, but also tho&asmitwitz, Birkenau
and Majdanek still have more or less waléserved remnants of buildings where mass mur-
ders are alleged to have taken place, and even where such buildings have been complet
destroyed, experts can still come to very important insights basduditding plans and
blueprints.

In this regard it should be pointed out that the only expert report about the possible intel
pretation of the blueprints of the alleged gas chambers défubetwitz and Birkenau crem-
atoria ever presented to a court to date concluded that it was neither possible to identify tho
rooms ashomicidalgas chambers nor tepurposeéhemasgas chambers. This sensational

129 A classic example of this is the verdict of the Ausitk+Trial in Frankfurt (Ref. 50/4 Ks 2/63), which
saw itself forced to admit that it | acked #fAalr
trial, o includi ng atitdpsyeepobsy ekper reportsfon theltaiseand tinbeiofms
death, [é] evidence as t o (tJageiGandeHnH. Fuchs€. F. Riru rr d e
ter (eds.),Justiz und N&/erbrechenVol. XXI, University Press, Amsterdam 1979, p. 434)

130 The best summary of revisionist arguments against all kinds afrgasber claims for a plethora of
German watime camps is currently C. Mattoghidhside the Gas Chambers: The Extermination of
Mainstream Holocaust Historiographgnd ed., Castle Hill Publishers, Uckfield 2016.

131 M. Broszat in Die Zeit August 19, 1960; cf. E. Keriveineid gegen Deutschlanand ed., Schiitz,
Preuf3isch Oldendorf 1971, pp. 233ff.
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report was given in the early 1970s in Austria, but was covered up by the media, and the
court files about this report have vanish&d.

With the help of technical advice by friendly engineers, the Italian historian Carlo Mat-
tognoand the late German architect Willy Wallwbggan to solve technicahd architec-
tural questions regarding this compl&he basis for thiss vast archival resourcesainly
in eastern Europeespecially inMoscow, Prague, and Warsawwo contributions fran
these research effordge included in the presevolume.

The first contribution bywilly Wallwey gives,in its first part,a fascinating insight into
how the camp authorities Auschwitz tried to save the lives of their inmates by using high
tech devices to combat lice. During World War 1l the Germans developed microwave ovens,
and the only place where this technology was used during the wémnside the reception
building of theAuschwitz Main Campi for the purpose of disinfesting and disinfecting
inmateclothing

The second part of thiontributionaddresses the vexing question of what the infamous
figastightt doors were really all aboutAusehitz c h t h e
Camp. In fact, the original German documents, discovered/ajwey in the files of the
former Auschwitz Central @nstructionOffice, show that there is nothing sinistoout
these gagight doors.

The second technical contribution by Carlo Mattogmul Franco Deanexplores the
guestion ofvhetherthe crematioriurnacef Auschwitz and Birkenau were able to cremate
theclaimed corpseilesfrom the attesteetko massmurder. On the basis of a whole range of
considerationsupported by documentthe authors concludenequivocallythat these fa-
cilities werebarelyable to cremate the corpses of those who had digdadfirab cause at
Auschwitz. These facilities would have been unable to handleatiditional masses of
corpses of a mass murdapp thosef the natwal deaths

Aside from thes¢echnical studigsstudies in the fields of toxicology, chemical engineer-
ing andmotor technologyare required to determine which poison gas would have brought
about which results through which methods and under which circumstances, whether the
scenarios of mass murder attested to were technically even possible, and whether there ought
to be evidencewsviving to the present.

The chemical and toxicological portion of this volume is carried by this author. In it, |
describe the discussidmitiatedby Fred A. Leuchté?®about the issue of the formation and
detectability ofiron-cyanide compounds produced by the poigasproductZyklon B,
which are characterized by their lotgym stability The central questions are: a) could such
long-lastingcompounds have formed in the masonry of the claimed homicidal gas cham-
bers b) are they sufficiently lontpsting under the prevailing circumstances to be detectable
to this day andc) how much of these compounds daedetectedn thealleged homicidal
gas chamberat Auschwitz, Birkenau, Majdanek and Stutthof

The question, under what sorts of conditions it would have been possible to use Diesel
engines the murder weapon alleged for Treblinka and Belzecsuffocate people to death,
was already addressed in detail by Friedrich Paul Bet®84, but, in keeping with tradi-
tion, theorthodox Holocausditeratureignored this paper for many decad&Bergp s anal -
ysis was updated and expanded for ttikime and concludes that the conditions attested

182 Cf. Walter Liif, A A Somewhat wiDi £ f The Reaidionigh(8) $2004), pp. 294fand
personal conversation with the expert in charge, Baurat h.c:-IBgplGerhard DubinProf. Robert van
Pelthad access to these court files, but he did not mention that an expert report on architectural matters
was includedThe Pelt Repoytirvingv. Lipstadt( Que en6s Bench Division, Roy a
Strand, London, David John Cawdell Irving v. (1) Penguin Books Limited, (2) Deborah E. Lipstadt, Ref.

1996 I. No. 113; p. 135, fn 59.

133 See on this more recently: F. A. Leuch®r FaurissonG. Rudolf The Leuchter Reports: Critical Edi-
tion, 5th ed., Castle Hill Publishers, Uckfield 2017.

BEPBerg iThe Diesel Gas Ch aaHR(T) €984, bpy1546; oy in 2011n a Myt
did the mainstream acknowledge that Berg is essentially correct: Achim, TruikDi e t odbr i ngend
Gase, 0 i n: ,Begand RerzedM)NeusStulien zu nationalsozialistischen Massentétungen
durch Giftgas: Historische Bedeutung, technische Entwicklung, revisionistische Leulgtatrgpol,

Berlin, 2011, pp. 2319; to solve his dilemma, Trunk simply changed the motor type from Diesel to gas-
oline, throwing out all the evidence in the proce
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to for the alleged gassings with Diesathaust fumes would not hapeoducedsuccessful
mass killings, and also that it would have been ridiculous, if not to say downright idiotic, to
resort to this method in the first place, considering that a method usinggasagenerators
was available and both cheaper as well as hundreslzearthousands of times more effec-
tive.InBerds opi ni on, -éxhaastdgassihgs is anfinst&hceeokSoviet propa-
ganda that backfired. The direct implications of this analysis for the alleged exterminatior
camps Treblinka and Belzec are obvious.

In his chapter, Arnulf Neumaieonsiders problems of construction engineering associ-
ated with the alleged gas chambers of Treblinka, and particularly the issues of whether tt
methods which witnesses claim were used to destroy the evidencthis instance, the
complete incinerationf almost one million peoplé were at all technically possible, what
sorts of evidence one ought to expaayway and how thesexpectationgompare with the
evidence that has been found. The bottom line is devastating: the scenarios described by
witnesses are ridiculous and completely unrealistic, and do not agree even remotely with tl
results of orsite investigations.

Next, Herbert Tiedemanimtroduces us to a different field: The alleged mass shootings
by German armed forces in Russia during World War Two. He presentijae of eye-
witness testimony and media representation of the alleged mass execution of Jeis\from
by German task forcdginsatzgruppenin theravineof Babi Yar in autumn of 1941. Since
his study incorporates critiques of eyewitness testimony and documents as well as technic
elements, it represents, in a way, a methodological synopsis of revisionist criticise on th
basis of one specific example, and is thus a fitting conclusion tartliology

The extremevariationand inconsistency of the testimony and accounts of this case alone
practicallydemandextreme skepticism, and the absolute lack of any such skepticism on the
part of ourmainstreanhistorians, journalists, and politicians makes us doubt their capacity
for common sens&Jnfortunately this is only gprototypefor many other subsections of the
Holocaust complex as well.

Babi Yar is also a starting point for the critique of a body of documents which revisionist
research haenly recently started to seriously deal withermanreports about the mass
executions of Jewsn Soviet territoriesransitorilyoccupied by the Germangheseeports
are divided into two main groups:

1. The secalledEreignismeldunge(incidentRepors) which were drawn up by German
authorities and collected in Berlin, where they were found by the Allies at the end of
the war and were subsequently presented as evidence at the Nuremberthig&ds.
filncident repod 0  gerywWetailed accounts of the Babi Yar incidemithout men-
tioning the location of this alleged massacre, however

2. A number of radio reports which were sent byHiesatzgrupperfrom Russia to Ber-
lin and which were deciphered by the British Intelligence Service. These document:
were released oniy 1996 which led to some speculations about whether the western
Allies may have known much earlier about a German policy of extermination of the
Jews and whether perhaps even more than 6 million Jews were killed by the Germar
in World War Two®®

However, nanainstream scholdook much notice of a similar case where the British Gov-
ernment published excerpts from exactly these documents as early d$°Faghaps this

was becausthe publication ofhese excerptsonveyedhe exciting revelation that the Brit-

ish Intelligence Services had succeeded in 1942 and 1943 in deciphersgctepradio
messages from the administration of the German camps, in which details about deceas
and killed prisoners were reported to Beylincluding the method of their execution and

135 Richard Breitman fiHol ocaust Secr ecy NéoVorkAimeNogembén29,e Get

1996; DouglasDavid fiBr i ti sh Document s: Jefisalem PosMayp 20, 1897;e d
The Daily Telegraphsame datedpa ABriten wuGCten vom Judenmord,
11, 1996 ; ANeue Quel l e s p ekhrakiurtat RundsoVadstaz, dloveny b e r

ber 14, 1996Welt am SonnntadNovember 17, 1996, p. 5.
136 F, H. Hinsley British Intelligence in the Second World Wafol.1 | , Her Majestyds S
London 1981, pp. 66873.
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other circumstances of deaffhe reason for this covep by the ortlodoxy may be rather
simple, as the following shows$*

fiThe messages frofusclwitz, with 20,000 prisoners the largest of the camps, mentioned
illness as the main cause of death, but also included references to shootings and hangings.
There were no references in the decrypts to gassings.

These Bletchley Park decrypts were released in the early 2000s, and a detailed analysis of
them showed that they are in stark contrast to the orthodox extermination na?fatig.
should the persons responsifide the radio messagésvereporedto Berlin about shoot-
ings and hangings, but kiegilent about gassings?

In fact, the gas chambers seem to be ever decreasing in importance as a killing method, as
opposed to mass shootinghe Dutch historian Mhel Korzecwas the first to offer the
theory that not more than a few hundred thousand Jews were killed in gas chambers, but that
many millions were killed by mass shootings in Ru&¥iZhis theory would require that
many more Germans were involved in these mass killings than would have been necessary
if one assumes the gas chambers as the main weapon. Consequently, thigdthledogtter
supportacollateraltheory,i.e., that of the collective guilt of at least the German soldiers of
the eastern front, if not of all Germans, for the Jewish Holocaust. This logical conclusion
was drawn by Daniel J. GoldhagéfAwho merely repeated Korzécs t heses and a
new aspect: an arBemitic gene that led specifically the German people to commit such a
heinousdeed. The reaction of the German historians in particular was appropriately furious,
even ifsome ofthose historians had backed somewhat similar theses in the previous dec-
adest** They simply harvested what they themselves had sown.

The tendency ilnrthodoxhistoriography seems to be more and mometemphasizeéhe
gas chamberssincesourcesfor thema r at orfte rare and unreliablés Prof. Arno J.
Mayerputit!*?or f or whi c h t hdocumens, tracesarmaterial evideéntey n o

137 |bid., p. 673; cfH. Herrmann A Ent s c h | ¢ swsi e FranddsrteralilgemeifelZsittirigep-
tember 13, 1993, p. 12.
138 www.whatreallyhappened.info secti on @Bl etchl ey Par kBredkengr ypt s. 0
the Spell: The Holocaust, Myth & Realiéth ed., Castle Hill PublisherBargoed 223, esp. pp. 104
112; C. MattognpTheMaking of the Ausahitz Myth: Ausctvitz in British Intercepts , Castle Hill
Publishers, Uckfield 20R, pp. 15102
¥ M.Korzeg fiDe myt he van de interinddinicDeeemberls, 4095 spa®,dno r d , 0
an interesting private communication with S. Verbpker to the publication of this article, Korzead
him quite frankly that he no longer believes in the gas chambers but is afraid to write this, so he will
simply reduce the number of victims in a kind of
sions by other Holocaust historians: H. beke i Au f g e ¥fiGHLER)a(1997), p. 9.
D.J. GoldhagerHi t | er 6 s Wi | |[Little, Brows & Ea, Néw York 1096 sp. 521:
filn fact, the Germans continued to shoot Jews en masse throughout the war. It is not at all obvious that
gassing was a more oOefficientd means of sl aughter
stances in which shooting was clearly more effici€he Germans preferred gassing for reasons other
than some genocidal economic calculus. Understanding this suggests that, contrary to both scholarly
and popular treatments of the Holocaust, gassing
of Jews It was a more convenient means, but not an essential development. Had the Germans never in-
vented the gas chambers, then they might well have killed almost as manydJews
“dpa, fAHol ocaust,-ZHi kAigemdnkré&mzeigemudustd,e1996: iR survey

14

S

nGerman hi st or i aofiselfra cgchut seeo uGonledshsagaennrd of i gnoring a
fispoke-cafrcaasPRnd of wvain quarreling-bomdiggs col |l eag
meine Zeitung August 23, 1996: #AThe AIIgemeine J¢dische
tions to Daniel Goldhagends bo as O6collective y
children are jusfiEpat et kcdon ,NEmI—EFlrt%IseerrsnOV\?lolIfJahrJi
Suddeutsche Zeitungpril 13/14, 1996, p. 13; P. Gauweiler A Ei n d e ut s BageenkuridP h 2 n o me n
October 12, 1996; A. Chaitkin i Gol dhagens Buch: Eine O6britische P

reprint fromNeue Solidaritgtno. 36, September 4, 1996; cf. the critique by former colleague of D. J.
GoldhagenR. B. Birn ARevising Theh—listoribab.]bwnal@an&btidgedJniversity
Press) 40(1)(1997) pp. 1:235; cf. N.G. Finkelstein fiDani el Jonah Goldhagenos
Critique of Hitl erNévsLefievielliondan), mox284; July 1997npp.+88; ¢f.0
N.G. Finkelstein, Ruth Bettina Bird Nation on Trial: The Goldhagen Thesis and Historical Truth
Metropolitan Books, New York 1998.

“2A) MayetWhy Did the Heavens Not Dar kRanteonBhoks, Newi nal S
York 1988, pp. 362, cf. the preface by Robert Faurigsdinis book, his not@3.
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at all, as French historian Jacques Baymgiressed it in 19982 This is no doubt the result

of past revisionist research, whifdrced orthodoxhistorians to concede that their old story

is wrong.In an attempt to salvage their damaged reputatioe,y seek t o r es
caust o by si dest ep phopergvisionistcoticissn cdnnhoeréadh therm:e r
into the endless Russian steppe. But | am not certain that they will succeedéiamsh
Wilhelm,***one of the most renowned experts regardingsinsatzgrupen stated as early

as 1988 that he is not sure that the numbers given in lingdent repo are correct. As a
result of his skepticism, he warns his colleagiies:

Al f t he [ofteekei repdrtsiH nd greater in nosstatistical respects something

which could be corroborated only by a comparison with other sources from the same
regioni then historical research would be well advised to make much more cautious ust
of SS sources than it has done to date.

This was only logically consistent, since in his first book about this topic he had already
raised a few doubts about the reliability of those documertshe suspected the figures
given in them to be exaggeratéfl.

In late 2018, the intrepid Italian Holocaust researé@arlo Mattognohad his research
results on th&insatzgruppepublished in an English translatiéi On more than 800 pages
he documented not only the many numerical inconsistencies and contradictions of the val
ous Einsatzgruppermreports, but also the kgndlarge physically impossible propaganda
claims made by Soviet fAinvestigativeod co
ined numerousallegedmassmurdersites after the Red Army had reconquered the pertinent
territories staing in 1943.

When the Soviet Union finally collapsed in 1991, there would have been opportunities tc
finally form independent research commissiavith the aim at investigatinghese past
events. These commissions should have systematically verified in at least a representati
number of cases whethére number of murder victimattested to by thEinsatzgruppen
reports can be confirmday exhumations, or if mass cremations took place as claimed by
many witnesses, whether the ineluctable traces of suchdaede fires can bdetectedThat
there is plenty gjustification for skepticisnregarding these mass crematicas be gleaned
from the fact amply demonstrated by Mattogribat the many witness testimonies on these
claimedevents are themselves riddled with physical absurdities to the point of being ludi-
crous. All the more so, independent research into this would have been imperative.

But no such researabver happened?rimarily responsible for this lack of activitas
Mattogno shows,is the obscurantism of Jewish lobby groups who prevent with all their
influence that any such largealeexcavations andxhumations take place. Hence, we may
never find out what exactly happened behind the GefRwssian front.

But back to Babi YarFrom the air photos discussed by J. C. Bais apparent that the
mass murder of Jews allegedly committed by Eiresatzgruppernn a ravine called Babi
Yar, nearKiev, never took placeSome suchmay have taken place elsewhere, for all we
know, since the German documents altbig eventdo not mention the precise location

143 |e Nouveau QuotidiefLausanne), September 2 and 3, 1996, pp. 16 & 14; cf. R. FayrisséhK e i n e
weise fur NaziG a s k a m m#f@, a(1) (1697), pp. 121.

144 Together with Helmut Krausnigko-author of the famous bodkie Truppe des Weltanschauungskrie-
ges. Die Einsatzgruppen der Sicherheitspolizei und des SD1RBBDeutsche VerlagAnstalt, Stutt-
gart 1981.

145 H.-H. Wilhelm, Lecture given at the International History Conference at the University of Riga, Septem-
ber202 2 , 1988, p. 11. Drawing on this |lecture, V
HolocaustF o r s ¢ h u n g ,etal, opncit. Baied 7, @ svhich this passage is not included. | owe
this information to C. Zaverdinps/ho provided it in his opening speech at a historical conference held
on April 24, 1995, at the University of Natal, Pietermaritzburg, and to Robert H. Cqumkesgot Wil-

hel mébs paper from Wil helm personally.
146 4 -H. Wilhelm, op. cit.(note144 , p. 515, states that it seems
sands of exterminated Jews were added in order

which otherwise apparentl y s e e megthatooe obtlee Ingideatc c ¢
Reports was manipulated by inserting a zero to the number 1,134, resulting in 11,034.

147 C. Mattogno The Einsatzgruppen in the Occupied Eastern Territories: Genesis, Missions and Actions
2nd ed.Castle Hill Publishers, Uckfield 22.
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Babi Yar isndét mentioned in them. But i f it
the witness statements claiming it did? And if the German documents are telling the truth,
but it happead somewhere else near Kiethen where did it happerhd what if those
German documents arendét telling the truth?
severalbtherGerman units reported this rumor as fact?

To allow for an idea of the cruel conditions under which the Germans were forced to fight
onthe eastern front, and which rules of warfare were generally accepted regarding partisan
actions and reprisals, we have translateexaellent expert report bgarl Siegertabout the
legitimacy of reprisals iccupied territories duringiartime. This report was prepared in
the 1950s for the defense of a German soldier accused of having committed war crimes in
Italy by shooting civilians as reprisal for partissttacks In order to understand the histori-
cal context of German reprisals in eastern Europe, this author has written an introduction
and some concluding remarks about the cruel und illegal partisan warfare as it was initiated
and conducted mainly by the Soviehion 148

Of coursethe evidence presented in this volume is but a bare introduction to what else is
possiblei and necessaiiyfor a comprehensive resolution of the Holocaust complex. Other,
similar studies could supportour findinge r r ef ut e t hem. VWiistndh t oda
doubt possible to improve considerably upon our present level of knowledge. Archaeolo-
gists, for example, are able today to apply the techniques of aerial photography to locating
the remnants of human settlements, deserted for matgnmid and at times locatedell
beneatithe groundsurface. Archaeologists are also able, on the basis of very meager rem-
nants of Stone Age fire sites, to determine from which period the fire dates and under what
sorts of conditions it burned (kind of wood, size and kind of camp, diet based on the@resenc
of certain animal bones, degree of civilization based on the presence of tools and refuse,
etc.).

We firmly believe, therefore, that the aerial photographs taken by German as well as by
Allied reconnaissance planes during World War I, which in part still reside untouched in
the archives today, are a source of reliable insight into the events ofitlhyaseand further
that air photos taken today would still allow scientists to determine the size of former mass
graves, or even the foundations of buildings no longer extant. What is more, excavations
and the analysis of sediments and residue can cersiihtyetermine the size of mass graves
or the kind and quantity of residue from burning sitéfsonly anyone cares to investigate.

Starting in the late 1990s, several attempts to find material traces of the claimed events
were indeed made on tigeoundsof the former camps of thesna | | ed A AKkti on Re
Belzec, Chelmno, Sobibor and Treblinkthough disturbed soil was located in each of
these cases, no largeale excavations to determine the nature of the soil disturbances were
conducted. In addition, even if the woerstse scenario is assuniethat the entire volume
of disturbed soil foundepresents (former) mass gravetheir combinedvolume does not
sufficein the casgof Treblinkaand Belzedo accommodate the number of victims claimed
to have been buried in thefgome 700,000 in Treblinka and some 600,000 in Belzec)

While no traces of former buildingmatching even remotely what witnesses have de-
scribed as homicidal gahambeffacilities were located in Belzec and Treblinka, excava-
tions at the former Sobibor Camp actually succeeded in locating foundatiawhath
roughly match what witnesses have claimed aboulihough this looks like a striking
confirmation of the orthodox narrative for that camp on first sight, nothing proves that these
foundation walls beloredto abuilding that contained homicidal gas cHzers operated by
engine exhaustfter all, the revisionist theory claiming that these camps were mere transit
camps also requires the existence of buildings in those ¢campsf which could have been
used for hygienic purposes, such as givid@porteesshowers and/or disinfesting their
clothes.lt is unclear how the archeological record could be usetktiewhich of these
two contrasting uses claiméslactually true.

While an update to Arnulf Neumaies contri bution on Treblinl
archeological research performed at the site of that former camp, the other camps have not

148 For an enhanced German version see Germar R@&ibiflle Schrédefi Par t i sanenkrieg und
sal t°tWf@ §(@) (1998), pp. 14853.
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been covered in the present anthology. The interested reader may consult the respect
monograph®n thesecamps dealing with the issues at hitid.

11. The Purpose dthis Book

The trend pointed out by Noltethat the establishment historians, the media, justice system
and even society in generdcuseaevisionist authors of being followers or at least sympa-
thizers of aNationalSocialistideologyi can be traced through a series of publicatiins
that culminatesn the work by KogonLangbeinand Rickerl where the evisionists are
slandered outrageously aimdplicated inall sorts of things, whileeithertheir names are
ever mentioned nor any revisionist publications giteldich wouldenable the reader te@r-

ifyt he edi t o rSidtheand)thésdypetof psendmgumentation by establishment
historians always comes down to the same thing, namely to impute tevik®nists an
apologia for theNationalSocialistsystem, in other words, tlwategoricatesolution to de-
fend theNationalSocialistsystem even against supposed readityyone who stands up for
something considers that something worth defendiagin this case must be a sympathizer
of the NationatSocialistsystem.

It must be said here and now that none of the authors contributing poetbent work
considers himself ideologically anywhere in the vicinity of National Sociaftéirhis aside,
however, such an accusation is no argument suited to invalidating our own. It seems reasc
able to suspect that theestablishment historians resort to this verbal garrote merely to
distract attention from those factual questions which they obviously do not feel competer
to field. In any case, it is clear that anyone who evades factual arguments by means of pol
ical accusations cannot have any scientific motivation for doing so, since a scientifically
motivated researcher is interested first and foremost in factual arguments. Political motive
tion is the only thing that could possibly prompt these historians to poidcal accusa-
tions; this, however, places the charge of political choreography of our understanding c
history squarely back on their ovineads

Every reader ought to examine the intentions with which he approaches this volyme, fo
as Bradley Smitiput it:*53

filf you must worry about motive, however, it is incumbent on you to examine as well th
motives of those who consistently argue against intellectual freedom on this one issue.
you dondét want to examine the nmagsiforggeé 0
me) you should examine your o@n.

We will also not accept the changesobjecto certain marginal issues within the debate on
the Holocaust which certairevisioniss may have started for example, the discussion
about the definitely eccentric theory that the National Socialists had resorted to the murde

149 Chelmno: C. MattognaChelmno: A German Camp in History and Propagaritad ed., Castle Hill
Publishers, Uckfield 2017; Belzeidem Belzec: Propaganda, Testimonies, Archeological Research,
and History Castle Hill Publishers, Uckfield 2016; Sobibor: Jiurgen GFabmas KuesCarlo Matto-
gno, Sobibdr: Holocaust Propaganda and Reglnd ed. Castle Hill Publishers, Uckfield 20; C.
Mattogno, Jiirgen GraTreblinka: Extermination Camp or Transit Camth ed., Castle Hill Publis-
hers, Bargoed 202&.Mattogno,The fA Oper ati on Reinhardto Camps
Propaganda, Archeological Research, Expected Material Evid&@estle Hill Publishers, Uckfield,
2021

150 For example, see Ino Armndivolfgang Scheffler i Or gani si erter Massenmor
i stischen VeVYA24(2)Il(107§, ppg 10%185g4 SuamapD. Diamond A Der Mor
sechs Millionen JudenDi e Wa hr h e i tAusiPslitik undiZeitgeschidh28(3Q) (L978), pp.
4-21;John S.Conway A Fr ¢ he Augenze uwtze Glaubwirdigkbittured Warkursgsgé-u s C
schi &Z27€) (1079, pp. 266284; WolfgangBenz fiJudenverni chtung au:
den um Theodo V&29M) (198 app. 51HEBG; Dakumentationszentrum des dsterrei-
chischen Widerstandes, Bundesministerium fir Unterricht und Kultur fgdgklauf gegen die Wirk-
lichkeit, Vienna 1991; G. Wellers i De r -Berht tbkrtdie Gaskammern von Ausch t aché
auer Hefte7(7) (1993, pp. 230241.

151 E. Kogon H. LangbeinA. Ruckerlet. al (eds.),0p. cit.(notel06) , Section I : AEi nl

152 | am well aware that, when it comes right down to it, certain ladies and gentlemen do not care where we
revisionists consider ourselves to fit into the ideological spectrum, since after all they always know bet-
ter than we do what and how we thinkight?

153 B, R. Smith Campus Update No., Zommittee for Open Debate on the Holocaust, Spring 1994.
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of the Jews in selflefense following the publication of T. N. Kaufndas  kGermany
MustPerish!*>* or the theory (untenable under international law), fedibwing the decla-

ration of war which had in fact been made against the Third Reich by international Jewish
private (!) organization®°the National Socialists hdbe right taintern all the Jews in their

sphere of influence as members of an enaeation. What is more, this erroneous thesis is

usually advanced by people who simultaneously condemn the Soviet deportation of the
VolgaGer mans at the start of Germanyds Russi a
USAGs i nt er n mialansand JapaBesea whémnlsS. enterethe warts®

This kind of peripherasubjectis not our issue. It is not our goal in this volume to justify
or rationalizen any waya proven injustice. Our issue is solely and exclusively the question
whether the evidence offered for the Holocdudefined as the intentional, planned mass
murder of the Jews in the spherecoftrolof the Third Reich suffices to give it continued
credibility in its present form, especially with respect to the mass gassings, or whether new
evidence may perhaps require the revisibhistoriography.

The thesis that the Holocaust as defined above may not have taken place is naturally an
explosive topic for the study of contemporary history, as for all aspects of social life directly
or indirectly associated with it. We are fully aware of this. Bus ilniportant to keep in
mind that since 1955 at the latest, when the offiGiatmaninstitut flir Zeitgeschichtde-
termined that it was the Soviets who had perpetrated the 1940 massacre of more than 20,000
members of the Polish elite at Katyn and elsewféthae (West)German media could have
been disseminating the truth about Katyn, despite Soviet propaganda to the contrary, which
continued to |l ay its own guilt for this ©cr
until the late 1980s, the leftist media in par@umindlesslyparroted this Communist prop-
agandd>®The reason for this is probably to be found in the politicaky,anti-scientifically
motivated desire to keep the Third Reich from being exonerated from historical guilt even
where this has become inevitable, the greater purpose being to prevent, by thwarting even
the partial revision of historiography, any fartlieachingevisions which might ultimately
cast doubt upon the politically desiralglencept of thaeinique and unparalleled evil of the
NationalSocialistregime.

But this is not the only contentious issue in which the media deny the truth for ideological
reasons. There are subsections of contemporary history where neither the media nor many
historians are particularly concerned about honesty. For four deafideshe end of the
war, for example, almost all of German contemporary historiography has championed the
claim that the German campaign against Russia had been a merciless attack intended solely
to gain territory in the East, at the expense of the Slavglitiiere. This claim persisted

154 Cf. the correction by W. Benpp. cit.(note150).

% RJudea Decl ar eikJeWafrall tterworld &miteBaanyyc ot t of GeDailpan Good ¢
ExpressMarch 24, 1933, one day after the Enabling Act was passed. The German reaction to this decla-
ration of war is well known: on Saturday, April 1, 1933, the government of the Reich called for a half

day boycott of Jewish stores. A similar declaration of was given by Samuel Untermey@resident

of the World Jewish Economic Federation, on August 7, 1933, iNeleYork TimesAfter war had

broken out in Poland, another Jewish declaration of war was issued by Chaim WeiRreaident of

the Jewish Agencylewish ChronicleSeptember 8, 1939. In 1985, Professor Ernst NModetioned this

declaration in a British publication, as well as the thesis based on it, namely that the internment of the

Jews by Germany was therefore allegedly not in violation of international law. No doubt this was one of

the main triggers of the Histr i an s & Di s pDab \éergehenfder Vetgangéhbhditistedn,

Frankfurt am Main / Berlin 1987, pp. 20f., 170f.; declarations of war and other threats by Jewish indi-

viduals and organizations against Germany were very common at that time, cf. Hartmuilisiisahme
Kriegserklarungen an Deutschlangz-Verlag, Munich 2000.

Cf. the detailed study by Ingeborg Fleischhaueri 6 Unt er neh men Barbarossad un
l ung der Deut s cUiZ80(?2) (1982, mb.e299321;,dABGSdKrainmerUndue Process:

The Untold Story of AmeRowmnaa @nd Litttekeld,hanhamAMdi, 1®97; | nt er n
see also GOtz Eberbakls st udy of Allied concentration camps:
DemokratieninKriegsu nd Kri senzeiten gegen¢ber poD&G i schen |
42(2) (1993, pp. 1523.

157 Hans Thiemg i Kizeti ynn Ge h &fZ3¢4) (1953, ppo408411.

1% Cf. George SanforKatyn and the Soviet Massacre of 19R0utledge, Oxford 2005.
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until V. Suvorov¥®® and E. Topitsch® both presented compelling proof that the Russian
Campaign was in factgre-emptivewar against the Soviet Union which had been poised to
strikei which, of course, does not preclude a policy.ebensraun{living space) on the

part of the Third Reich. Following the collapse of the Soviet Union and the opening of Sovie
archives it has suddenly grown quiet among the ranks of those historians who formerly
argued against the thesis of fe-emptivewar; especially the German media, however,
continue to propagate the lie of the attack on pémdag Russid! i in contrast to the
Russian mediaf the 19908% Neither Topitschthe philosopher, nor Suvorothe Russian
officer in exile,is a German historian, yet their researches hasailted in a radical re
thinking process. Admittedly, many historians as yet shy away from the theses of Suvoro
and Topitschsince it is a matter of principle with them to feel ill at ease with a thesis which
exonerates the Third Reich from one of its evil deeds.

Another sensitive subject also had to be broached by a foreigner first before German hi
torians began to consider the topic. In 1989 James Baadt@nadian, published a work in
which he proved that in the years between 1945 and 1947 the Americans, Canadians, &
French together deliberately starved some one million Gexinanb e lisarmdedefietny
force® to death, which constitutes genoci&Since according to Bacquhe Soviet ar-
chives reveal that some 450,000 abducted German prisoners died in Russia after the w
and since it has been a known fact for years that approximately 1.4 million Germans neve
returned from Allied imprisonment, Bacqéeels that he can state the number of losses in
the camps of Germanyédés current frien¥s,
Considering all deaths caused by the Allied policy of destroying Germany, he totaled th
German postvar losses as high as at least 5.7 milj@nsong% Some historians reacted to
this Canadian (selfaccusation that the USA, Canada and France had committed genocid
against the German peopl e b gnalgsisanyjumnpmgto h e
the defense of the Allig§®

The extensive field of research related to the many concentration camps established af
the war in eastern and southeastern Europe for purposes of the indiscriminate internment
mostly German victims, many of whom were to die an agonizing death teseglso in-
troduced to a broader international public by a-@G@mman, namely John Sadk his book
he describes how mostly Jewish concentratiamp guards in Polish camps took gruesome
revenge on innocent Germans who had been rounded up more or less atfaddmm.

159 v/, Suvoroy, Icebreaker: Who Started the Second World Wai@mish Hamilton, London 1990; Suvo-
rov, Der Tag M Klett-Cotta, Stuttgart 1995.

160 £, Topitsch Stalins Krieg 3rd ed., Busse Seewald, Herford 1998; Engsh:a | i n 6 §t Wa Mar t |
Press, New York 1987; cf. W. Pokinternehmen BarbarossMittler, Hamburg 1995; F. Becke8ta-
lins Blutspur durch Europarndt Verlag, Kiel 1996; Becketm Kampf um Europa2nd ed., Leopold
Stocker Verlag, Graz/Stuttgart 1993; W. Mager Wortbruch. Hitler, Stalin und der Zweite Weltkrieg
Olzog Verlag, Munich 1994.

161 Cf, R. Augsteinin Der Spiegelno. 6, February 5, 1996, pp. :005.

162 Cf, for the discussion in Russia Wolfgang Strausgernehmen Barbarossa und der russische Histori-
kerstreit Herbig, Munich 1998.

163 3, BacqueOther LossesStoddart, Toronto 1989.

164 3, Bacquein Frankfurter Aligemeine Zeitungiarch 12,1994, p. 8; cf. M. Messerschmjdirankfurter
Allgemeine Zeitungreb. 1, 1994; letters to the editBrankfurter Allgemeine Zeitundreb. 10, 1994,
March 26, 1994; B. Schobené&rankfurter Allgemeine Zeitund/arch 16, 1994.

165 3, BacqueCrimes and Mercigd.ittle, Brown & Co., Toronto 1996. According to Bacgbetween
1945 and 1950 at least 10 million Germans died as a result of the implementation of a deliberate and
vengeful Allied policyi the evilMorgenthauPlani whose purpose was, quite simply, genocide for Eu-
ropeds German people.

166 Cf, Stephen E. Ambrose il ke and the Disappearing AtNewoci ti
York Times Book RevieWwebruary 24, 1991; G. Bisch@®.E. Ambroséed.),Eisenhower and the Ger-
man POWSs: Facts against Falsehoaduisiana State University, Baton Rouge 1992; John Ked&den
Times Literary Supplementuly 23, 1993James Bacquébid., August 20, 1993.

167 John SackAn Eye for an EyeBasicBooks, New York 1993; GeAuge um AugeKabel Verlag, Ham-
burg 1995; cf. S. Jendryschikgoda Verlag fur ganzheitliche Forschung, Vil 1997, regarding a Polish
extermination camp for Germans in the Polish town of Zgoda; cf. Osterreichische Histotikége-
meinschaft fir Karnten und Steiermark (edlkermord der TitePartisanen 19441948 2nd ed., O.
Hartmann Verlag, Sershei@ermany) 1993, regarding the genocide of the Yugoslav partisans against
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attempt to publish this book in Germany shows just what a stttedtimntry is in. Although

the Munich publishing firm Piper Verlag had already printed the German edition, it decided
just prior to the release date to pulp, in other words to destroy, the ettneipr since they

did not want to contribute to a O6relativebd
and also did not wish to expose the Jews as perpettéterentually Sackdid succeed in

finding adifferentGerman publisher.

The situation regarding the blame for the bombing of the German civilian population has
been no less paradoxical for decades. Whereas the British openly acknowledge their guilt
(and are even proud of it§°a great many of the German historians insist that Hithes to
blame for absolutely everything, including the bomlgagpaigragainst German civilians.

If one adds to thesmore than half a million German victims of the Allied bomBifig
(which violated international law) the 1.4 million victims of Allied starvation camps, at least
2.1 million victims from the expulsion from the German eastern territ4fiasd uncounted
hundreds of thousasdfvictims of starvation and diseases resulting from the initial imple-
mentation of the genocidal Morgenthau plan, one arrives at a total of asoumnillion
Germans killed by the Allies and their accessories, deliberately or at least through gross
negligence, and in contravention of international law. This total approaches another, heavily
symbolic number.

In the face othose punishmenthat have befallen German researchers in contemporary
history in recent years, it is understandable that the majority of German hisfestthsit
at least the Holocaust must remain intact if they are not to lose even their last shred of cred-
ibility. In 1977, inview of the fact that no document has ever yet been found in which Hitler
ordered the murder of the Jewsamenreveals his awareness or approval of the mass mur-
der, D. Irving (another nofGerman national) postulated that Hitieay not even have
known of the murder¥2M. Broszatcommented rightly?®

fiRather, Ivinggs t heory touches the nerve of the «

the NationalSocialistperiod o
But what is left of this credibility if the Holocaust did not take place as generally believed?
This revisionist thesis, advanced in the last decades primarily by, once again, citizens of the
western Allied nations, not only touches the nerve of the credibility of historiography, it
shatters it outright and together with it the credibility of the entire German elite in the
media, in politics, and the judiciary

In the end, the inevitable happen&mlr months after the first edition of the present study
had been published, tli&ermanpolice moved ouin orderto confiscateeven the last copy
of this bookby means of hundreds of house searches throughout Germany, gublibe
prosecutosaw to itthat allconfiscated copiegot burned under police supervision in waste
incinerators. When it comes to the credibility of the entire German elite, there is neither
freedom of expression nfreedomof sciene and researén'’

But can the issue at stakeally bethec r e di bi | i ty qdristheascadam-y 6 s e |
ment of historical truth the moiienportant issue? And is it not also particularly the question
whetherfreedom ofscholarlyresearctand freedom oéxpresion still existin Europe, in

the German minority under J.B. Tito the former Yugoslavia.

168 Cf. Die Welt March 2, 1995Siiddeutsche Zeitupiflay 1, 1995; Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung, June
30, 1995.

169 3. M. SpaightBombing VindicatedGeoffrey Bles, London 1944,

170 In its conservative estimate, the German Federal Bureau of Statistics postulates 600,000 victims; cf. D.
Irving, Und Deutschlands Stadte starben njdheltbild Verlag, Augsburg 1989, p. 373; cf. M.
CzesanyEuropa im Bombenkrieg 193945 Leopold Stocker, Vienna 1998.

171 The overcautious estimate of the German Federal Ministry for Expellees postulates at least 2.1 million
victims; cf. Alfred Maurice de Zaya$he German Expellees: Victims in War and PeaceSt . Mar t i nds
Press, New York 1993, pp. 149f.

172 D, Irving, op. cit.(note99).

173 M. Broszat op. cit.(note99), p. 745.

174 | have described in detail the entire drama of the destruction of copies of my various research books, the
present one included, in my two autobiographical studieging (cf. note41) andResistancécf. note
33).
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other words, whether human rights, the moral foundation of western civilization, really still
deliver what they promise?

The semiconservative German daily newspapée Weltdemanded in a fit of outrage at
the abovementioned verdicbf the GermarFederal Supreme Cou(Bupreme Court v.
Deckert cf. Note49) thatrevisionists should not only be convicted for their attack on Jewish
dignity withoutpermitting anyevidence, but claimed as further justification that

fi [ ngdne who denieBusclwitz[ € Al so shakes the very fo
seltperceptiono'’®

As | said, therebés the rub!

The leftist German weekly papBie Zeitalso explained why disputers of tbethodox
Holocaustnarrativemust be silenced by the justice system Bnadtection Agencyf the
Constitution'’®

fiThe moral foundation of our Republic is at stake.

No, my dear ladies and gentlemen of the press, quite the reverse is true! Anyone who thre
ens academic freedom and freedom of the expression of opinion shakes the very foundatic
of Ger man pacepdtiantand énslangess thé moral foundationesfr@ny!

Unless, yes, unless the Federal Republic of Germany defines itself not in terms of th
human rights set out in her constitution, but in terms of the belief ipréwailing narrative
of theHolocaust. But before anyone expects us to accept this theocratic approach, it woul
have to be set down in blaegkd white in the Constitutioni after prior approval by the
Germarelectorate

The fact that the above newspaper reports were not simply a passing craze was provel
short time later byie Welt, which wrote!””

flAnyone who denies the truth about t@ionalSocialistextermination camps betrays
the principles on which the Federal Republic of Germany was built. This state is suppose
to be a valiant democracy that defends itself whendetiocrats try to subvertat.

Well, there we have it: anyone who holds a contrary opinion on certain topicsd&aoti
cratic. That makes about as much sense as the statement that nights are colder than outdc

RegardingDieWelb s i ndirect accusation t hdemot he
cratic, | just want to point out that in my opinion an increase in democratic rights in the form
of popul ar plebiscit ar y -nakngprocessvoaldbe @amajoi n
boon to Germany. In view of the conditions described in thi®diirtion, to which we
researchers and scientists are subjected in Germany and other western nations, it is evid
that these nations suffer from considerable defiditdemnocratic and human righitsnot
only in terms of freedom of opinion, research, and science, but also in terms of access to t
media.

Pleaseallow meto define the term democrasuccinctly hereDemocracy is when three
foxes and a chicken decide what to have for dinner. Pure democracy is quite compatible wi
lynch justice Where the mob becomes the majority, democracy becomes an enemy of ht
manity. Democracy needs the straitjacket of the rule of law, which protects and enforces tt
inalienable civil, human and international rights even against the will of a democratic ma:
jority. However, if the majority determines what is law and orderiljtthen the rule of law
simply ceases to exist. This condition existed in Germany not only between 1933 and 194!
butit exists also today.

Further exampleslisted elsewheré® show that the abovguoted media statements are
not just the opiniosof some fewjournalists but rather that it is thinplacable posture of
mostmembersof the German elitesn whose service said journalists wrilléhis attitude
wassuccinctlysummarizedy German journalisPatrick Bahnersvhen he wrote, in refer-

75 p philipps A Quo v a Die Welt M&dh HEZ 1994, p. 6.

16 K.-H.JanRen 1 Di e R aDidaZeinDeéemigpre3t, 1993, p. 51.

7T R.Wassermann fiDi e Just i RieWe# Aprilks, 2984hpe4d. t , 0 i n
178 In my Lectures op. cit. (notel17), pp. 4Bf.
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ence to the verdict against the leader of the wghg National Democratic Party of Ger-
manyi’® Gunter Deckey for having voicedsacrilegioussiews on the Holocaust°

filf Deckerd fevisionistto vi ew of the Hol ocaustd were co
Federal Republic of Germany was based on a lie. Every presidential address, every mi-

nute of silence, every history textbook would be a lie. In denying the murder of the Jews,

he denies the Federl Republiobs |l egitimacy.

Finally, we ought to askwhat shouldwe think of a state that tries to defity penal law
certain views of history as the ultimate truth, and wididparageslissidents as enemies of
democracyFriedrich Karl Frommegco-editor of the German daily newspagaankfurter
AIIgerngiaine Zeitun@nd certainly above suspiciaf antrdemocratic leanings, wrota
1994

fiHistorical truth cannot bestablished by criminal law; such endeavors do not become a
state committed to liberality, no matter how painful or embarrassing it may be in individ-
ual case

One mighthopethat the truth will hold its own in a factual, scientific encounter even without
the protection of criminal lawOn the other hand, it is almost impossible for truth to prevail
under the constant threat of criminal prosecution.

So, what is such a state to do when it turns out thatethisionist really are right? Is it
supposed to dissolve itself? Or is it supposed to ban the study of history and to jail all histori-
ans? It is easy to see how far from the straggiatnarrow such erroneous views lead: someone
who pretends to wish to protect this Republic through the ruthless defenseodthtidox
Holocaustarrativewill, in the crunch, find himself forced to undermine tragionalpillars
of this state, which are freedom of expression, freedom of research, teaching and science, and
an independent justice system under rthle of law. He thus becomes, not the protector of a
free and democratic fundamental order, but its greatest threat.

That this threat is more thaimeoreticalvas shown by the reactions to the infamous Mann-
heim verdict against Glnter Deckdrt this instance, one of the foremost principles and pre-
requisites of a state under the rule of law, namely the independence of the trial judges, was
annulled in that two of the three judges were punished for their verdict by means of their (for-
ciblyext act ed) ®onfotiilflinceastsiéo nand s shvkileall thetime f or c
threatened to be prosecuted for an Orwellgraye New World y pperverion of justice 0
They were accused not only of having sentenced Detde@reniently, but also of having
portrayed his views and intentions as honor&8le

Ever since, German judges have been foureterthreat of prosecutioby the democratic
mobto portray any dissident of the orthodox Holocaust narrative as profoundly evil from the
getgo. This turnstrials against Holocausevisionistsinto nothing more than show trials
whose results and verdicts are already set in advAfready in 1993 | positethatthe real
issueto be decided bthe judgegluringtrials againstevisionists isultimatelywhose head is
to roll: that of thedefendantor that of the judgé®® The Deckertase proved me right* Fur-
thermore, alsohe parallel drawn byne(int he cont r idua ofiTestimon§i dde V
Confessions on the Holocadsbetween the medieval witch trials of suspected demonic agents
and todayés trials against tehetsugnortusaehy®d Hol o c

178 See footnot&9 for this.On the case against Deckeste Giinther Anntohn [Deckert], Henri Rogques
Der Fall Giinter DeckertDAGD/Germania Verlag, Weinheim 199Ehe book was confiscated and de-
stroyed by the Mannheim District Court, however (Landgericht Mannhein{18)f5 Ns 67/96).
180 patrick Bahners i Obj ekt i v e Fankfuber Allgemeire Zeitunguy.gls, @994, p. 21.
BliStrafrecht @&rantfurtéraillgenteiaa Zeitundhpril 22, 1994, p. 1.
182 Cf. the German daily and weekly press of the first two weeks of August 1994; cf. also Gunther Her-
zogenratkAmelungii Gut achten i m Asyl ver VffglbR){2002y ppnl788& r mar Ru
183 E, GaussVorlesungen uber Zeitgeschich@rabert, Tlibingen 1993, p. 261.

% The revocation of the judges6 ijunstDe Martimdrel c efi Ewans al
Eingriff mit HrafklureedAdgememe Zeikun@ept., 1% 1994, p. 14.

Bl n the present volume summarized in the contribut
cerning the Holocausto; originalfileranndi tntoe lea Ittheorrloi
prozeC und seine Parallelen in unserer Zeito (The
DGG41(2) (1993), pp. 228.
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Repressive governmenteedfienemies to frighten the average citizen into accepting the
gover nment 6 soninilaights and to mrdish theras footsoldiersn ther battle
against any andll dissent. Very few Holocaust revisionists start tigirney ofdoubts as
enemies of fithe systemo0. The system pers
little choice but to onsider the destroyer of their civil existence as their enemy. Thusly created,
this revisionistenemy dm s er ves as prilnegustificationdor stepping up dtss
persecution. Ando,avicious circle ofpersecution and dissentcreated which keegscalat-
ing. It is a tragic development ultimatdgadingto the destruction of liberty for all

Scholarship is a process of constant revision. As this edition appears, portions of it ma
be superseded by new findings. That is so in every fiekhofvledge Hence, his book
does not pretend to give definitive answers to the many whats and hows of the history of tt
Holocaust, as everythingust forever be subject to revisidoe to new findings. Nor does
it try to describe, in detail or in brief, how certain events happened, as do most history book
This book rather goes to the very roots of hisignréphy: document criticism and detailed,
interdisciplinary expert analysis of certain (alleged) historical events. It simply attempts tc
build, or to reveal, a solid and exact schigifoundation about a few sections of contempo-
rary hrilssgory, on which a sourgiscriminating historiography can rely in its future re-
searcht!

Furthermore, the purpose of this book is¢l@&entiary scientificdebateabout the ques-
tion of where the truth is to be found regarding the Holocaust. This volume is to serve as
beginning not as conclusion to this debate. Everything else may follow. We hereby intro-
duce our theses regardisgbnarrativesf the Holocaust and look forward to objective re-
plies and possiklrefutations. Anyone, however, who can think of no better reply to our
work than cheapolitical polemicsandad hominenattackss disqualified from the outset.

12. About Academic Freedom

fiThe protection that the Law provides for academic freedom depends neither on the co
rectness ofhe method and the results, nor on the soundness of the argunsrdsthe
line of reasoning, nor on the completeness of the points of view and evidence forming tt
basis of a scientific treatise. Good or bad research, truth or untruth of findings can only
be assessed scientificallyé.]Thus, academic freedom also protects minority opinions
as well as approaches to, and findings yielded by, research that proves incorrect o
flawed. Similarly, unorthodox or intuitive approaches are protected by the Law. The only
prerequisite is that whasiin question is scientific or academic; this includes anything
which, by virtue of form and content, is to be regarded as a serious attempt to ascertai
truth[ é ]
No work may be denied scientific or academic character for the sole reason that i is one
sided or incomplete or neglects to adequately consider contrary opifio@sh work
fails to qualify for scientific or academic character only if it fails to meet the requirements
of scientific or academic approach not only in individual respects or as defined by specific
schools of thought, but systematically. In particular, thihe case when the work is not
intended to ascertain truth but merely to give an appeee of scientific origin or prov-
ability to preconceived opinions or findings. One indication of this may be the systematic
di sregard of fact s, sources, opinions &
doubt. On the other hand, it does not mafffor a work to be deemed unscientific in the
course of intradisciplinary controversy between diverging material or methodological
approaches
Verdict of the German Federal Constitutional Court,
January 11, 1994, Ref. 1 BvR 434/87, pp. 16f.
A comparison ofrthodoxhistoiical writing on the secalled Holocaust with moreecent
revisionist publications reveals a fundamental difference between the two scholarly commt
nities. In the following | would like to consider this difference, and how it illuminates the
concerns addressed in this book.

186 That is, by the way, the origin of the German title of this b&akindations of Contemporary History
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As already mentionedyrthodoxhistoriographyon the NationatSocialistpersecution of
the Jewsissumethat certain events of recent history took place in a certain, widely accepted
manner. When writing about tlidaimedevents of physical extermination of the Jews, wit-
ness statements are almost the exclusive form of evidenadich the orthodoxy relies
These statements are rarely examined critically, nor can any comprehensive document crit-
icism be found; the interpretation of a document in the framlewbthe thousands of other
documents that provide its context is particularly f&fe.

Often it is considered sufficient to cite portions of documents out of their proper context,
or arbitrarily select a few documents from many others of relevance. Thi&nweelh book
by Daniel J. Goldhagerepresents in effect thapogeeof this approach?® and it has been
massively criticized for this even from the
is merely the logical, radical conclusiontbe general tendenci this field of researcko
selectively interpret source materials. Consequently, the criticism directed at Goldhagen
generally reflects poorly on his establishment critics themsétydsvo prominent exam-
ples for such poor historiography are the vkelbwn authors JeaBlaude Press&® and
Danuta CzecP®Both profess to reconstruct the historyrafschwitz (or Auschwitz-Birke-
nau) on the basis of documents and, in the case of Danuta, @szlof eyewitness testi-
mony.

Aside from the fact that, where gakamber and masxterminationclaims are con-
cerned, both authors clearly give eyewitness testimony priority over all other forms of evi-
dence and thus proceed in a grossly unscientific manner, their books also exhibit two other
grave errors. First, neither of the two authors has attemptethto @h the hundreds of
thousands of documents stored in the Moscauschwitz and Prague archives to write a
history of the camp as reflected in the original documents. Both awhioisnt themselves
with choosing, from amongst the masses of all that is available, only such docasteeys
find appealing, antly misinterpreting thenmhey thercombirethem into aistortedoverall
picture that reflects their bid®

Furthermore, irvirtually every one of its treatises, theethod ofhistoliographyas prac-
ticed bymainstreamhistoriansignores,on principle any opposing scientific or academic
view thatrevisionistshave submittedegarding the Holocaust. A prime example of ikis
JeanClaude Pressécsecondoook, which was announced Europein the early 199G as
the 6l ast wor d¥ Desgdite dhimingtc rafutestteovli ssgyo.ni st s 6 ar ¢
Pressasystematically disregards any and all facts, sources, opinions and conclusions that
cast his own view into doubt. No revisionist work is cited, not one single revisionist argu-
ment is discussed. One could live with that if at least he did justice to whmbmises in
his bookés title, namel y tie,teehna@agieahréspeats.t r e at
In fact, however, his work contains not a single source from a technical publication. It does
not contain even one conclusion drawn from his @@ehnical studies or those of others.
Further, he mingles his own frequently unfounded opinions indistinguishably with the con-
tents of documents he quoiean extremelyunsound procedur@® One would be fully jus-

187 with this, | include all the speeches, addresses, articles, diaries and calendars of the witnesses Hitler,
Himmler, GoebbelsFrank and all the others. Whatever these documents reveal, at best, they reflect

what these persons thought they knew, what they felt or intended, what they wanted their audience to

hear and their readers to read. In most cases, these documents do notsblvésemprove what hap-

pened, when, where, by and to whom. All they can do is to raise our suspicions that something might

have happened. What actually occurred may be made clearer with the support of material and documen-

tal evidence directly related to théleged events.

Ausclwitz: Technique and Operation of the Gas ChambEhng Beate Klarsfeld Foundation, New York

1989; Pressaop. cit.(notel127); by the way: Pressac was a pharmacist, neither an engineer, nor an ar-

chitect, nor a toxicologist, nor a chemist, nor an historian.

D. Czech Ausclwitz Chronicle, 1939945 Henry Holt, New York 1990.

For aprofound critqueo f  Cgflescthadbn d ar d  watz, $e€C. MattognAMisGhronicling
Auschwitz: DanuMeat hCozdesc,h 6Lsi eFsl aammedd Decept i €ass i n Her
tle Hill PublishersDallastown, Bnn., 2022For critiques of Pressac's work, see G. Rudolf (édi3ch-

witz: Plain Facts: A Response to Je@faude Pressa@nd ed., Castle Hill Publishers, Uckfield 2016

C. Mattogno,The Real Case for Auseftz, op. cit.(note128); G. Rudolf,Auschwitz: Technique and

Operation of the Gas Chambesn Introduction and Update to Jedhl aude Pressac¢o6s Magn
Castle Hill Publishers, Uckfield 2018
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tified in saying that Pressaystematically disregards not only arguments running counter
to his own views, but also the scientific method as a whole.

Exactly the same is true for Prof. Robert Jan vanoPelt w'¥ Pelt does not quote a
single source of the expert literature about toxicology, chemistry, engineering, or architec
ture. He does not perform a single calculation, andmeresthe vasbody ofresearch done
by otherssuch asGermar RudolfCarlo MattogngFranco DeanaVerner Rademachaka
Willy Wallwey, Friedrich Paul Berd

Not surprisingly, such a modus operandi results in the grotesque situation where doct
ments of ¢ iwomstanbguotséontent areatéken out of their proper context,
decl ar ecdminaldracése -CiPressad¢ and promoted to the status of central evi-
dence for the Holocaust, even though these documents have nothing at all unusual abc
them when considered in conté%tA truly objectivestudy of theAusctwitz concentration
camp, however, would have to consider all othertinentdocuments as well and would
have to assign each documentiglential valuend significance in the context of the many
others. It is telling thatot onemainstream scholdras tackled this gargantuan task to date.
Evidently none of the many Holocaust 0sc«
in the United States, is interested in a solid history of this camp, basimtomentakvi-
dence. Or are they simply too lazy?

One reason for their missing motivatiomay lie in the fact thain the meantimethe
Holocausthas assumeduasireligious featuresSymptomatic for this is for instance that
two of the mostprominent Holocaustcholarswvorldwide are theologiansDeborah E. Lip-
stadt Professofor ModernJewish ad HolocausStudies, holds a chair inthe Department
of Religionat Emory University Michael Berenbaugrfor many yearsctivein leading po-
sitions ofthe USHolocaustMemorial Museum in WashingtoB.C., is a rabbi. According
to opinion polls, thédolocausthas replaced the Jewish religion as the most important topic
defining Jewish identity®*anditi s wi del y accept e doundihganyth t h
of Israeb'®® and a sort of a new secular religion of modern J&#tat is used by Jewish
organizations to garner support for Israel, promote Jewish identification, and advance th
cause of multculturalism®” And it is well known that religions and political ideologies
are more interested in defending dogma than in searching for truth.

Among therevisioniss, on the other hand, aside from historians, there are engineers an
exact scientists (physicists, chemists, geologiés§ince scholars in the exact sciences
have a completely different approach to their fi¢ld&'ou must never trust an eyewitness

191 Robert Jan van Pelfhe Case for Auselitz: Evidence from the Irving Trialndiana University Press,
Bloomington/Indianapolis 2002.

192 See Mattognd s d e v a s t a fThHe Repl Case fort Ausgitz, ep. dit.note128); by the way: Dr.
van Pelt Professor for Architecture, is not an architect, but a cultural historian who has specialized on
the history of architecture!

9 W.Wallweydi scusses as fiear iomi Palestsmades, 0 cf. his ¢
details see there.
¥“pew Research Center, AA Portrait of Jewish Ame

J e wi swwRpewforum.org/2013/10/01/chapt@qewishridentity/.

195 Cf. Roger Garaudy.es mythes fondateurs de la politique israélierurzeVieille Taupe, Paris 1995;
English: The Founding Myths of Modern Israétstitute for Historical Review, Costa Mesa, Cal., 2000.

1% Cf. Moshe Zimmermann fiDi e Fol gen des Hol oc auAusPoliticund di e
Zeitgeschichtd2(1-2) (1992, pp. 3343.

197 Cf. for this Peter NovickThe Holocaust in American Liféeloughton Mifflin, Boston 1999; Norman
Finkelstein The Holocaust IndustnReflections on the Exploitation of Jewish Sufferverso, Lon-
don/New York 2000idem Beyond Chutzpah: On the Misuse of A¢imitism and the Abuse of His-
tory, University of California Press, Berkeley 2005; In thimtext see also Kevin MacDonéld t r i | o
about Judaism, published by Praeger, Westport (Connecticut) as part of thelser@sEvolution, Be-
havior, and IntelligencéVol. 1: A People That Shall Dwell Alon&994; Vol. 2. InrSeparation And Its
Discontents1997; Vol. 3:The Culture of Critiqug1998).

198 Regarding the authors of this book: Engineers: Friedrich P, Benglf Neumaiey Walter Luftt archi-
tect: Willy Wallwey; historians: Ingrid WeckerCarlo MattognpJoachim Hoffmannpolitical scientist:

Udo B. Walendylawyer: Karl Siegertgeologist: John C. Balthemist: Germar RudglRobert Fauris-
sonwas professor for text, document and witness account criticism.



http://www.pewforum.org/2013/10/01/chapter-3-jewish-identity/

56 G. RUDOLF - THE CONTROVERSY ABOUT THEXTERMINATION OF THEJEWS

accounto'®7, it is no surprise that their results are completely different from those of schol-
ars swayed by theology.

First of all, the discussion of the opinions on the Holocaust as they are recorded in the
works oforthodoxhistorians is the heart of the matter of ttosume Nothing is disregarded.

The intensive examination ¢élleged)facts, sources, opinions and conclusions of the op-
posing side is the foremost reason for the publication of this book.

Secondly, the critique of documents and witness testimony has always beenetble
revisionist analysis and fundamental criticism. The present volume contains several chapters
on this subject, so | will dispense with a detailed discussion here.

Finally, in insisting on hard,e., documenthand material facts, the revisionist side has
begun the task of writing a reliable history of the Holocaelsting almost exclusivelpn
the total documenthand material record available, and supportedpegytinentand exact
scientific expertises.

This iswhat science is all about. And it is a heinous crime to punish revisionist scientists
for their findings, as many European countries do today.

However, due to constraints of time aresourcesthere vi si oni stsdé focus
resolving one detail after the other, fitting the mosaic together piece by piece. But since the
revisionists are being increasingly persecuted for their labors by state prosecution, especially
in Europe {uring the late 1990s¢he Federal German governmewenexered diplomatic
pressure on eastern European countries to make it more difficult for us to access the archives
there)?° their work will probably take many more years. This volume contains only a few
exampl es; of t h eagtides in Gaaticulamare Maseédtom igtensivé archival
research, which he has been conductingéeeral decadeSincethepublication of thdirst
edition of the present studyrther findingsof these ongoing research effohliave been
published step by step as part of the sddekcaust Handbookévww.HolocaustHand-
books.conp.

13. The Scientistbés Ethical Re s |

Let us assume for the moment that our theses are correct. Should this be kept from the world,
or should it be made known? Or, to put it more clearly: can the dissemination of our theses
have negative consequences for thexistence of different peopleiiis a negative possi-
bility; but it is also possible that it may have positive consequences, just as it is conceivable
that the dissemination of the view commonly held of the Holocaust today may also have
had, and may continue to hawregative effects othe ceexistence of different peoples,
especially as far as the Germarsl the Palestiniarere concerned. The crucial factor in
determining the political ramifications of a scientific theondiscoveryis its treatment in
politics and today especially in the media. A theory or insight cannot be eliminated by at-
tempts to suppress or even to ban it, by whatever means. Evelesilf on the part of the
scientist can result at most in a delay, but newexr fermination of the process of learning
and digovery. Friedrich Diurrenmattescribed this accurately in his drafftae Physicists
No power on earth caforeverstop the processof learning and discovery. That is why a
wise politician must strive teeconcile the concepts of these processesa framework in
accordance with hiswn conceptsand goals. This implies that politics must determine its
objectives at least roughly in accordance with the state of scientific knowledge.

Historical revisionism is the first great intellectual adventure of tlséQantury. Judging
from the way things look today, this adventure will in the future be more than just an intel-
lectual onethough.

19 This was the response of my Ph.D. supervisor Prof. Dr. Dr. hc. Hans Georg von Scivheringne of
his assistants, Dr. Harald Hillebrechtioted a statement of a colleague as proof for an allegation (Janu-
ary 20, 1993, 9:48, Room 4D2, Max Planck Institute for Sstate Research, Stuttgart.). Needless to

say, Prof. von Schnering rejects his own maxim wh
Wcf. epd/ AFP, fAHerzog: Sudet en dreankfudecAllgemaineZei-en Nac h
tung Oct. 17, 1997; cf. W. Rademaché&. Rudolf fA Appel | an uWfS2a(t)€99B)nt er st ¢t

pp.8386; G. Rudol f, AWer zu s pVfc2(® @a9&)tp,165den bestraf
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Whoever controls the histories of nations controls those nations and their peoples. Tt
Second World War ended in the total victory of the enemies of the Third Reich and its allies
Their victory gave the conquerordighertounknownp o wer t o wr i t etot he
their liking. But the power that brings total victory intoxicataed poisonsLike their pre-
decessors, the victors, in their hubris, would write a history that was arbitrargesaeifg,
and at odds with what actually happened:ldksinevitable than this intoxication of victory,
however, is the gradudecayof their onesided view of history, and thus an erosion of the
power based upon it. Viewed in this way, historical revisionismmignatrumentagainst
abusive political power. Nor does it function as such a weapon only at present: it has in tt
past, and will do so in the future.

The possible political impact of the findings of Holocaust revisionism become apparent if
one considers what in our world is being dominated by the HoloZabst. | have shown
elsewhere that the social sciences of western societies suffer under severe resthetions
evertopics are involved which somehow can be brought into context with the Third Reich,
often by the mostleviousof pseudeargumentg® Consequently, western societies are in-
creasinglyunableto solve their social problem&iven that Holocaust propaganda and war
mongering very often go hand in hand, thdirect financial and human costs of this war
justifying propaganda is hard to overestimate

Robert Hepphas summarized what would be at stikkeGermany should itemergehat
our opinion abouthe Second World War in general and the Holocaust in particular is seri-
ously wrong: basically the entire postwar world orffétinder these circumstances, simply
everything might be jeopardized on which the reigning power elites depend.

Consideringall the things thatould be at stakehé role of the scientist in this process
ought to be to repeatedly remind politicians of the aforementioned insight: banning some
thing does not eliminate it, it only makes it all the more interesting to those factions tha
enjoy working in theshadowf the semiegal or illegal. But most of all, the legislators and
powersthatbe who impose bans on research and science invariably place themselves in t
wrong in the eyes of the public, and thus loseheir credibility, for anyone who forbids
discussion is quickly suspected of having something to hide, or of lacking sound argumen
of his own.

Anyone who wishes to keep certain insights or theses from being misused by extremi
groups can only succeed by addressing the issues in question himself. In other words,
Racists, National Socialists and aSgmites are to be prevented from using Halst re-
visionism for their own political purposes, their opponentst embraceevisionism them-
selves. Responsibility and leadershigveto be takerfrom insideHolocaust revisionism in
order tomanagéhow irresistiblerevisions of our views of history affect the sefiderstand-
ing of ourpolities One has to take an offensive rather than a defensive approach to revisior
ism.

It ought therefore to be the foremost concern of modemligciansto see to it that the
discussion about the Holocaust spreads to social celgend theadical or extremist ones,
so that any potential consequences of a revision of historiography can be represented &
implemented credibly and competently by respectable and respected politicians. And th
foremost concern of the scientist must be to alertgoliticians to this fact and support
them as theyhreadtheir ways among the cliffs of sentific insights.

It is to be hoped that revisionist historians will be able to resist the Faustian temptation t
intoxicate themselves on their power thaty arisan thefuture.

Thus, this book is offered as intellectual ammunition, babisneant to serve any polit-
ical ideology. Scholarship servpemarily onecause, the cause of Truth.

As a proper guideline, | have added a few paragraphs written by Bruno Leoni. May the
reader be inspired by this.

Germar Rudolf®® August 25, 1994lastrevised:July 2019

21 GermarRudolf fAWi ssenschaft und et hi s c lfee.)Oppeositmmfirwo r t
DeutschlandVVGB, Berg am Starnberger See 1995, pp-288.

202 R, Hepp op. cit.(note10), note 49, pp. 141f.

203 Earlier versions of this article were signed with the name Ernst Qabigh is a pen name Germar Ru-
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Bruno Leonj Freedom and the Lawndianapolis, Liberty Fund, 1991, pp. 24802%

AiNo truly scientific result has ever been
rule. The whole history of modern science in the West evidences the fact that no majorities,
no tyrants, no constraint can prevail in the long run against individualeneber the

latter are able to prove in some definite way that their own scientific theories work better
than others and that their own view of things solves problems and difficulties better than
others, regardless of the number, the authority, or the pmf¢he latter. Indeed, the
history of modern science, if considered from this point of view, constitutes the most con-
vincing evidence of the failure of decision groups and group decisions based on some
coercive procedure and more generally of the failbfreonstraint exercised over individ-

uals as a pretended means of promoting scientific progress and of achieving scientific
results. The trial of Galileo, at the dawn of our scientific era, is in this sense a symbol of
its whole history, for many trials hawince actually taken place in various countries up

to the present day in which attempts have been made to constrain individual scientists to
abandon some thesis. But no scientific thesis has ever been established or disproved in
the end as a result of greonstraint whatever exercised upon individual scientists by big-
oted tyrants and ignorant majorities.

On the contrary, scientific research is the most obvious example of a spontaneous process
involving the free collaboration of innumerable individuals, each of whom has a share in

it according to his willingness and abilities. The total result of this boltation has never

been anticipated or planned by particular individuals or groups. Nobody could even make
a statement about what the outcome of such a collaboration would be without ascertaining
it carefully every year, nay every month and every day tirout the whole history of
science.

What would have happened in the countries of the West if scientific progress had been
confined to group decisions and majority rule based on such principles as that of the
O0representationé of the scientist spegkoncei v
of a 6representationé of the people at | ar
Politikoswhen he contrasted the-salled science of government and the sciences in gen-
eral with the written rules enacted by the majority in the ancieaeikedemocracies. One

of the characters in the dialogue proposes that the rules of medicine, of navigation, of
mathematics, of agriculture, and of all the sciences and techniques known at his time be
fixed by written rulesgyngrammatpenacted by legislatures. It is clear, so the rest of the
characters in the dialogue conclude, that in such a case all sciences and techniques will
disappear without any hope of reviving again, being banished by a law that would hinder
all research, andife, they add sadlyyhich is so hard already, would become impossible
altogether. o

dolf chose in 1992/1993 for his first boblorlesungen liber Zeitgeschicli@rabert, Tlibingen 1993) to
protect himself from German government persecution which indeed started shortly afterwards. In 1994,
the publisher of the original German version of the present book, Grabert Verlag, urgedi@®odoif
tinue using this pen name since it had gained reputation, and for safety reasons for both the publisher
and the editor.

204 Thanks to Michael Humphreyho discovered and sent me this excellent excerpt.
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The Case of Walter LUftl
Contemporary History and the Justice System

WALTERLUFTL

1. Introduction

In the early spring of February 1992, many Austrian and Gedaidmewspapes* reported

the resignation of thpresident of théustrianFederal Chamber of Engineers, Walter Liftl
who stepped down from his prestigious position after voicing doubts about the Holocaus
Things calmed down fairly quickly in Germany, while in Austria a&wed scandal ensued.
Thepr esi dent of the Feder al Chamber of En
sentiments, and cries for the public prosecutor were to be heard.

More sensit# and aware persons, howeveicled up their ears, since, after all, an engi-
neer and manthousanet i me f or ensi ¢ e x p e mprestigwustprofess s
sional groupmust surely have had his reasons if he questioned the technical feasibility o
some aspects of the Holocaust.

Insiders had realized as early as winter 1991 that something was in the wind, since Luf
had already published preliminary hints in the enginegongnal Konstruktivthat not all
was right with some historical eyewitness testimony. He did not at that time make referenc
to the Holocaust, leaving it up to the reader instead to make the connection based on t
facts and questions raiséd.

The basic legal principles of a state under the rule of law demanplthlatly appointed
and sworrexperts must accord greater significance to material evidence than to any eyewi
ness accounts. Liftbeing such an expert and acting in accordance with this logical stipu-
lation, was more than a little surprised to realize that the generally accepted qualitative h
erarchy of evidence appears to be reversed where the Holocaust is conklefoedust
historiography is dominated by eyewitness testimony which, he found, frequently does nc
stand up to expert criticism, but which is nevertheless accepted unquestioningly and is give
precedence over the material findings of experts.

He was al so sur pr i s e djudcial ndtigon do ft htahte tehvee
Holocaust as described by eyewitnessies., they consider these accounts to be-seifent
and proven facts not only in order to obviate the need for their formal proof and thus to
spare themselves the bother of bringing evidence for these events, but that they also me
us e ojbudicalmaties® fii n order to deny the opposi
the contrary. Lufticonsiders this practice to be a violation of human rights, since judicial
notice should be taken only of such matters as are undisputed by both prosmedten
fensei such as water is wet, fire is hot, and ice is cAklsoon as there is any justified and
reasonable dispute of any poihgwever,such a point must be open to discussion.

Does someone hiding behind rulings of judicial notice not in fact reveal that he does nc
care to know the truth if it differs fro
the perspective of publ i ¢ e dstowthtby whatéver,
means, from those who would prefer to see actual knowledge replace blind faith? Surel:
someone who is truly convinced that tfficial truth corresponds tbis truth has nothing
to fear from any material evidence proffered, whiclera#tll he ought to be easily able to
refute. But thdegalreality with respect to the Holocaust is that any and all dissenting evi-
dence proffered is dismissed from the start as bipgs esgiehtific druth is the sole
province of the status quo. O6Everything

1 E.g, AR¢ccktritt nac hSuddeweseché Zeitupitarch 14,d992.c aust , O

2 W. Luftl, AfSachverst?2ndi genb ekorestruktivliecegDes. 199), pZ 81d;da@mn b e w
articles are reproduced in G. RudMbrlesungen tGber den Holocau4dth ed., Castle Hill Publishers,
Uckfield 2017, pp. 566f.
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to the contrary have been refuted nauseam goes the hollow standard objection, which
is simply not true. This arbitrarily assigneelfevidentnesgs the muzzle that is put on truth.

2. Austriads Speci al Laws
Austria is an oddity which can only be wunde
early Middle Ages, Austria had been part of the Gerahaminated Holy Roman Empire,
to whose name the phrase fiof Ger maWiddéat i ono
Ages at the latest, Austria and its royal house of the Habsburgs was the dominant power in
Germany. This did not change until the Silesian Wars, when the Prussian Hohenzollerns
under Friedrich the Greawith much martial luck, wrested Silesia from the Habsburgs.
Since then, Prussia had claimed equal standing with Awsittién Germany, which ever
since the late Middle Ages had consisted of hundreds of small kingdoms and principalities.
It was not until 1806, when the Holy Roman Empire of the German Nation collapsed under
Napoleo®s onsl aught, that Austria gave up its
assumed by Prussia 60 years later when Prussia again defeated Austria in th@rgstro
sian War® As early as 1848, when the German people urged the princes on to a political
unification of the German states, it was clear that Habsburg#lonarchy,due to their
involvement in the Balkansould not participate in the first German unificatiavhich
eventually materialized ih871i although the inhabitants of Austria wanted this unification
no less than all the other Germans, regardless whether they lived in Bohemia, Moravia,
Prussia, Bavaria, Swabia, Saxony, or wherelbe unification of 1871 encompassed only
the northern German states, which became tleabed German Reich. However, the rela-
tions with AustriaHungary were very close, and neither side ever gave up hoping or striving
for an eventual reunification of tot empi r es i nt o .o@hiedidinatthe | e Ge
come posble until the AustreHungarian Empire collapsed after World War One, but at
that time the Allies forcibly prevented the unification of Austria with the rest of the German
empire, even though the unification had already been formally agreedBgibrsides con-
tinued to hope that sooner or |l ater the AIl
to selfdetermination, and so, unofficial negotiations continued after 1918 to prepare for
Austriabds wunification wi atihg lamwshaed deceesgis we f Ger
know, actual unification did not come about until 1938, when it finally became fact as a
result § Adolf Hitlerd s -nonsense approach; and it is important to note that even though
the circumstances were less than ideal, this unification did take place with the overwhelming
agreement of the Austrian Germahasen after World War Twadhe Austrian Germans did
not want to give up t hei, rpetaghif thelvictarious Allies wi t h
denied them this option.

This time, however, the Allies went all the way. They established thalkmProhibition
Order as prerequisite for ending their military occupation of Austria. This Order provides
for severe penalties for any activities servivationatSocialistpurposesincluding severe
puni shment for anyone attempting to underm
preparing for or carrying out its reunification with Germany. At the same time, a totalitarian
re-education program similar to that imposed on Germaay also instituted in Austria;
one of its aims was to strip the Austrians of their German identity and to define them as a
separate people. By now this endeavor has largely succeeded.

The soecalledProhibition Orderi a separate, independent criminal law existing parallel
to the Austrian Criminal Codeis a relic from occupation times which still has the power
to impose harsh penalties for certainpoodrlg f i ned o6t hought c¢cri mesdo |
in nature. Its hazy definition, as well as the randomness with which it criminalizes certain
beliefs and convictions, puts this law outside the norms of human rights. Beyond that, it also
violates fundamentgrinciples of internationabw, such as the right of seletemination.
What is more, thérohibition Ordereven violates the Austrian Constitution, which is in
compliance with internationally accepted human rights and international law. But due to the
special lie that Austria livesn a me | vy , t o Hiberosi o a rr,sbut newddcft i fim
fliberated natioai it is impossible for Austria to dispense with this law if it does not wish

3 Formally speaking, the dispute was about who would hold supremacy in Schitsisigin.
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to jeopardize its own statehood. And since the international community has no wish to se
the cooperation between Austria and Germany grow closer, these shortcomings are gen
ously ignored.

3.LUfts Violation of a Special

In the late 198Qghe Holocaustevisioniss became more active in Austria as watlthat

time the Austrian Criminal Code did not contain any explicit means for punishing such dis:
sidents. Falling back on the-salledProhibition Order, which provides for severe punish-
ment for any revival oNationatSocialistactivity, turned out to be problematic, however,
for the government. Admittedly, judges did not hesitate to implatiionatSocialistcon-
victions to thedefendantsand to assume thawith their revisionist theorigsthey aimed at
making NationatSocialist ideology socially acceptable again, in order to restore it to influ-
ence and power at some future date. HoweverPtbhibition Orderin force at the time
provided for a minimum sentence of five and a maximum sentence of twenty years in priso
for offenses of this kind, and most judges were hesitant to pass such harsh sentences
mer e Ot ho,uép thati ircthei opirdos of the media and of the politicidnshe
ultimate outcome ofoo many cases was an acquittal. A rectification of the#éemwas de-
manded by several pressure groups.

The reader will no doubt wonder how any conflict with this law could be possible for a
person 01 i k& persan whoaasdivedreedecent, industrious life, has no prior
convictionsi not even a traffic violatioh, who has devoted considerable efforts to working
on a volunteer basis for the public good. It would take an entire page just to list all the
functions and offices W. Lifthas held and who was ultimately elected to serve in a politi-
cally unaffiliated and independent capacitypassident of the representative body of his
professiori the Austrian Federal Chamber of Engineéfi®w can it be possible for such a
man to come into conflict with the law previously set out and be brandadasgerous
criminal subject to twenty years imprisonment?

What follows in this article will detail the case of this academically accredited engineer,
Walter Luftl*

For Luftl, it all began with two press releases in the Viennese daily pipdfresseon
March 23 and 29, 1991. Both articles reported about the debates by the SPO [Austrian Soc
Democratic Party] and the ¥VP [ Austrian
new speci al def i niircitermeni é&s 8283a ofthe Austéan Crimmahe |
Code. This suggested paragraph provides for a term up to one year in prison for anyor
fiwho denies the fact that millions of human beings, Jews in particules, killed in con-
centggtion camps of theationalSocialistregime as part of a program of planned geno-
cideo

This prompted Luftto write two letters, one to the newspapé Presseand one to Dr.
Michael Graff the Chairman of the Justice Committee of the Austrian National Council.
Their contents in brief: all that the new law will do is promote denunciation. Following a
visit to the concentration camp Dachau in 1990, Liidil found that the tourist attraction
exhibited there aa6 gas ¢ h a mb é&ad dot beentusedas theytouriguide briefly
summed up the truth, but was in fact a fake that had been set up by a group of laypersol
Luftl asked whether this fact, which could be easily proved, would in future brand anyone
mentioning it as suggesting perhaps a 6°C

Dr. Graffdid not respond; the Editén-Chief of Die Presse Dr. Thomas Chorherin-
formed Luftlon April 5, 1991, that unfortunately his letter could not be published, as it might
be misunderstood by the public. On April 10, 1991, Ligflied to this with the following
letter:

4 Originally, Walter Luftl used the pen name Werner Rademacher for this contribution, which is the rea-
son why it is written in the third person.
5 This suggested paragraph was later abandoned in favor of a new paragraph 3tedfdtegesetz
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fivienna, April 10,1991
Your Ref.: Dr. Ch/P
Your letter of April 5, 1991

Dear Dr. Chorherr Editor-in-Chief:

Thank you for your response; it is rather unusual for an editezhief to reply to the

writer of a letter to the editor. It shows that my letter was received with a thoughtful and
open mind on your part. | agree that my letter might be misunderstodaytary when
someone wants to misunderstand it; there is also the potential danger of approval from
the wrong parties.

For thisreason| am sending you a memo authored by me and documented with publicly
available sources. This memo is not intended in defense of anyone, it is merely intended
to raise doubts in the sense of: | cannot
buti f it wasndét necessarily this way then o
Even a judge and jury may not convict a defendant if they still have doubts.

| ask you to please treat this memo as confidential. It is only for your personal information.

If it should raise doubts in your mind as well, then Die Presse must nevertheless take a
stand AGAINST §283a; not, however, due to the cause per se (again, | agree with you
regarding the potential for misunderstandings), kather due to the hazard posed to our

state under the rule of law. A handful of Adazis are not worth jeopardizing the maxims

of a state under the rule of law.

Very sincerely yours,

[signed]Walter LuftH
The memo mentioned in this letter was a stilg,neue InquisitiofThe New Inquisitio)
which Luftl had by then written on the basis of information from his own library and of
otherwise easily accessible sourtes.

Luftl had decided to inform sondeputies to the National Assembly as well as some other

6opinion | eadersé of the doubts he, as an i
he hoped that i f such doubts JNazi heyaoulllr e s s e c
prompt second thoughts in the persons addressed. Cliosherrn e gat i ve att it uc

him somewhat, since he recalled that Chorhad voiced rather vehement objectionBia
Pressenvhen the movi¢lolocausthad been broadcast on Austrian television. What had hap-
pened since then to turn this Saint Paul back into a Saul?

Drawing on his limited knowledge of the subjet¢that time,Liftl severely criticized a
number of core topics afrthodox Holocaushistoriographyin his paper denounced the
Austrian |l egislatorsd atexlegdpytegal noeang)asbeimgnt t h
stateproscribed terrorism of conviction, and asked whethemntiméster ofjustice and the
Parliament intended that in the future historiasswell agechnicaland scientific expert
witnessesor even perfectly average persons who merely expressed their doubts, would be
dragged into court and convicted without any chance to defend themselves. As the case of
Luftl shows, both theninister of justiceas well as théustrianParliament did intentb do
exactly this

4. Luftld s  Wehin#t thebScenes

Since Dr. Grafhad not responded to Lifitls | et t er of Nwotebimagai®@, 199
on May 9, 1991, after he had received a visit from the former party whip of the OVP, to
whom he had entrusted some documents with the request to pass them on to Druf8raff

drewGrafbs attention to the results of his res
andwelf ounded doubts. 6Contemporary historybd
to agree. This time Dr. Grafésponded, with a letter dated May 13, 1991:

8 A revised version of this paper titled AHolocaust
tion: AThe L¢ftl Re p or JHR 124) Wnterd 208)tpp. 39826.1 i ef and Fa
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AiThank you for your | etter regRedongoth
you sent me is already known to me. | must say, however, that the personal recollectiol
of so many witnesses who described the atrocitidsisttwitzimpress me more than the
expositions Reporttbiioghovieler full lagree with you on the point
that only science, not a trial judge, can determine what is truth and what is falsefiood.
(Emphasis added)

On May 19, 1991, Luftresponded to this letter and pointed out, with examples, that the
eyewitness testimony and confessions of alleged perpetrators which he had examined we
factually incorrect, and informed Dr. Gradff the contents of a letter he (L)ftlad senbn

May 10, 1991to Austrian mainstream historidProfessor Jagschitz

The District Criminal Court of Vienna had summoned Dr. Gerhard Jagsplofessor
for contemporary history in Vienna, as expert witness in the trial of the Austrian Holocaus
revisionist Gerd HonsiK26b Vr 14.186/86); in a January 10, 1991, letter to the District
Court, Jagschithad mentionedundamental doubts about matters of judicial noticere-
garding the existence of homicidal gas chambefgiathwitz.

Laftl informed Professor Jagschiaghis own wellfounded doubts and urged him to con-
sult the expertise of engineers in order to resolve the questions at issue: had there really be
mass executions by means of poison gas, and were there really gas chakbschiiiz?

Laftl further wrote to Professor Jagschitz August 12, October 5, October 21, 1991, and
February 20, 1992, pointing out many facts (forgeries and false testimony), providing refer
ences to relevant literature, and finally asking him the decisive question:

fiHow do you as contemporary historian expect to judge whether a witness is in a positio
to know something, if you do not consider the material evidence offered by technical e>
perts (WittgensteinOn Certainty, Clause 441)? All you can do is to quote other sources,

without being able to really check the facts! One example: how do you deal with the tes
ti mony of a 6witness of atrocitiesd who
ofthetri mneyséd? | know the witness is |yi

knowledge, and by calculations and experimentation if need be. But how can you, on tf
other hand, O0éprove tthatn tthoe kwmiotweeds?sd wa

Luftl therefore urged Professor Jagsctotrecommend to the Court that engineering experts
should be consulted. Professor JagsatEgponded for the sake of politeness, but evaded
the issueGermanchemist @rmar Rudolfalso generously offered Professor Jagsdhigz
servicesThe following critique of thdagschitZReportshows the consequences of fine-
fessoro6s refusal to consider these recon

5.Lift s Commi ssi on as Expert on

By this time, Luftlhad written the outline for parts bis report titledHolocaust (Belief and
Facts)and was working on corrections and supplements; since his work had meanwhil
become known, the German lawyer Hajo Herrmahiiisseldorf commissioned him on
May 24,1991 to draw up a report HAabout the
war in the concentration camps Afischwitz 1 and 2, based on eite investigation An
active exchange of letters developed between hiifilthe lawyer, who wrote the former on
June 7, 1991 that the documents he had recgiveded him toa i ¢ h e mforenait a
approaclhy and that he had t he rfe moreieformation.tThise n
was the starting point for the report of accredited chemist Germar Riluwlfeader will
find a summary of this report further on in the present volume. For reasons of tivas
not possible for Luftto go toAuschwitz for an on-site investigation, and so his correspond-
ence with attorney Herrmarended with a letter of July 16, 1991, without Liftlving
written a report.He merely handed in the results he had worked out by then as well as the
relevant documents, and answered a number of questions. He amended and supplemer
his work Holocauston the basis of the information he had been given by the experts con-
sulted, and concluded his work in August 1991.

Prior to this time Luftl had sent copies of his woikalways the currently up-date
versioni to a number oAustrianpoliticians, including theninister of justiceaparty whip
severaldeputies to the National Assemblyhead ofa provincial government, etc., and in
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February 1992 to a numberssnatepresident®f theAustrianSupreme Court. One of these
gentlemen, whose name is here withHeldhis protection sent him the following remark-
able reply:

fiDr. NN

Senate President of tl&ipreme Court

March 3, 1992
To Walter Luft] Accredited Engineer
President of the Federal Chamber of Engineers

Dear Mr. President,

| read your work with great interest. According to press repdhts National Assembly
has decided to pass the enclosed amendment into law.
As far as | am concerned, a law that criminalizes the scientific debate about issues of
contemporary history is unconstitutional and irreconcilable with the basic principles of a
state under the rule of law.
For this reasonl personally consider as indefensible an interpretation ofrikis crimi-
nal law 83h which operates largely with vague legal concepitsa sensehat (public)
scientific worksare in violation of that law whicendeavor to question or even refute the
accounts given by academics or institutions of certain historical events.
The scientific endeavor to refute, by technical arguments, the opinion generally held of
certain killing methods or the numbers of victims does not in my opinion fall within the
province of this law at all, unless tiNationatSocialistgenocide or otheNationalSo-
cialist crimes are thereby denied or grossly trivialized. The other potential ways of vio-
lating the law do not enter into the picture at all in the case at hand.
Ofcourse)] cannot give an authoritative interpr
pretation by the Supreme Court.
Sincerely] €] 0
The studyHolocaust (Belief and Factsyas published in English iWolume 12,Issue 4
(winter 1992/1993pp. 391-420) of The Journal of Historical Reviewlt should be briefly
mentioned that in it LUftstated the motives that had prompted his work, and further, that he
believed that a crime begins with the very first person wrongly killed and that it was not the
issue to try to argue for a reduction of the number of victims, but rather that the numerous
contradictions and the factually incorrect, even deliberately false claims he had pointed out
needed to be critically appraised and analyzed by technical eXpestsy case, the doubts
entertained byevisioniss were not unfounded, he said, and muchemeadily reconcilde
with technological realities than the claims made by orthodox Holocaust writers to date. If,
contrary to theevisionist®expectations, scientific investigations of the Holocausitably
by means of material evidentavere to establish the Holocaust as a fact, thenethision-
ists, too, would have to accept thi® LUftl, the questionable aspect of the Holocaust was
particularly the alleged mass gassings; the other forms of killing are not mentioned at all by
Luftl due to his lack of familiarity with these topics.

6. The Scandal

On February26, 1992 the Austrian National Assembly passed the amenduotethie Pro-
hibition Orderinto law” The revisedParagraph 3g and the ne®aragraph 3h of ik Aus-
trian special law, which is analogous to the contents of the planmedlater abandoned
§283a Criminal Code, now read as follows:
fig) Anyone engaging in activities reflectifdationalSocialistsentiments in any way
other than set out in §83a to Bfand providing that there is no other law providing for a
moresevere sentendeshall be punished by a term of imprisonment ranging from one to
ten years, and in cases pédrticular menace posed by the perpetrator or by his actions,
by up to 20 yearsd imprisonment.

7 Bundesgesetzblal®7/92.
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h) §3g also applies to anyone who, whether through publication, broadcasting, any othe
media, or other manner suited to public dissemination, denies, grossly trivializes, ap-
plauds or seeks to justify theationalSocialistgenocide or otheNationalSocialist
crimes against humanity.

Thus, Luftlconsidered his work on this problem to be finished. He had no wish to tilt at
windmills.

Only a few days latean article appeared Issue 11/92 of thAustrian weekly newspaper
Wochenpresse / Wirtschaftswodhe t The NaziBabbngs of Walter Liftlo [ iie Na-
zispriiche des Walter Lud}| written by a journalist named Reichmainrthe typically ma-
ni pulative style so char act e meichmanmookdat- t
tually wundeni abl y btdieuaee nat fud; theimmeinetason requiced a
great input of energy, and a long timéut of their proper context and denounced them as
fiNazi bablings. Ble ignored entirely the motivésathad prompted Lifl s wo r k .

The outrage was Archtéctulechief denieskusclaviizeni wgs fih e
of one of theggentlerheadlines. No researches were initiated, to the contrary. At best there
were two or three telephone inquiries whose subsequent print editions usually claimed e;
actly the opposite of what Liftlad explained.

The scandal was complete.

The Professional Engineering Associations as well were abuzz with outraggehathe
(based on ignorance) and induced. Especially the Association of Social Democratic Ace
demics Bund Sozialdemokratischer AkademjkBSA]. Masonic institutions outdid them-
selves in screaming for Liftls r e s i presidentiofothe Aastsian Chamber of Engi-
neersAs president, Liftlreally could neither be dismissed nor voted out of office, but he
saw nopoint in trying to continue working with artificially outraged representatives of the
civil engineering profession. He had assumed that engineers, of all people, would investiga
first and judge later. Theresident of the Vienna Chamber of Engineers, a Socialist, tried to
make stepping down a tempting option for Lyl pointing out that the BSA would not
pursue legal proceedings against him. What the word of this $@embcrat is worth was
demonstrated by the fact that even with all the induced outrage ancbbkiaig there were
only two reports to the police: that of Dr. Neugebatiee professional denouncer of the
Documentation Center of the Austrian Resistanibeklimentationszentrum des 6ster-
reichischen Widerstandgsnd that of the BSA.

Since the office opresident of theAustrianChamber of Engineers was no sinecure, but
required great sacrifice of time and money from anyone who was truly committed to this
function, and to spare his family further grief, Liitsigned on March 12,992.

It was not long before he received a summons from the District Criminal Court. A prelim-
inary inquiry had been instituted against him on the basis of the two aforementioned denul
ciations. But the examining magistrate did not care to ascertain the trutioldisoncern
was to determine how excerpts of L6ft wor k had found t-Wirgi r
publications Mo notice was taken of Liils comment t hat surely
the correctness of his work and not its place of publication, which might have bef&n the

(0
c

lanta Church New$ o r al | h e «c ar eNdtionalSarialisttielvs® itstpa ti e
posedly always appeahenever anyonerites downundesirable truthsifeaninghose un-
derminingmatt ers of judici al notice). There

pends on the medium in which it appears. It is surprising that no one went so far as to spe
ulate that Luftlhimself just might havencited Herr Reichmannof the Wochenpress®
carefully select tendentious quotations from his widdtocaustand to publistthese in his
articlBabfNaznigs a6 eex mpmaesity ne NatgrlalSaocialfti c a
regi meoé

Neither the prosecuting attorney nor the examining magistrate could come up with eve
so much as one sentence, or part of a sentence, that would shote béfte grossly trivi-
alized, approved or justifiedationatSocialistcrimes, much less genocide.

On January 15, 1993, Lifibas informed thaatt he r equest of t he
Office the preliminary inquiry, which evidently had not yielded any incriminating findings,
had been 6upgradedd t o qseari@usprovdeding.r y i nves
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Amotionby Liftb s d e f e n s drop thé chargesasdigmidsezbn June 28, 1993,
on the remarkable grounds

fi [ é&Hat itis clear from the formulation of the work that igEnerallysuited, when used
in a palliative or exculpatory manner, to vioéeg3gProhibition Order[ é.d

In plain English this means that to state the fact that hydrogen cyanide boils°&t ieg-3
resentsNationatSocialistr e vi val i sm i-wi mger@duicad thightf
questionastohow it could then have been withissi bl e
only a few minutes in unheated basements. What is more, even to suggest that someone
shouldfind ananswerto this question byooking upa chemistry textook approved by the

Ministry of Education(because eadicalrightwi n g e r me @pnithtthatédea himself!)
wouldevidently be & a s eNatomiatSacialistrevivalism But since Liftlwas no longer
accused , @s$deférdecounselldrew the crystiglar conclusion in his subsequent
objection

fi [ é&Hat the findinggof his work] are obviously correct. In this respect we agree with

the Court] é.9

What we have here is a law clearly in violation of human ridlit&l wrote to a good hum-
ber ofdeputies to the National Assembly and asked them whethéhne time they voted
this bill into law; they had desired the sort of thing that was happening toAisingle
deputy wrote back:

fiYour letter disturbs me. | wanted no such thing.

7. Further Research

Luftl now saw himself forced to continue working on his sthidyocaust,even if only for

the sake of backing up his defense, as well as to fulfill the requirements sfiagttband
protocolsof t he Austrian National Assembl vy, whi
research into specific topicsbhrough the intensive study of source literature and through
exchange of information with qualified experts, his knowledge grew exponentially, since he
could now devote to these pursuits the time he had preyiepsht on volunteer service to

the Chambeof EngineersOn t hose points where he had ha
6personal convi ct i on s$Hélocaust hedcould wowcorsdidatdish i | e w
knowledge to the point of virtual certainffoday, Lftl feels confident that he can prove

each and every claim advancedHaolocaustwith technical certitude, reglewith all tech-

nical evidence and verifiable resulfs.case in point is his critique of tliagschitzReport

that had been submitted in tHensikTrial, discussed in the following (Section 8).

8. The HonsikTrial

It is natural that Lufttook the greatest interest in thi&l of GerdHonsik which was held

before the District Criminal Court of Vienna from late April to early May 1992. He was

particularly interested in a report which, contrary to all judicial custom, had not been pre-

sented in writing prior to the main hearing. In other woidead only been introduced in

the course of the main hearing. This was the Jagschitz Report, by the expert witness Dr.

Gerhard Jagschitw h o , as Ocont e fapgbtma tosing baltle fso dhe statn

where the issue of édmass extermination with
Even a child could glean from newsedia coverage that this was no expert report, but

rather an accounting to the Court of what the expert had read and vaaeéd hepersonally

believed. According to his own claims made under dath we must believe him, until and

unless he is proven false¢he expert witness had read 5,000 to 7,000 statements of witnesses

and found some twthirds to be false. However, the expeaitédto state his criteria for this

examination, whicltannot have takemore than ten minutes per witness staternerav-

erage Further,only the court should be in a position to evaluate testimony, and only such

testimony as was made befdnecourt, since after all théefendanand his defense counsel

must be able to question each witness and possibly to reéitéettimony.
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But only one single eyewitness statement was introduced in detail into the trial proceec
ings. This was t he Dil®dcldone s twbddhowesds, eagcantomg y
to theDienstalterdiste der WafferSS the Waffen SS's seniority list, was not a physician at
all at the time in question, and hence cannot have performed the functions he testified |
performed inAuschwitz.® His statement is rife with absurdities, which the expert Dr. Jag-
schitzfailed to recognize as suéhand in fact he could not possibly have recognized them,
due to hisown lack of qualifications on the subject. Did he deem Dr. Fistleer st at e m
b e keystdtemewt? Or di d he s i nmindimnatihgone, on¢ he deemed d
O6more cr edmnthatlaed.? Mor e o

It is seltevident, as well as confirmed kijscerningobservers of the trial, that it was only
the massive intervention of tipeesiding judgehat saved the expert withess from greater
embarrassment during cresgamination by the defense attorney. The fact that in compli-
cated issues it is necessary to provide
in order to ensure that matters atear to everyone concerned and that there is no more or
less deliberatebfuscation empowethe presiding judeto cut short any preliminary state-
ments that might prove uncomfortable fore expert witness, mer
question, pl ease! 0 Bt asceaanythe treh will mat hesitatel tb y
permit even longvinded introductions in such important matters, since these serve the pur:
pose of determining what is the truth. Within the framework of current criminal procedure,
however, itisclearlynotgasb f orm i n such cases to | et
patiently. We wondr why?

Just consider how the defense attorméght have driven the expert witness into a corner
if the report had been made availab&forethe main hearing and if subject experts could
have critically examined the statements of the report, which were downright amateurish o
someof thetechnical points in question. But this was not possible until afterwards, when
the transcript of the hearing was available.

Prof. Jagschitalid repeatedly stress that he was no enginheéich, since it had already
been established as fact by tiwaurt, really needed no further avowal. Still, he constantly
presumed to interpret such technical documents as he considered to be genuine. Howeve
documentevenifgenunen eed not be correct. A 6cont e
tion to judge. Further, an opportunity to examine the expense account of the expert witne
revealed that notonly hadtlle ur t &6 c o mmi s s Bubthaeldgschitas veekh d i r
due to inadequate facility in the Polis|
for himdb and had then presented t hexgen f
witnessesnust swear an oathat what they present to tiseurtare their observations in a
true and complete manndt is quite incomprehensible how Jagschutmld arrive at any
6true and completed findings at all with
tors. These translations, however, should have been availabledefémantnd his de-
fense counsel at an appropriate time, as well as the complete overall findings, so as to peri
thorough preparations on the part of the defense. But that watonetOn the contrary,
when thedefendanimade the thoroughly sensible suggestion (which would no doubt have
been acted on in any other trial) tleene should at least call in experts from the Viennese
crematorium to refute the false and incorrect document regarding the incineration capaci
of the crematoria oAuschwitz, the judgecut him off. Was that fair?

Nevertheless, Jagschifzi d do away with certain 6ste
bodi es6 and Of oAuschwitzi Despiteoangregt anany shdrtcamimgs, his
report is a step in the direction of the
than to dispute actual facts. But if these facts, which are terrible enough in themselves, a

8 B. Meyer(ed.),Dienstaltersliste der Waffe8S Stand 1.7.1944Biblio Verlag, Osnabriick 198Horst
Fischerwa s -Fi¢gSisr er of t he Medi cal Cor papistusmnfibrérHisn o me
written statement, that he participated in gassings in 1942 in the capacity of SS physician, is thus false;
in a later publication, the professional denouncers of the Documentation Center of the Austrian Re-
sistance repeat Jagscldits al | egati on about the ADr. ,-0 but r
Galandain B. BailerGalanda, W. BenaV. Neugebauegfeds.) Wahrheit und Auschitzliige Deuticke,
Vienna 1995, p. 97; cf. G. Rudplf fi L ¢ g e witzzWla hAruhsecidem, Aaschwitz-Liigen op. cit
3rd ed., Castle Hill Publishers, Uckfield 2016, pp7-227, here p. 204.
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exaggerated, there is a danger that this exaggeration will reqdthingbeing believed
any more in the future.
Luftl examined Professor Jagschitg r eport onl y . herfodowigch &6 s po
sets out his findings. These few examples hint at how the defense mighedeted to the
benefit of thedefendanthad it had refutations by engineers at its disposal.

9. Why Should Engineering Repoig® Obtainedefore Reports

Are Issued on Contemporary History?

Even though Professor Jagschitas alertedby LUftl to the fact thatin light of the com-
plexity of the issue Om@sstexwbed i hat ucre$ unh
to obtain prior engineering and scientific reports on this subjettirhleis capacity as expert
on contemporary history summoned by toeirt for the HonsikTrial i neglected to have
the technical questions settlatithe outselby engineering experts.
In drawing up his report, he relied on witness testimony given in other trials, on claims
made by other persons, and on documents which he apparently deemed genconeand
The following expositions are intended to show soaprehensil@manner thaheglecting
to consult engineering experssulted in false conclusions that could have been avoided.

9.1. Mortuary as Gas Chamber

On April 30, 1992 (page 471 of the court transcrip®pert Jagschitexplained that in a

letter dated March 6, 1943, thead of the Central Construction Officef the Waffen SS

Auschwitz, a man by the name of Bischoffad ordered preheating facilities ftdortuary

1, with ventilation and aeration frof@rematoria Il and 1l in the concentration camp of

Auschwitz-Birkenau.The expertvitnesstook this order as proof th&dortuary 1was in fact

a gas chamber,

I sincethe heating facility was needédb e cause Zykl on B works pro
tures between 75 and R 0 hdt wast ignorance in engineering, physical and chemical
respects is revealed by even these few words!), and

T no heating facility would have been needed for a mortuary, since such a room would need
to be cool.

Disregarding the question of whether the document is even géfthia@rocess of planning

and construction described leaves room for considerable doubt), it must be stated first of all

that the court expert merely stated precisely the same thing here @Sldede Pressaé

He came to the same false conclustéowever, what Pressaoints out but Jagschiseems

not to know is the fact that thgroject for apreheating installation fa€rematorium Il was

cancelecevenbefore the building became operatiodak to dlawed design of the forced

draft device, and thahé same installation was cancelled @€mematorium Il from the

start!! Did Jagschitzkip over that part in his readin@? is he not that familiar with Pres-

sa©@s work after all? Consequently, how can I

with poison gas aAuschwitzd wi t h damtliar bitbPresgpg@ s v ol umi nous fi
Furthermore, there may very well have been a technical need to install ltEatiogsin

a mortuary, for two reasons:

i For reasons of hygien& was no doubt necessary to have water pipes connected to the
mortuary for cleaning purposé&4lf one wants to avoid having to routinely drain all facil-
ities manually in winter when there is dangeffrekzing then one must surely keep the
room temperature above ¥2 and

 Letter of Bischoff head of the Central Construction Office, Waffen SS, dated March 6, 1943, published,
e.g, in J:C. PressadAusctwitz: Technique and Operation of the Gas Chambgesite Klarsfeld Foun-
dation, New York 1989, p. 221.

10 |bid., p. 223, bottom right.

1 |bid., p. 230.

12 The blueprints of the mortuaries in question do in fact show wateritiéghspp. 311f. These are said to
have been removed latduid., p. 286.
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i Neuferb standard work on civil engineeritigclearly states that a mortuary should be
kept at a temperature between 35.5 and°63dince freezing bodies burst open and may
freeze to whatever they are lying on (as well as to each other, if they are stacked). On M:
24, 1945, eyewitness Henryk Taulséaited with respect ©Grematorium 4

AAll the bodies were frozen and we had
Therefore, planning for fAmortuary heatin
was used aahomi ci dal .04 any rate,hna engireering expert would have

dreamed of incompletely quoting Je@taude Pressawvithout stating his source, and with-
out critical,comprehensibléschnical argumentsandthen to present these incomplete quo-
tations as the result of his owecomprehensiblée hought process, a&
And what is more, the cancellation of thejecti n questi on renders
exi stence ofperG6epaos chamber so

9.2. Capacity of the Crematoria

Due to the characteristic natureEdpert Witnesdagschitdt s pr esent ati on |
technical verification, but proportionately all the more adamant!), the document pertaining
to the capacity of the crematofiavill be briefly discussed.

The documenf of June 23, 1943 statdsatthe five crematoria oAuschwitz Main Camp
(Stammlagerand Birkenau were able to process 4,756 corpses in 24 hours.

The figure regarding total capacity was purely hypothetical.

The first point here is that the S2ntral Construction Officencludes in its statement
Crematorium lof Auschwitz Main Camp even though it wasetired a few weeks later.
Crematorium I frequently had to be taken out of service because of damagdite#and
chimney and was fully serviceable only from May to July 1944ihematorium Il was
never used to full capacity, a@tematorium YV suffered from constant damage tofits-
nace and chimney (taken out of service in May 1943, repairs attempted in vain in April
1944) and was shut down for good aCremar t
torium V as well,furnaes and chimneys frequently burned out.

The document in question is wéihown and has already been declared to be absurd sev-
eral times (StaglichButz, Walendyand others}/ The figures it cites are sheer fantasy, as
the following will show. Aside from the claim that the capacity of the individuafflesin
Crematoriallthrough V allegedly was 96 persons per ¢ae capacity oCrematorium |
would have been only half gseati even though the supplier (Topf & S6hne) clearly man-
ufactured théurnaces based on the same patent.

But if one compares this document with the memo of March 12, *¥94garding the
consumption of coke fuel recorded there, then one finds something truly remarkable. In
non-stop 24hour operation the 4,416 bodies (4,758%0 forCrematorium E Crematorium
Il through V) could allegedly be cremated with 34,574 Ibs. of coke ifeel,7.8 Ibs. per
body. This is utterly incredible, since normally it takes 88 to 110 Ibs. per body. Anyone whc
does not believe this is free to go to the crematorium of any larger city and ask the olde
staff members thereffedagh®® remember the o6c

The maximum delivery of coke fuel in March 1943 amounted to 144.5 metrié'ttnis,
alleged peak capacity wsuspossible for only nine days in March 1948ut at that time

13 E. Neufert BauentwurfslehrgUllstein Fachverlagzrankfurt am Main 1962, p. 423.

14 J-C. Pressaop. cit.(note9), p. 482.

15 Court transcript, page 475.

16 J-C. Pressaop. cit.(note9), p. 247.

17 For the latest critique see Carlo Mattogiioc) Sc hl ¢sséeéido&umlene ®nat VifGe | r
4(1) (2000), pp. 5@ 6 ; Engl i s Witz CemtfalhCenstAictisndbadquarters Letter Dated 28
June 1943: An Al t éttpHvd.orgiGe/c/CMildlett.htplr et at i on, 0

1815 minutes per body! In 1940, the technology available required 1.5 to 2 hours per body!

1% J-C. Pressadbid., p. 223, column 3.

20 Anyone who wishes to study the problems of cremation and power consumption by various means and
methods is referred to the standard work on this topic: F. SchumBibéreuerbestattung Ge b har d
Verlag, Leipzig 1939. Cf. also the chapter by C. Mattognd F. Deanahapter, this volume.

2L J-C. Pressamp. cit.(note9), p. 224.
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Crematoria llthrough V were not yet ready for full operation! At other times, average con-
sumption was about 71 metric tons per month; in other words, the crematoria could have
been used at peak capacity for only 4.5 days per mamthat amount of fueEven if the
fabulousthroughputof 4,416 persons per day weattained no more than a maximuof
20,000 bodies could have been crematedéparv er age mont hdé in 1943,
consideration a realistic fuebnsumption rate, which may be conservatively estimated at
55 to 66 pounds (greater than the allege@ by a factor of 7 to 8!), then the cremation
capacity of the crematoria cannot have exceeded an average of 2,500 to 3,000 bodies per
month. This means that the method by which the victims of the mass gassings were disposed
of is yet to be determined. In aogse, the crematoria were not up to such a task. Possibilities
that have ben suggested include burning the bodies in pits and on pyres, for instance with
methanol (boiling point 14&!), or with wood: quantities of 330 to 44ifs. per body would
be required; and the question whether such an operation would even be possible at all be-
comes clear from the testimony of crematoria expert LagaeSection 9.4.

For the double/tripl@ctuplemuffles, respectively, the consumption of coke fuel (based
on a calculation of the energy balance) per body, in continuous opeiiaipim (the theo-
retical i deal c g Sveu)d ,amolind to 504L/32 77 24iRs| andofar @éx- e s
tremely emaciated bodies, to 67.7/45.0/3B<, which means an approximate average of
44.1 |Ibs? One must add to this approximately 20% for periods of fitipcanddowntime
or some 53bs. (=24 kg) In other words, between April and October 1943 (consumption
approx. 497 metric ton9, 497,006:24 = 20,000 to 21,000 bodies could be cremated. This
means an average of barely 3,000 cremations per month, or roughly 100 per day. Therefore,
if one considers the actual consumption of fuel, the crematoria were incapable of cremating
thousands of bodiesepday. Furthermore, after a maximum of 3,000 cremations the retort
i s 0 b u,rthatésdtheefadtory liningmust be completely replaced, which, as can also
be proved, was never done for any of nieffles 22

9.3. No Smoke from the Crematoria Chimneys

Regarding the absence of smoke from the crematoria chimnéyssaiwitz-Birkenau on
the USAAF aerial reconnaissance phofdsxpert Witnesslagschitzsuggested that the
Americans

fiprobably used a filtef € its purpose was to screen out thin clofidé F*o
However, even i f such a f isindkeplumdsExpert3ag-c c es s f
schitzshould know that their shadows would still have been visible on the ground, and thus
on the photos, as clearly and precisely as the shadows ofitheeys are visible Aside
from this fact, the filters, for whose use Jagsctitznot cite any source or evidence, clearly
werenot used, since the bombs dropped by the Allies caused fires on the ground, and thus
smoke plumesand thessmoke plumeare clearly visible on other phot#s.

94 Then Fabul ouso Crematorium Expert

Questioned by defense attorney Dr. Herbert Schdfgpert Witnesslagschitzstated that
he did not understand how some (Il ater fisome

there had beeonlyh undr eds ( o f that was ouer his heéd that exceéded his
comprehensioh By studying the sworn testimony of
(a Canadian citizen before a Canadian cour't
Trial 6! ), e x p ecoutd easily haneaiscoverddaterimicah reality

2 Cf. the chapter by C. Mattogremd F. Deanghis volume.

3 D.A. Brugioni, R. Poiriey The Holocaust Revisited: A Retrospective Analysis of the witzdBirkenau
Extermination ComplexCentral Intelligence Agency, Washington 1979, p. 11.

24 Court transcript, page 478.

2 Cf. the air photos in G. Ruda(éd.),Air-Photo Evidencesth ed., Castle Hill Publishers, Uckfield 20)
pp. 97101, 107109.

% Report of expert witness Professor Jagsdbitzhe District Criminal Court of Vienna in the trial of
Gerd Honsik Ref. 26b Vr 14.186/86, pp. 20 and 42 of the court transcript.
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T h dabufous crematorium expért i s | v, aanageraftte B&v Vallegrema-
toriumin Calgary, Alberta, Canada. The Bow Valleyematoriumis the hottest and there-
fore the fastestrematoryin operation in North America. By virtue of its natugals burner
a cremation can be completed in only 90 minutes.

Lagacéhad completed the twanda-half-year Funeral Services program at Humber Col-
lege in Ontaripand in 197%e graduatedndreceived hintario license. In 1983 he ob-
tained his Alberta license. He has cremated more than 1,000 bodies. In clear testimot
Lagacémeticulously explained the problems of cremation and the hazards involved. He
showed, in replicable and verifiable manner, that tdokéfired!) crematoria of Birkenau
were less efficient than crematoria using natges burners (whethe energy supplgan
be simply shut off). He was also familiar with the plans fordtenatoria aBirkenau and
compared therwith theequivalenfacilities in Bow Valley.

Lagacéalso discussed in detail the practice of opérburning and the issue of how to
deal with typhusdnfected corpses. Regarding opa&in burning, he testified that even with
the use of gasoline, in 90% of all cases it would be only the skin that chaerkdpp the
limbs would also b&urned but the torso was very difficult to cremate.

That w dabuloush ec rfie mat ori um expert, whose
greater value than a patentiise document. Atechrically impossible scenario does not
becomepossibleeven ifthisi s al |l eged in a O6genuined d
06 g e n u iErpertWithegsdagschitz

Even Raul Hilbergknows thatCrematorium lwas operational only until spring 1943.

So why the SS would still detail its capacity on June 23, 1943, in thisrasedhis au-
thobs comprehensi on

9.5. The Powerful Ventilators

On May 4, 1992Expert Witnesdagschitl i scussed the ficonsider
found that clearlyin Moscowpage 19 of court transcript
vent air out of the mortuariesd r at her t here were consider
Crematorialland Ill, page 34 ofhecourt transcript).

These ventilators haohotorsof 3.5 hp. Given a necessamyessurecapacity of 6 inches
watercolumn and considering thereaof the conduit crossections, conduit course (nu-
merous rightangle diversions), interior surfaces of the conduit (undressed brick, wood) anc
the nature of the vent openings (coarsely punched metal), this suffices for a maximum of te
exchanges ofairimte 6gas chamberd per hour.

Considering the ventilation time of 30 minutes, this means that the concentration of hy
drogen cyanide may then have dropped to a minimum of approxintatglgf the initial
concentration. But since the method of alleged introduction of the Zyklon B from above
means that the evaporation of hddweredteah c
works only in the American gas chambers using hydrayamide generators), the evapo-
ration would continue and at a greater rate than before, since thledesgmapheric pres-
sure created in ventilation (lowering of the boiljpgint) promotes evaporation. This means
that until almost right before the end of the evaporation proteskich can take from a
few to many hours, depending on the ambient temperature and humttigyventilators
with their capacity of only 3.5 hp would have had to perform a Sisyphean taskistim
ceeding in lowering thgasconcentration below the lethal level.

The question how the ventilators really worked, given a chamber crowded to bursting witl
dead bodies and given the-aitake and-exhaust configuration, is a matter that still needs
to be settled by ventilation experts, for the used air waa@rdnear the flooreven though
heating and increased moisture content caused by the presence of the victims would ha
made it lighter than the incoming fresh air. Another problem is the fact that the air intake
and exhaust openings are located too close to @hehi 6.5 feet apart on the same wall,
versusa distance of 24.5 feet from the opposite wall of the room blocked by the dead bodie:
This means that fTherceiwdulod éeraidshhret c

27 R. Hilberg The Destruction of the European Jew®lmes & Meier, New York 1985, Table 75.
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Given an initiahydrogencyanideconcentrationof 5943, ¢ o mp |-&ft fed éasfhuga s
duction, five air exchanges per half hour and ideal ventilation conditions, the concentration
of hydrogen cyanide remaining will be only 50 mdafter half an hour and it will be safe
to enter the gas chamber without a gas mask. But since Zyklon B contiraveptoatdor
hours, entering the gas chamber after 30 minutes and without protective clothing as claimed
would be fatal. Even gas masks equipped with a spEitiet J, guaranteeing safety for 30
minutes, would be inadequate under such conditions.

Furthermore, the location of the air intake and exhaust vents on the roof ridge, approxi-
mately 15 feet apaft begs the question as to what would happen whenever there was a
breeze from the exhaust vent towards the intake opening. Again, it would be a matter of a
6 s hairauit of air. Mo selfrespecting German engineer worth his epaulets would design
a 6gas chamber6 this poorly.

The ventilator for the dissecting room and the rooms for washing up and for laying out
the corpses all of them situated abowground and with windows had a capacity of 1 hp,
while that for the much largéorgue ( 6 gas chamber 6) hadh&. 5 hp.
shown, the performance of all @ktraction systems of the different room£irematorialll
and Il in Birkenau furnaceroom, Mortuary 1,Mortuary 2, dissecting and washing room)
was considered to be nearly the same:to 11.1 air exchanges per hothAnd Mattogno
provided evidence that this was the standaagacityrequired for morgues according to
contemporary German expert literatdteyhereas aiextraction systems fdrydrogencya-
nidegas chambers (delousing chambers) required at least 72 air exchanges péfinayr.
the ventilation system of bttuary 1 was certainly not suited to exchange the given volume
of air, enriched with 5 ¢nydrogen cyanide pen3 (according to Pressdéjt was even 12
g/m3) and within the space of time (30 minutes) claimed in Holocaust literature (eyewitness
reports), nor was it suited to exchange the given volume of air a sufficient number of times
to allow the 6gas chamber 6 t othduepowerugas ed af
masks and protective clothing. The bottom line of all this is that the ventigtgiamsf
Crematoria lland 11l were designed strictly for purposes of normargueventilation, and
not for the removal of highly toxic quantities g&s in a short period of time (20 to 30
minutes)®®

9.6. An SSColonel as Traveling Repairman

&Expert Witnesé J a gatsenkglettsn go directly to the source of things in A@th
nical matters, as he had initially stated he would (court transcript page 261).

As proof of the existence of gas chambershe cite$ab®®d d et e r mi(traresaiptbhy hi m
page 390) that specialists for 6gas chambe
repairs were needed:

fiWwhen gas facilitiefsic] were broken, there was a man who was called in from Berlin to
repair them. This was a certain Herr Eirenschnfalg | o

A quick glance into a standard work of OHol
Eirenschmala  wchief of Office G4 (Finances!) in Group C (Construction) of i/HA

(Wirtschafts und Verwaltungshauptamilain Economic and Administrative Office of the

SS)3* He held the rank oBtandartenfiihrerapproximately equivalent to that edlonel in

the US Army.

28 J-C. Pressamp. cit.(note9), p. 291.

2 C.Mattogng A Awistczh:. The End of @d)Aesgvetn BlaindFacts@nd &l., Rudol f
Castle Hill Publishers, Uckfield 2016, pp. $136.

0 bid., p. 175; cf. W. Heepkeie Leichenverbrennungsanstalten (die Krematorisferlag von Carl
Marhold, Halle/Saale 1905, p. 104.

81 C. Mattognoop. cit.(note29), p. 175; cf. G. Peter&. Wistinger i Eatlaubung in Blausaure
K a mme Eeitschaift fir hygienische Zoologie und Schadlingsbekam#a¢ip/11) (1940), pp. 191
196, here p. 195; F. Puntigai. BreymesselE. BernfusBlausauregaskammern zur Fleckfieberab-
wehr, Sonderveréffentlichung des Reichsarbeitsblattes, Berlin 1943, p. 50.

82 J-C. Pressaop. cit.(note9), pp. 16 and 18.

3 This is also the opinion of-L. Pressadbid., pp. 224 and 289.

3 R. Hilberg op. cit.(note27), Table 72, p. 559.
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Does anyone with half brain really believe that an S8andartenfihrerwho normally
commands a regiment in the Army and who was evidentlghief paymasteof the Con-
struction Office, would come running from Berlin clutching his toolbox whenever a hinge
stuck on some input chute for Zyklon B?! Particularly when there were enough workshop:
and trained personnel availableAoschwitz itself?

9.7. The Unusual Consequences of HydreGganide Poisoning

&Expert Witnesé J a gatse diaims (zourt transcript page 441f.) thatan interview in
War saw with an @i nmate who hadmaaBreitwidsedt i o
he had learned that Breitwiesead been present at #Athis p
onersof-war on September 4, 1941, in Block 11 of fheschwitz Main Camp, which now,
according to Pressaapparently did not take place until Deceni®eBreitwieserhad re-
moved his gas mask too soon and had suffered facial hemiplegia, paralysis of one half of
face, as a result.

The expert is here quoting a false statement, presumably by the inmatgditzhask-
ing a toxicologist or forensic doctor about this would reveal that paralysis of one half of the
face cannot be the result l;fydrogencyanidepoisoning,and that a hydrogecyanide poi-
soningnot producingdeathhas no permanent effecfs.

9.8. Further Details, Conclusions and Questions

9.8.1. Uncritical Acceptance d¥itness Testimonies

Incidentally, Jagschitzoncludes (transcript pages 4901) that there is room for correction
in individual subsections of this complex subjectd that considerable academic efforts are
still required to look into the numerous questions of detail.

But this is exactly what was neglectéaling the trial!

Not one single question of detail was examined by engineers, chemists, doctors, etc. sul
moned for the purpose. On the contrary: experts whose interest in contemporary histol
prompts them to raise critical questions for discussi@ (vho do exactly whaExpert
WitnessJagschitzurges) are being embroiled in criminal trials under 83h of the revised
Austrian Criminal Codeor §8130f., 185 of the Criminal Code in Germany dealing with
jeopardizing the public peace, incitement to hatred, and sl&éhder.

On January 10, 1991, in a preliminary report prior to submission of his expert report
Jagschitzommented that

Afundament al doubts about sqomaedibasaict hse
only a relatively small body of scientific literature, as opposed to a considerably greater
number of personal accountsornenc i ent i fi ¢ summari es. 0

His presentations during the main hearing and the transcript thereof were thus studied wi
keeninterest. Nothing important however, emerged from this presentation that had not al
ready been weknown. Jagschitbases his summary value judgment, that

the mass murder with poison gas is a proven fact,
primarily ondocumentakvidence and on his observation tlaexamining the accounts of
witnesses and perpetratphe had found approximately tvthirds of these accounts to be
false andoughly onethird to be correct.

An interesting forensic aspect is the ¢
testimony of persons who were not even questioned bydhid But Expert Withesslag-
schitzwithholds the testimonies themselves, as well as his criteria for evaluating them. Th
only one he quotegresumablyasa typical examplefor all of them, is the statement of a
6 p e r p,etd hr 8B pligsician Dr. Fischer Since it is incriminating, it must be true?

% J-C.Pressad e s cr ®ma t wiiz:iLansachohdriédu sneurtre de masS&IRS, Paris 1993.

% W. Forth D. Henschlgrw. Rummel Allgemeine und spezielle Pharmakologie und Toxikojdgteed.,
Wissenschaftsverlag, Mannheim 1987, pp. 751f.

87 Eg., the trial against G. RudpHcademically accredited chemist, for his expert report; cf. G. Rudolf,
Hunting Germar RudolfCastle Hill Publishers, Uckfield 2016.
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An objective and unbiased observer ponders with some suagrishow it was possible,
as |l ate as the 1960s, to persuade a Operpet
sible nonsense as:

1. the victims die within two minutes of the introduction of Zyklon B;
2. an elevator for the corpses leads directly to the doors of the crenfataaass.

Hi s 0 ey eamnevenhawe sakn accrematorium from the inside, much less supervised

an execution witlhydrogencyanidegas derived from Zyklon B.

Let us critically examineonlytwd et ai | s from t he sThesé¢pertaent of
to gassings in the 6Saunad (trial transcrip
interestingly enough, is not shown or recognizable in so much as one single aerial photo-
graph ever taken!

fi [ éhly2-kg[4.41b.] cans were used € ] 0
As Pressastates, only cans with a net weigh0d3, 1 and 1.5 kgf hydrogen cyanide were
available(1.1, 2.2, 3.3lbs).38

fi [ &He gas chamber was opened after about 20 mifjutedhe doors were left open

for approximately 185 minutes so that the poison gas could escape the gas chamber.

Therewasno ventilationdevicei n t h e Rdwstte inmaefrom the Corpse Com-

mande@ ] pulled the dead bodies ofté Yith 6-foot poles that had a bent iron hook at

theend é] o
Since Zyklon B continues to release hydrogen cyanide for hours, and ventilation by means
of natural draft would have taken days rather than hours, these inmates must have been im-
mune to the highly toxic hydrogen cyanidébw does that agree with the Special Order
issued by Camp Commandant HoessAugust 12, 1942° which stated thatafter gassed
(more correctly: fumigated!) facilities are opened, members of the SS not wearing gas masks
must keep at a distance of 45 feet for at least 5 hours and must also be mindful of wind
direction, since there had already been some accidents?

Insofar as the documents quoted by Jagsar#zeven genuine and corrécwhich is
frequently very doubtful for technical reasdnthey certainly alssupportother technical
interpretations than those which the expert witness ascribes to them. One document, for ex-
ample, discusses a gpsoof door inCrematorum Il havingdimensions of 39.4" x 75.6"

(100 cm x 192 cm)According to the building plapsoweverthe Mortuaries 1 ofCrema-
toria Il and 11l had double doors measuring 70.9" x 78IB0 cm x 200 cm)But how does
one gasproof a doubledoor opening of 70.9" x 78.7" with a single door measuring 39.4" x
75.6"?

Two other examples from 6HoRepatanme sdxamided t er a't
subsequently.

9.8. 2. f10 Gas Detectorso

In spring 1943, th€entral Construction Officef Ausctwitzor der ed @710 gas d
from thefurnacemanufacturing firm of Topf and SoASIf these gas detectors had had an-
ything to do with hydrogen cyanide they would have been ordered by éhen fhéakh
authorities from the company DEGES@Hits distribution partner Tesch & Stabenawvet
by theCentral Construction Officekom thefurnacemanufacturer Topf and Sons.

As even contempor aneougasdstectors ewedr d iitrer fad atr €
used for analyzing combustion gas for the presence of CO gn@fixh are produced by
the 6gasificationd of coke fimaetThe numbterok gene
gas detectors ordered (ten) also indicates strongly that this is what they were intended for,
since the twdCrematoria lland Ill, constructed as mirror images of each other, had a total
of tensmokeflues, where theletectorsvere probably placed.

%8 J-C. Pressaop. cit.(note9), pp. 16f.

3% 1bid., p. 201; also p. 445 of court transcript.

40 J-C. Pressadbid., p. 371; also p. 471 a@burt transcript.

41 Akademischer Verein Hiitte (edBiitte, 27th ed., Ernst und Sohn, Berlin 1942, p. 1087.
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This matter took a strange turf s
when Pressaecently found a doc-[/ ;. /e i sat _fot T
ument in the KGB archives in K(@JVAT;_
Moscow in which the company MASCHINENFABRK: FEUER

R T
& //;‘

5 Cor\Yailen.
AR

. An die - e
Topf and Sons confirms the afore ;.. xa1-saureitung gy 1§  Eingang: Sallverkorer [
mentioned order of the gas dete(varfen-55 und Polifs 4 i A5MRL1043 [ £ 1908745 |
tors#? This document makes refer Ost-Obesfdab] o

ence to the telegram with the word 43 Y
fiRe... Crematorium, gas deteg
tors, But in the main text it is men-,
tioned that it had not yet been pog
sible to | ociad-e
catordevices of hydrogencyanide

residue &o,this documentnight

Tonaiont Adhck ity srseitn |
hejs.
—Tearrtnone: DIV

AT Z55 22y
/3

=~fir bestdtipgen den Eingang Ihres Telegrammes,
lautend:

o= ]

Ihr Zoichen:

== i i

atorium,
riifer.

" Absendet sofort lo Gaspriifer wie besprochen
Kostenangebot sphter nachreichen ".

lead us to infer that gas detectorg
were in fact devices for detecting
hydrogen cyanide. But several fag
tors ought to make an engineer su

Hierzu teilen wir Ihnen mit, dass wir bereits
vor 2 Wochen bei 5 verschiedenen Firmen die
von Ihnen gewiinschten Anzeigegeréte fiir
Bleus#ure-fieste angefragt haben. Von 3 Firmen
heben wir Absagen bekommen und von 2 weiteren

piCiOlJS' steht eine Antwort noch sus.
1. According to the subject liter-
ature of the time, devices fo

the detection ofiydrogency-
anide residue were called

Wenn wir in dieser Angelegenheit Mitteilung er-
halten, kommen wir Ihnen sofort nidher, damit
Sie sich mit einer Firma, die diese Gerdte
baut, in Verbindung setzen kbtnnen.

Heil Hitlerxr!

- AL T
Blausaurerestnachweis- 5 P TOPF & SarNG _
gerate® The term used in the ppa. LY. ﬂt%a,
letter, however, is An- / @y’.?,;-"-\
zeigegerdt fur Blausaure | o cat
Reste (No German would | =% ™5, gues. e

Reichsbank-Gire-Kenlo 75/851 -
Taphwerke

write Blausaue-Resteas two
words, hyphenated!) But
since, according to their let-

Pastscheck-Konta Edfurt 1772
2125

9

Document in facsimile in: J.-C. Pressac, Die

Krematorien von Auschwitz, Piper, Munich 1994. Doc.
ter, Topf and Sons by that Plate No. 28. Translation:

from three suppliers regard- ¢ Send off i mmedi ately 10
ing such devices, the correct Hand in cost esti ma
name of said devices ought to In this regard, we inform you that already two weeks
have penetrated even to Topf ago we asked 5 different firms about the indicators

and SonsB e s i damsnen §gvices of hydrogen-cyanide residue requested by you.
wir Ihnen sofort naher fnje We received negative answers from 3 firms, and from

- two others an answer is still outstanding.
Sha”. Come (.:losreto you im- In case we receive notification in this matter, we shall
mediately] is nonsense. It ;e close to you immediately so that you can get in
should readkommen wir so- contact with the firm producing these devices.
fort auf Sie za[fwe shall get

Hail Hitler!o
in contact with you immedi-
atelyd].

. The regulations of that time stipulated that after every delousing procedure utilizing
hydrogen cyanide, ydrogencyanideresidue detector had to be used to test the fu-
migated facilities to determine whether ventilation had been successful. Only ther
could the deloused rooms be entered without a protective gas 8iask.delousing
had been carried on fuschwitz on a large scale ever since 1941, it is utterly implau-

42 J-C. Pressamp. cit.(note35), plate 28. Compared to his first book this is the only new document intro-
duced here. The rest of the book in essence only repeats and condenses the expositionskdfahe boo
note9.

4 Cf. the guidelines for the use of hydrogen cyanide (Zyklon) for pest control (disinfestation), issued by
the Gesundheitsanstalt des Protektorats Béhmen und Mahren, Prague, n.d.; IMT Doct@8d2i( NL
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sible that no one should haeared aboufinding ways to obtairthese devices until
spring 1943.

3. The health authorities of thuschwitz Camp had been responsible for the ordering,
distribution and use of Zyklon B and all the materials necessary for its use (delousing
facilities, gas maskdiydrogencyanideresidue detectors etc., and allegedly for the
mass gassings as well) ever sincedamp had been set up in I4n other words,
they hadhreeyearsof experience in this field. So why should tBentral Construction
Office, whichhad nopurviewto deal withsuchthings suddenly step in in spignl943
and order the purchase lfdrogencyanideresidue detectors?

4, Why was the order given to tfiernacemanufacturing firm Topf and Sons, who were
so out of their depth in this field that they clearly did not even know who the suppliers
of these devices might be, when the health authoritiésis¢hwitz Camphad already
been continually supplied with these devicedfioeeyears, and thus knew the suppli-
ers (which actually were the selfsame which supplied Zyklon\Vi&yy probably the
health authorities even had some spare devices in stock.

5. From the text of the order placed by entral Construction Officé $iend off imme-
diately 10 gas detectors as discussed. Hand in cost estimatedajer i t al so be
clear thatafter a discussion with the firm of Topf and Saihe Central Construction
Office was in a position to expect that the devices would be shipped without delay and
that the Topfivas able to quote a pricBoth, however, could only have been the case
for products that were part of Thydiof 6s st
gencyanideresidue detectorsn irreconcilable contradiction to thissopf 6 s r e p |
letter, whichsuddenlyindicates the necessity for laborious research to locate the man-
ufacturers of these detectors.

6. It has never been customary in German business practice to confirm receipt of tele-
grams with gpostalletter, in which the entire telegram itself is quoted (!), as was al-
legedly done in this casé&nd what is more: after theurrenderof the 6th Army in
Stalingrad in the winter of 19423, the Reich suffered from a severe labor shortage,
so that especially in administrative respects every step that could possibly be dispensed
with was eliminated to save workhus,one can be quite certain that telegramese
not confirmed irthis period

7. It is somewhat puzzling that this document, which was celebrated in the press as the
irrefutable proof of the existence of gasambers?was not discovered until 1993, and
then in thehardlytrustworthy archives of the KGB!

8. What should be in the archives but is conspicuously missifigpigp $ubssquentost
estimateasrequested by the Central ConstiantOffice. Was this cost estimate taken
by third parties, its original text replaced by a text that makes no sense at étieand
stuck back into the archivge

Therefore, this alleged new document is probably a fordémg. needs to be conclusively
determined by an expert analysis of the supposed original docuhwgrgven if it were
genuineijt still makes no sense, aitdloes not prove the existencehafmicidalgas cham-
bers#

44 Cf. Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitungct. 14, 1993Die Welt Sept. 27, 1993)Velt am SonntagOct. 3,
1993;Der Spiegel49/1993L 6 E x pSept. 23 1993;ibération, Sept. 24, 1993;e Monde Sept. 26,
1993;Le Nouvel ObservateuBept. 30, 1993.

4 A different approach to this document was given by S. Croiftéele c hni que and Operati ol
Anti-Gas Shelters in WWIIA Refutation of J. C. PressacCriminal Trace§ April 30, 1997,
https://codoh.com/library/document/8§&erman aiTechnik und Arbeitsweise deutscher Gasschutz-
bunker im Zweiten Weltkriely Vierteljahreshefte fir freie Geschichtsforschuh@t) (1997)pp.226-

244); for a morerecent summary of the discussion regarding this document see Carlo Matfbigho
@Gas Testedof Auschwitz: Testing for Zyklon B Gas Residud3ocuments Missed and Misunder-
s t o dhk Reévisionistvol. 2, No. 2 (2004), ppl40-155.
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9.8. 3. 210 anchomghtf droofris@i ng t he

Who would need 210(!) door anch#rfor theclaimedlethal gas chambgof Crematorium
IV i f tthieghftgadsoor so0 hadadigrmde e€ed almbem 60 dmh s
HydrogenCyanide Gas Chambers as Defense Against TyfBlassdauregaskammern zur
FleckfieberabweRrexplains how hydmgencyanidegasproof doors must be anchor&®
wall anchors per door (supplier, Otte & Co., Vienna) are already welded onto the doorfram
so that the door cannot warpl0 anchors fomounting gastight doors are no proof for
gassings of human beings. However, they might be a proof for the fact that gas tight door
windows and shutters were installed everywhewlschwitz as protection devices against
poison gas attacks by allied bombers, as Samuel Crpuoielled out!®

These examples clearly show how many details would require attention before a comprt
hensive value judgment based on a solid foundation of factual questions answered to scie
tific satisfaction can be rendered in this historical issue that sincerely comeanyswho
seek the truth.

9.9. Summary

In his reportExpert Witnesslagschitx or r ect ed t he fsymbol i c
victimso insofar as he statedasmangdd.5mite v e
l'ion were ki lAughlitzby gassingodo in

In light of the aforementioned technical facts, one can agree with Jagsshitzl o we r
regarding the magnitude die number ofvictims i perhapswith some reservations with
respect to the actual cremation capacities. However, this does not comprehensibly settle t
number of killed, on the one hand, and the number of deceased on the other. All the more
since Kazi maneauthor ceénaimly ab@e suspicion of revisionist leanings,
stated®®

fi [ éSkveral hundred died in the camp daily. Mortality was particularly high during the

typhus epidemics, and when diarrhea occurred on a large §céld 0

So,if fAiseveral hundr edo *“thentindight of thye linditedecapaciyn
of the crematoria there was ercess capacitieft overfor thecremationof the victims of

all eged 6m@melmp@esitmgs st atement whil & s
He still al | owe Butifooercombimes the findingssofJagsolfieveral
hundreds of thousands, up to abtmaxfismwmrt

dred dead per day) and with the capacity of the crematoria, then the final picture is quit
different.

But the statistics Jagschitarived at place this expestitnessin sharp conflict with Ga-
linski, theformerchairman of the Central Council of Jews in Germany, who as late as mid
1990 vehemently clung to the traditional figure of 4 million mostly Jewish victirAsisth
witz:5°

fil consider it a historically proven fact that four million persons diethe worst exter-

mination factory in the worldd
This statement is reminiscent of Ger man
based on information given in tBeockhausncyclopedia. HoweveBrockhausalso states
that cremation takes from 90 to 100 minutes!

One wonders whether this part of Jagséhiszz r eport wil |l yet cor
the other hand, perhaps Simon Wieserittel st at e ment wWVidsénthavasc u |

4 J-C. Pressamp. cit.(note9), p. 451.
47 F. PuntigamH. BreymesserE. BernfusBlausauregaskammern zur Fleckfieberabw&uonderversf-
fentlichung des Reichsarbeitsblattes, Berlin 1943, p. 44.

“Prior to the collapse of the Co mmu nhadbeenDiegar me
ofthe Auscvi t z Mus eum. Q u Auschvitz 19461045 UlStairg Frankirt/Main 1961,

p. 63.

“ fADied, o not fdwere killedo;, of course no one,

also occurred!
50 Rheinische Postluly 18, 1990.
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quoted as having said that 1.5 million is now supposed to be the final, definitive number of
victims. Only those who claim a lesser figure run the risk of incurring Wiesénthal wr at h .

Furthermore, from press releases it has been evident since early March, 1993, that accord-
ing to the Polistpressagency PAP the updated number of victims is between 1.2 to 1.5
million:

fi [ éhe 4million-figure was part of Soviet propaganflaé ] 0
So what do the courts consider tWilthose fij udi
persons wha@oat in troublein the past for claiming figures between 1.5 and 6 million now
be pardoned or rehabilitated, or even paid compensations?

In his new bookPressaavrites that only 630,000 persons perished in the gas chambers
of Auschwitz and that no more than 800,000 persons dieslischwitz altogetheP? In the
first German edition othe present bookhis author alreadwaskedwhich figure will be
granted judicial notice in 1994ind which in 1995° Now we knowthat, according to the
1994 German edition of Pressasecondbook, therevere some 470,000 to 550,000 Jews
gassed afuschwitz, and some 710,000 victims altogetfein 2002, Fritjof Meyeran ed-
itor of Ger many6s DeaS3pggelptblished anlalticje inmvaichéheg i n e
statedthat the death toll ofAuschwitz did not exceed 510,000, of which not more than
356,000 were allegedly gass€dvh at n u mb gqudiciallyinbticeddb ¢ nii 2003 ? Wh
number in the year 2004? Which in 2010?

Drawing exclusively upon the Jagschirz p o r t ,-r eowi sbinomi st 6 sour ce.
sag Hilberg documents from the archives of theschwitz Museum, and on other sources
such as standard subjeeference works which are certainly above suspicion, Walter Liftl
has shown that the material presentedElxpert Witnesslagschitzcan be interpreted in
other, equally plausible ways, to arrive at the opposite conclusion

The mass murder with poison gas cannot be proven.

Even though only seven points (and some det
cussed here, an examination of the whole of the court transcript reveals a plenitude of points,
a scrutiny of whose technical choamgposleows, (
even merely the organizational components) allows precisely the opposite conclusion than
that drawn byExpert Witnessglagschitz

10. Do All Expert Witnesses Have Equal Rights?

For an outside observer, the following question arises: if, after careful examination of
sources and consultation with subject expétiqert Witnesslagschitzhad arrived at the
opposite of his actual conclusiahis time actuallyin a replicable and verifiable manrier
would he too have been in violation of §3h of the Criminal Code?

In any western nation under the rule of law one must naturally answer this in the negative.
And therefore such a violation also cannot be alleged against a private researcher such as
Walter LUftl, who has looked into this issue and concluded as the result of an examination
of the facts and of his own replicable and
the perspective of publ ibecaesdstandsin coatradictians a s
to natural laws and what is technically possible. Such an allegation would be all the more
inappropriate since the examination of individual aspects of the overall subject has been
expressly declared to be outside the provincieflaw cied (cf. Stenographic Transcripts
of the Austrian National Assembly).

It is purposely left up to the reader to determine for himself that the above expositions as
a whole are at least equal to the scientific and academic standard of Jagschigr e sent at

51 Kleine ZeitungKlagenfurt, Aug. 1, 1992.

52 Op. cit.(note35), p. 147.

53 E. Gausged.),Grundlagen zur Zeitgeschicht€rabert, Tubingen 1994, p. 58.

54 J-C. Pressadie Krematorien von Ausetitz: Die Technik des MassenmorgBgperVerlag, Munich
1994, p. 202.

% F.MeyeriDi e Zahl derwiQpbtedopat2gy(2082), ppc 68641 (English online:
www.vho.org/GB/c/Meyer.htnl
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In any casgeveryassessmetttas been thoroughly founded on faeind adequately supple-
mented with documentation permitting tleplication and verification of findings.

11. Aut hor 6s St atement

At no point does the above article contain any statement or claim, whether of direct or ind
rect nature, which was intended or meant to be taken as

i denial,

i approval, or

i gross trivialization of thé&ationatSocialistmass murder.

This author sincerely condemNstionatSocialistcrimes with all appropriate force and af-
firms that a crime begins with the very first victim wrongfully killed.

However, he claims for himself tfandamental principle of academic freedas ex-
pressed in the February 5, 1992, report of the Justice Committee of the Austrian Nation
Assembly?®

The above study, being a serious academic and scientific endeavor, concerns itself wi
individual aspects of a historical complex of everid should be regarded first and fore-
most as a critical posterdict statement pertaining to tirdividual aspects of a report
drawn up by an 0exper tdscussingrhedisteridal corgplex dfi e
events in question.

In particular, the author wishes to stress a statement of the Chairman of the Justice Coi
mittee of the Austrian National Assembly:

il do, however, fully agree with you on

determine what i s t r(DrtMchaael®@dfj what i s f al
What is more, where and by whom this work is published is quite irrelevant,

for the truth is indivisible.

12. The End of the Matter

On June 15, 1994, Lufteceived a notice from the District Criminal Court of Vienna, dated
June 8, 19947 stating that thepreliminary investigation iftiated against him had been
dropped since there were no further grounds for prosecution.

The Holocaust lobby who had learned even before Llitl the case had bedropped
(whatever priepd2)nedorn i der e d®inah open leiter ® dug-e r
tice Minister Michalek professional denouncer WolfgaNgugebauefrom the Documen-
tation Center ofhe Austrian Resistance lamented the outcome of these events and charge
the Minister of Justi ce, fulwbspondibititg : onl y ac

AA severe setback in the battle against
future Holocaustt e ni er s . 0

Meanwhile, the Holocaust lobby had realized that in denouncing théfgl had shot them-
selves in the footPrior to the revision of the Criminal Code, what Lifdld written in his
studyHolocausthad not been an indictable offense; the only point at issue had been whethe
or not he had wr NatidnatPocidlidtrevivatismt fbr evhich the legalt
persecution and preliminary investigatiemwhich he had been subjected for more than two
years had failed to turn up even the slightest shadow of evid&wehe loud and vocifer-
ous manner in which t he gipssledstrting thetauthinéghd
process, ensuring that theatter drew attention around the globe, prompted a great many
people to independent thought. And in the eyes (and for the purposes) of the Holocau
lobby, the results of such reflection were certainly counterproduttive.

%6 Cf. No. 387, Supplements to the Transcripts of Proceedings of the National Assembly, XVIII of the
transcript, Point 4, p. 5.

57 Ref. 26b Vr 4274/92.

8 Cf. reports in the Austrian daily press of June 15, 1994, as wetodis, June 20, 1994.

% In the meanwhile, Lift ucceeded in being reelected for the
wieder in Kammer . G&t8nddrgBeptembegld, 4992 r obl em, 6 0
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Thus, LUftl vindicated by the District Criminal Court of Vienna, could state with impu-
nity:
1. In light of physicallaws and technical possibilities, the mass gassings with Zyklon B, as
they are described by Omopte pponr @aonsed u s owid
cannot have taken place.

2. The Kurt Gersteist at ement is (ver®atim) fAa whoppin
3. By virtue of the composition of the exhaust gases, mass gassingBiestslexhaust
fumes cannot have taken place. Had there

operating with exhaust gas, the Germans would have used the more efficient internal
combustion engines, or the even more efficient wgasl generators.

4. Crematoria chimneys do not spew fl ames dur
testimonies asserting such a phenomenon are false.

5. The number of cremated victims is considerably exaggerated since the capacity of the
crematoria would have been insufficient to handle mass gassings. The quantity of fuel
actually used delimits the true number of bodies cremated.

6. No homicidal mass gassings took place in the concentration camp Mauthausen. The
method of gassing described by witnesses is nonsense and would have been fatal for the
executioners!

7. Homicidal mass gassing using bottled carbon monoxide is tetimanaense.

8. Auertggcl@ s attempt at diRepor cdeaasily be efutedrbgexgeduc ht
ment!

9. Zyklon B andDiesetexhaust u mes have |l ost all credibilit
used in the fAplanned extermination of mil |
of a program of planned genocide. 0

100Natural | aws hold true-Fadsasts. 6 Nazi s6 no | es

11.Materia| evidence will refute the testi mo
ons of .66perpetrators
ctive and scientific investigation of the Holocaust nevertheless prove the

12 Should the obje
Aipl anned genoci de b,ythemtheravisionissftoo gikhteave toh a mb e r
accept this.

13 Whois it that wants to stifle any and all discussion of this topic by means of criminal
laws, and for what reasons?

14. Are we entering an era @B84totalitarianism after all, albeit through the back door?

However, considering the nlrohibitioe @rdegiesdemp ar agr
to be necessary to advise others not to make similalic claims today, since the above
statements were made before the new law came into effaationatliberal Austrian pub-

lisher who published these statements in 1995 as part of a documentationdfsLiftt® a s e
was charged with f@AHol ocaus #and eonsequéntly ssmc cor d
tenced to 1@nonth imprisonment on probation and a fine of OS 240,000 ($245900).

60

For a brief discussion of Gerstéis st at e memts saead ik.IR. iBertchi s vol ume.
61

See the interesting admissions that no traces of killing devices of the Mauthausen Concentration Camp
were ever found and that the gas chamber shown to visitors is a post war fabrication with no relation to
reality: Florian FreungBertrand PerzZKarl Stuhlpfarrer A Hi st ori sche | berreste vo
tungen i m K ZZeiMeschichi€yiensag, A2 (1995), pp. 29317; review: |. Schirmer
Vowinckel, ANi cht W@ 2(h) &9898)epp. 685
52 H. AuerbachNovember 1989, published in U. Walenéijstorische TatsachefHT) No. 42, Verlag fiir
Volkstum und Zeitgeschichtsforschung, Vlotho 1990, pp. 32 and 34. On this, see G, Rudolf n st i t ut f
Zei t | e g eided,AuschitzLiigen op. cit (note8), pp. 1527.
% HansMoser fiNaturgesetze geltenAuls 8199y p.ilss und Antifas
4 Ccf. AEI n rBawsh(i®35),hgft !l , o
% Staatsanwaltschaft Graz v. Herwig Nachtmdref. 14 St 4566/98, April 4, 1995.
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The Value of Testimony and Confessions
onthe Holocaust
GERMARRUDOLF

iTo deny that Jews lemandassbyeGemangiad i c
tribunal whose very existence was based upon the intent to establish without
doubt that Jews had been killed was as fatal to the defendant in 1946 as it
would have been to an accused medieval heretic who before his inquisitors
guaranteed s condemnation on whatever charge by throwing in for the
hell of it a denial of the existence of the Trinity and the Divinity of Jebus

1. Introduction

In the debate about the Holocausie of the main arguments of popular opinion is that there
are a great many statements of eyewitnesses to documédtibeatlSocialistmass exter-
mination, and that especially the many confessions of perpetrators among the SS are irref
table proof of the existence of a program of deliberate extermination of the Jews in the Thir
Rei(:rt13.2 For this reason, it is claimed, the lackdafcumentabnd material evidence is irrel-
evant’

First of all, it is incorrect to say that there is no material evidence. The present work is
compendium of such material evidence, which, however, all goes to refute certain aspec
of the Holocaust as these are related by witnesses and maintainednatgdrglthe courts
and by academia. The justice system as well as academics of the establishment ignore t
material evidence; nevertheless, the question arises as to how eyewitness testimony is to
evaluated.

It is important to note that neither objective historians nor jurists may uncritically accept
everything that someone recounts as being the plain trutis Butybound t@stablish the
value of such reports. The first step in this process is to fit eyewitness testimony properl
into the hierarchy of the various types of evidence. Then one must consider how the ind
vidual testimony came to defor example, whether there veemanipulative factors that
may have impinged on the witness and influenced hisrtesy.

Since most of the eyewitness statements concerning the Holocaust were made in t
course ofcriminal investigationsand of trials, we shall first clarify the value accorded to
eyewitness testimony in court.

2. The Value of Eyewitness Evidence in General

In academia as well as in the justice system of a state under the rule of law, there is a hit
archy of evidence reflecting the evidential value. In this hierarchy, materialo@udnental
evidence is always superior to eyewitness testimdrws, academia as well as the justice
system regard eyewitness testimony as the-kediable form of evidence, since human

1 W.B.Lindsey fZykl owi tBz, Aaisa ht he Tr iThelJoumd ofHBtorical Ber u n o
view (JHR) 4(3)(1983), pp. 261303, here p. 265.

2 The most prominent advocate of this thesis is Professor,Nohés bookStreitpunkte Propylaen, Ber-
lin 1993, pp. 290, 293, 297.

8 For example, the verdict of tf&hwurgerichfjury court] of Frankfurt am Main stated that there is no
evidence as to the crime, its victims, the murder weapon, nor even the perpetrators themselves; Ref. 5(
Ks 2/63; cf. |. SageGrande H. H. FuchsC. F. Ritefeds.)Justiz und N¥erbrechenVol. XXI, Uni-
versity Press, Amsterdam 1979, p. 434.

4 Cf. E.SchneiderBeweis und Beweiswirdigunth ed., F. Vahlen, Munich 1987, pp. 188 and 304; ad-
ditional f or mAugenstheienghiod e nvcies uaarle afls sessment of e
fiParteieinvernahmg [t he quest i oniiegrosedutiodand gefertse], a partiukartyt i e
unreliable form of testimony.
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memory is imperfect and easily manipulateccording to Rolf Bendera German expert
on the evaluation of evidence, its unreliable nature renders eyewitness testimony merely
circumstantial evidence, in other words, meendirect evidencé.

What standards must be met for eyewitness testimony to be usable id court?

1. TheWitnessMustBe Credible

While making no claims to completeness, the following lists a few criteria for determining
credibility:

a. Emotional involvementlf withesses are emotionally too involved in the cases under
investigation, this may distort the testimony in one direction or the other, without this
necessarily being @rcumstance of which the witnesscisnscious.

b. Veracity. If it turns out that a witness is natuch concernedwith truthfulness, this
casts doubts upon his further credibility.

c. Testimony under coerciofifhe frankness of testimony may be limited if a witness is
subjected to direct or indirect pressure that makes him deem it advisable to configure
his testimony accordingly.

d. Third-party infuenceA per sonds memory is easy to ma
acquaintances or in the media can easily
Thus, if a witness has been exposed intensively tes@esl accounts of the trial sub-
stance prior to testifying, this can very well affect his testimony to reflect these impres-
sions.

e. Temporal distance from the events to be attestddisogenerally known that the reli-
ability of eyewitness testimony diminishes greatly after only a few days, and after sev-
eral months has been so severely influenced and altered by the replacement of forgotten
details with subsequent impressions thattiires hardly any value as eviderfce.

2. TestimonyMustBe Plausible

a. Internal consistencyl.estimony must be free of contradictions and in accordance with
the rules of logic.

b. Correctness of historical conteftestimony must fit into the historical context estab-
lished conclusively by higher forms of evidence (documents, material evidence).

c. Technical and scientific reality.estimony must report such matters as can be recon-
ciled with the laws of nature and with what was technically possible at the time in
question.

While the issues listed under 2. are easily verified, the circumstances listed under 1. are often
difficult or impossible to determine and thus involve the greatest effort for the least return.
One must keep in mind that every witness experienced a cewxtait differently, from a

purely subjective and personal point of view. He or she internalized it differently, depending
on his/her physical and psychological state. He/she will ultimately recount the experience in
a strictly subjective manner depending lis/her abilities and on the occasion at hand. So
even if two witnesses are completely impartial and credible and their statements are plausi-
ble, they nevertheless may not report the same thing.

The testimony of parties in dispute beforedbarti i.e., the statements of the prosecution

and the defengemust naturally be considered in an especially critical light since each party
has a vested interest in incriminating its opponent and exoneratingi®atfeven impar-
tial witnesses are often very far removed from the objective truth, and the fact that (although

5 E.g, cf. 8373, German Code of Civil Procedure.

6 R.BenderS. RoderA. Nack Tatsachenfeststellung vor GerigBtvols., Beck, Munich 1981, Vol. 1, p.
173.

7 Cf. also the detailed accounts of E. Schneidpr cit.(note4), pp. 208229, and R. BendeB. RoderA.
Nack op. cit.(note6), Vol. 1, Part 1.

8 Cf. esp. R. BendeS. RoderA. Nack ibid., pp. 4547.

9 In this case in particular, cf. J. BaumaimR. HenkysDie NSGewaltverbrechenkreuz, Stuttgart
1964, pp. 280f,; also R. Bend&. RoderA. Nack op. cit.(note6), passim.

10 E. Schneiderop. cit.(note4), pp. 310ff.
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this has been well known for centuries) eyewitness testimony is still accorded dispropot
tionately great significance in court even today, has repeatedly drawn sharp criticism fror
qualified sourced and has frequently resulted in gross miscarriages of justice.

From a judicial point of view, confessiofignadeboth irsideand ousideof the courti
are considered to be circumstantial evidence, since past experience has shown that a la
part of all confessions are false. False confessions may be made in order to

i coverfor a third party;

T bask in the limelight of a crime;

T put a stop to grueling interrogation;

i gain a mitigated sentence by exhibiting remorse and repentance;
i as a esult of psychological disordemstcé

In the Federal Republic of Germany as well, miscarriages of justice unfortunately occur tim
and again as a result of false confessiditfie same goes accordingly for siel€riminating
testimony which need not always be true. It is all the more surprising, therefore, that th
otherwise knowledgeable R. Bendaeould categorize a seificriminating witness as being
generally truthful®

3. Forms of Evidence in Holocaust Studies

3.1.Material andDocumentaEvidence

Until the late 1990siaterial evidencéas beenpractically nonexisterin orthodox Holo-
caust studies

T There has been no initiative to systematically locate, excavate and forensically examin
the contents afass graverelative to this subject complék.

i Not one of the allegedly numerous and giant burning sites has been looked for, locate
dug up or examined.

T In no case were the alleged murder weapons sought and feurekamined forensically
by international committees or by courts under the rule of law.

It is thus not surprising that Rucketispenses with any mention of material evidence and
instead declaredocumentakvidence as the best and most important form of evidence even
without any material evidence with respect to the authenticity and correctness of the doct
ments themselves.

Otherwise,mainly revisioniss have presented material evidence, as other authors do in
this volume

It is alwaystelling to see how aggressively historians of the establishment respond to an
objection that a document, which allegedly proves the Holocaust, might be forged or falsi
fied, irrelevant, or might have been misinterpreted. On this pmititodox scholarsf recent
historyexhibit the same aversion to detailed document criti€iasithey alsexhibitwhere
material evidence is concerned. After all, document criticism is nothing more nor less thal
the expert assessment of a document. In other words, it is the furnishing of material eviden
regarding the authenticity and factual correctness of a dodume

1 For ex., cf. S. KlippelMonatsschrift fir deutsches RecB# (1980), pp. 112ff.; E. Schneidap. cit.
(note4), p. 188.

12 E.g, the case of two defendants falsely convicted of murder; report8giegelTV, RTL-Plus, July 15,
1990, 9:45 pm.

13 R. Bendey S. RdderA. Nack op. cit.(note6), p. 76.

14 The situation has changed to some degree since then, as attempts have been made to locate mass gre
in the fomer alleged extermination camps at Belzec, Treblinka and Sobibor as well as in some areas of
formerly Germaroccupied Soviet Union of yore, bsystematic excavations and forensic examinations
of presumed mass graves found has still not been conducted. For this, see Matimgksl h e fi Op e r
ation Reinhardt o Ca mp faslleHdl Publisteis,2021asddhei b - r , Be ¢
Einsatzgruppefibid.., 2022)

15 A. Rucker| in J. WeberP. Steinbackeds.),Vergangenheitsbewaltigung durch Strafverfahredog,

Munich 1984, p. 77.

16 Cf.the chapterby J. P.Neyn t he ori ginal Ger man -PretekalleAnatd- t h
mi e einer F?2l s (@d)Gundagen zurZeitgeéschickidrabest,sTubingen 199dp. 169
191.Ney refused to see his contribution included in this volume.
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3.2. Eyewitness Evidence in the Orthodox View of the Holocaust

3.2.1. MediaWitnessess Evidence for Historiography?

Part of the testimony or statements regarding the Holocaust came in the form of written
declarations or, more recently, as radio and television programs. In both cases it is easy to
assess these statements in terms of the points listed under 2, bus trsrally no oppor-

tunity to speak with the witness personally in order to learn more details and to establish his
credibility and the plausibility of his testimony, for example by means of -@xasination.
Critiques of the statements published in theowes media are both numerous and exten-
sivel’ and acritical overview of testimonies oiuschwitz was presenteoh 2019® How-

ever, these witnesses usually evade the requests of critical contemporaries to make them-
selves available to crosxamination® And while radio and television regularly present

new witnesses, they never ask them any critical questions, and deny interested researchers
and lawyers access to these witnesses by keeping their address or even their entire identity
secret. But these papemnd celluloidwitnesses can only be accorded evidential value once
their statements have stood up to critical examination. In the followinigilsution Robert
Faurissorreports about the first two of such a critical examination of this kind of witness to
date. In thiscontribution therefore] will focus primarily on statements made in court, par-
ticularly since the supposed justness of the German justice system prompts the public to
accord these a greater significance.

3.2.2. Court Testimony as Evidence for Historiography?

The very critical view, at least theoretically, taken by courts of witness and party testimony
is based on the understanding of human nature gained in the course of centuries by many
jurists. It should be accepted as a valid guideline by historians gseweti if the methods
used to determine truth in scientific pursuits are necessarily diffecenthose employed
in court. For example, while eourt must reach an absolute decision regarding what is
provenand what isnot proven and must do so within émited period of time, science
cannot, indeed may not reach a conclusive and final verdict if it wants to remain true to its
maxim of openness in every respect. Whereas in a court case the close relation of the pro-
ceedings to a human fate causes emdtioexert a strong and distorting influence on the
process by which the verdict is reachsach arinfluence usually is, or should be, minor in
scientific pursuits.

When discussg in the following the witness testimony and confessions that represent
almost the entirety of the foundation on which the structure of the Holatauativerests,
we must bear in mind that for the most part these statements were made in the course of
trials or at least for the purpose of incriminating or exonerating someone before a court or
the public.Eyewitness accounts that were made outside a courtroom situati@mefrek
of emotionare rare® The subject matter itself and the emotions with which it is charged see
to that. Thefactuality of testimony and confessions must therefore be carefully examined
before the court by qualified expeftsomething that regularly doest happen in the so
c a | N®CGdrialg “bAnd all the morewe must ask to what extesuich testimony can serve
a scholarly quest that depends on unemotional reports in order to get ctosetitoth.
Therefore, the tendency tarite historybased on coutestimony anan courtverdictsde-

17 Most of the volumes of the seridslocaust Handbooksvhich was started with this very book you are hold-
ing in your hands, contain more or less details critiques of testimonies concerning the various topics addressed.
Cf. www.HolocaustHandbooks.com
18 J. Graf Ausclwitz: Eyewitness Reports and Perpetrator Confessions of the Holocaust. IthGaber
Witnesses Scrutinize@astle Hill Publishers, Uckfield 2019ee also C. Mattogdos t r i | ogy
Sonderkommando AuschwitthtoughSonderkommando Auschwitz (@astle Hill Publishers, 2021f.),
andidem The Making of the Auschwitz My#nd ed.jbid., 2021, pp. 105401
19 For two interesting exception &&. Rudolfi Aus chwi t z Doct or Hrxongnigde nch | nt
History, 15(2) (2023)G. Baumfi Au et h z : Di e Par adibik ppelo9si99r Er | ebni sse
21 would incl ude TheedoeausPStanylandfhe iSies of bllyseer ds Josef G. Bur
Schuld und Schicksak some of the rare exceptions (but not necessarily their later works).
2L NSG =Nationalsozialistische Gewaltverbrechée., violent National Socialist crimes; NSG trials =
trials prosecuting violent crimes allegedly committed by the National Socialist regime.
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rived from it which is very common in orthodox Holocaust research, is in and of itself a
very questionable approacdkyen ifthese respective trials werenducted strictly under the
rule of law. The procedure becomms&nmoresuspect when hist@nsdraw on eyewitness
testimony as evidence even when this testimony was rejected by the ruling court as lackir
credibility 22

The science of historiography is thus faced with the dilemma that it has only these statt
ments to rely onwhich are at least partially questiongtded must therefore make do with
them. But then it is all the more important Fastoriango consider the circumstances under
which these statementgere madgfor their value depends not least of all on how fairly the
prosecution, the defense and toairt, but also the media and the general public were dis-
posed towards the witness#te defendanand theirespective testimonies

3.2.3. An Expert Opinion about the Value of Testimony Regarding the
Holocaust

There is currently no topic of human history that is treated more emotionally aistely

in public than the Holocausit. represents the central taboo of westeimilization, and to
question it is the epitome of heresy, punishable by imprisonment in many western democr
cies.

Given this state of affairs, Profesdar. Elisabeth Loftusexpert on the evaluation of eye-
witness testimonypointed out in 1991 that testimies pertaining to actual (or merely al-
leged)NationatSocialistatrocities,which for many different reasormsebased on experi-
ences made duringgmes ofparticularly emotioal distressconsequently arkess reliable
than almost any othéind of testimony. Elaborating, she observes:

a. The time elapsed since the end of World War Il has contributed to an inevitable fadin
of recollections.

b. In trials of alleged\ationatSocialistcriminals pretrial publicity has meant that wit-
nesses had generally known the identity of the defendants and the crimes they we
charged with already before the trial.

c. Prosecutors have asked witnesses leading questions, such as whether they could r
ognize thalefendanas the perpetratowitnesses have rarely been called on to identify
thedefendantrom a number of unknown people.

d. It is fairly certain that witnesses have discussed identifications among themselves
which facilitated subsequent o6identi fi

e. Photos of defendants have bettownrepeatedlyalso duringexhibitons each addi-
tional showing of the pictures making witnesses more familiar with the face of the
defendantand thus increasinglertain

f. The extremely emotional nature of these cases further increases the risk of a distortic
of memory, since thdefendantdo be identified by the witnesses were more than al-
leged toa$ of the National Socialiststhey were devils incarnate: said to have tortured,
maimed and massiurdered prisoner3.hey were allegedly responsible for the murder
of the witnessesd mothers, fathers, br

Professor Loftusherself Jewish, uses her own experience to describe how a false sense
l oyalty to her her it asghepusntdreverad hey feom aking a a
stand against the obviously false testimony of her fellow Jews. It is safe to assume that th
is a widespread, common reflex among J&ws.

However, she omits three further factors that can contribute additionally to the massiv

distortion of memory where the Holocaust is concerned:

2 E.g, E. Kogon H. Langbein A. Ruckerlet al. (eds.),Nationalsozialistische Massentétungen durch Gift-
gas(Fischer, Frankfurt/Main 1983), base their studies on documents and testimony from the archives of

various Public Prosecutorso6 Offices; it cannot
evidence by the Courts in question.
3 E. Loftus K. KetchamWitness for the Defense St . Martinés Press, New

byJ.Cobden AAn Expert on OEyewitnessoO6 Test iJounaly F,
of Historical ReviewJHR), 11(2) (199}, pp. 238249. The author thanks R. Fauris$onthe latter ref-
erence.

2 bid., pp. 228f.
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gAccounts of witnessesO pardsaongduringsrimer i enc
inal trialsi been widely disseminated by word of mouth, print and broadcast media,
and particularly among the witnesses themselves through personal correspondence and
all sats of relief organizations.

h. Since at least the late 1970s the topic of the Holocaust has beepresenmt in the
mass media, and in an extremely @ed manner, so that memories inevitably be-
come standardized.

i. Where the Holocaust is concerned, it is not only unforgivable but at times even a crim-
inal offense not to know, not tmncedeor perhaps only to doubt, certain thingkere
is thus a very strong social (or even legal) pressure on witnesses in particular to recall
certain 6factsdé6 and to repress others.

If one considers all these factors and combines them with studies on the manipulability of
human memory, such as the one recently published by Prof. Liofauteading scientific
journal® then onecannot helpbut conclude that there is in fact nther kindof witness
testimony less reliable thahaton the Holocaust. If in normal scientific and legal proceed-
ings one accepts as a rule that eyewitness testimony is thedialste kind of evidence,

then insofar as the Holocaust is concerned it is necessary to observe that here the eyewitness
testimonyshouldonly serve to flesh out the framework of historical events as established
by documentabard physicalevidence, and perhaps to give clues to events whose occurrence
has yet to be proven by documents or material evidweanyone who relieshiefly on
eyewitness testimony and assigns it a greater value as evidenaothementabr even
material evidence cannot seriously claim to adhere to the scientific method in his work.
Thus, the present volume pays particular attention to the critical analysis of many claims
made by witnesses.

3.3. Methods of Obtaining Testimony

3.3.1. Allied PostWar Trials

In order to assess the value of eyewitness testimony and confessions relating to the Holo-
caust, one must first examine the conditions prevailing in the Alliedvpastrials in Nu-
remberg and elsewhere. For it is the verdicts handed down in these tidig@dorded, in
sketchy outlines, the accounts of the Holocaust given by eyewitness testimony and putative
confessions. These Allied trials may be roughly divided into two types, nhamely those carried
out by the respective occupying powers as these saanfitthose carried out with at least
initial co-operationamongthe victorious powers within the framework of the International
Military Tribunal (IMT) in Nuremberg®

3.3.1.1.U.S.Trials

Immediately after the end of the war the Americans placed all Germans who held leading
positions in the Party, the state o0¥Inthe e
this way hundreds of thousands ended up in prison camps congisiiinig only of fenced

in meadowsShortly after the end of the waall German prisonersf war were moreover

stripped of their status as prisonefsvar?® The Allies considered civilian internees to have

% E. loftus fACreati ng BaehtiiceAmavieanSeptemizes1997, pp. &%, with more ref-
erences to more recent expert literature; see also David F. BjolddndralseMemory Creation in
Children and AdultsLawrence Erlbaum AssMahwah, N.J., 2000.
2 A remarkable study about the Nuremberg Trials was presented by M. WeldelT he Nur ember g T
and t he BHR12(2)(@99% pp.167213.
27 R. Hilberg The Destruction of the European JeWaiadrangle Books, Chicago 1961, p. 691; M. Lau-
tern, Das letzte Wort Uber NurnberBurer, Buenos Aires 1950, p. 18; cf. the accounts of personal ex-
perience by J. Gheorgautomatic ArrestDruffel, Leoni 1956; J. Hies§lasenbachWelsermihl,
Wels 1956; L. RendulidGlasenbach Nurnbergi Landsberg Stocker, Graz 1953; M. Brech A A U. S.
Pri son Gu alHRI10(?) (1990, ppr 1$1166; W.Laska fil n a U. B19MD®,ad h Camp
ibid., pp. 166175; H.vonderHeide A Fr om t he Al |l i ed Caibjspptl®¥ t he Re\
185.
2 D. Irving, Der Nurnberger Proze@nd ed., Heyne, Munich 1979, p. 26; R. Tiemdder Malmedy
Prozefy Munin, Osnabrtick 1990, pp. 70, 9Sfnce D. Irving published a mes®phisticated book
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no rights whatsoever; particularly in the American and Frefuries these prisoners lived
mostly in burrows in the ground, received insufficient food, were denied all medieat

tion, and neither the International Red Cross nor other organizations nor even private ind
viduals were allowed to heln this way the prisoners in the Americam camps died like

flies by the hundreds of thousartds.

Military Government Ordinance No. 1 required ev&grman, on pain of lifetime impris-
onment, to give the Allies any and all information they requitdthus German witnesses
could be forced to give evidence by imprisoning them for years, subjecting them to hours c
interrogation, or threatening to hand them over to the Rus8i@nseparate department,
fiSpecial Project was responsible for obtaining incriminating evidence agagtsticitrant
witnesses. The materi al obtained in thi:c
will, since this information was used to threaten them with prosecution if they refused tc
give incriminating evidence against oth&s.

This fact alone shows that after the war every German was practically outlawed and be
came fair game for persecution, and found himself unexpectedly in a situation where h
would give the Allies any information they sougheven if such information was &1
rather than suffer the blows of arbitrary despotism looming over him at every turn.

In the American Occupation Zone, trials against various defendants were conducted und
the United Statesd or u. sS. Armyds sover
Salzburg®® These trials fell roughly into three categories:

T crimes in concentration camps (including the cases of euthanasia);
T murders of bailegbut Allied plane crews;
i the alleged war crime of Malmedly the Ardennes Offensive.

Preparation for these trials included the interrogation of suspects and witnesses in vario
camps and prisons knownday as torture enters such as Ebensee, Freising, Oberursel,
Zuffenhausen and Schwabisch HalRuckerlcomments succinctl$?

AEven the Americans themselves soon obj
tary tribunals conducted their trials, particularly to the fact that what was repeatedly used
as evidence in these trials were confessions alefendantsvhich had been obtained in
preliminary hearings, sometimes under the worst possible physical and psychologica
pressure. o0

In fact, until 1949 there were sevetdlS. Congressionainvestigating committees which
looked into a part of those accusations that had been brought by German and also by Ami
ican defense attorneys, particularly by R. AschenaBelFroeschmanand W. M. Ever-
ett333% However, these committeéswhose reports were published only in part, and not
until public pressure had been brought to Beamwere accused by Americainf being
merely symbolic figleaves for the Army and for politics alike, since they had served merely

about Nuremberg, (D. Irvingyuremberg. The Last BatilEocal Point, London 1996) the reader should
refer to this, even though it could not be included in detail in this study which was written prior to its
publication.

2], BacqueOther LossesStoddart, Toronto 1989.

30 Enacted on Aug. 16, 1945; A. von KnierigNiirnberg. Rechtliche und menschliche Problgidiett,
Stuttgart 1953, p. 158.

31 F. Utley, The High Cost of VengeandRegnery, Chicago 1949, p. 172.

32 bid., p. 171; M. Lauternop. cit.(note27), p. 24.

3 R. AschenaueMacht gegen Rechfrbeitsgemeinschaft fir Recht und Wirtschaft, Munich 1952, p. 5;
cf. alsoibid., Zur Frage einer Revision der Kriegsverbrecherprozeggab. by author, Nuremberg 1949,
see esp. pp. 14ff. .

3 R. Tiemannop. cit.(note28), pp. 71, 73; F. Oscadber Galgen wéchst kein GraBrasmusVerlag,
Braunschweig 1950, pp. 77ff.

%5 A. Ruicker| NSVerbrechen vor Gerich@2nd ed., C. F. Miiller, Heidelberg 1984, p. 98.

% Regarding G. Froeschmanfi O. W. Koch Dachaui Landsberg, Justizmoridoder MordJustiz?
Refo-Verlag, Witten 1974.

37 Regarding W. M. Everettf. R. Tiemannop. cit.(note28), esp. pp. 82, 103ff. This also contains the
best account of the activities of the various investigative committees.

% R. Tiemannibid., p. 144.
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to cover up the true extent of the scarfd&br example, the National Council for Prevention
of War commented on the conclusions of the Bald@mmission, which exonerated the
Army of gravewrongdoings as follows?°

iThe Commi ssion concluded its report with
ceedings of this softbut these recommendations give the lie to all the excuses and exon-
erations making up the greatest part of the report. In effect, the bottom liné stated Ev e n
if you didndét do it, Wwé]Jaondét want you to

Senator J. McCarthyvho had been sent by thleS. Senate to act as an observer, turned out

to be especially committeBrotesting against the collaboration between the members of the
investigating committee and th&S. Army in their efforts to cover up the scandal, he re-
signed his function as observer after only two weeks and gave a moving address to the U.S.
Senate’! The manner in which the Americans extorted confessions from accused persons,
or statements from reluctant witnesses subjected to automatic arrest both in the prisons for
those awaiting trial as well as during the main hearing in Dachau, left clearlie visdoks

the methods used were:

I skin burns

i destruction of theail beds (of fingers) with burning matches
T torn-out fingernails

T knockedin teeth

T broken jaws

T crushed testicles

T wounds of all kinds due to beatings with clubs
T brass knuckles and kicks
T being locked up naked in cold, damp and dark rooms for several days
T imprisonment in hot rooms with nothing to drink

T mock trials

T mock convictions

T mock executions

T bogus clergymen, and many md#é

According to Joachim Peipeprincipal defendant in the Malmedy Trial, what was even
worse than these smlled thirddegree interrogation methods was the feeling of being com-
pletely at the mercy of others while being
fellow prisonersas well as theften-successfuattenpt by theAmericansto play the pris-
oners off against each other with threats and promises in order to obtain false incriminating
statementsThi s woul d help to break the prisoner:
solidarity among them (secontgree interrogationgj.

The transcriptsof these interrogations, which lasted for hours and even days, were cut
andpasted into sealled affidavits by the prosecutiofor this, exoneratingpassagewere
deleted, and contents were frequently distorted byaaling® Aside from these dubious
affidavits, anything and everything was admissible as evidence, including, for example, un-
certified copies of documents as well as thirand statements (hearséy)n one case even

% bid., esp. pp. 160ff., 175ff., 282ff.; R. Aschengudacht gegen Rechfnote33), pp. 65f.

40 R. Tiemannop. cit.(note28), p. 181.

41 Congressional Recorlenate No. 134, July 26, 1949, pp. 10397ff., reprinted in its entirety in R. Tie-
mann op. cit.(note28), pp. 269ff.

42 Aside from McCarthyop. cit.(note41), also cf. R. Aschenaugdviacht gegen Rechfnote33), F. Utley;
op. cit.(note31), esp. pp. 190ff.; F. Oscaip. cit.(note34), pp. 38ff.

“ J Halow Al nnocent in Dachau, The Tr iJHRI4)198),pPuni shmer
453-483; J. Halow)nnocent at Dachaunstitute for Historical Review, Newport Beach, Cal., 1993; for
a typical example, cf. the case of llse KaetA. L. SmithDi e fAHexe voméhBuw€henwal d,
logne 1983; for Malmedy cf. also R. Merriam i The Mal m®dy MHER2Rpn198)¢ and Tr i
pp. 165176.

4 R. Tiemannop. cit.(note28), pp. 86, 220f.

4 A. von Knieriem op. cit.(note30), pp. 159, 169; M. Lauterop. cit.(note27), pp. 41ff.; see also the
chapter by I. Weckerthis volume.

4 R. AschenaueMacht gegen Rechfnote33), pp.32f.; cf. Article 7, Ordinance No. 7 of the Military
Government of the American Zone, in A. von Knierjap. cit.(note30), p. 558.
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the unfinished, unsigned affidavit of odefendantvhom all the abuse had driven to suicide
was used as evidenéeAnd Order SOP No. 4 promised that atefendantvho offered to
testify in orderto incriminate others would be set friéd& he effects of this regulationese
demonstrated by Lauterith two examples showing how two prisonérught their free-
dom with false statements incriminating third partfes.

Up to the start of the triglshe defendantdiad no legal representation whatsoever, and
even during the triaJghe defense attorneys rarely provided effective support, since these
defense counsels (appointed by toair) in many cases were themselves citizens of the
victorious powers, usually with a poor command of the German langifagey. They
showed little interest in defending their clients and sometimes even acted blatantly as pro
ecutors, going so far as to threaten the defendants and togeethean to make false con-
fessions of guilt® But even if, like American attorney W. M. Evertdt example, they were
willing to carry out their duties as defense counsels, the prosecution asalthmade this
almost impossible for them: the defense was reluctantly given only partial access to pertine
documents, and conversations with tlefendantsvere not possible until just before and
sometimes not even until after the trials had begunabmaysonly under Allied supervi-
sion. Frequently it was not until just before the trial that the defense was informed of the
charges, which tended to be sweeping and general in faMotions to hear witnesses for
the defense, or to contest evidence such as extorted statements, were usuall§?refigsed.
this was fully in accordance with the regulations of the American Occupation Rateer;
all, Article 7 of Ordinance Number 7 of the Military Government for the American Zone
states, with respect to the charter of certain military tributials:

fiThe Tribunals shall not be bound by technical rules of evidenegThe tribunal shall
afford the opposing party such opportunity to question[ trée probative value of such
evidence as in the opinion of the tribunal the ends of justice require.

It was left to thecourtto decide whajustice requiredin other words, th@rocedurevas
purely arbitrary.

It is interesting to determine how the incriminating statements, especially those made b
former inmates of the concentration camps, are to be evaluated. The prosecution used a s
cial technique to obtain these statemént®o-c a | Istagd shows aavuedi®dFor this
purpose the prosecution gathered up former concentredionp inmates and put them into
an auditorium. Thelefendantsvere placed on a welit stage while the former inmates sat
in the darkened room and could bring any and all conceivable accusations agaitest the
fendantsaccompanied at times by furious yelling anduifestcurses. In those cases where,
contrary to expectation, no charges were made agattefieadantor when those accusa-
tions that were made seemed insufficient, the prosecution helped matters along by persus
ing and sometimes even threarenthe witnesse®.If this shameful tactic still did not suf-
fice to obtain incriminating statements, the prosecution nevertheless did not shy away froi
a trial; exonerating statements were simply destroyed by the prose®ufibese stage
shows continued until an American officer donned an SS uniform and appeared on the sta
befo[_g the howling witnesses, who promptly incriminated him as a concenicatign
thug:

Defense witnesses from the concentration camps were withheld, threatened, sometim
even arrested andistreaed by the prosecutioiiMany former concentratiecnamp inmates

47 R. Tiemannop. cit.(note28), p. 102.

48 Address by J. McCarthyp. cit.(note41); R. Tiemannop. cit.(note28), p. 275.

4 M. Lautern op. cit.(note27), p. 32, regarding E. von dem BaZklewskiand F. GausThe cases of W.
Hottl and D. Wislicenyare similafi and the list could go on.

%0 R. AschenaueMacht gegen Rechfnote33), pp. 29f., 43f.

1 R. Aschenaueibid., pp. 26ff.; F. Utleyop. cit.(note31), p. 197.

52 R. Tiemann op. cit.(note28), pp. 91, 96f., 103.

58 A. von Knieriem op. cit.(note30), p. 558.

5 Cf. R. AschenaugeMacht gegen Rechfnote33), pp. 18ff.; O. W. Kochop. cit.(note36), p. 127.

% R. Aschenaueibid., pp. 24ff., 33f.

% R. Aschenaueibid., p. 21.

57 Gesellschatft fiir freie PublizistiBas SiegertribunalNation Europa, Coburg 1976, pp. 69f.

% R. AschenaueMacht gegen Rechtnote33), pp. 42f.; R. Tiemanrop. cit.(note28), pp. 98ff., 103.
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threatened their orgme fellow sufferers with reprisals against their families or even with
incriminating statements and indictments against them if they failed to give sufficiently in-
criminating testimony or statements against third parties. Evengstotaturder are docu-
mented to have been made against fellow prisofi&ise VVN (Vereinigung der Verfolgten

des Naziregimes Organization of Persons Persecuted by the Nazi Re§irtied,organi-

zation that decided which former inmates living in the starving Germany of those days would
receive food rations, housing authorization etc., used its power to pressure many former
fellow prisoners into not taking the stand as defense witndssgen expressly forbade the
former fellow prisoners to give exonerating testiméhy.

Those witnesses who were willing to give incriminating evidence were conspicuous by
virtue of their frequent appearance, sometimes in groups, at various trials where they could
expect to receive considerable compensation, both financial and in goodsayjrcaszs
t h e prafessional witnessesivho openly coordinated their testimony amongst them-
selves, were criminal ezonvicts who had been promised exemption from punishment in
return for their cooperatioff.Judges G. Simpsoand E. L. van Rodgrwhom the U. S.
Armyhadappointed as investigating costomasi on,
humanityp i n t h® Esen whemsuah rriother witnesses were found to have perjured
themselves, they were never prosecitadn the contrary: only if a witness told theurt
of the methods with which his testimony hiaglen obtainedand thus rescinded his state-
mentsi only then did the prosecution take stésgainst hintf®

In principle, the trials in Dachau were all the same, regardless of whether they dealt with
crimes in the concentration camps, with murders of airmen, or with the Malmedy Case. F.
Oscarcorrectly points ol that torture was worse in the Malmedy Case due to the dearth
of o6wi,heseeshe superfluity of oéwitnessesbo
i nstagie shows i n s fi dieMedicalCased® the method of choice was the confisca-
tion of exonerating documents and the suppression of exculpatory stat&hreatka Utley
stated that the concentraticamp cases were even worse than the Malmedy Case, which
was already unparallel&dl.

What must one think of historians wigych asThomas A. Schwarizlaimed as late as
1990and i n Germanyo6s for emost tgbeotthattbiAmes-I on
ican trials had been conducted in accordance with the stipulations of the Geneva Convention;
that the main problem with these trials had merely been the lack of opportunity for appeal
and the uncertain future treatment of the convicted; tinatcases of lise Koéhand
Malmedywere the only ones of particular significance; and that the committee appointed by
the U.S. Senate had exonerated the American occupation authorities from treeriours
charges™

59 F. Utley, op. cit.(note31), pp. 195.

0 | ater on the VVN was declared an unconstitutional Communist association.

61 R. AschenaueMacht gegen Rechfnote33), pp. 42f.; F. Utleyop. cit.(note31), p. 198; O. W. Koch
op. cit.(note36), p. 53; Gesellschaft fur freie Publizistidg. cit.(note57), p. 67.

52 R. AschenaueMacht gegen Rechfnote33), pp. 21, 24ff.; F. Utleyop. cit.(note31), pp. 195, 198; O.
W. Koch op. cit.(note36), pp. 48, 55; cf. notd9( 6 Cr own wi t nessd) .

83 Gesellschaft fur freie Publizistikp. cit.(note57), p. 69.

64 M. Lautern op. cit.(note27), pp. 33, 51.

% M. Lautern ibid., pp. 42f., describes such a case; cf. also the fate of E.\RaklPresident of the
Reichsbank, during the IMT: H. Spring&as Schwert auf der Waageéowinckel, Heidelberg 1953,
pp. 178f.

5 R. AschenaueMacht gegen Rech{note33), p. 13; F. Oscaop. cit.(note34), pp. 67f.

57 United States v. Karl Brandt al (Case No. 1), documented in the first two volumes of theoliime
setTrials of War Criminals before the Nuernberg Military Tribunals under Control Council Law No.
10, U. S. Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C., 12983.

% For the bestlocumented example of a miscarriage of justice concerning a physician, cf. Zeitgeschicht-
liche Forschungsstelle Ingolstadt (e@gr Fall RoseEin Nirnberger Urteil wird widerlegtMut-Ver-
lag, Asendorf 1988.

5 F, Utley, op. cit.(note31), p. 194.

0 To date, the only example of a Dachau trial that has been reviewed in detail: cf. A. L,.dpmiih
(note43), esp. pp. 110ff.

" Thomas A.Schwartz iDi e Begnadi gung d&fZ38@Ec(10e)rpp.B75414 gsver br e
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3.3.1.2. British Trials

In the first postwar years the British, on the whole, acted no differently than the Americans.
According to Aschenaugthe main features of the American pustr trials also character-
ized those Biritish trials taking place in Wé&rlyhere leading officers of th&/ehrmachas

well as concentrationamp guards fromuschwitz, BergerBelsen and Natzweiler were
tried.”® One fundamental difference, however, was that no investigating commissions wer
introduced during or after these trials, so that the internal proceedings of, for example, th
British interrogation camps and prisdnsnost notably Minderi Bad Nenndor® and Ha-
melni remained susurface.

From two examples, however, it becomes clear that interrogation methods of second ar
third degree were the rule there as well. The first example is the torture of the former
mandant ofAuschwitz, Rudolf H6R in the prison of Minden. This torture was not only
mentioned by H6Rimself in his autobiograph¥,but has also been confirmed by one of his
torturers” who, rather as an aside, also mentioned the torture of Hans irafikden’®
And further, in his testimony before the IMT, Oswald Prggorted that similar methods
were used in Bad Nenndorf and that this was how his own affidavit had been obtained.
The example of HOi5 especially important since his statement was used at the IMT as the
confession of a perpetrator, to prove the mass murder of the Jews (see 3.3.1.5).

In 2001, Patricia Meehaneveal ed some wugly f eatDuecte s
Interrogation Centrés t he British had set up in the
centers are indeed best characterized as tor&umersmeantto extracto e vi denc e 6
upcoming trial$? The topic was researched in more depth by British journalist lan Cobain
in 2005 who wrote in some detail about these British torture centers both in London (the sc
call ed #Lond o nBritdhaagalonahzore iniGermafh e

2 R. AschenaueMacht gegen Rechfnote33), pp. 72ff.

s A. Rucker| op. cit.(note35); for a comprehensive discussion of the British trial of the suppliers of
Zyklon B to Auschwitz, cf. W. B. Lindseyop. cit.(notel).

7 AccordingtoR. Faurisson fiHow t he Briti sh Obtai nddtR7@he Con
(1986, pp. 389403, here p. 399, Minden/Weser was the interrogation headquarters of the British mili-
tary police.

> R. AschenaueMacht gegen Rechfnote33), p. 72, tells of the infamous Special Camp Bad Nenndorf,
where preliminary hearings culminated in severe physical abuse. Cf. Johannes Heyrgér i t i s h
at Bad Neconmedient Histonyl0(3) (2018).

6 R. HoR in M. Broszafed.),Kommandant in Ausetitz, dtv, Munich 1983, pp. 149(this book also ap-
peared in English: Rudolf HoesSommandant of Auselitz, Weidenfeld & Nicolson, London
1959/The World Publishing Company, Cleveland, OH, 1938r a detailed chronicle of Hi&sarrest
and torture, see C. Mattognopmmandant of Auschwitz: Rudolf Hoss, His Torture and His Forced
Confessions2nd ed., Castle Hill Publishers, Uckfield 209@.,12-22.

7 B. Clarke as quoted in R. ButleLegions of DeathArrow Books Ltd., London 1986, pp. 236f.

8 R. Butler, ibid., pp. 238f.

 O.Poh) fALetzte Auf zei c hHistomsche Tatsachelr.n7, Verlag\WiaVolkstuoh y
und Zeitgeschichtsforschung, Viotho 1991, pp. 35ff.; M. Laytgpncit. (note27), pp. 43ff.; D. Irving
Der Nirnberger Prozef®p. cit.(note28), pp. 80f.; Pohtonsidered himself legally innocent, since he
had neither caused nor tolerated any atrocities: cf. O, Eaddio. Mein Weg zu Got. Girnth, Lands-
hut 1950, p. 43; cf. also A. Moorehdad account of the rough interr
in BergenBelsen, published in the British monthiyie EuropeanMarch 1945; quoted from: F. J.

Scheid| Geschichte der Verfemung Deutschlaralsh. by author, Vienna 1967, Vol. 3, pp. 83ff.; cf.
Alan Moorehead s essay fiBel s e(ed)dheiGolderCHorzolWeiderdefd & dlicol- y
son, London 1953, pp. 105f.

8 patricia MeehapA Strange Enemy People: Germans under the British-5@4Beter Owen Publishers,
2001.

8 lanCobain A Revealed: UK wartime tortureThe&umgan & i
Nov. 12, 2005www.theguardian.com/uk/2005/nov/12/topstories3.secondwor|dwaw.theguard-
ian.com/uk/2005/nov/12/secondworldwar.weiiem i The i nt errogati on c¢amp

into living skeletons ®he GuardianDec.17, 2005 www.theguardian.com/uk/2005/dec/17/second-
worldwar.topstories3dem Cruel Britanna: A Secret History of Torturdé®ortobello Books, London
2013
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3.3.1.3. French Trials

We know comparatively little about the French trials of the camp staff of the concentration
camps Neue Bremme and NatzweffdHowever, judging from the French conduct towards
German civilians & asdvellras towandg the paptlatian ofahe oceus t 0
pied territorie&* i which was just as bad as, if not worse than, the conduct of the Americans

i one may conclude that the French were equal to the Americans in every way.

3.3.1.4. SovieRussian Trials

The trials in the Soviet Occupation Zone can be considered as part of the continuation of the
war-crimes tribunals that had been held in the Soviet Union ever since the outbreak of hos-
tilities in 1941. In 1950, an official report confirmed that these-evanes trials were a
violation of international la® Maurach reports that the preliminary hearings were charac-
terized by continuous,e., nonstop interrogations, physical abuse of all kinds, distorted
protocols, playing prisoners off against each other, forced denunciation of eticersnd

the main hearings by summary mass trials before special courts governed by arbitrary rules
of proceduré® There is a general consensus of opinion regarding these procedures, and even
theGermanFederal Ministry of Justice has commented to this effdnta 1996publication

by a Russian historian and based on original Russian archives, these early German expert
reports were confirme®f. The same goes for comparable trials held by the Soviet satellite
states in the first few years following the wBuszkoreports for examplethat in Poland a
special courtomparable to thtMT was set up whose verdicts were incontest®#terther,
theGermanFederal Ministry of Justice has described the early trials indhenunist east

Ge r m&earmai Democratic Republias arbitrary trial€° whose darkest chapter, the so
called Waldheim Trials, was recentlgscribedn detail by Eiserf*

3.3.1.5. The International Military Tribunal atis Successor Tribunals

The actual International Military Tribunal consisted of prosecutors and judges from the four
Allied Powersi hardly an objective tribunalt brought 22 of the mosmportant figures

from the Third Reich to trialThis Tribunal was followed by twelve further trials of various
offices andgovernment departmeritsfor example the Reich Government, thehrmacht

82 A. Rucker| op. cit.(note35), p
Aside from J. Bacquep. cit. (note29) see also the accounts of brutal torture of internees in Landes-
verband der ehemaligen Besatzungsinternierten Badattemberg (ed.Die Internierung im deut-
schen Sudwestepub. by ed., Karlsruhe 1960, esp. pp. 73ff.; cf. also Arthur L. Smitlii Di e deut sche
Kriegsgefangenen und Frankreich 194%® 4 9fZ32(1) (1984), pp. 16321, who bases his study
exclusively on official accounts of Allied sourc&8ould it be equally appropriate to report about the
conditions in German concentration camps exclusively on the basis of official contemporaneous ac-
counts of German governmental and administrative sources?

84 F. Utley, op. cit.(note31), pp. 287ff.

8 C. RoedigerVolkerrechtliches Gutachten lber die strafrechtliche Aburteilung deutscher Kriegsgefan-
gener in der Sowjetunioiieidelberg 1950.

8 R. MaurachDie Kriegsverbrecherprozesse gegen deutsche Gefangene in der Sowjetunéitsge-
meinschaft vom Roten Kreuz in Deutschland (British Zone), Hamburg 1950, pp. 79ff.

8 Reproduced in part in A. Rickedp. cit.(note35), p. 100. See also the chapter by I. Wegkhis vol-
ume; see also the statement by former president of the German Federal Supreme Court Weinkauff in
Neue Juristische Wochenschrif®57, p. 1869.

8 AE. Epifanow H. Mayet Die Tragddie der deutschen Kriegsgefangenen in Stalingrad von 1942 bis
1956 nach russischen Archivunterlag@&iblio, Osnabriick 1996; cf. E. Petéy. Epifanow Stalins
KriegsgefangeneStocker, Graz 1997.

8 J. BuszkoAusclwitz: Geschichte und Wirklichkeit des Vernichtungslag@mwvohlt, Reinbek 1980, pp.
193ff.; R. Henkysop. cit.(note9), p. 191, believes that in 1947 the Polish took care to ensure that trials
were conducted in accordance with the principles ofatdaw. But since hardly any of these trials at
that time in the sphere of influence of Staliare conducted as such, one wonders on which information
Henkysrelies.

% A, Ricker| op. cit.(note35), p. 211.

9 W, Eisert Die Waldheimer ProzessBechtle, Munich 1993; for an account of a more recent trial regar-
ding Oradour and Lidice, cf. H. Lichtensteim Namen des VolkesBund, Cologne 1984, pp. 132ff.
According to Lichtenstein, the defense acted as secondary prosecution in this trial.
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Supreme Command, and the SS Econefdministrative Main Officei and of profes-
sional groups, such as lawyers anetcutivef thechemical and ste@hdustry. These tri-

als, however, were conducted exclusively by the Americans, since by then the other victor
ous powers had lost interét.

The London Agreement, which defined the legal framework of the f™MiEcreed in its
Article 3 that the Tribunal cannot be challenged, and in Article 26 it categorically ruled out
any contestability of its verdicts. In accordance with Article 13 cthatalso determined
its own rules of procedure. These points alone already suffice to strip this tribunal of an
justicial legitimacy Three articles pertaining to the rights of turtare particularly sig-
nificant. Article 18, for example, determined that doairtshould

ficonfinethe Trial strictly to an expeditious hearing of the issues raised bylhgges

[ sic]o
and that it could refuse any and all questions and explanations it deemed unnecessary
irrelevant. Article 19 states verbatim:

fiThe Tribunal shall not be bound by technical rules of evidence. It shall adopt and apply

to the greatest possible extent expeditious and nontechnical procedure, and shall admr

any evidence which it deems to have probative value.

And Article 21confersto this very dayhe cloak oflegalrespectabilityuponatrocity prop-

aganda produced mai nl y vhrioeuswarcdmes @mmidsions i v e
fiThe Tribunal shall not require proof of facts of common knowledge but shall take judicial
notice thereaflt shall also take judicial notice of official governmental documents and
reports of the United Nations, including the acts and documents of the committees set
in the various Allied countries for the investigation of war crimes, and the records and
findings of nlitary or other Tribunals of any of the United Natiois.

Thus, all 0¢evi ddabooseias dipcussed iBuwseaions3.8.1.1 tdr3e3.1.4
was deemed to be a matter of fact needing no further substantiattwhich could not be
contestedThe IMT categorized the SS and Waffen SSfor example, as criminal organ-
izations primarily on the basis %f the 0
In the time leading up to the trial, the Soviets bluntly stated that they wished to execut
the defendantsvithout a trial or at most after a summastyow trial since their guilt was
self-evident anyhow?® While some voices were raised in agreement on the side of the west-
ern Allies®t he understanding that only a 6% eal
The fact that chief prosecutor R. Jackstated in one of his addresses that this military
tribunal was only a continuation of the war against Germany by other means, and that sa
tribunal was not bound by any limiting conditions imposed by legal systems coming dowr

% A. Rucker| op. cit.(note35), pp. 95ff.Cf. Nuernberg Military Tribunalsp. cit (note67).

% International Military TribunalTrial of the Major War Criminals(hereafter IMT), Nuremberg 1947,
Vol. 1, pp. 1016. For accounts of the IMT, cf. T. Tay)dthe Anatomy of the Nuremberg Tridldttle,
Boston 1992, H. Hartld=reispruch fiir Deutschlan®nd ed., Schitz, Géttingen 1965; H. H. Saunders
Forum der RacheDruffel, Leoni 1986; F. J. P. Vealadvance to Barbarispinstitute for Historical
Review, Newport Beach, Cal. 1983; W. Madeas ExempelBlaue Aktuelle Reihe 9, Mu¥erlag,
Asendorf 1986; W. E. Bentots. Grimm(eds.),Nuremberg: German Views of the War Triggouthern
Methodist UP, Dallas 1955; C. Haendeér Nirnberger ProzeMoewig, Munich 1983; M. Bardeche
Nurnberg oder die Falschminzdtriester, Wiesbaden 1957; Reprint: Verlag fur ganzheitliche For-
schung und Kultur, Vil 1992; A. R. Wesserle i Al | i ed Wa gHREC()i(1688,9p. 6% i al s
164; C. PorterNot Guilty at Nuremberg: The German Defense Chiigtorical Review Press, Brighton
1990/2nd ed., Lulu 2013; Portddade in Russia: The Holocauydtid., 1988/2nd ed., Lulu, 2013.

% E.g, L. Greilon the Malmedy Trial if©berst der Waffei$S Jochen Peiper und der Malmeripzel;
4th ed., Schild, Munich 1977, p. 90; for the view taken of the SS and Waffen SS in the IMT, cf. G.
RauschenbagctDer Nirnberger Prozel3 gegen die OrganisatigrierRéhrscheid, Bonn 1954; cf. also
R. Hilberg op. cit.(note27), p. 692.

% A. von Knieriem op. cit.(note30), pp. 127f.

% D. Irving, Der Nurnberger Prozefop. cit.(note28), pp. 24ff.; R. Hilbergop. cit.(note27), pp. 684,
691;cf.C.Haidn fADas Internationale Milit2rtribunal v
kerr ©6G34(3)¢1989, pp. 11-14.

% A. von Knieriem op. cit.(note30), pp. 128f.; for a detailed description of the creation of the IMT
6Lynch L awd NwembergDrhe Last Battlep.git.(note28), pp. £119.
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to modern times through tradition, should instill in any researcher a healthy dose of skepti-
cism regarding the conditions providing the framework of this ial.

Irving described the early investigations of the IMT prosecution as a private event put on
by the American Secret Service OSS [Office of Strategic Services], until R. Jaekscrd
this influence®® Von Knieriemgives a very detailed account of the consequences ensuing
from the fact that the prosecution had unlimited access to the entire executive apparatus of
all occupation authorities permitting, for example, their arrest of any witness they chose,
the configation of all documents and files of the Third Reich, as well as access to the files
of the victors while the defense was completely without means and infliéh8ace the
IMT was conducted in the style of Angfaxon trials, in which unlike in German trial$
the prosecution is not obliged to ascertain and submit any evidence that would serve to ex-
onerate thalefendanbut rather strives to prove the guilt of thefendanin a onesided
manner, this unequal Oarsenal 6 of prosecut:i
carriages of justic®! Even thepresiding judges provided they had been willing bilance
the situationi could not have helped the defense to improve its situation very much, for
these judges were meralg factoguests of the prosecution, which latter decided all material
and personnel matters @ourt'°2With regard to the obtainment or hearing of evidertue, t
judges had no authority to issue directives, neither todbepationpowers nor to the pros-
ecution!®®

In many andpervasiverespectsthe conduct of the IMT was shockingly similar to that of
the trials described previously in Section 3.3.1.1. Von Knied@ch many others recount
threats of all kinds, of psychological tortuifépf nonstop interrogatiot?® and of confisca-
tion of the propert}® of defendants as well as of coerced witnesses. Intimidation, imprison-
ment, legal prosecution and other means of coerciene &pplied to witnesses for the de-
fensel? distorted affidavitd?® document¥® and synchronized translatioh§;arbitrary re-
fusal to hear evidencé! confiscation of document® and the refusal to grant the defense
access to document®,as well as the systematic obstruction of the defense by the prosecu-

% R. H. Jacksorthird address of the Prosecution to the International Military Tribunal in Nuremberg, July
26, 1946, IMT, Vol. 19, p. 398.

% D. Irving, Der Nurnberger Prozefp. cit.(note28), p. 39.

100 A. von Knieriem op. cit.(note30), pp. 1362 00, esp. p. 195: fADe facto, thi
the top occupation authorities. o

101 Also A. Riicker] op. cit.(note35), p. 91; J. Weber i Si nn und Problemati k der N
b r e c h e r pAuscPpliekuusdeZeitgeschichie(48) (1968, pp. 3-31, here p. 11.

102 M. Lautern op. cit.(note27), p. 20.

103 A. von Knieriem op. cit.(note30), p. 149.

104 1bid., pp. 158, 189ff.; D. IrvingDer Niirnberger Prozefop. cit.(note28), pp. 41f., 59, 61; M. Lauteyn
op. cit.(note27), pp. 47ff., describes the effect of a threat of extradition on Friedrich Wilhelm Gaus
formerly the Chief of the Legal Department of the Foreign Ministry, Ribbedtsop +hand rhan. In
the face of this threat the frightened Gaugented the most dreadful ceakdbull stories in his at-
tempts to incriminate Ribbentrop and thus to pull his own head out of the noose, which he in fact suc-
ceeded in doing. Cf. also F. Utleyp. cit.(note31), p. 172; H. Springeop. cit.(note65), p. 96; cf. also
the interesting statements of R. von Weizsadoemer president of Germany, in his biograptigr
Zeiten.Erinnerungen Siedler, Berlin 1997, pp. 125f., who-defended his father Ernst von Weizsacker
at the IMT.

105 A von Knieriem op. cit.(note30), p. 189; H. Springeop. cit.(note65), p. 35.

106 A, von Knieriem ibid., p. XXIV; F. Utley, op. cit.(note31), pp. 171, 183.

107 A, von Knieriem ibid., pp. 191, 198; R. Aschenaykandsberg. Ein dokumentarischer Bericht von
deutscher SichtArbeitsgemeinschaft fir Recht und Wissenschaft, Munich 1951, p. 34; D.,IBéng
Nurnberger Prozefop. cit.(note28), pp. 63, 78, 80; F. Oscamp. cit.(note34), pp. 85f., 88f; M. Lau-
tern op. cit.(note27), pp. 42f., 46.

108 Aside fromnoted5( 6 Af f i davito), c¢cf. also the account of a
davit regarding B. von Richthofein Gesellschatft fir freie Publizistikp. cit.(note57), pp. 8992; also
L. Rendulic op. cit.(note27), pp. 59ff.

108 A, von Knieriem op. cit.(note30), pp. 193f.

110 |bid., pp. 179ff.

11 |bid., pp. 168f., 176f.; D. IrvingDer Nurnberger Prozefop. cit.(note28), p. 82.

12 A von Knieriem ibid., pp. 142, 148; M. Lauterop. cit.(note27), p. 18.

113 A, von Knieriem ibid., pp. 149, 175f.; R. Aschenauyep. cit.(note107), pp. 34f.; M. Lauternop. cit.
(note27), pp. 9ff.; H. Springerop. cit.(note65), pp. 35, 243.
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tion''*such as, for example, making it impossible for the defense to travel abroad in orde
to locate defense witnességor censoring their matt®We know of professional witnesses
who had been interned in concentration campsédous (norpolitical) crimes!!’ Last but

not least, we know of verdicts flying crassly in the face of what the evidence derftdnded
whichwerg) u st i f argudents unriviallediin their crudiéy®

When the American attorney E. J. Caredls prevented from acting as defense counsel in
the Kruppcase, he sent a letter of protest to General Cldigizing the IMT trials for,
among other things, lengthy and inhumane detention awaiting trial; the withholding of doc:
uments by the prosecution and toairt, hearsay evidence, the random naturdocfumental
evidence, the suppression of witnesses for the defense, and the mandatory presence of m
bers of the prosecution at any discussions held with witnesses; the disappearance of exon
ating eé\zlci]dence; confiscation of property; testimony under duress; anddatiom of wit-
nesses?

Ivingcal | s the manner in which the GeMdapopr
methods & The prisoners, cut off as they were from the rest of the world and suffering
from hunger and cold, were not granted any medical care for injuries they had sustaine
through abuse by their captdféand even their defense counsels ran the risk of being ar-
rested if they insisted on the rights they might have expected in legal tdalbappened,
for example, to the defense counsel of von Neudtbr to all the defense attorneys in the
Krupp Trial.}?* As far as the incriminating testimony provided by former inmates is con-
cerned, Aschenauéetects significant parallels between the concentrai@onp trials con-
ducted by the 8. in Dachau on the one hand, and the trial of the SS Econbdmitnis-
trative Main Office in Nuremberg on the other, since in both cases the testimony was prc
vided by t heprddessiomal witnedsg®® Aarad dif cour se t he
and intimidation of former fellow inmates to prevent exonerating testimony were also nof
lacking in the IMT trialst?

Opinions regarding abuse and torture during the IMT trials are divided. Whereas Irving
acknowledges them in the form of constant harassment and minor maltre&fnvent,
Knieriema s s u meappatettia t t A e r e ZWedeknawchanever, of the severe
abuse of lius Streicher which he described during his interrogation before the /s
account about having been tortured was stricken from the protocol at the request of the prc
ecution®®® Lauternreports the torture of SSruppenfiihrerPetri3 and in his last records

114 A, von Knieriem op. cit.(note30), pp. 149f., 189, 199f.; M. Lauterap. cit.(note27), pp. 23, 27f.;

Lautern is fair and also describes the advantages that the defense counsels enjoyed: free travel within-
American Zone, army mail service privileges, the support of Occupation authorities in proceedings insti
tuted against them by the WeSocieties, some of which had an active dislike of attorneys who defended
6Nazisdé; cf. pp. 22fF.

115 A von Knieriem op. cit.(note30), p. 196.

116 |bid,, p. XXIV.

17 |bid., p. 191; R. Aschenauep. cit.(note107), pp. 32f.; F. Oscaop. cit.(note34), pp. 89ff.

118 A von Knieriemibid., p. 178.

19 |bid., p. 185.

120 £ Oscayop. cit.(note34), pp. 32ff.

121 D, Irving, Der Nurnberger Prozefop. cit.(note28), p. 37. In this context M. Lautementions secord
degree interrogationsp. cit.(note27), p. 41; W. Maseterms the interrogations aggressive and harsh:
Nirnberg: Tribunal der SiegeEcon, Dusseldorf 1977, p. 127 (Englisluremberg: A Nation on Trial
Scribner, New York 1979).

122 D, Irving, Der Niirnberger Prozegp. cit.(note28), p. 59; H. Springeop. cit.(note65), pp. 38ff.

123 For 6 weeksD. Irving, Der Nurnberger Prozefop. cit.(note28), p. 80.

124 E, Utley, op. cit.(note31), pp. 172f.; M. Lauteryop. cit.(note27), pp. 51ff.; one case in the {Garben
Trial is described on pp. 60ff.

125 R. Aschenauenop. cit. (note107), p. 32.

126 E. Oscayop. cit.(note34), p. 85.

127 D, Irving, Der Niirnberger Prozefp. cit.(note28), pp. 59ff.

128 A von Knieriem op. cit.(note30), p. 158.

12% Times London, April 27, 1946. Thanks is due to Prof. R. Faurigsothis referenceCf. H. Springey
op. cit.(note65), p. 166.

130 MT, Vol. 12, p. 398.

181 M. Lautern op. cit.(note27), p. 45.
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OswaldPohltold of the maltreatment &SStandartenflihreGerhardVaurer*? Mark We-
berdetails a number of additional cases of al&s€his suggests that the main defendants
who received much public attention suffered only a lesser degree of physical abuse, while
incarcerated witnessegho received less publicity also risked abuse in Nuremberg if they
were not quickenough to cooperate.

The investigating committees mentioned in Section 3.3.1.1. resulted in the revision of
some of the verdicts handed down by the IMT and its successor tribunals. In thesheases
German Federal governmemthose cooperation due to the Korea crisis had become indis-
pensablegemandedeniency**

3.3.1.6. The Consequences of Allied Pé&ir Trials

The American trials in Dachau and the similar trials conducted by the other Allies allegedly
fiproved the atrocities committed in the concentration camps and in eastern ELinegS
andWaffen SShave been deemed criminal organizations ever since, even if for example the
German courts do not treat their membaurtomaticallyas criminals, but this may be only
due to the necessity to avoid illegal retroactive application of new TElvesIMT itself re-
inforced this assessment through the repeated presentatiof O evi denced | ar
the aforementioned trials.

The best summary of the consequences of the evidence presented to the IMT may be found
in the memaoirs of H. Fritzschdll the main defendants of Nuremberg insisted that prior to
the IMT proceedings they had not known of any mass murder of the'¥eMfter the
screening of a dubious film about the Dact@ancentration Campand other camps had
achieved the desired psychological efféétut had failed to convince completely, the tes-
timonies of R. H6land O. Ohlendorfinally persuaded most of tliefendantso accept the
mass murder as fatf The murder of the Jews, which was ultimately accepted as proven
by most of thelefendantsaffected the defense and tiefendantgnd even the fate of the
entire nation like a paralyzing curse, since now no one dared still éBjdevertheless the
defelr;glantwvere left with the impression that the investigative requirements had not been
met:

fiThe incomprehensible was proven in a makeshift sort of way, but it was by no means
investigated

The fact that th€&erman mainstreajournal of contemporarijistory, Vierteljahrshefte fir
Zeitgeschichteregards the IMTas a fair trial sincerely striving for justice, whose only fault
was to be found in its legal foundation, will not surprise anyone familiar with the leftist,
biasedinstitut fir Zeitgeschichtehe body publishing that periodic4P.

332.Trials 6Under the Rule of Lawb

The 1952TransitionTreatyon the partial sovereignty of the Federal Republic of Germany
in effect since 1955decreed that the verdicts of the IMT were final and binding for all

132 Y, walendy op. cit.(note79), p. 37.

133 M. Weber op. cit.(note26), regarding J. Aschenbrenn&: SauckelH. Frank A. Eigruber J. Kramer
and others.

134 A, Riicker| op. cit.(note35), pp. 97, 130ff.; A. RiickerlNNSProzessgC. F. Miiller, Karlsruhe 1972, p.
165; R. Hilbergop. cit.(note27), p. 697; T. A. Schwartop. cit.(note71).

185 R. Hilberg op. cit.(note27), pp. 688f.; H. Springeop. cit.(note65), pp. 113ff. Incidentally, Goring
insisted until his death that this allegation was untrue, p. 118; ciiMiIgovol. 9, p. 618.

136 Nazi Concentration and Prison CampsIT Doc. PS2430, shown during the trial on Nov. 29, 1945,
IMT, Vol. 30, p. 470https://youtu.be/_pQJI420NPDCf. the critical documentary on this and other
Holocaust propaganda: G. Ruddtrobing the Holocaust: The Horror Explainebec. 2017;
https://holocausthandbooks.com/video/prokiingholocaust/

187 H. Springer op. cit.(note65), p. 87. It is unknown whether Ohlenderés treated like H68r Poh| but

in his case even an almost wundetectabl e, 6gentl er
138 |pid., pp. 101, 112f.
139 |hid., p. 119.
140 | other Gruchmann fiDas Urteil von NfZie@p(2968), ppn3888A hetep. Jahr en

386.
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official and judicial authorities of the Federal RepubticThe establishment considers this
a handicap, since due to the demands of the Korea Crisis the United States released mos
those they had convicted in their pagr trials in fairly short order, with the German justice
system missing out on the pleasaf recharging them even in light of new eviderdt&But
one might also consider the decree to be a handicap in the sense that, through Article 7
the Treaty, the Allies effectively placed the view of history resulting from theirypaist
judicial conclusions and verdicts beyond revision even for Germansco

Regarding the significance of witness testimony to the verdicts in trials particularly in the
Federal Republic of Germany and Israel, it must first be pointed out that the view of histon
as the IMT established it with regard to the Holocaust is generafigidered to be self
evident and true today. The question of how great a rolérdresition Treatylayed in this
remains open. Thus, motionsadmitevidencechallengingt h i s , @ torquestibn its
selfevidentnessare réected without any furthreadoby thecourts, especially in Germany.
Suchmotions are dismissed as mere tactics intended to delay thé%tAalyone who nev-
ertheless insists publicly on his dissenting claines,beliefs in, or points out technical and
scientific counterarguments, soon finds himself the object of prosecution for slander of the
Jews, disparagement of themembrancef persons deceaseidgciting the masseor in-
citement taracial hatred!** Since 1985 this is even considered an offense so grave that pro-
ceedings are brought directly by the Put
report or complaint by someone considering himself slandétddhe only thing anyone
will achieve by speaking out in court against the-selfi dent o6trut hodo wi
evenmore severe sentence for stubborn lying and lack of repentardigs arguments will
be ignored. This insurmountable and blindly dogmatic persecution of dissenting viewpoint:
hobbles any and all research deviating in content from the officially sanctioneét¥/@u.
let us take a look at some examples afforded by Israel and the Federal Republic of Germar
to see in what sort of setting the trialsadiegedviolent NationatSocialistcriminals took
and continue to take placeso-calledcountries under the rule of law.

3.3.2.1. The Investigations

The dubious starting point of many investigatibnghether shortly after the war, or some-
times even today arestatements made the course of Allied poswar trials be theyin
judicial opinions, in witness statements, confessions of perpetrators, or other documents
the disposal of the investigating bod#é¥. It is also cause for concern to consider how the
rules of procedure were circumvented in order to facilitate the prose@xabnsivelyof
Germans who were meredyspecteaf having committed crimedntil 1951, the German
justice system was permitted by the laws of the Allied Control Council to deal only with
crimes committed by Germans against other Germans or stateless p&Bahsven after

MiVvertrag zur Regelung aus Kri eg unBlnd&gesezblattu ng
(BGBI) I (1955), pp. 405f.

142 E g, A. Rucker| op. cit.(note35), pp. 130ff., 138f.

143 The BundesgerichtshdgGerman Federal Supreme Court] has confirmed the legality of such measures:
Ref. 1 StR 193/93.

144 88130, 131, 185, 189 German Criminal Code, old version; 8131 has since been changed and now out-
laws certain depictions of violence.

145 For the amendment of §194 Sect. 2 German Criminal CodBGd! | (1985, p. 965.

146 Thus the opinion of some German historians, such as A.,Métdrs langer SchatterLangen Milller,
Munich 1993, pp. 308ff.; H. Diwaldeutschland einig VaterlandJlistein, Frankfurt/Main 1990, p. 70;
E. Nolte Streitpunkte Propylaen, Berlin 1993, p. 308; J. HoffmaBnt al i nds War of EX
11945 Theses & Dissertations Press, Capshaw, Al
freedom of research as proclaimed under the German Basic Law, it is, unfortunately, advisable today tc
have many passages of a historiographical texteedis f or 6cr i mi nal chant ent 6
al most degrading situation. 0

147 Cf. A. Riicker] NSProzessgop. cit.(note134), pp. 83f., 88.

148 A, Rucker| Nationalsozialistische Vernichtungslager im Spiefgitscher Strafprozessdtv, Munich
1978, pp. 39f., 43ff., regarding Treblinka Trial cf. pp. 43ff., regarding Chelmno cf. p. 243.

149 Regarding the Ausetitz Trial: B. NaumanpAuschwitz, Athenaum, Frankfurt/Main 1968, pp. 67f., 132
(English editionAuschwitz, Praeger, New York 1966).

150 A, Riicker| op. cit.(note35), pp. 107f., 124For the scope of these trials and the problems involved, cf.
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partial sovereignty had been attained in 1955, certain circles were not satisfied with the
scope of the German justice systeasaxplainsi nves:t
this dissatisfying condition with the fact
fices can take action only when a supposed criminal is resident in their region or when the
crime was committed in their sphere of responsibiince theoresume NationatSocidist

crimes are predominantly said to have been commitiéside Germanyand frequently by
unknownindividuals there was no investigation at all in many cdses.

In order toimprove thatsituation the Ministers of Justice of the Federal German states
established th&entrale Stelle der Landesjustizverwaltungen zur Aufklarung nationalsozi-
alistischer VerbrechefCentral Officeof the State Administrations of Justiice the Inves-
tigation of NationalSocialist Crimes] in Ludwigsburop 1958in orderto circumvent the
above regulations and conduct worldwide researches in the form of preliminary investiga-
tions to determine where which crimes might have been committed in the name of Germany,
andby whomi an act that is unique in the history of law and justiédo this day this
Central Office continues to draw on all possible sources (archives, witness statements, court
documents, books, accounts of personal experience, mowéss, mediato obtain infor-
mation on crimes supposedly committed abroad by Germans undeatioaatlSocialist
regime. When the Central Offi¢ckinksthat sufficient evidence has been found against cer-
tain suspects, it passes its findings on toc
then proceed to initiate the standard investigations.

After refusing for years to examine and make use of the archives of the Eastet#¥ Bloc,
the Federal German government finadllyandonedts reluctance in the wake of the 1964
Auschwitz Trial, and appealed to all nations of the world to make as much documentation
aboutNationalSocialistcrimes available to Germany as possible. Some parties even de-
manded that a European Legal Commission should be set up expressly and exclusively to
prosecute supposed Natior@ocialist criminalg>* This appeal by West Germany caused
East Germany, for example, to declare that it had sufficient incriminating material in its
archives to prosecute hundreds of thousaffdsside from these eastern European sources,
the western archives (including especially those in Israel) as well as the standard Holocaust
|l iterature and inmatesd organizations are
Central Office.1®® Simon Wiesenthaf” and HermannLangbein a formercommunist and
Auschwitz inmate, have been particularly assiduous in providing material. The Frankfurt
Jury Courteven certified to the latter that he had played an especially important part in the
preparations for thAuschwitz Trial and its executio®? and on the occasion of Langbéirs
presence at the examination of a witnélss public prosecutowent so far as to thank him
openly for his assistanée’.

But what is of key importance is the fact that, as has been proven now in five separate
cases, the Centr al Of fice or tchlledc P u mi nal B O

MartinBroszat A Si egerjustiz oder sV¥fZ228(4)(1e83, pptd74544he 6 Sel bs
151 A, Riicker]| op. cit.(note35), p. 128.
%2 Erwin Schille fiDi e Justiz der Bundesrepubl i k WA di e S¢h
(1961), pp. 44a143; A. Ruckerlop. cit.(note35), pp. 142ff.
153 As late as 1962, when the German Democratic Republic (East Germany) made its general offer to pro-
vide incriminating evidence regarding National Socialist criminals, the Federal Republic (West Ger-
many) decried this as a propaganda campaign intended tediisbe Federal Republié. Ricker| op.
cit. (note35), p. 159.
1% W. Maihofer, AVerl @angerung oder Auf hédnummgeAdderoliikvadr j 2 hr un
Zeitgeschichtd5(12) (1965), pp.-34, here p. 14.
1% A Rcker| op. cit.(note35), pp. 169f.
156 |bid., p. 158; A. RickerINSProzessgop. cit.(note134), pp. 25, 43f., 57; A. Rickemp. cit.(note
148), p. 44.
"Cf. his confessi ons Rechgieht Rhcheltpteidy Rrankflirt®aim1991tEnga g i n
lish: Justice, not Vengeanc®@/eidenfeld & Nicolson, London 1989.
158 H, Langbein Der Auschvitz-Prozef; Europaische Verlagsanstalt, Frankfurt/Main 1965, Vol. 2, p. 858.
159 |bid., Vol. 1, pp. 31f.; Langbeiaven searched for witnesses per newspaper ad: R. HihscHie End-
I6sung Greifenverlag, Rudolstadt 1982, p. 122; cf. H. Langhdinschen in Ausetitz, EuropaVer-
lag, Vienna 1987, p. 554 (EnglisReople in Ausachitz, University of North Carolina Press, Chapel Hill
2004).
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dossierswvhich they made available to all potential witnesses, as well as to domestic an
foreign investigative bodies, for the purpose of further disseminatipotémtialwitnesses.

In thesedossierseverysuspectegerpetrators listed along with theicurriculum vitae, their
photographs both @écentand fromNationatSocialisttimes, and a description of the crimes
they are suspected to have commiites well as such crimesmayhavebeen committed

but for which witnesses and clues to the idgraf the perpetrators are still lacking. The
witnesses are then asked to treat the issue as a matter of confidence but to assign the cri
nals to the crimes and to add other crimes which may be missing frodogbieri® It is
clear that wunder such circumstance,bet he
distorted. Thus, subsequent testimonies and especially the identifications of the alleged pe
petrators in court are a fart® And finally, Riickert®2and Henky¥3report that due to new
findings that had come to the attention of the investigating authorities, or due to discrepatr
cies between witness testimony and the beliefs of the investigating authorities, the witness
were questioned over and over again. It wlaubt be surprising if this fact by itself already
resulted in a sort o fowad s tcert@mgoaln this cogekt o f
Ruckerlpoints to cases afitnessmanipulation by investigatingfficersas well as by pri-

vate records centerswhile of course considering these cases to be exceptions to th& rule.

The frequently very difficult investigations resulted in thefendantseing detained
awaiting trial for three to five years and sometimes even longer, which can contribute to th
emotional attrition o& defendantand which the European Court is not alone in condemning
as a violation of human right&

It mustalsobe noted that both Rick&i and Henky¥’ considered it a necessity that
politically particularly reliable personnel were employed for the first few decades of these
special investigations, since many employees and officials might have been biased due
their own activities duringNationatSocialisttimes. It is safe to assume that only such per-
sons were employed as had never even dreamed of doubting the reality of the alleged crinr
to be investigated. Given such eager, ideologicadi;nmittedand trained personnel, it is
quite within the realm of the possible that withesses who were reluctant to testify were
threatened in the course of preliminary investigations in order to obtain the desired test
mony. Lichtensteirdescribes the results of a secatefjree interrogation, which he ex-
pressly states is necessary in order to force reluctant witnesses8 talk:

160 Case 1 is the Sachsenhausen Trial. The entire witness dossier is available in copy form: letter of the
Chief of the North Rhin&Vestphalian Central Office for Investigation of National Socialist Mass
Crimes in Concentration Camps, held by the Chief Piéhlisecutor in Cologne, Dr. H. GierlicRef.
24 AR 1/62 (Z) (onlinewww.inconvenienthistory.com/media/files/SachsenhausenGierligh @dée 2
is described without mention of the trial, by J. Ried@utscher Rechtsschutzkreis (ed)r Prob-
l emati k der Prozesse um fiNat iSchrftenteiheozariGasthictse unds c |
Entwicklung des Rechts im politischen Bereich 3, Bochum 1982, p. 16; Case 3, regarding the Sobibor
Trial, is described by F. J. Scheidp. cit.(note79), Vol. 4, pp. 213f., based dwational Zeitung Sept.
30, 1960, pp. 3ff.; Case 4, regarding the Majdanek Trial, is set lrtabhangige Nachrichtery
(2977), pp. 9f.; cf. W. Stégli¢ibie westdeutsche Justiz und die sogenannte@&i@altverbrechen
Deut scher Arbeitskreis Witten, Wi tten -C&léds, p.
National Soci alJHR2(3) (M81p ppe24281; @r dasa &,3n,the trial of G. Wejse
see R. Gerhar(ed.),Der Fall Gottfried WeiseTurmer, Berg 1991, p. 63; see the summary: G. Rudolf
AHow Postwar German Authorities Orchemdonmvent ed \
ient History 7(2) (2015).
Cf.the6i denti ficationd farces ,eomatqroteld9, ppyl5yi68,ne s s ¢
176, 471; F. J. Scheiddp. cit.(note79), Vol. 4, pp. 164, 213; H. LichtensteiMajdanek. Reportage
eines ProzesseEuropéische Verlagsanstalt, Frankfurt/Main 1979, pp. 68, 82.
162 A Riicker| NSProzessgop. cit.(note134), p. 88.
163 R. Henkys op. cit.(note9), pp. 210ff.; cf. also B. Naumanap. cit.(note149), p. 69.
164 A, Riicker| op. cit.(note35), p. 256.
185 For example, see the jail time spent awaiting trial in the AwigzTrial, Frankfurt, in B. Naumanmop.
cit. (note149), pp. 15f.; regarding the decision of the European Court: J. G, R&Brozesse des
schlechten Gewissens. Fischer, Munich 1968, p. 187; cf. also R. Henkys cit.(note9), p. 265.
166 A Rcker| op. cit.(note35), pp. 163f.
167 R. Henkys op. cit.(note9), p. 210.
168 H. Lichtensteinop. cit.(note161), p. 52, cf. also p. 55.
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fiThe witnes$Barth'®) hesitates[ é juffers or fakes a nervous breakdoyné Before

leaving the witnesstand,he takes back his claim that the police officer who had interro-
gated him had 6éblackmailedd him into tell:
states rather |l amely that t hedhichfisfcertaidyr had
necessary with witnesses of thissprs i ¢! ] o

All'in all, the Central Office seems to regard itself more as an institute for historical research
operating with unconventional methods than as an office for criminal prosecution: Ruckerl
in any case, considers its findings historical fa&Steinbacheven suggestithat in the
future, after the end of the NSG trials, the Central Office ought to be turned into an institute
for historical research! which apparently is the plan of German politicians,f8o.

An interview with a former S$1an, however, revealed that probably not even this task
of historical research is performed properly. According to this interview it seems that the
members of the Central Officeevertry to find out what really happened, but are only in-
terested irtestimonyaboutclaimedcrimes and alleged criminal® This procedure must
inflate thenumber and dimension of tlkemes and can only hide the truth.

3.3.2.2. Judges and Prosecuting Attorneys

For the major crime categories of the Third ReiEm$atzgruppengoncentration camps

and other camps), the trials of individual persons were supplemented by a mammoth trial
conducted at a central location, to which dozendeféndantend sometimes hundreds of
witnesses were summon&dAlthough thismight have beea financial and technical ne-
cessity, it was nevertheless inevitable that the question of the individual guilt of each de-
fendant would perforce be drowned out. In the fadh®fnevitabledeluge of evidence and
informationcoming down on thepmeither the defense nor the prosecution, neither gidge
nor jury couldkeep track of everything for years on e.

Even though there has been much emphasis on the point that it cannot be theatask of
court of law to dabble in historiography, Riuckestresses that particularly the trials con-
cerned with the alleged Natior8bcialist extermination camps are of historical relevance
and that the elucidation of historical events frequently took cetdge in those triafg® It
is frankly admitted hat the O6historicalé findings of
pillars on which contemporary historiography has based its res€amgteinbacheven
states that it is unique in the history of historiografitatthis area of inquiry lbeen left
to nonhistoriansj.e., prosecuting attorneys and judges, and that this chapter is therefore the
bestresearched in German histdry.

And indeed courtsof law are superior to historians in one respect, namely in dbgain
testimony. Rickenhotes correctly thatinlike historians, investigators and judges in crimi-
nal trials are able, thanks to the stapparatusto obtain a great many statements from
witnesses and to probe them foeir veracityby means of questioninge., interrogatiort’®
But whether these statements, on which such fateful decisions hinge, anmasube at

169 H, Barthwas convicted in an East German show trial in 1983 for his participation in the events in Lidice
and OradousurGlane; cf. H. Lichtenstejrop. cit.(note91).
170 A RUcker| op. cit.(note148), p. 33.
171 3, Webey P. Steinbackeds.),0p. cit.(note15), pp. 35f., 207.
Rl n Ludwi gsbur g-Vee hd erc hw e iFranfdrtgrdbgdnitinetZeitongune 14,
1997, p. 5.
¥ G.Rudolfi Auschwitz Doctor Hamagt(nMgl®dch I nterviewed, 0
174 Cf. A. Rucker| op. cit.(note35), pp. 263ff. In the Ausahitz Trial, for ex., there were 23 defendants
and more than 350 witnesses: cf. H. LateryBar andere Seite im Ausefiz-ProzelR 1963/655eewald,
Stuttgart 1966, pp. 13, 23.
175 H, Laternseribid., pp. 12f., 143ff.
176 A, Riicker| op. cit.(note148), pp. 7, 17ff., 22ff., 90ff., 254ff.; also R. M. W. KemprieiR. Vogel
(ed.),Ein Weg aus der Vergangenhaililstein, Frankfurt/Main 1969, p. 216; also in H. Lichtenstein
op. cit.(note91), p. 7.
177 A, Rucker| op. cit.(note35), pp. 260f., 324; cf. also M. Brosbas pr ef ac e op.qit.(ndte R¢cker |
148); also H. Langbeirop. cit.(note158), Vol. 1, p. 12; cf. W. Schefflein J. WeberP. Steinbach
(eds.),op. cit.(notel5), pp. 123ff.
178 p, Steinbaciin J. WeberP. Steinbach (edsihid., pp. 25, 35.
178 A, Riicker| in J. WeberP. Steinbackeds.),ibid., p. 72.
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timesdifficult to determine. Badeand Henkysuggest thét would be possibleo determine

the veracity of a statemently if the court were allowed to exert physical force, which
however,is prohibited in a state under the rule of F&{it is rather amazing to find that in

our times there actually are adults who believe that force can ascertain the truth. Tuch
limits the historical usability of legal findings to those that are based on good and complet
legal researck! But whoassesses quality and completeness, and by which criteria?

The most prominent example of the NSG trials isAhechwitz Trial in Frankfurt. Con-
trary to the claims of the thgmesiding judgethis trial is generally regarded as the epitome
of historical trials'®? Thus it is not surprising that the only expert reports whichcthet
commissioned to elucidate the isswet handwere historical reports about tiNationat
Socialistregime in general and about the persecution of the Jews in partfbat, no
forensicreports about the evidence for the supposed and alleged deeds of the det&hdants
How cynical therefore, of th&ermanFederal Supremeourt, which revertedhe acquittal
resultingfrom one particular NSG triddy arguingthat thefact-finding court allegedly had
done nothing to determine whether the crime had taken ildlee first placg®® But this is
precisely what the courts entrusted with the NSG tnialgerdo in the only reliable way
available, namelypy way of commissioningon-historical,i.e., technical, scientific and fo-
rensic expert reports. Yet tli@rmanFederal Supreme Court clearly iswerbothered by
this when the result is a conviction rather than an acquittal.

Another element for concern is the fact that in these {atgée, weHlpublicized NSG
trials, both the prosecution and the witnesses produrcadshowtrial manner agraphic
overall impression of the alleged horrors of the Holog&stven thoughttis contributed
nothing to the establishment of truth regarding the charges brought agaidstehdants;
insteadit added to theourtd bias against them. Ruckexplains for instancethat graphic
presentation of the gruesome context within which the alleged crime was committed serve
to increase the severity of the sentelf¢@adercommentg?®

fiTrials which are conducted in order to furnish evidence for historians are evil trials and
represent a sinister approach to shovals.o

Thecourd assessmertf the evidence is also significant. Rickexports that it is practi-
cally impossible to find a suspect guilty on the sole bas@dootimentakvidence, so that
especially with the increasing time span separdtiegevenfrom thetrial, it is almost al-
ways necessary to fall back on witness testimemgn though its unreliable nature is clear,
and particularly so in these NSG trifi8He states further that the conviction afefendant

180 K. S. Badeyin: K. Forster Albert Mgsl(ed.),Mdglichkeiten und Grenzen fiir die Bewéltigung histori-
scher und politischer Schuld in Strafprozessmdien und Berichte der katholischen Akademie in Bay-
ern, No. 19, EchteYerlag, Wirzburg 1962, p. 126; quoted in R. Henlkys cit.(note9), p. 220.

181 3, Tuchelin J. WeberP. Steinbackeds.),op. cit.(note15), p. 143.

182 A Ricker| op. cit.(note148), p. 18; B. Naumanrop. cit.(note149), p. 7.

183 Regarding the Ausetitz Trial, cf. H. Laternserop. cit.(note174), pp. 82f. For these historical expert
reports, see H. Buchhejil. Broszat H.-A. JacobsenH. Krausnick Anatomie des SStaates?2 vols.,
Walter Verlag, Freiburg 1964; regarding Sobibor: A. Riglkapl cit.(note148), pp. 87, 90ff.; regar-
ding Treblinkaibid., p. 82; regarding Majdanek: H. Lichtenstedp. cit.(note161), p. 30.

184 The FrankfuriSchwurgerichfjury court] admits this frankly in its Reasons for Sentence, cf. Réper
cit. (note3); A. Ricker] op. cit.(note35), pp. 214f., claims that aside from visits to the sites of the
crimes only documental and material evidence is used.

185 H. Lichtensteinop. cit.(note91), pp. 117f., on a verdict of the District Court of Bielefeld, Ref. Ks 45 Js
32/64, regarding the evacuation of the Wladilvolynsk Ghetto. The German Federal Supreme Court
commented that the Court can find the defendant guilty even if their exonetatemgents have not
been refuted!

186 H, Laternserop. cit.(note174), pp. 34f.; Ruckertonsiders this absolutely necessaig:Prozessgop.
cit. (note134), p. 32; P. Steinbacln J. WeberP. Steinbach (edsgp. cit.(notel5), p. 26; in the Eich-
mannTri al in Jerusalem, the corresponding witne
suf f er i n g, &chma&hnin Ferusalen®eclam, Leipzig 1990, p. 335, cf. pp. 355ff. (English:
Eichmann in JerusalenPenguin Books, New York 2006); cf. also F. J. Schejll cit.(note79), Vol.

4, pp. 235ff.

187 A, Rucker| op. cit.(note148), p. 328.

188 K. S. Baderop. cit.(note180); quoted according to R. Henkysp. cit (note9), p. 219.

189 A, Riicker| op. cit.(note35), p. 249;idem op. cit.(note148), p. 34;idem NSProzessgop. cit.(note
134), pp. 27, 29, 31.
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based orthe testimony of only one witness is questionable due to the possibility of error on
the part of the witness, but that several witnesses, all gthimgameincriminating testi-

mony, would convince theourt'*° This is reminiscent of the trial technique sometimes used

in ancient times, where it was the number of witnesses rather than the quality of the evidence
they gave that deci de dIsioanparicolee gost foy econcerm o r
that the courts, due to their lack of proper evidence, are increasingly accepting hearsay tes-
timony %2 even though it is generally acknowledged that this type of evidence is worthless
and that it is extremely dangerous to rely on it, since doing so practcellyesa miscar-

riage of justicé®

The external conditions surrounding such trials also violated the judicial standards of a
state under the rule of law. For example, Lateroggcizesthatfilming and photographing
in the courtroonwereunlawfully permitted during th&uschwitz Trial, whichresulted in
the defendants being besieged much like lions in &%dauring their statementshe de-
fense or the defendants were subjected to insults and even threats from courtroom spectators
without any intervention from theourt*°that thedefendantsvere subjected to insults from
the prosecutors and witnesses and even to disparagement by the'jéithgeshe prosecu-
tion participated in an exhiliin held in thePaulskirche [Church of St. Paul, an important
national memorial of Germany] during the triat which thedefendantsvereportrayed as
perpetrators, not suspect®mplete with their photos, life histes and details of their al-
leged crimed®”

Prosecutor Helge Grabiteports thatin the face of the horrible events described by the
witnessesit was next to impossible for judges and prosecutors alike to remain objective
and that they sometimes even declared themselves to be biased since they felt rage, shame
or despait® This biasi o rintefiest as it is called became particularly evident whére
judges, the jury members and members of both prosecution and defensé\o$c¢heitz
Trial visited the site of the alleged crime. Gralzittmments:>®

fiwhen therial moves out of the courtroom and to the site of the crime, a profound sense
of consternation predominatés.

This is vividly reminiscent of thos&uschwitz pilgrims who shuffle through the camp with
heads bowed, who pray beforéat-air delousingc hamber , in which the
were fumigated, in memory of the victims they, albeit mistakenly, believe to have been mur-
dered thereiinstead of trying téearnto which use these buildings and facilities were really
put. Instead of explaining the true purposedbirbuildings and camp centers by the experts,
the courts used these opportunities only in otdéncrease their dismay.

If Laternseiis correct, then it is also a point for concern that the prosecution Aut
witz Trial failed to comply with its duty (8160 of tf@ermanCode of Criminal Procedure)
to also search for evidence that would exoneratdefendant® Chief prosecutor Grabitz s
comment regarding the responsibility of the prosecution in cases where a defendant plays
down or denies the crimes he is charged with is rather revealing in this in€fance:

190 A, Riicker| op. cit.(note35), p. 257; H. Lichtenstejrop. cit.(note161), p. 49.

191 Cf. Salzburg District Court judge Dr. F. Schmidbauer Haethe-edéar inProfil, 17/91; the author
thanks W. Luftifor this reference.

192 H, Laternserop. cit.(note174), pp. 29, 151f., 171.

193 E, Schneidgrop. cit.(note4), p. 189; R. BendeS. RoderA. Nack op. cit.(note6), Vol. 2, pp. 178ff.
Unfortunately, unlike under Angi8axon law, hearsay evidence is admissible in German courts!

19 H, Laternserop. cit.(note174), p. 39; B. Naumanrop. cit.(note149), p. 141; cf. H. Lichtenstejop.
cit. (notel61), p. 29.

19 H, Laternserop. cit.(note174), pp. 15, 30f., 80.

196 H, Laternseribid., pp. 29, 35f., 52f., 56f., 59, 154f.; B. Naumaap. cit.(note149), pp. 62, 135, 266,
270, 281, 383.

197 H, Laternserop. cit.(note174), pp. 94ff., 417ff.; B. Naumanmp. cit.(note149), p. 383.

198 H, Grabitz NSProzessé Psychogramme der Beteiligtelnd ed., C. F. Milller, Heidelberg 1986, p.
11;cf. alsoH.Grabitz A Di e Ver f-d¢ghimgclvem NSEs Z¢itgeschichtdMi-s c her
enna), 14 (1986/87), pp. 2448.

19 H, GrabitzNSPr o z e,®® @t.(néte199), p. 18, cf. pp. 149ff.

200 4 Laternserop. cit.(note174), p. 32; A. Riickerlop. cit.(note35), p. 249, disagrees.

201 H, Grabitz in J. WeberP. Steinbackeds.),op. cit.(note15), p. 86.
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filt is the task of the prosecution to refute these claims aléfendanby bringing con-

vincing evidence, especially eyewitness testindony.

Despite claims to the contrary, most of the prosecutors were indeed concerned solely wi
incriminating thedefendantsThus, these trials came to be more and more like ASgkon

trials, in which the prosecution concerns itself only with proving guilt, and not with attempt-
ing to establistruth, be it guiltor innocence.

The means available to investigative authorities (described in Section 3.3.2.1.) to condu
investigative proceedings against futdefendantsor many years and with the support of
several hundreds of experts, all the governments in question, and any and all afdhiees
world they may need?result in an inequality of resources between prosecution and defense
that is similar in scope to that characterizing the Allied pasttrials. Arendtascertained
this inequality of resources, analogous to the IMT, for the Eichrifiaahin Jerusalem®®

Once someone accused of NSG crimes has been convicted, he has next to no chanc
prove his innocence through an appeal or a retrial. Whereas retrials were not uncommc
shortly after the war, theyave been denied almost always in later y&4@ppitzsuggests
that the reason for this is that courts today regard eyewitness testimony in a much mo
critical light than they did right after the war, which means that miscarriages of justice have
become far less likeRP® We shall see to wat extent this is in fact so.

3.3.2.3. Defense Counsels

Trial reports written by defense counsels in NSG trials are few and far between, since tho:
few counsels who are willing to assume the defense in such trials tend to be more than f
up with the trouble they incur through their involvement with the pealse As a rule they
therefore avoid the further trouble that would be theirs in the event of a publication. Also
for a selfemployed lawyerit is very difficult to come up with the time and mor(gyrgone
earnings)necessary to write a book, not t@mtion that it is next to impossible to find a
publisher for such a booK. Laternserwho was himself convinced that the Holocaust story
is fundamentally correéf®is the only attorney to date to publish a detailed account of this
kind. Since the trial in question drew a great deal of public interest, it was even possible t
find an establishment publisher for the bobternsed s exposi ti ons al s
less for all other NSG trials, whose general conditions have been discussednimailess
stream publication¥’ Laternserwhohadalready served as defense counsel during the IMT
trials, describes the atmosphere pervadingiechwitz Trial in Frankfurt as followg%

filn the major international criminal trials in which | participated, there was never as
much tension as in th&usclwitz Trial T not even at the International Military Tribunal
in Nurembergd

One point of criticism of this trial which he cites from the perspective of the defense is tha
hardly any prosecutors and members of the press were present during the summation of 1
defenseln other words, there was no interest in a balanced view of the R¥ater further
criticizes that the defense was severely restricted in its questioning of withesses and th
their motions to hear evidence were suppressedjemtied or deniedwithout reasorf°

The defense was also not granted access to the-ymdid records of witness testimoiy.
Reviewing andcrutinizingthe many eyewitness statements was kfauidly possible for the
defense.The view that even this judicial straitjacket was not tight enough for seaee

202 A, Riicker| op. cit.(note35), pp. 242f., 262f.

203 H, Arendt op. cit.(note186), pp. 352f.

204 U.-D. Oppitz Strafverfahren und Strafvollstreckung bei-88waltverbrecherpub. by auth., Ulm
1979, pp. 63ff., 327ff.

205 | bid., pp. 230ff.

206 4, | aternserop. cit.(note174), pp. 12f.

207 Cf, next to Laternseibid., also,e.g, E. Kern Meineid gegen Deutschlan@nd ed., Schiitz, Preussisch
Oldendorf 1971; F. J. Schejdlp. cit.(note79), esp. Vol. 4, pp. 198ff.

208 4, Laternserop. cit.(note174), p. 28, cf. also p. 32.

209 |pid., p. 57.

210 hid., pp. 37, 40f., 46ff., 61, 112, 117 etc.

211 |bid., pp. 46ff., 146f.
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advancedy Ricker] who complains that the trials took too long, allegedly because of the
everincreasing deluge of evidence introduced by the deféhaad Lichtensteilaims, in
the same vein, that the defense did not have sufficient restrictions pidton it.

The reaction of theourtand the publiovas very tellingin the case where an attorney
dared approach the witnesses whom the prosecution authorities had located, and questioned
these witnesses prior to the trial without identifying himself as defense counselirtrit
later turned out that the statements of these witnesses, which had been inconsistent and con-
tradictory before the trial, were now brought into mutual accord and had been purged of
their most unbelievable elemertéThe public condemned the attorney in question for his
investigations, and the chief witness nations, Poland and Israel, banned him from entering
their respective countries in the futigte.

It is further food for thought that defense attorneys in NSG trials are exposed to public
attacks which at times go as far as physical assault and professional disciplinary hearings or
even criminal prosecutioshould they ask for or try to present evidence that challenges the
selfevidentness of the Holocaidit.

Thus it is not surprising that many defense counsels, appointed to the casedyrthe
take themselves to their task with great reluctance originating with ideological reservations
or with fear of harm to their reputation, and prefer to cooperate with the judge or even with
the prosecution rather thaapresent their clients effectively, and even consider resigning
their appointment under the pressure of media camp&ighhkis resulted in the failure of
any joint strategy on the part of the various defense attorneys, who instead even turned on
each other at time’d® In one casgit has beershownthat this went so far as to prompt one
such appointed defense attorney to advise his client to try to obtain leniency froouthe
by making false confessions of guilt, which the defendant did in fact proceed'{tSilm-
ilar strategies are recommended to the defe
on the;goinnocence which no one is willing to believe, seems pathetic and cowardly to the
public:

Inreading Laternsérs  t r i al  (oenactices that he haver comments critically
on the fact that no material evidence was ever brought with regard to victims, murder weap-
ons or the site of the crime, and that eyewitness testimony was also not subjected to any
critical expertanalysis. In this respect Laternseltows in the traditional footsteps of other
defense counsels of the IMT and the Federal German trials, none of whom harbored any
doubts as to the factuality of the various Holocaust stories until just recently. It thus never
so much as occurred to themdemand proof of the crime prior to negotiations about the
guilt of thedefendantas is the standard course of procedure in any court case relating to
normal murders and even to trivialities such as traffic accidents. Lateteedgils to crit-
ically address the practice of keeping ttefendantsawaiting trialin jail for many years,
sometimes for more than five years, thus subjecting them to psychological attrition that per-

212 A, Riicker] NS-Prozessgop. cit.(note134), p. 270.
213 H, Lichtensteinop. cit.(note161), p. 113, quoting thErankfurter Allgemeine Zeitungf March 31,
1979.
214 Deutscher Rechtsschutzkreig. cit.(note160), pp. 15f., re defense attorney Ludwig Bock
215 1bid., pp. 15f.; also H. Lichtensteiop. cit.(note161), p. 89; H. GrabitzZNSP r o z e, spsci. fote
199), p. 15.
216 H, Lichtensteinop. cit.(note161), pp. 70f., 89, 97f. regarding attorney L. Bpgk1999, Attorney at
Law Ludwig Bockwas sentenced to pay DM 10,000 ($5,000), because in a trial against the revisionist
Gunter Deckert (see G. Anntahid. RoquegsDer Fall Gunter DeckertDAGD/Germania VerlagWein-

heim 1995; onlinewww.vho.org/D/Deckeit , he dared to ask for t,he o6wro
AfRecht sanwalt wegen SteII\Aﬁf.CﬁZ)(\lQ@Q)pIerZOQQaAno'meyag ver
at Law Jurgen Riegeras sent enced hfeopefoptl ienr fmg w@mving asked

hear the chemist Germar RuddHis author, as an expert witness on the gas chambers ofwfitzsch
German Federal Supreme Court, ref. 5 StR 48Melie Juristische Wochenschgfi02, p. 2115Neue
StrafrechtsZeitung2002, p. 539.

217 B, Naumannop. cit.(note149), p. 383.

218 H, Laternserop. cit.(note174), pp. 76ff.; H. Lichtensteirop. cit.(note161), pp. 86, 99.

219 H, Laternseyop. cit.(note174), p. 81.

220 E g, E. BonhoefferZeugen im Ausetitz-Prozef; 2nd ed., Kiefel, Wuppertal 1965, pp. 52f.
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suades almost any accused person to cooperate witlouiheand the prosecution to some
extent if only doing so will serve to make his own fate more bearable.

And finally, as an aside it should be noted thadolf Eichman® s def ense cou
permitted to speak with his client privately, and that he was not granted access to the tra
scripts of Eichmaniis i nt e?#ir anae adain,anetBods reminiscent of the Interna-
tional Military Tribunal and of the Atrialsd of witch

3.3.2.4.Witnesses

3.3.2.4.1. Witnesses for the Prosecution

Ricker| Henkysand Langbeiff?are well aware that eyewitness testimony is unreliable not
only due to the naturdhding ofo n e 6 s  arel noemotionalbias, but also because
things heard or seen in the reports of third parties or in the media frequently become inte
nalized and regarded as personal experieiicessalmost impossible for courts to differen-
tiate between personal and sectraohd experiences in eyewitness testimony.

On the one hand, Riickeahd Henky& write that the misery of camp life dulled the
inmatesd ability to absorb the events a
makes it not only excusable, but in fact even more credible than it would otherwise hav
been??®On the other handhey suggest that particularly horrible and thus indelibly impres-
sive events may be retained unchanged i
years and more, thus making highly detailed eyewitness testimony crétiblen if this
theory should be correct, the question remains: how is a court to differentiate between ph
tographically precise memories and testimony that has been unconsciously warped by tin
and external influences?

The JewishkAmerican expert on witness testimoBjisabeth Loftustakes the opposite
position, particularly in the context of Holocaust witnesses: of all the categories of wit-
nesses, she says, these are the most unbelievable, due to thevidentdedia exploitation
and the emotionally highly chargatmosphereharacterizing tis topic22° Admittedly, she
has held this view only since attending the Demjarjt&l in Jerusalem, where the scales
fell from her eyes. In the end, this triided with an acquittasince the unreliable nature
of all the witnesses for the prosecution had become too apféientluding thosewit-
nesses who had given similar testimony two decades eduligng two Treblinka trials in
Germany, where they had been deemed credible and had helped to decide the outcome:
these trial€?’

In many German triaJexpertsat the credibility of witnesses had concluded that, on the
whole, said credibility was intact even after 30 years, at least wheesshacef the testi-
mony was concerned. Opplielieves thereforethat in the future, motions to examiwé-
nesscredibility should bedeniedon grounds ofelf-evidentness?® Since Rickerbpines
that vagueness and inconsistency are the hallmarks of quality in eyewitness tethitony,
is not surprising that there is a general tendency to demand that the scrutiny of incriminatin
eyewitness testimony pertaining to the Holocaust be condemned as reprehensible’ffractice

221 E_J.Scheid) op. cit.(note79), Vol. 4, pp. 239f.

222 A, Rucker| NSProzessgop. cit.(note134), pp. 26f.;idem op. cit.(note148), pp. 88f.;idem op. cit.
(note35), pp. 251ff.; R. Henky®p. cit.(note9), pp. 209f.; H. LangbeirMenschen in Ausetitz, op.
cit. (note159), pp. 334ff., 544f.

223 R. Bender S. RoderA. Nack op. cit.(note6), Vol. 1, pp. 146ff., comment rightly that an overly de-
tailed account is perforce unbelievable, since no witness can remember everything in precise detail, lez
of all after such a long time.

224 On the one hand, H. Lichtenstésnpractically in rhapsodies about the marvelous memory of the wit-
nesses for the prosecutiap. cit.(notel161), pp. 64f., 78, but on the other hand he considers contradic-
tions in eyewitness testimony to be quite understandable, p. 75.

225 E, Loftus op. cit.(note23); H. Grabitz NSP r o z e, spscit. fhote198), pp. 64, 67, also recognizes
the problem that results from the Jewish witne

226 Cf, A.Neumaiecbs chapter, this vol ume.

227 Cf. H. Lichtensteinop. cit.(note91), pp. 196ff.

228 U.-D. Oppitz op. cit.(note204), p. 352.

229 A Rucker| op. cit.(note35), p. 253; also the Court in the trial of G. WeiBe Gerharded.),op. cit.

(note160), pp. 56, 59, 65, 75.
230 A, Riicker| op. cit.(note35), pp. 253f., 257f., is very understanding of this bias; H. Areoptcit.
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It has also been noted thit the face of the paralyzing horror which witnesses for the pros-
ecution bring to vivid life in the courtroom, tlweurs themselves appear to lose all their

critical faculties where this testimony is concerned, and are prepared to regard the witnesses
strictly as innocent, guileless and defenseless victims, even in the coyttfdbere are

even those who deem such stunned horror on the part cbthreand the public to be a
necessity without which the suffering of the victims cannot be properly appretfated.
Grabitze x p | ai n s victmawitnessdse rae efi concer ned, one mu
pathic, understandi ng, ZXEasdntimeatsvhichauimmatesini n o
his comment®*

fAs a human being one simply wants to take
himo
But it did not take the Demjanjuhow trial to show that some of these witnesses are up to
no good OppitZ%® demonstrated with a number of examples that even in the German courts
there are both professional and vengeful withesseshdwever, are only rarely condemned
for perjury, or wlo i as one may well suppose, in lightof the Germauws 6 uncr i ti cal
credulous attitude towards Holocaust witnesses for the prosecuivere not even recog-
nized as perjurers. Particularly dramatic cases include those where the defermdaais
cused by witnesses of having murdered certain persons who lattdutrto be still alive,
to ne;/S%r have existed the first place, or to have died long before the time of the NS re-
gime:
With reference to thAuschwitz Trial, Laternsereports something that goes for all NSG
trials on the whole: foreign witnesses departed again immediately after testifying, making it
impossible to call them to account later when it turned out that they had committed perjury.
Neither the judges nor thegsecutors took any stepsdraminethe statements gfrosecu-
tion witnesses for theveracity Any and al | attempt sippedy t he
in the bud 2¥ since it would be wrong to persecute the victims of yesterday all over again
today?®® Lichtensteingives an outraged account of one exceptional case where the prosecu-
tion as well as theourtcondemned the eyewitness statematitand sundnas fairytales?*®
Grabitzdistinguishemmongthree categories of Jewish witnes&¥s:

a. Objective, matteof-fact withessesAccording to Grabitzthese stand out for their de-
tailed and differentiatingtestimony regarding the character and conduct of these
volved in the crimés). Further, they often cite the sacrifices of their family or their
people as their reason for feeling obliged to testify. What Grédiltzto see here is
that even an apparently unemotional, discriminating statement need not be true, and
that the remembrance of the sacrificeshafir family andpeope may well be driven
by a desire for vengeance.

b. Jewish witnesses striving for objectivity and mattefactnessGrabitzincludes in this
category those witnesses whose dreadful experiences make it difficult for them to
maintain their composure; characteristics include crying fitsragididowns but also
bursts of invective expressed during or after testimony. In other words, Gratiizes

S
n

(note186), pp. 338f., considers it an inhumane practice to question the veracity of the Holocaust survi-
vorsod testi mony, but deems it necessaithoand | ust
oughly énormal 6 att it ud elichtensteingp. dtynotelélpppt78,®ph or ar i es
104; H. Lichtensteingp. cit.(note91), p. 120; |. MillefMiinch Die Frauen von MajdaneiRowohlt,
Reinbek 1982, p. 156; E. Bonhoeffep. cit.(note220), pp. 22f.

21 The Majdanek Trial is a typical example of this; cf. 1. Mi#\éiinch, op. cit.(note230), p. 142; also B.
Naumannop. cit.(note149), p. 281.

22 H, Lichtensteinop. cit.(note161), p. 127.

33 H. GrabitzNSP r o0 z e epscé.ote198), pp. 12ff., 78, 87.

4 pid., p. 12.

25 .-D. Oppitz op. cit.(note204), pp. 113, 239ff., 258, 350f.

36 Cf. F.J. Scheidl s a c ¢ o uoptcis.(natef79), Vaoh 4, pp. 198ff.; also Deutscher Rechtsschutz-
kreis,op. cit.(note160).

27 H, Laternserop. cit.(note174), pp. 37f., 57f.85, 157.

238 Claimed in another trial, cf. Deutscher Rechtsschutzkreis aal.git. (note160), p. 19.

29 H, Lichtensteinop. cit.(note91), pp. 113ff., 120.

240 H, Grabitz NSP r 0 z e, spsoi.ote198), pp. 6490.
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the at times unobjective accounts of those witnesses on the grounds of the awful natu
of their experiences. But what if the awful experiences attested to are not true? How |
one to examine such testimony if the sympathy that the testimony inspiréeder t
witnesses prohibits any questioning of their statements?

c. Witnesses characterized by hatreccording to Grabitz thesewitnessesproject
crimestheyexperienceanto innocent persons because they can no longer incriminate
the actual guilty party, or magnify the guilt of somedmelved inthe crime or injus-
tice. It does not occur to Grabizh at t hese A hwel gapable of thee s s
total fabrication of the crimes they alleges has been demonstrated in a number of
cases

Public prosecutor Grabits probably in accord with most prosecutors, and with judges as
well, when he states thaislwitnes®s ofCategoy a) arecredible, and thus not to be cress
examinedthe witnes®s ofhis Categoryb) are unreliable in parts, buarealso not to be
crossexami ned due to the witnessesd horrib
true), andthat thewitnes®s ofhis Categoryc) arefactually correct, buhave adistorted
memorywith respect to the perpetrators. In other words, he sees no reason whatsoever
doubt the credibility ofny Jewish witnes$

fi [ é dhis itness who wastto testify in order to bring the truth to liglitwhy else
would he have voluntarily come from abrdacé .¢?4

The height of naiveté, surely, by this prosecutor allegseikingruth!

The free rein that as a rule was granted the witnesses for the prosecution, frequently n
even restricted by the defense coun$®8isp doubt did not contribute to the veracity of these
witnesses. What makes matters worse is that in German criminal proceedings the taking
verbatim transcripts is not required, meaning thatthetdoes not record eyewitness tes-
timony exactly as itvas given, neither in written form nor tap&d.Until the end of the
1970s,the Germarcourts merelytook a protocol of results, in which only the essential re-
sults of the trial were summarized. Accounts of witnesses as well as statements of defen
ants, lawyers and judges therefoorildnot be reconstructed precisely if later evidence pro-
ducal contradictions. At the end of tH®70s,even the duty to prepare a protocol of results
was lifted for all highercourts @istrict and provincial high couftsEver since they have
only prepard pro-forma protocols. Regarding the statements of defendants and seisnes
one can read t her elherwitness made statements dboutb the njatiek e
o r The defendantadea declaration Blothingappearsn those protocols about the con-
tens of the statements and declarations. Since trials against alleged NSG criminals are bei
held in higher instances right from their start because of the gravity of the alleged crim
(which denies the defendants a second instance with a hearing of evjdérisésads to a
situation where theourss haveanabsolutely fredhhand r egar di ng t he ¢
statements of witnesses and defenddritscourtcan even put words inb 0 me omoettd s
that were in fact never spokerhis situation throws the gates wide open for untruths on the
part of witnesses, but also for interpretatidaysthe courtof statementgontrary totheir
actual wording by theourts?** The media as well only publicize select portions of testi-
mony, whose value as evidence is suspect from the?$tart.

241 |pid., p. 13.

242 |In the Eichmanirial, for example, defense counsel R. Servadielined to crose x ami ne t he
nessedf-Jewishs u f f er i ng, 0 VereidiguRy.Ado§ EBichmasmmarracls, Bad Kreuznach
1961, pp. 62f. (cf. also nof36).

243 The Frankfurt Auschitz trial was an exception, as these procedings were taped, but exclusively for the
judges. Neither the defense nor the prosecution ever got access to these tapes.

244 Cf. the report on the trial against G. WeiBe Gerhard (ed, pp. cit.(note160), which shows how the
Court judges the wording of a witness account against its actual content; in trials against revisionists,
German Courts proceed rather similar, cf. G. Rydolfii We b f e h | e r Staatsbriefgd(@)ht s st s
(1996), pp. 498 ; English as fAFailings of a Sunting@rmamder
Rudolf Castle Hill Publishers, Uckfield 2016, pp. 1461.

245 Unfortunately, H. Langbein s Der éuschvitz-Prozel3 op. cit.(note158), based on his own notes,
also contains only those witness statements that he deems credible, Vol. Lbpt £5en they seem
unbelievable in places.



108 G. RUDOLF - THE VALUE OF TESTIMONY ANCCONFESSION®N THEHOLOCAUST

In several instances Oppind Rickerhave noted the influencing or prejudicing of wit-
nesses by inmate organi zati ons Osganzdtionofs t he
Persons Persecuted by the Nazi Regifffdn addition tothe manipulation by th&erman
investigative authoritiementioned earlier, and considerably more serious thanistihe
way in which the witnesses coming to the Federal Republic of Germany from the Eastern
Bloc nations wereettedout for their reliability and even put under massive pressure, both
by eastern secrekervice organizations as well astbgsecommunistc 0 u n't inistdes & m
of justice and of thénterior, and even during the trials byh e s e ¢ mbasstes ance s 6 e
consulates. They were even escorted into the courtroom by public servants. Reliable
munists willing to incriminate thdefendantsvere usually the only ones to be granted per-
mission to leave the eastern st&€&. Naumanrcalled thismodus operandif the Eastern
Bloc nationsan finquisition, 2% and Langbeirrejoiced that in spite of this discovery the
German courts still did not question the credibility of these witnéé$Earther, Laternser
reports that the witnesses for thaschwitz Trial were able, even before the trial began, to
tell their stories in the media or even in Witness Information Pamphlets published especially
for this occasion, so that impartial and objective testimony became quite an impossibility.
The witnesses weraoreover mentorely many different organizations and persons, which
alsomay have influenced theff Only in passingshouldit be pointed out that many wit-
nessz;,-ss1 travelled from one trial to the next, pocketing outrageously high witness fees as they
went:

The influence of the constant barrage of Holocaust stories on European, American and
Israeli withesses is demonstrated by Rickarthe basis of Australian witnesses. Whereas
western witnesses can almost always make definite statements ontogeitaiof the matter
at issue, investigators in Australia usualgme away empthanded. Nobodyauld quite
remember anythingnymorethere?s?

Of course, there i s awitoassaecounisdndthatispaititcdl t o s
propaganda. It is well known that many communists and socialists were incarcerated in Ger-
man concentration camps. It is more than likely that these persapecated with external
underground movements as well as with the Sovietshat is today generally acknowl-
edged as atrocity propaganda. For example, the fakosistwitz inmates Ota Krauand
Erich SchorKulka,?>® Rudolf Vrbaand Alfred Wetzlef>* Filip Miller?® and Stanislaw
Jankowsk® all were members of the smlled Camp Partisanef Auschwitz who were
involved in what they t he n&hevcommunist8tudioed fim
Baumeven declared:

26 A, Rucker| op. cit.(note35), p. 256; U-D. Oppitz op. cit.(note204), pp. 113f., 239; cf. H. Laternser
op. cit.(note174). VVN = Verein der Verfolgten des Naziregimes.

247 H, Laternseribid., pp. 37, 99ff., 158ff., 171ff.; H. Lichtensteiop. cit. (note91), p. 29, describes how
the KGB manipulated Soviet witnesses.

248 B, Naumannop. cit.(note149), pp. 438f.

249 H, Langbeinop. cit.(note158), Vol. 2, p. 864; the fact that witnesses were pressured was confirmed by
the German Federal Supreme Court, but was rejected as grounds for revision; Criminal Division of the
Federal Supreme Court, Ref. StR 280/67.

20 H, Laternserop. cit.(note174), pp. 86ff., 170; UD. Oppitzdocuments a case of influencing by super-
visors:op. cit.(note204), p. 113.

1 H, Laternseyop. cit.(note174), pp. 113ff., 161ff.; this too was confirmed by the Federal Supreme Court
(note249), and rejected as grounds for revision; cf. F. J. Sclagidicit.(note79), Vol. 4, pp. 153159.

252 A, Riicker] op. cit.(note35), pp. 258f.

253 Ota Krausand Erich Scho#ikulka, Tovarna na SmytCin, Prague 1946, pp. 121f.

®»Authors of the famous War Refugee BoAuschhitzRelport , s
Birkenauo i n: (edDAmdricharfd the NMalpgagstol. me 12, Garland, New York/Lon-
don 1990; see also R. VrdaCannot Forgive Bantam Books, Toronto 1964.

25 Filip Miller, Ausclwitz Inferno: Testimony of a Sonderkommariloutledge& Kegan Paul, London
1979.

®Jadwi ga BeRPwn@Es&aCzech (eds.), fAHandschriften von
Hefte von Ausahitz, Special Issue (1), Verlag Staatliches Ausith-Museum 1972, pp. 321, here pp.
42 ff.

257 See Bruno Baupwiderstand in Ausakitz, Kongressver | ag, Ber |l in (East) 1957,
Propaganda, 60 p. 97.
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The whol e pr opaganAdsiwitwdbioadwassnitiated byeud with b ¢

he help of ou?® Polish comrades. 0

believe i is no exaggeration when | say that the majority ofalschwitz propaganda

hich was spread at that time all o%%r
AWe carried outi fof thewsorldpublic pnél gua very kst day of pres-
ence inAusclhwitz. &°

The most striking admission of beingpathologicalliar is perhaps that by famous Jewish

Auschwitz survivor Rudolf Vrbao his fellowrJew and fellowsurvivor Georg KleinAsked

by Klein whetheeverything is true that Vrba had said abausctwitz during an interview

madzeelfor Claude Lanzmaérs  m8hed \eba answered with a sardonic smile on his

face:

il do not know.anld wag ejcuidtedamyadtexrn . 0O

These admissions of blatant lies are F&fdf. one does not wish to accuse all witnesses of
lying, but would rather give them the benefit of the doubt, then one must perforce seek otht
explanations. Many approaches to explanations have already been made, wbiok arfe
discussed here briefly.

Gringauzwas the first who described the Jewish perception and description of their per
secution as biased®

fiThe hypethistorical complex may be described as judeocentric, lococentric and egocen-
tric. It concentrates historical relevance on Jewish problems of local events under the
aspect of personal experience. This is the reason why most of the memoirs arscarepor
full of preposterous verbosity, graphomanic exaggerations, dramatic effects, overesti
mated selinflation, dilettante philosophizing, wouloke lyricism, unchecked rumorism,
bias, partisan attacks and apologies.

Furthermoreit is evidentlypossible that events which someone has not personally experi-
enced, or not experienced i n tekpostéhetmor e e
intensively thatttaf f ect s a pidmrothermwoérds, thatspgopla experience the
horror retroactively after actually having heard about it only through the media or througt
third parties.Thisissuebecame especially relevant after the Demjarjtial in Jerusalem
when it turned out that not only the witnesses themselves were not credible, but that tt
deluge of forged documents and false testimony were also shaking the very core and fou
dation of their testimony as a whadfé As already mentioned, Elisabeth Lofttise Jewish
American specialist on eyewitness testimony, publishemidyin which she describes the
mechani sms by which most human brains pr
experienced, especially in situations of heavy emotional gffess.

Otto Hummdescribed how typls, an epidemic which raged in many German concentra-
tion camps and claimed teof thousands of lives, leads to a psychotic behavior of the pa-

S St D

ZBHWI r f unken Deutsshe Wakszeitth@ovietgpaper in occupied Germany) July 31, 1945;
see also an unpublished manuscriptof B&uBier i cht ¢ber die T2tigkeit
Auschwi t zo6 (report on the activities of ¢twit comm
from June 1945 in Vienna, Langbednstates in Dokumentationsarchiv des dsterreichischen
Widerstandes, Vienna.

259 Bruno BaumWiderstand in Auschitz, op. cit.(note257), 1949, p. 34.

260 |pid., p. 35.

%1 Georg Klein Pieta Bonniers, Stockholm 1989, p. 141; Engligtem Pieta MIT Press, Cambridge,

Mass., 1992, pp. 134; cf. EmstBryun A Rudol f Vr ba e x phe Revisioniftli2jns e | f
(2003), pp. 169f.

262 |n the eastern block, they fell victim to censorship, as K. Bdtkers s hown: AEi n Ko mn
ser St el | e/ffG2RE(1998), pps12029, hebe FN 29n later editions, the sentences quoted
here were 6defusedd by deleting words | ike fApr
Apubl icati on,,Widastard inBAusehitzoEadB Betiml957 and 1961, p. 89, and 88,

s

=

€sp.

%35 Gringauz fHSome Met hodol ogical Probl ems i Koppellse St
Pinson(ed.),Jewish Social Studie¥ol. XIl, New York 1950, pp. 652.

264 E, Loftus K. Ketchamop. cit.(note23), and E. Loftusop. cit.(note25).
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tient who has extremely terrible hallucinationsthé patient isot treated appropriately,
these hallucinations may be believed by the recovered patient as reaP&vents.

Hans Pederseoffereda more psychological explanation based on a case in Denmark at
the beginning of 1 Century, where a young Jewish girl exhibited bizdredaviors: she
injured herself andoretended to baandicapedin order to attract public attention and a
higher social status. She tricked all of her guardians and curiosity seekers, including most
renowned physicians who were brought in to explain her baffling physical cond&tans.
ning in this case wawtso muchthe behavior of the young ladsince sekharmingbehav-
iors are quite weldocumented amonagdolescentsvith behavioral disorders$ut the inca-
pability of the 6éexpertsd to recognize the
predispositiorto believe in the innocence of the girl and in the reality of the physiological
miracles she apparently perfornw&é.

Howard F. Steirpointed out another possible explanation when he recognized that the
Holocaust has become a central focus of modern Jewish identity, and that the majority of
the Jewish people lose themselves in idesttigating group fantasies of martyrdéthAnd
what is more: the Jewish side even demands the constant ard everr e wasnatizg- A
tiondo o f par t i cerlewishl ggneratibneby iypeans mfgthe deeply affective re
experiencing of all real and suppoamrodt ol C
physical identification and sol i dar i2Thusuhe HdincaUShlseconsmepeé o pl e
today t o be citihebgiomo rod a@ft tlheea st tohlewyPsr ael i s,

Of course these almaepathological fixations of many Jews the Holocaust led to mas-
sive criticism even from the Jewish sid&Even one of the mogtopular Holocaust authors,
the late NobelPeaceprize winner Elie Wieseladmonished not to let the Holocaust be a
central point of reference Dbootgettobsessed withi s h i
the Holocausi, he is quoted as follow&?

fiThe Holocaust has become too much of a central point in Jewish history. We need to
move on. There is a Jewish tendency to dwell on tragedy. But Jewish history does not
finish thered
A conference of Ukrainian and Polish physicians in American exile, held in January 1993
towards the end of the Demjanjuikial, concluded that many Jews have forgotten their true
and sometimes just as horrible experiences in the concentration camps, and are increasingly
replacing them with group fantasies of martyrdom and with horror faleg as spread by
the mediasince thdatter accounts are circulated with particular vigor in the Jewish com-
munities due to their identituilding effect.Such phenomena have already been described
in relevant medical literature and are knowrHasocaust Survivor Syndroni&.

0
I

265 0. Humm ATy
266 4, Pedersen fi
%7 H. F.Stein A J

i PhesPhant oThe Revissoeisd(s) €004), pp. 8488.

h e Hol eThe Revisioriist(1) R603)r pp.&®B6.

d ai s m -Fantady ot Maryrd@r. The Psychodynamic Paradox of Survival

Through Tneslaumal of PsychghistoB(2) (1978), pp. 152 1 0 ; H. F. Stein, i
Hol ocaust, Hi st o ibid., 7&n(IO79F ppy2¢226. hi st ory, O

%8 C,Schatzker fiDi e Bedeutung des Holocaust f¢r das Selbs
Aus Politik und Zeitgeschich#(15) (1990), pp. £23, esp. pp. 22f.

%9 M, Zimmermanp @il sraels Umgang mit d(edyDeddngang mibdemt , 6 i n R
Holocaust Vol. 1, Béhlau, Vienna 1994, pp. 3806, here p. 389; cf. T. Segéihe Seventh Million
Hill and Wang, New York 1993.

270 Besides not@69cf. A.Elon A Di e v er g e §rankfarter AljenfeinenZeiturgguné 28,
1993, p. 28; M. Wolffsohn A Ei ne Amput at iFankfurttreAligenieinel Zeitundprihs ? , o
15,1993, p. 32; Yair Aurgn fiJ-ewi abl i Il dent ity amolawgsh Pofitcahel ' s Fu
Studies Revieyd(1) (1997), pp. 10822; cf. also G. Gillessen i Bedenkl i che Art der E
Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitund\ugust 4,1992, p. 8.

271 Jewish ChronicléLondon), May 31, 1996, p. 10

272 polish Historical Society, Press release of Jan. 25, 1993, PO Box 8024, Stamford, CT 06905, about a
conference of Polish and Ukrainian physicians in the Polish Consulate, New York, on Jan. 24, 1993; cf.
Jerome Rosenberg fiHol ocaust Suawuimaoi € &nh Ghe BorsaldiSeaok der s, 0
ogy & Social Welfarel1(4) (1984), pp. 93038.
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Finally, greed and political power may be seen as another driving force behind the ter
dency to invent, exaggerate, and distort events when it comes to the Holocaust, as Jewi:
American scholar Norman G. Finkelstein pointedin 2000?27

3.3.2.4.2. Witnesses for the Defense
How differentin comparisonisttowurs 6 t r eat ment of wlhdnmosts s e
devastating example is that of G. Wei® whose trial a great number of withesses for the
defense appeared; weremotioned to appear iroart. However, they were either not sum-
moned by theourt or their testimony was construediasriminating(contrary to its actual
content) or simply declared irrelevant on the grounds that only incriminating testimony
could clear up the facts of the crimfnyone who knew nothing of the alleged crime had
simply been in the wrong place at the wrong tffién the engWeisewas convicted on the
basis ofonly onewitness for the prosecution, while the more than ten defense witnesses
were utterly disregarded. Riegeports that anotheourt scornfully dismissed two defense
witnesses with the comment that it was a mystery why these witnessesbgoutdruth-
ful.27® Burg reports thatasa defense witnesshe was regularly threatened and even physi-
cally assaulted’®

German defense witnesseging service at the outside of thencentration camps and
ghettos at the time in question are on principle treated with distrust by the courts. If the:
cannot remember the atrocities alleged by witnesses for the prosecution, or if they shou
even dispute thepwhich is generally the cagé,they are declared unreliable and are there-
fore not sworn irf’® Prosecutor Grabitzxpresses revulsion and loathing for such witnesses,
as for thedefendantsvho testify in a similar vein and whoshe would like nothing better
than to slapesoundingly in the fac&® Ruickerleven insinuates perju°and in fact some
witnesses have been prosecuted to this effécichtensteim e port s a cig-s e
norandb wi t n e s s e £n masswith lyinghaad pgrjargand where threats of arrest,
and actual arrests, were repeatedly ntétld.e quot es the judgebs
who avowed that he was telling the plain and simple f&ith:

fiYou will be punished for this truth, | promise you.

In the Auschwitz Trial, withess Bernhard Waltewhose testimony was not to the prosecu-
ti onds lemporanlyglacedwradsr arrest until he had revised his staterfiéiitss
clear that such actions by theurtcannot but have intimidated witnesses. But Lichtenstein
merely fumes that despite all this some witnesses were still so insolent as to continue to de
everything?®® German defense witnesses for the sitiéieperpetratoré meaning any Ger-
man officials of the timé& who were willing to testify for Adolf Eichmanin the Jerusalem
trial were always threatened with arrest by the prosecution, so that they stayed away fro
the proceeding€®

The dil emma of the German witnesses who
was demonstrated bydihz Galinski, who demanedthat all members of the concentration

273 N. G. FinkelsteinThe Holocaust Industry: Reflections on the Exploitation of Jewish Suffsféngo,
London/New York 2000.

24 R, Gerharded.),op. cit.(note160), pp. 33, 40, 437, 52f., 60, 73.

275 Deutscher Rechtsschutzkreis (edp, cit.(note160), p. 17; similar comments about defense witnesses
in the Majdanek Trial: H. Lichtensteiop. cit.(note161), pp. 50, 63, 74.

276 3. G. Burg Zionnazi Zensur in der BRIEderer, Munich 1980 (Majdanek Trial).

277 U.-D. Oppitz op. cit.(note204), pp. 115, 260; R. Henkysep. cit.(note9), pp. 210ff.; A. Riickerlop.
cit. (note35), pp. 250f.; H. Langbeijrop. cit.(note158), Vol. 1, p. 15; H. Langbeijrop. cit.(note159),
p. 334.

278 Cf. B. Naumannop. cit.(note149), pp. 272, 281, 294f., 299, 318, 321, 404.

2% H. Grabitz NSP r 0 z e, epscd. hote198), pp. 40f., 46, 48.

20 A, Riicker| op. cit.(note35), p. 251.

281 J.-D. Oppitz op. cit.(note204), p. 353.

282 4, Lichtensteinop. cit.(note91), pp. 63ff.

283 |pid., p. 80.

284 H, Laternserop. cit.(note174), pp. 34ff., 57f., 414ff.; B. Naumanaop. cit.(note149), pp. 272, 281,
299f.

285 H, Lichtensteinop. cit.(note91), p. 77.

286 R, Servatiusop. Cit.(note242), p. 64.
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camp guard staffs be punished for having been memberstafaist organizatio®’
Ruckerlexplairedthat the only reason why this demand cannot be met is that at the time of
the Third Reich the | egal concept of a ter
laws cannot be applied retroactivé® Nevertheless he and many others conduthat
anyonefrom the Third Reich who had any contact whatsoever with the alleged events always
has one foot in prisoff? since the witnesses who are frequently motivated by hatred often
regard any such person as a criminal merely because of the position he held at e time.
Langbeindevotes an entire chapter to the opinion, expressed by many inmates, that all SS
men were devils incarnat®,and he even admits that each and every Holocaust survivor is
a perpetual accuser of all GermaPfslt is thus easy to understand that only a very few
defense witnesses from the ranks of the SS,\8&8hrmachbr Police ha the courage to

give unreserved, candid testimony, since any witness for the prosecuotitthfashion a
noose out of it for them with their considerable talent for coming up with all sorts of incrim-
inations. The showtrial character of these arierman and antsermany trials iplainly
obvious to thoughtful onlookers.

And if defense witnesses should get carried away and presume to claim that they know
nothing of gas chambers, and perhaps even dare to dispute their existence, then the least that
will happen to them is that they are declared unreliable. Even the judgelhinay become
abusive’®® But how the judges change their tune in those exceptional cases where a former
SSman O6coWfesseso:

fiA valuable witness, one of the few who confirm at least some of what everyone knows

anyhowo
I ndeed, the author has hit the nai/l on the
considered selévident anyhow, it would be much easier to dispense with all the laborious
proceedings and simply hand down the verdict as soon as the witrmsgesgdrosecution
have had their say astiraditionalshow trials.

The courts frequently conclude from these circumstances that witnesses for the defense
cannot contribute anything of value to an investigation anyhow, and thus disregard their
testimony or even dispense with summoning them in the first place.

Finally, it should be mentioned that many former inmates who, during interrogations by
the police or state attorneys prior to the actual trials, made exonerating statements about
purported historical events in general or certain defendants in particelar siunply never
summoned by the courts as witnesses. The transcripts of thesalpirgerrogations are
not accessible to the public. Only recently, | managed to receive a complete set of photo-
copies of these investigation files leading to the infamenamkfurt Auschwitz trial by
means not to be described here (and Jirgenr@afged to receive a copy of the investi-
gation files of the Majdanek trial). These documents are currently analyzed, results of which

287 1, Muller-Munch, op. cit.(note230), p. 57.

28 A, Rucker| op. cit.(note35), pp. 235f.; cf. pp. 222ff.

289 U.-D. Oppitz op. cit.(note204), p. 260; H. Lichtenstejrop. cit.(note161), pp. 52, 58ff., 60; A.
Rucker| op. cit.(note148), pp. 13, 89, 181, 311; cf. also the desperate arguments of E, Baoeras
sentenced to life imprisonment and could think of nothing better to say in his own defense thln that
the other participants were at least as guilty as he: P. LondedgtDie Ermordung der europaischen
Juden 2nd ed., Piper, Munich 1990, pp. 360ff.; in Israel, defense witnesses from the former SS and sim-
ilar organizations can expect to be arrested on the spot, since ¢otn#ty the law has fewer scruples
regarding the retrospective application of laegj, for the Eichmanfrial cf. F. J. Scheidlbop. cit.
(note79), Vol. 4, p. 239.

20 A Rucker| op. cit.(note35), p. 236; U-D. Oppitz op. cit.(note204), p. 114; 1. MillerMunch, op. cit.
(note230), pp. 109, 174; B. Naumanap. cit.(note149), pp. 18, 108, 114, 120; R. Gerhedl.),op.
cit. (note160), pp. 61, 63.

21 4, Langbein Menschen in Ausglitz, op. cit.(note159), pp. 333ff.; cf. pp. 17f.

292 |hid., p. 547.

253 Cf. B. Naumannop. cit.(note149), p. 265; I. MillerMiinch op. cit.(note230) , p. 107: @A What
you think you can make this Court believe? | wild.l
pp. 116, 172.

2%4 H, Lichtensteinop. cit.(note161), p. 56;0p. cit.(note91) , pp. 72f.: H[é] the Chie
Court said, well, we get this sort of witness too

2% Cf. H. Lichtensteinibid., p. 106.



GERMAR RUDOLF (ED.) - DISSECTING THEHOLOCAUST 113

will be published step by step. A preliminary study has already revealed that the Germa
authorities have be@nand probably still aré engaged in the suppression of exonerating
evidence on a massive scale.

In the course of the increasingly hysterical hunting for Gergaiatricswho served in
the allegedNazi exterminatiorcamps, th&serman Federal Supreme Court decide2i0h6
that each of these men, without exception, can be prosecuted for aiding and abetting ma
murder, even if he merely shuffled files frahe left to theright or merelycleaned boots.
2% Sinceit must have been plainly obvious éveryoneback therthat a mass murdevas
takingplace, anyone who somehow contributed to this systerenif only with the most
menialactivitiesi is automatically guiltyof aiding and abetting mass murder

3.3.2.5. The Defendants

While the situation of witnesses from the SS and similar backgrounds is critical, that of the
defendantsan only be described as hopeless. They are the target of the unbridled hatre
and malice of the witnesses for the prosecution as well as of the #dtiaorders on the
miraculous that in light of the conditions pointed out here, by far the majority défead-
antsdid in fact dispute any participation in the alleged crimes. On the other hand,idhey d
not as a rule dispute the crimger se¢ i n v i selievidehtnetSh eo fAi t he s e
any such attempt would onhaveservel to diminish their credibility in the eyes of theurt
anyway. Thalefendantérequentlyevenexpreseddismay and disgust at the crimes alleged.
Jagef®® comments that these exclamations miggebeen prompted by tactical consider-
ations, and by a change of heart brought about by later influences from outside, and can th
hardly be regarded as evidence for an awareness of guilt at the time in questbrve
would like to add here that for the same@sons they can also not be taken as evidence for
the crime itself, particularly since the oftambiguous statements of the alleged perpetra-
tors, as recorded in contemporaneous diaries, letters, speech&sattwost never suggest
any awareness of guilt.

Frequently, however, thdefendantsmade no statements abdhie allegations made
against them oclaimed to notemembemanything They merely attemptito dispute any
participationof their ownin the crime, and to shift the blame onto third partienostly
unknown, dead or missirfgrmer comrades® Statements made by thefendantsn their
own defensavere interpreted by theourtand the prosecution as lies intended to serve as
cover® which is often the case since many defendaigd amy and all possible and im-
possible tricks in order to distance themselves from the place and time of the alleged crim
which of course theyid not always succeed in doing. But these tactics, often doomed to
failure, are easy to understand, sincedbfendantsire given next to no chance to disprove
the crime itself. Thrust intan undefendablpositionin this way, thedefendantdell silent

2% German Federal Supreme Court, decision of September 20, 2016; ref. 3 StR 49/16. This case was abo
the 2011 sentencing of John Demjaniiyka German court merely because it had allegedly been proven
that he had served in the Sobibor Camp. The Supreme Court okayed this decision and thus open the
floodgates of hell.

297 Regarding the prior conviction by the media, cf. H. Laternsercit.(notel74 , pp. 12f ., @
man bodies,o0o pp. 33, 86, 147fF.

2% H. Jagerin P. SchneideH. J. Meyel(eds.),Rechtliche und politische Aspekte derWSbrecherpro-
zesseJohannesutenbergUniversitat, Mainz 1966, pp. 56f.; cf. H. Jagéerbrechen unter totalitarer
Herrschaft WalterVerlag, Olten 1966.

29 H, Langbeiné wi r h a b e EuropasVertag Vienna 1964, esp. pp. 126ff.; cf. also G. Schoenber-
ner, Wir haben es gesehelRourier, Wiesbaden 1981.

300 A, Riicker| op. cit.(note35), pp. 237ff.;NSProzessgop. cit.(note134), pp. 30, 34pp. cit.(note148),
pp. 25, 30f., 40, 70, 78, 81f., 85f., 88ff., 253, 319f-0J Oppitz op. cit.(note204), p. 261; R. Henkys
op. cit.(note9), pp. 210ff.; H. LangbeirMenschen in Ausetitz, op. cit.(note159), pp. 566ff.; cf. also
the closing comments of the defendant in the AwdtzhTrial, Frankfurt: H. Langbeirop. cit.(note
158); also B. Naumanrop. cit.(note149); H. Lichtensteinop. cit.(note91), pp. 30f., 34, 47, 86f., 110,

128, 202, 206, 210; H. GrabjtXSP r o z e, spsci.@ote198), pp. 38, 41, 64, 120, 145.

301 A, Riicker| op. cit.(note35), p. 266; H. Langbeirop. cit. (note158), Vol. 1, p. 15; H. GrabitANS

Pr o z e epsci.@otel98), pp. 110ff.
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at many of the charges brought against them. A statement @frésiling judgeat the
Auschwitz Trial in Frankfurt is significant®?

fiwe would have come a good bit closer to the truth if you had not persisted in hiding

behind such a wall of silence.

But which truth did the judge want to heaPnly after dramaticscenes oheart attacks,
nervous breakdowns and hystati¢its were sme of the defendantprepared tadmit at
leasta certain measure of guift Outrage at the boundless lies of the witnesgesa con-
stant with all the defendant¥!

Even after they have been convicted and sentenced to many years or even a lifetime in
prison, most of them continde oobsfinatelp deny t hei othegmseabsd-, whi c
lutely unusual for criminals of this kind. Remorse, repentance and an awareness of guilt
seem tohavebeen alien to thent® Even in those few cases where guilis admitted, a
strange dichotomy of perceptiaecurredwhere the alleged criminaigere not truly peni-
tent and ready to atone from the heart, but contirtoeseek to place part of the blame
elsewhere, tanake upjustifications for the acts in question, and to complain of injustices
done to them. Sereffi and Drabel” speak of the existence of two different levels of con-
science and consciousness and even ofdielfiation and disturbances of consciousness.

A particularly devastating example is that of Oswald Kaduie of thedefendantsn the
Auschwitz Trial, a very simple soul. He was badgered so dreadfully that he suffered a nerv-
ous breakdowr® attempted during his trial to refute even testimony in his f&¥and
ultimately said with resignatioft®

iwe | | , I dm a murder @amywayono one wi | | believe
Anyone who would like t¢omprehen&Kadukd s compl et e ment al conf
Demanbs interviews with hi mAusciwilz TialWReadindher c¢ o
them will makethis scandalous travesty of justisalpablefor theattentivereader

Considering theseircumstancest is utter mockery for Langbeito claim3!!

fiThere is nothing to keep thgthe defendantsfrom dismissing or disproving exagger-
ated allegations

The last straw is provided by Oppite#ho complainsthat after their release from prison
some of those who had been convicted of NS crimes are monitored with an eye to their
political activityi an unlawful and no doubt unparalleled act of pefitate surveillanc&?
Clearlythe German governmedesires to ensure that these people do not become active as
revisionists.The same is true for prisoners who were released on parole: They do not dare
to get in contact with independent researchers and do not want to talk about thes@vents
many decadeago since they are threatened to be imprisoned immediately if theyastyow

kind of revisionist behavior. Thus for example Kurt Fraiozmer camp commaraahtof the
TreblinkaCamp, who was released on parole in 1994, refftsspeak about the past since

he feaedto get imprisoned agaif® Thereshouldbe no reasorfor that fearif everything
Germancourts have stated in their verdicts about Treblinlaecorrect?

302 B, Naumannpop. cit.(note149), p. 507, cf. pp. 62, 265, 294.

303 See for instance I. Mllevitinch op. cit.(note230), p. 98; B. Naumanrop. cit.(note149), pp. 130,
132, 137.

304 B, Naumannibid., pp. 144f., 189, 378; H. Lichtenstedp. cit.(note161), p. 74; E. Demart(ed.),
Ausclwitzi AiDi r ekt v on d &owolkaReimbek 1978, gpé 90 111, 128.

305 U.-D. Oppitz op. cit.(note204), pp. 165f.

306 G, SerenyAm Abgrund Ullstein, Frankfurt/Main 1980, p. 123, cf. also pp. 130, 141, 400.

307 A, Draber in: J. WeberP. Steinbackeds.),op. cit.(note15), p. 110.

308 B, Naumannop. cit.(note149), p. 130.

309 4, Langbein Menschen in Ausglitz, op. cit.(note159), pp. 552f.

810 B, Naumannop. cit.(note149), p. 150.

811 H, Langbeinop. cit.(note158), Vol. 1, p. 10.

812 .-D. Oppitz op. cit.(note204), pp. 315f.

313 personal note from K. Frapzanded over by MDragan

814 District Court Frankfurt, Ref. 14/53 Ks 1/50; District Court Dusseldorf, Ref. 8 | Ks Hi&#; Ref. 8 Ks
1/69.
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In view of the glaring discrepancy between the gruesomeness of the alleged crimes ai
the good and decent harmlessness ofiffendantsHelge Grabit?'® seconds Hannah Ar-
endt®®in her observations on thieanalityof evil. It even occurs toiim that the reason for
the stubborn denials of tliefendantsand for the contrast between the crimes and the al-
leged criminals, just might be that the crimes in fact never actually tookiplagehe im-
medi atel y sedecfjivée ct deahas dynically fFMying

3.3.2.6. Public Reaction

As pointed out in Section 3.3.2.2he circumstances and conditions of the NSG triatls
regardto the compilationof historicaloverviewsof the alleged Nationgbocialist atrocities
raised the suspiciomat these proceedingend to have ahowtrial nature. Admissionare
numeroudo the effect that the NSG trials are impottérst and foremost to the cause of
public educationFor example, thehief public prosecutoFritz Baueradmitted this truth
duringthe Auschwitz Trial,*'" as did B. Naumanrcorresponderfor theFrankfurter Allge-
meine Zeitungt this trial. The latter wrote that theuschwitzTr i al was of fie
educat i on al®®And lg. handgbeigtize nainence grisdehind the trial scene,
commented?®

fiThe special element in these criminal trials is their political imgact.

A.Rickerlwr ot e t h at-u p dNabof@alSdcialiaterimes was
fiof an overall public and historical relevance that went far beyond the criminal prosecu-
tion per se 0O

and:

fiThe combined results of historical research and criminal investigation lend themselve:
to impressing upon the man on the street such matters as he ought to bear well in min
in his own interest regardless of how unpleasant this may be for &ifh.

With thematic consistency, Schefflenggests that the NSG trials ought to be a permanent
focus ofGermanpublic life, since they deal with an issue@ermans oci et yds v
ence®?tand according to Steinbathe NSGtrials provide an important contribution to the
shaping of German identif§?

The logical consequence of all this is that, for educational reasons, entire school class
and armedorces unitsvere regularly taken to observe such tri&fsyhich were attimes
also attended by high dignitaries from Jewish organizations and 3&rdéle unabashed
Jewish admission that the trials against EichmarthDemjanjulin Israel, where both cases
were the only really interesting matter
the nature oghow triak, seems more honest than these German proceétfings.

315 H, Grabitz NSP r o z e, epsod.otel198), p. 115.

816 H, Grabitz ibid., p. 147, refers to E. AretBlexenrEinmalEins einer LiigeHohe Warte, Pahl 1973, a
book that is certainly not representative of revisionism, and outdated as well. It would have been more
appropriate to quote A. R. ButEhe Hoax of the Twentieth Centumstitute for Historical Review,
Newport Beach, Cal. 1976, or W. Stagli€¥er Auschvitz-Mythos Grabert, Tiibingen 1979.

317 C. von Schrencilotzing CharakterwascheSeewald, Stuttgart 1965, p. 274.

318 B. Naumannpop. cit.(note149), p. 7.

319 H, Langbeinop. cit.(note158), Vol. 1, p. 9.

320 A, Riicker| op. cit.(note148), pp. 7 and 23; cf. A. Riickedp. cit.(note35), p. 323; cf. also H. Lich-
tensteinop. cit.(note91), pp. 213f.

321 w. Scheffler in J. WeberP. Steinbackeds.),0p. cit.(note15), p. 114.

322 p_ Steinbachin J. WeberP. Steinbach (edsihid., p. 39.

323 |, Muller-Munch, op. cit.(note230), pp. 181ff.; H. LangbeirMenschen in Ausetitz, op. cit. (note
159), p. 553; H. Langbeirop. cit.(note158), Vol. 1, pp. 10, 49; B. Naumanep. cit.(note149), p.
367; H. Laternseiop. cit.(note174), p. 20; H. Lichtensteirop. cit.(note161), pp. 106, 123, 129f.; H.
Lichtensteinop. cit.(note91), pp. 159, 166, 205; H. GrabjtXSP r o z e, spscé. fhote198), pp. 55,

69.

324 H, Lichtensteinop. cit.(note161), p. 37; G. StubigeDer SchwammbergerprozeR in Stuttg&thrif-
tenreihe zur Geschichte und Entwicklung des Rechts im politischen Bereich, no. 4, Verein Deutscher
Rechtsschutzkreis e.V., Bochum May 1992.

325 Regarding the Eichmarifrial and the trial of J. Demjanjuk Jerusalem: A. Melzer @il wan der
Schreckliche oder John De mjSemifTiodsspecidlissu¢ Mazch r r t ur
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Krogerpoints out the discrepancy between the will of the majority of the German people
in the mid1960s, which was to have an endtothe NSGtffas,nd t he maj or pri
almost unanimous support of their perpetuatdnyhich ensured that the reading public
was st ee peelatogically deshdd s d ifi r 3@ Hetalsogaints out that the criticism
directed at the courts by these print media is proportionally more severe, the more lenient
the verdicts turn out in other words, greater severity is demangé8onhoefferthus notes
correctly that the German press repdrin great detail particularly about the spectacular
mass trials, even though there was next to no public demand for such information until the
1970s*° Lichtensteid®! and Steinbacii? note that a growing trend towards the rejection of
the NSG trials in the late 1970s and early 1980s was suddenly followed by a drastic change
in public opinion, induced according to Steinbadhnot only by the pedagogically trained
younger generation but primarily by the television minisade®caust®*® The mission en-
trusted to the mediapublic education and opiniesteeringi has been stressed by various
sources® The newspapeNeues OsterreicBhed new light on the quality of this type of
media reporting when it commented on witness testimony in an NSG trial in the following
way, which unfortunately is typical for our med&:

fiwhatever thelefendantannot disprove did obviously take place, as incredible as it may
soundo

In other words, the public consents to the practice that in NSG trials it is not the guilt of the
defendanthat must be proven, but rather thatdieéendanmust prove his innocence of any
and all conceivable accusations, in the tradition of the Inquisition of medieval times.
Abroad, the mostemarkable reaction to the NSG trials was no doubt the international
appeal of 1978, not to allow tiNationalSocialistcrimes to lapse under the statute of limi-
tations%*this appeal, which came after the Federal German statute of limitations for murder
had already been extended twitewas made for the sole purpose that the prosecution of
alleged Nationabocialist crimes might continuatil the end of time. In this context, Lich-
tensteinnotes that during the 1979 debate about this statute, Simon Wiedeathbhd
postcards of protest printed in many different languages and distributed with the request to
mail these to the Federal German governr&Steinbachs quite right when he describes
the debates of th&ermanparliament Bundestajjon this statut&® as some of the most
remarkable moments of German parliamentariarffém.
Thus, even ir2019 more tharv4years after the end of the war, NSG trials continue to be
decided solely on the basis of witness testimony. Espeeifily the Germareunification

1992.

326 . Kroger, Die Ahndung von NSerbrechen vor westdeutschen Gerichten und ihre Rezeption in der
deutschen Offentlichkeit 1958 bis 196@&sertation, Univilamburg, Hamburg 1973, pp. 2671f., 276.

327 |bid., pp. 323f.

328 |hid., p. 331.

329 1bid., p. 322; B. Heyoints out similar criticism by other groups such as churches and jurists, in J. We-
ber, P. Steinbackeds.),op. cit.(notel5), pp. 65ff.; cf.ibid., pp. 202ff.

330 £, Bonhoefferop. cit.(note220), p. 15.

331 H, Lichtensteinop. cit.(note91), p. 212.

332 p_ Steinbachin J. WeberP. Steinbach (edsgp. cit.(note15), p. 29; also W. Scheffleibid., pp.
114ff.; P. Reichelibid., p. 158.

333 Regarding the general shift in mood following the screenirgabdcaust cf. espTiiman Emnsf @ Hol o -
caust: Das Fernsehereigni s AsmPltiduadZeitgeschichBi(3d)er pol i
(1981), pp. R2.

334 E. Bonhoefferop. cit.(note220); H. Lichtensteinop. cit.(note161), p. 117; H. GrabitzZNS-Pro-

z e s sop. €it.(note198), pp. 58f.

335 Neues Osterreighlune 1, 1963, p. 12.

336 A, Ruicker| op. cit.(note35), p. 205; cf. also the chapter by C. Jordhis volume.

337 First extensiorBGBI 1 (1965), p. 315, secorBGBI | (1969), pp. 1065f., final rescissi@GBI | (1979),

p. 1046; cf. M. Hirschin J. WeberP. Steinbackeds.),op. cit.(note15), pp. 40ff.; W. Maihoferop. cit.
(note154), pp. 314; P. Schneideibid., pp. 1523.

338 H, Lichtensteinin J. WeberP. Steinbackeds.),op. cit.(note15), p. 197.

339 Deutscher Bundestag, Presad Informationszentrum (edZur Verjahrung nationalsozialistischer
VerbrechenZur Sache Vol. /80, Bonn 1980.

340 p, Steinbachin J. WeberP. Steinbach (edsgp. cit.(note15), p. 27.
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in 1990, peopleresiding in the new poseunification German statese being prosecuted
who have practically already been convicted but whtl 1990were not withinthereach
of theWestGermanauthorities. Langbeipredicted this development as early as 1¥65:

filt is therefore to be expected that, once extensive researches are conducted, many ¢
men will yet be found in the German Democratic Republic who, while already proven
guilty [sic!], could not be arrested in the Federal Republic of Germany or in Austria.

This perpetual witch hunt is made possible by revisions of laws valpierateretroactively
to exacerbate the trial situation of agfendant in other words, according to Henkyhe
process is based on ar post factgretroactive) law that violates human rigFs.

It is also significant that the suppodedtionatSocialistcriminals are not allowed to rest
in peace even after their deaths. Ever since the war the press has routinely spread rum
claiming that Hitleiis still alive, or that his body has finally been found and autopsied; these
rumors supplement the many reports and accounts surrounding the fates and final resti
places of supposeadationatSocialistmurderers*

3.3.2.7. Summary

Even though experts agree that witness testinwajmost worthless aftenly a few years,
persons contireto be convicted even decades after the supposed fact on the basis of witne:
testimony that is clearly unreliable in every respect. Exonerating evitkesgppressedn
occasiorr** and the media, whog®operrole ought to be that afuardians of ciw rights,

not only join in this game, but even demand that it be stepped up.

In other words, in trials dealing with certain types of crimes the crime itself is regarded a:
unshakeable fact, and this usually goes for the perpetrators as well, since every Germ
employed in a concentration camp may be considered a criminal or anmiceo Some
witnesses even said this quite frankly, and demanded that punishment should be meted
for the merefact that someone had worked in a concentration camjhe meantime, the
German Federal Supreme Court has declared this view as legdiiydoiinyone involved
in a trial under these conditiongegardles®f whetherasa witness or a defendaincould
not possibly dispute the crimtself, since doing so would have meant a more severe sen-
tence for a defendant or, for a witness, criminal charges for incitement, slander or the like
or at the very least enormous social reprisals ensuring professional ruin or worse.

Under such circumstances, the most that any defendant could do was to try to minimiz
his role in the 6crimedé and to deflect a
incrimination of third parties is a sure way to make friends of the pudsecand theourt,
thelatter of whichis always willing to make concessions in return for confessions and co-
operation in the discovery of further putative crimingfeaningdenunciationi a court
technique that will induce false confessions if the cri@eseis not open to debate.

In many countries in Europe even neutral researchers are not in a position today to a
proach Holocaust studies with the hypothesis that certain events did not take place. They t
are condemned without any examination of their arguments, on the growseisayident-
nessof the opposite of their theses, and with that they are deprived of their social existence
Although in 1992 the Provincial High Court and Court of App@alDisseldorf, seconding
a decision of th&ermanFederal Constitutional Court, dded that selfevidentnessnay
be reversed if completely new evidence, or such that is superior to past evidence, is pr
sented, requiring a retrial of the matter at h#fi@ut even newcomprehensivscientific

341 H, Langbeinop. cit.(note158), Vol. 2, p. 1003.
342 R. Henkysop. cit.(note9), p. 276; cf. the chapter by C. Jordéris volume.
343 E.g, the frequent reports about the alleged destiny of diter cor pse, e. g.Bildn t he
Jan. 26, 2000, pp. 1, 2, 6; the downright repulsive exploitation of the death of MerigéleL. Posner
J. WareMengeleDie Jagd auf den TodesengAaufbau, Berlin 1993; cfrrankfurter Allgemeine Zei-
tung April 13, 1993, p. 3: nNiDeRdts Nwolvs. Ber ¢1c9hdt le
ewi ger Ruhe das Ungeheuer.liche, 0 regarding Chr
344 For a classic example of this, cf. the chapter by C. JotH&wolume.
345 Dusseldorf Provincial High Court and Court of Appeal, Ref. 2 Ss 15582191 IlI; Federal Constitu-
tional Court, Ref. 2 BrR 367/92; cf. H.Kater i Di e Recht sl age bei der |k
g e s c h iDE®40(8) (1892), pp.-11. TheBundestageconded this, cf. the decision of the petition-
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material evidence, advanced in order to reverse the decsed-efidentnesshas beeme-
jectedby theGermancourts. In this context the Germi&ederalSupreme Court decided in

1993 that thelenialof motions to examinself-evidentnessascriticized by adefense coun-

sel in an appeal documetif,is proper legal procedure due to tf-evidentnes®f the
Holocaust**The Holocaust, therefore, is a judicigtijotectedrersionof history which this
decision renders completely untouchable. This represents an inquisition in its purest and
highest degree, and a gross violation of the human rights to academic freedom and the free-
dom of expression and opinion.

Unfortunately, untithe early 1990¢here were no attorneys Germanywho recognized
this vicious circle that is so catastrophic for a statder the rule of lawand whoinsisted
that the crime, the murder weapon and the vigtonsraces ofthem as well as eyewitness
testimony and documentse examined with modern forensic methods before the question
can be raiseds to who the perpetratorg)ght have been. Such attorneys have stepped onto
the scene only recently, but aside from slander and abuse, threats of prosecugiciniand
prosecutions as well as furthexacerbatios of the judicial situationthey too have been
unable to achieve any changés.

In 1966 RobertM. W. Kempner backthenan assistant U.S. chief counsa the IMT,
claimed that with respect to legal procedure the Nuremberg Trial did not differ from the
trials held before a German jury court or another kind of c6tim. many respects wean
agree with him.

4. Parallels

Thereonce was a type of crinteat was considered to be worse than any other; it was known
ascrimen atrox(atrocious crime)According to witness testimonthis included the most
horrific abuses and ways of murdering people and animals that the human mind can conceive
of, and even included harm to and destruction of the environment. Not only was such a crime
prosecuted directly by the public prosecutor amsas it became knowbutthe courts were

even instructed not to observe the normal rules ofgohoi@, since these were satanic crimes
that could not be dealt with in the ordinary wiyen death could not keep the victims from
being persecuted: their bodies were simply exhumed without much ado.

Whereas in the early days of the prosecution of such crimeletbedargaand sometimes
even reluctant witnesses were subjected to brutish torture, such methods fell quite out of
favor later on. Psychologically cunning methods of interrogation and protracted, trying im-
prisonment while awaiting trial replaced physical tortuned Ainally, the stories about these
crimes, spread by all available media and already recorded in detail in official books and
registers, ensured that everyone knew what the proagediere all about. As a resudiit-
ness statements regarding individual crimes often resembled each other so closely that out-
side observers could not but believe that the testimony of so many different persons who
had nothing else in common simgigdto be true somehow.

Many witnesses testified anonymously. Witnesses for the prosecution, who had to swear
a holy oath to theourtregarding the veracity of their testimony, were usually highly re-
warded for their services. As a ruteeir statements were never scrutinized, and the wit-
nesses themselves were never c@sanined by the defense. Even if they were shown to
have committed perjury, generally nothing happened to them. Even patently absurd and in-
consistent, physically impoigde claims were deemed credible.

Witnesses or defendantsoweverwho denied the crime itself or their involvement in it
were persecuted and punishedtlai more severely for their stubborn lies, since obviously
they were not willing to admit their satanic deeds, to repent and to renounce their satanic
practices. In time, evergefendantealized that admitting guilt was his only hope for leni-
ency from thecourt so that false confessions were made even in cases where torture was no

ing committee, Ref. Pet#i2-07-45-14934, letter to H. W. Woltersdorated July 30, 1992.

346 Appeal document, Hajo Herrmanmegarding the verdict of the Schweinfurt District Court, Ref. 1 KLs 8
Js 10453/92, submitted on Dec. 29, 1993, Refiw-D2/93.

347 See on this my documentaBermany, Country under the Rule of Law: Role Model or Illusion?, A Crit-
ical Inspection Aug. 27, 2017https://codoh.com/library/document/4872/

348 R. M. W. Kempnein P. SchneideH. J. Meyerop. cit.(note298), p. 8.



https://codoh.com/library/document/4872/

GERMAR RUDOLF (ED.) - DISSECTING THEHOLOCAUST 119

longer practiced. The incrimination of third parties was a device commonly used in attempt
to cooperate with theourtin order to obtain a more lenient sentence or even freedom.

Very rarely did the courts accept material evidence relating to the alleged crimes, and eve
in cases where it could be proven that the persons said to have been murdered were ¢
alive, or had died of natural causes many years earlier, the courtgeegreritly unmoved.
Later, even a clause providing for thelfevidentnessf the crime was introduced, which
served to stonewall any cournividence from the start.

The defense attorney was not permitted to question the crimes themselves and had to |
cept the views of his time as his own if he did not wish to fall out of favor witbahtand
the public. This could even result in h
deeds and belonging to the |l atteros cri
Furthermorethedefense lawyeraere rarely granted access to the case files and could not
speak with their clients in private.

This is an account of the conditions prevailing in the witch trials of medieval times, as
researched and set outWjilhelm G.SoldanandHeinrichHeppein their classicwork Ges-
chichte der Hexenprozesftistory of the Witch Trials®°

Are thesimilarities to the modern cases described herein surely coincid€éh&atteatest
heresy of our times is no doubt any incrégyulegardingthéedo | ocaust (A Hae:
i ma, hol ocausto non credere. 0).

5. Conclusions

Under the conditions of the NSG trials set abbve the eyewitness testimony and confes-
sions made in these trials can be accotadly anyevidential value. From a scientific
point of view, and in this case in particular, eyewitness testimony can never suffice to doc
ument historical events, much less to prove them in a court of law.

Confessions and statements have been extortgainedby trickeryfrom supposed per-
petrators and participants by means of torture, threats of criminal chargessawere pun-
ishment and prison terms, detriments to personal welfare and professional advancement,
well as bythe complete hopelessness and helplessness imposed by the show trials as «
scribed. Similar means were also employed to manipulate witnesses for the prosecution, wi
in turn engaged in manipulatisof their own. In these casdswas a matter of threats of
violence as well as deliberate manipulation by the media, governmental, judicial and privat
institutions. What is more, the absolute free rein that was granted these witnesses, and |
tendency to portray themfterthe-factas heroes of anttascist esistance and to reinforce
their thirst for vengeance, have resulted in thge oftestimony being takead absurdum
in its inconsistency and exaggeration. Some of the most glaring examples of such statemel
are listed at the end of this article.

Thedecisive prerequisite for these conditions is the worldwide climate of persecution anc
defamation to which anyone and everyone is subjected who may possibly have been in a
way connected with alleged Natior@bcialist crimes or who iserelysuspected of doubt-
ing theveracity of these. The allegedly unprecedented nature of these crimes induces a
unparall el ed morfhalnthkelrisd rmends iinn thMNa giuar c
Fascist consensus that prevails in politics, in the media and evmgahe broad masses,
which suspends the rules of common sense and justice guided by the rule of law, so that t
corresponding court cases call the medieval witch trials vividly to mind.

One proof of this attitude held by the majority of our fellow men and womakeady
the fact that to date books such as the present volume have not been favored with ratiol
arguments, but rather are countered with hysterical cries for the public prosecutor, even
those shrieking the loudest have never read the book in anything appgis entirety or
have not bothered to confirm the correctness of its contents by checking the source materi

349 M. Bauer(ed.), W.G. SoldanH. HeppeGeschichte der Hexenprozesssp. Vol. 1, Miiller, Munich
1912, pp. 311ff.; on judicial notice during the witch trials see W. Behritgten und Hexenprozesse
in Deutschlanddtv, Munich 1988, p. 182; forametehr ough compari son see W
mittelalterliche Hexenpr ozeRQGGANY(1998, pm228.Par al | ¢
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There simply are things nowadays teahnotbe true because they are adibwedto be
true.

In view of all the facts one is probably correct in the assumptionvthate the Holocaust
is concernedour society is in a state of permanent mass suggestion fostered by the Holo-
caust Survivor Syndronté? by the downright hysterical mania of all sorts of social groups
right up to the upper echelonstbi justice systers of an entire list of predominantly but
not exclusively European countrié&o persecutanyone holding a dissenting opinion, and
of course by the nevending traumatizing coping and mourning rituals conducted in
schools, politics and the media. Bendemments®!

fiMass suggestion, frequently bordering on the hysterical, has an even stronger formative
influence than the good example ofcsdled opinion leaders. Enhancing factors include:
solemn rituald?®*2 the incessant repetition of the same catch phrEg&gmotionally
stimulating signals (music, flags etd$% ] What is more, mass suggestion lends itself
more than almost any other phenomenon to the induction of downright extreme distortions
of perceptiorn
Taking into consideration all the circumstances involved in how testimony regarding the
Holocaust comes about, suspicions may arise that the accusations made are not only not
provable, but that in fact the opposite of the claims advanced by the establbedust
narratve may be trueThis is the only thing that could explain why the establishment saw
and continues to see itself forced to resort to such unjust, even unlawful measures.
Meanwhile even contemporary historiography has concluded, painfully enough, that eye-
witness testimony ignreliable®®® But contemporary historians have fashioned themselves
a crutch: Noltefor example, explains thavhile statements on the Holocaust might be ex-
aggerated, it would be impossible to invent the like outfdtjtie is thus in agreement with
many expert psychiatrists and psychologists who, according to Ggidiave affirmed re-
peatedly that thereeally can be no doubt about the core of all the Holocaust tesié@son
whose general claims are alwake same or at least similar.
But who decides, and on the basis of what rules, where the rotten shell of eyewitness
testimony ends and where its sound core begins?

350 n the late 1990s, efforts especially in the USA, Canada and Australia grow to expell or prosecute for-
mer members of former German military units,Whbrld Jewish Congresgress release December 12,
1996;AP, January 1, 199Dateline ABC January 31, 199New York Times-ebruary 3, 199TCal-
gary Herald March 24, 1997Globe & Mail, February 21, 1997 oronto SunMay 13, 1997New York
Times June 21, 1997AP, August 20, 1997; AP, September 2, 198FP, August 30, 1997; Reuter,

July 1, 1997jbid., July 15, 1997ibid., July 22 1997ibid., August 12, 1997pid., August 31, 1997. cf.
Efraim Zuroff, Occupation: Nazi Hunter. The Continuing Search for the Perpetrators of the Holpcaust
KTAV, Hoboken, N.J., 1994.

%1 R, Bendey S. RoderA. Nack op. cit.(note6), Vol. 1, pp. 44f.

=

%21 n this case: the screening of Holocaust movies,
tallnacht, d Wannsee Conference, |liberation of con
Pl6tzensee, Ausetitz Concentration Camp, Babi Yjapilgrimages of school and youth groups to con-
centration camps.

353 |n this case: the nevending litany, in thousands of variations, of the unparalleled and unforgettable
nature of German crimes, as well as their graphically detailed description.

%|In this case: horror photos and movies, regardles
enacted, 0 as well as the incessant, wuncritical pr
el i minate t he puabdresgtinsindisariminating, deleplyferaatiandl conseraation

and in hatred of everything and everyone who would differ. For example, H. LichtenstéiRo3esse
Tviel zu sp?t AusRblitlouhdhZeitgeSghishBd€ohd) (1981), pp. &3, reports that
prior to the Majdanek Trial young people wanted to have an end to the NS trials-efdesly men, but
changed their minds after hearing of the incredible atrocities alleged by witnesses for the prosecution
and suported instead the perpetuation of criminal prosecution to eternity: p. 12; cf. also C. Séhatzker
demand for traumatizatioop. cit.(note268).

%5 E.g,J-C.Pressad e s cr ®ma t wiiz:La@nsachthdriédu sneurtre de masS&IRS, Paris
1993, p. 2; cf. also A. J. May@&ihy Did the Heavens Not DarkerPPantheon Books, New York 1988,
pp. 362365; J. Baynad_e Nouveau Quotidie(Geneva), September 2/3, 1996, pp. 16/14; cf. R. Fauris-
son AfKei ne Be@as la&mige a(l)adeaor), pp. 121.

356 E. Nolte op. cit.(note2), p.310; similarly, JC. Pressamp. cit.(note17), pp. 126ff.
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How do these experts explain away the fact that all the horror stories circulated by th

Allies in the First World War were pure
barn doors, childrenés hands ecdy@pmmssdasof f
sing of Serbs in gas chambers, é8®&hy shoul dno6t it haoutof be

whole cloth similar stories during World War Two?

How do they explain away that the following horror scenarios of the Second World War
were nothing more than atrocity lies invented by the Allies and their confederates: cenveyo
belt executions, conveydrelt electrocutions, cremations in blast furnaces, murders by
means of exposure to vacuum and stédmpuddles of pooling fat at opeair cremations,
the smokéfilled black air resulting therefrom, mass graves squirting geysers of blood, soay
frorr'lsekg)uman fat, lampshades from human skin, shrunken heads from the bodies of inmate
etc.?

Furthermore, it is a known fact today that the horror scenarios of mass gassiegsdly
carried out with Zyklon B obDieselexhauspasi in the concentration camps of the German
Reich proper €.g, Dachau, Sachsenhausen, Buchenwald, BeBgtsen) were nothing
other than utter |lies, invented or at |1|e
and the perjurious witnesses at their serWwbat reasons can our historians come up with
that would justify decl thithe idaptica @ similarnalesiof e r
mass gassings with Zyklon B or Diesel exhaust in the former Communist, dictatorial Easter
Bloc, which was certainly not very kindly disposed towards Germany?

And how, finally, do these experts explain away the inconsistencies which the preser
volume points out between the material evidence and eyewitness testimony in fundament
core aspects of the Holocaust?

It may be true that most witness statements contain a core of truth, but this core cannot
defined by assigning it in democratic fashion to the weighted mean of overall testimony
The impossible remains impossible even if the vast majority of witheBegesathe con-
trary.

6. Examples of Absurd Claims Regarding the Alleged National
Socialist Genocid&?

child survivedsix gassings in a gas chamber that never exited,;

i woman survived three gassings because Nazis kept running out®f gas;

to stay alive gassing victimbreathed through a keyhole in a gas chamber door at
Floserbirg i whereno homicidal gas chamber ever exisiedursed the SS when they
opened the door, then ran awy

i fairy tale of a bear and an eagle in a cage, eating one Jew p&? day;

37 Cf. A. PonsonbyFalsehood in Wartime: Propaganda Lies of the First World Vifastitute for Histori-
cal Review, Newport Beach, Cal. 1991.

BBHAtrocities i n SelnetDaily TelegrapfMarch@D 19Y6,  7; ¢f. mearly dhe same
article, now about Jews i n Pol an@heDailyQelegmghns ML
June 25, 1942, p. 5.

39 Cf. the examples listed in the following, as well as a summary by C. MattogrioThe Myt h o f
mi nati on of tTheJouda of slistaricalReyped/ol.t8,sNp. 2, pp. 13372;ibid., No.

3, pp. 261302;idem Auschwitz: A ThreeQuarter Century of Propagand&astle Hill Publishers,
Uckfield 2018.

360 Aside from the list at the end of this chapter, cf. U. Walehtistorische Tatsachemos. 22 and 43,

Verlag fur Volkstum und Zeitgeschichtsforschung, Viotho 1984 and 1990, also containing further refer-
ences; A. L. Smithop. cit.(note43).

%1 Thanks to Jeff Robert&reg RavenOrest Slepokuta T e d @i BugzeCarles PorterTom Mo-
ran, Jonnie A. Hargisind Joseph Bellingdor assisting me in completing this list.

362 Moshe Peerregarding BergeBelsen, in K. Seidman A Sur vi v i iihg GazéttéMortreal, r or ,
Canada), August 5, 1993. Facsimile reprinlitR,13(6) (1993), p. 24.

363 Montreal GazetteFebruary 10, 2000.

364 Arnold FriedmanDeath Was Our Destinywantage Press, New York 1972, pp. 49f.

365 Morris Hubertabout Buchenwald, according to Ari L. Goldman i Ti me 6 Too Pai nf ul
New York Times November 10, 1988: #A6ln the camp ther
6Every day, they would throw a Jew in there. ]
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T mass graves expelling geysers of bléd¥d;

T erupting and exploding mass gravés;

isoap production fr omRIFbiuthesJoledettdt wi ptur ei mlper wil
fat), solemn burial of soaf§®

ithe SS made sausage in the cireRmitroe i au dall
Wur s¥% ?) ;

T lampshades, book covers, driving gloves for SS officers, saddles, riding breeches, house
slippers, and a d haadbays of human skiff,

7 pornographic pictures on canvasses made of humari’akin;

T mummified human thumbs were used as light switches in the house of lisevidfechf
Buchenwald commandakioch;372

i production of shrunken heads from bodies of inméftes;

T acid or boilingwater baths to produce human skeletdfis;

T muscles cut from the legs of executed inmates contracted so strongly that they made the
buckets jump about?

i an SSfatherskeetshootingbabies thrown into the air whikgis 9-year old daughteap-
pl auds a rDdddydo it agairk do it agaimaddy %°

' Jewish children used by Hitléfouth for target practic&:’

iiwagons di sappeared i nto endedgopnCesaoriaatn i n t

Auschwitz (such facilities never existedy

forcing prisoners to lick stairs clean, and collect garbagethwtin lips$7°

injections into the eyes of inmates to change their eye &Slor;

first artificially fertilize women atAuschwitz, then gas ther#!

torturing people in specially magsr o d uarterelboxeds made B% Kr upp;

his bones. 60

366 A, Riicker]| op. cit.(note148), pp. 273f.; E. WiesegP ar o | e s ,Editi®drt du Sewnily Raris 1982, p.
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torturing people by shooting at them with wooden bullets to make therfftalk;

smacking people with special spanking machiiiés;

killing by drinking a glass of liquid hydrogen cyanide (wh&aporateso quickly that

it would endangeall thosestanding nearly*®

killing people with poisoned soft drink&

un(g’8e7rground mass extermination in enormous rooms, by means of high voltage electri
ity;

blast 20,000 Jews into the twilight zone with atomic boffibs;

killing in vacuum chamber, hot steam or chlorine #8s;

mass murder in hot steam chamb&r;

mass murder by tree cutting: forcing people to climb trees, then cutting the tree®Hown;
killing a boy by forcing him to eat sarif,

gassing Soviet POWs in a quapfy;

gas chambers on wheelsTireblinka, which dumped their victims directly into burning
pits; delayeehction poison gas that allowed the victims to leave the gas chambers anc
walk to the mass graves by themsel#fés;

rapid-construction portable gas chamber sh¥els;

beating people to death, then carrying out autopsies to see why thé§fdied;

introduction of Zyklon gas into the gas chambergao$chwitz through shower heads or
from steel bottles?’

introduction of Zyklon gas into the gas chamberdachwitz via bombs*®®

mass murder with pneumatic hammansl in highvoltage bathg®

provisional gas chambers in ditches covered with cat¥as

murdeing millions of children a”uschwitz using wads soaked wittlydrogen cyanide
takenfrom vials (which never existedj!
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i electrical conveyebelt executiong??

iTbashing peopl e 6 s -divendraimbashingmachimetwhile lsstenng td a |

the radio?®

cremation of bodies in blast furnacés;

cremation of human bodies using no fuel at4ll;

skimming offboiling human fat from opeair cremation fire$%

mass graves containing hundreds of thousands of bodies, removed without a trace within

a few weeks; a true miracle of improvisation on the part of the Gertffans;

T killing 840,000 Russian POWSs at Sachsenhausen, and burning the bodies in 4 portable
furnaces;*%®

T removal of corpses by means of blasting, blowing them ug?

7SS bicycle races in the gas chamber of Birkeh&u;

T out of pity for complete strangeirsa Jewish mother and her childain SSman leaps into
the gas chamber voluntarily at the last second in order to die with*them;

i blue haze after gassing with hydrogen cyanide (which is colofféss);

1 singing of national anthems and the Communist International by the victims in the gas
chamber; evidence of atrocity propaganda of Communist d¥ig)in;

T a twelveyear old boy giving an impressive and heroic speech in front of the other camp
children befodcd¥e being 6gassed?o;

i filling the mouths of victims with cement to prevent them from singing patriotic or com-
munist song4®®
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ment 321 Reprint 2001, Frankfurt/Main 1993, p. 206; and many more.
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Witnesses to the Gas Chamber#\akchwitz
ROBERTFAURISSON

1. Summary

Eyewitness testimony must always be verified. There are two essential means of verifyin
such testimony in criminal cases: confronting the account with the material elements (i
particular, with expertise as to the crime weapon), and the detailedesiasimation of the
witness on what he/she purports to have seen. Thus, in the proceedings where it had bee
question of the homicidal gas chamberfatchwitz, no judge nor any attorney was able

to claim any kind of expertise regarding the weapon of tinge¢ moreover, no lawyer ever
crossexamined the witnesses by asking them to describe with precision even one of the:
chemical slaughtelnouses. That is, up until 1985. When that ywanesseswvere finally
crossexamined on these subjects during the first ZUfdigl in Toronto, their rout was
total. Because of this resounding-batck and by reason of other calamities previous to or
following 1985, the defenders of the thesis of Jewish extermination have begun to abandc
a history ofAuschwitz primariy founded on testimonies and are obliging themselves, at the
present time, to replace it with a scientific basis, or, at least, one which appears scientifi
founded on factual resear ch Aaschditzmthe oah-s .
ner of Elie Wieselnd Claude Lanzmania discredited. Its time has passed. It remains for
the exterminationists to attempt to wolike therevisioniss, on the basis dofacts and evi-
dence.

In the present study, 6gas chambersd ar
gas ¢ ha mhuschwitz, ibis nBogssady to understand thishaschwitz | or Auschwitz
Main Camp as well afAuschwitz | | or Bi r k e n adnambeF witheasedoayn, b

indiscriminately designating those who claim to have participated in a homicidal gassing ope
ation at these locations and those who are content to say they either saw or perceived a homic
gas chamber t her elmednihose whom oné ysually designates sisssech,
whether it is a matter of judicial witnesses or media witnesses; the first have expressed the
selvespotentiallyunder oath in the docket of a legal proceeding, whiesecond have given
accountsn books, magazine articles, films, on television or the radio. It so haghaeosrtain
witnesses have alternately been of both the judicial and media types.

This study is devoid of any psychological or sociological consideration fokubehwitz
gaschamber testimonies, as well as any consideratitrephysical, chemical, topographical,
architecturaldocumentaland historicateasons whihese testimonies are unacceptable. It aims
above all to make evident a point which teeisioniss have so far not mentioned but which is
nonetheless of prime importance: up until 1985, no judicial withess of these gas chambers h
been crosgexamined on the materiahture of the facts reported. When, in Toronto, at the first
ZundelTrial in 1985, | was able to cause such witnesses to beexasined, they collapsed,;
since this date, there are no longer anyaj@snber witnesses presented in court except perhaps
at the trial of Demjanjuln Israel where, there again, the witnesses revealed themselves’as false

To begin, I will digress upon the grievous causes by which, since 1983, Simdneagdid
to recognize that there existed no witnesses of the gas chambers.

2. The Thesis of Simone Veil

After the end of the war, the illusion that there were innumerable witnesse\Masttievitz
gas chambers was gradually accepted. By the end of the 1970s, with the arrival of historic
revisionism into the media arena, particularly in France, it began to occur to certain individ

1 Cf. E. Loftus K. KetchamWitness for the Defense St . Martinés Press, Ne w
contribution of A. Neumaier n t hi s volume (editorés note).

2 s, Veil, maiden name Jacpformer president of the European Parliament, was interned in the-Ausch
witz Concentration Camp during WWII, especially in subcamp Bobzek.



126 R. FAURISSON- WITNESSES TO THEASCHAMBERS OFAUSCHNITZ

uals that these witnesses were perhaps not as numerous as one had believed. It is thus that,
during the preparations for a major trial in which Jewish organizations had intended against
me during the early 1980s, their lawyers and in particular, Robemt®adhe futuremin-

ister of justice experienced severe difficultisgecuringevidence and witnesses. With staff

in hand in the manner of the pilgrim, they were obliged to go to Poland and to Israel so as
to bring back, if possible, that which they could not find in France. All for naught!

My first trial took place in 1981, followed by the appeal in 1983. Not one single witness took
the risk of appearing in court. On April 26, 1983, the Paris Court of Appeal rendered its verdict.
Naturally, | was found guilty, as one might have expectedhfaim to othe’d whi ch i s i n
to say for harm caused to Jelmsthe exposition of my theses in the mainstream press. Yet the
court coupled this verdict with remarks sufficient to cause my adversaries a fair degree of con-
sternation. My work was judged be serious and yet dangerous. It was dangerous because, in
the opinion of the judges, it appeared | allowed other persons the possibility of exploiting my
discoveries for reprehensible ends! All the while, this same work was serious in the sense that,
in the opinion of the court, one could uncover neither negligence, frivolousness, willful igno-
rance, nor lieg and this contrary to what had been affirmed by the adversarial party, which had
a c c us e causing haafto ofhers by falsification of history ( s i c )

On the subject of testimonies, the court went so far as to pronounce:

fiThe researches of Mr. Faurisshave dealt with the existence of the gas chambers which,

to believe multipléestimonies would have been used during the Second World War to

systematically put to death a portion of those persons deported by the German authori-

tesO (my emphasis)
The court perfectly summarized what it call
specifying that, for me,

fi [ éHe existence of the gas chambers, such as usually described since 1945, conflict

with an absolute impossibility, which suffices by itself to invalidate all the existitig

moniesor, at the least, to stamp them with suspicdon.( my emphasi s)

Finally, the court, drawing a practical conclusion from these considerations, decreed the
right of every Frenchman not to believe in the evidence and witnesses of the gas chambers.
It stated:

fiThe value of the conclusions defended by Mr. Fauri§asrio the problem of the gas

chamberstests therefore upon the sole appreciation of the experts, the historians and the

publico

Two weeks later, Simone Veilublicly reacted to this judicial decisiénupsetting for her

and her cereligionistsi with a declaration of extreme importance. She admitted the absence

of proofs, of traces and even witnesses of the gas chambers, but added this absence was
easily exphined because:

fiEveryone knowfshe assertghat the Nazis destroyed these gas chambers and systemat-
ically eradicated all the witnesseés.

To begin with, feveryone knowso is not an
Simone Veil believing perhaps to be getting out from behind the dighit made her case
only worse; in effect, in order to uphold what she was claiming, it would have been necessary
for her to prove not only that t &elesgoged c ham
them and that they liquidated all the witnesses: a vast criminal undertaking about which one
wonders on what order, when, with whom and by what means the Germans would have
carried it out in greatest secrecy.

But what does it matter? We shall take note of this concession by Sthéed is neither
proof, nor traces, nor witnesses to the gas chamhes happens that, in trying to reassure her
circle, S. Veilclothed this surprising concession with conventional parlance. Here is, therefore,
in her own words, what she confided in an intendemFrance Soir MagazingMay 7, 1983,
p. 47), the titleof whichw a sSimorie Veib s war ni ng id&s rcdigarride st:o GH
banali zimg genoci ded

fiwhat strikes me nowadays is th@adox of the situation: someone publishes a diary
attributed to Hitlerby sheer dint of publicity and a great deal of money without, it seems,
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taking very great precautions to assure himself of its authenticity, yet, at the same time
in the course of a trial brought against Faurission having denied the existence of the
gas chambers, those lodging the complaint are obligesipply a formal proofof the
reality of the gas chambers. Yet everyone knows that the Nazis destroyed these gas che
bers and systematically eradicated all the witnesses.

A choice so full of consequences as that of S. igeibt to be explained solely by the disaster
of April 26, 1983, but by an entire series of events which, for her, made 1982 a dark year i
terms of the history of the gas chambers and the credibility of witnesses. | will recall her:
but three of these ewnts:

1. On April 21, 1982, historians, politicians and former deportees founded an associatio
in Paris having as its objective the research of evidence for the existence and operati
of the gas chambers (ASSAG: Assoclskt i o
régime nationabocialist; Association for the study of killings by gas under the na-
tionalsocialist regime)One year later, this association had still not discovered any
proof. [This is still the case todd$993], since, envisioned accordingite own stat-
utes for a Aduration | i mi thisdssociationthdseot r ¢
disbanded
2.1 n May, 1982, the Minister for Veterar
Exposition, 19381 9450 in Paris; this expositi ol
throughout France; | immediately sent out a text in which | demonstrated the fallacious
character of this exposition: no evideficexcept fraudulent evidentenor any precise
testimony for the exi otidhashevn o VisitardNddiz i (
tionally, Ms. Jacohsthe person responsible for this initiative by the Ministry, took it
upon herself to immediately cancel this woblel vagabond exposition
3. From June 29 to July 2, 1982, an international symposium was held at the Sorbonne ¢
iNazi G e r m&xteyminationdof thehl@wvsdhis colloquium had been an-
nounced as a decisive reply to the revisionist offensive in FraMoie it was sup-
posed to have concluded with a resounding press conference, in reality, it was totall
different The first day of the proceedings,
hall recent copies of miResponse to Pierre Vid&laquet(not without risk to our-
selves): The colloquium was carried out behind closed doors and in a turbulent atmos
phere. Finally, during the press conference, the two colloquium organizers, historian:
Francois Fureand Raymond Aron wer endét even mentioni
ber(s). 6
| often say itds on this date of Judng 2
their associated witnesses died or entered their final death throes, at least on the level
historical researchHn the very heart of the Sorbonne, one had thus disconcertingly discov-
ered the absence of any solid proof and any witness worthy of trust. Notwithstanding, on
had previously trumpeted that this collo
som by bringing forth a mass of evidence
fare was truly eloguent.

3. The Written Testimony of Fajnzylbettankowski

| said earlier that at my trial not a single witness took the risk of appearing before the cour
At the last minute, my accusers had nonetheless provided the written testimony of a Je
who was living in Paris but whom thelyd not dare presernh thewitness standThis Jew
was the famous Alter Szmul Fajnzylbelwprn in Stockek, Poland, October 23, 1911. This
former Polish waiter, an atheistic Jew and Communist political delegate for the internatione
brigades serving in Spain, had been imprisoioed period of three years Auschwitz-
Birkenau.

In his briefdeposition he essentially stated that, working in #eschwitz crematory (theld
crematorium, oCrematorium 1), he had spent a good deal of his time locked up with his com-
rades in the cokeoom, for, on each occasion that the SS gassed Jews in the adjoining room, tt

8 R. FaurissopRéponse a Pierre Viddaquet La Vieille Taupe, Paris 1
Paper HiTketloumnal o Histodical Review (1) (1986), pp. 2¥2.




128 R. FAURISSON- WITNESSES TO THEASCHAMBERS OFAUSCHNITZ

SS took the precaution of sequesteringSbederkommanda the cokeroom so that no Jew
might visually confirm the gassing operation! Once the gassing operation was completed, the
Germans freed thBonderkommandmembers and made them collect and incinerate the vic-
tims. Thuspn the one hanthe Germanallegedly tried tawonceal the crimehile on the other
hand theyrevealedo themits results!

Thisblindedwitness is equally known by the names Alter FeinsilBtanislaw Jankowskir
StanislanKaskowiak One can read his testimony in another form irHfte vorAuschwitz*

4. The Unraveling of the Witnesses at the First Ztindel Trial (1985)

The important victory won by revisionism in France on April 26, 1983 would go be to
confirmedin 1985 with the first Zindélrial in Toronto.l would like to dwell a moment on
this trial in order to underscore tigeneralimpact, and especially as far as the testimonies
on theAuschwitz gas chambers are concerntat:the first time since the war, Jewiglit-
nesses were subjected to a regular cresaminationMoreover, without wanting to mini-
mize the importance of the second Zunteal (that of 1988), | should like it to be under-
stood that the 1985 trial already contained the seeds for all that was attained in the 1988 trial,
including the report by Leuchtand all the scientific reports which, in the aftermath, would
proliferate in the wake of tHeeuchterReport

In 1985, as also afterwards in 1988, | served as advisor to Ernst Ziiddes lawyer, Doug-
las Christie | accepted this heavy responsibility only under condition that all the Jewish wit-
nesses would, for the first time, bexssexamined on th&actuality of the reported factand
uncompromisingly s@nd withoutsensibilities | had noted, in effect, that from 1945 to 1985,
Jewish witnesses had been granted virtual immunity. Never had any defense lawyer thought or
dared to ask them for explanations aboumntiagerial features of thgas chambers (exact loca-
tion, physical appearance, dimensions, interndletternal structure), or about the homicidal
gassing (the operational procedure from beginning to end, the tools employed, the precautions
taken by the executioners before, during and after execution).

On rare occasions, as at the trial of Teddtosihnand Weinbacher lawyers formulated
some unusual questions of a material nadrieh, althoughtroublesome for the witness, al-
waysremainedatthe fringes of the moriandamental questions which should have been asked.
No lawyer ever demanded clarifications on a weapon which, indeed, he had never seen and that
no one had ever shown him. At the major Nuremberg Trial of-4848e German lawyers had
manifested total disetion on this point. At the proceedings agafvdulf Eichmannin Jerusa-
lem in 1961, the lawyer Dr. Robert Servatiasl not wanted to raise the question; in a letter on
this subject dated June 21, 1974, he wrote me:

fi Ei c h mabsalbst keine Gaskammer gesehen; die Frage wurde nicht diskutiert; er hat
sich aber auch nicht gegen deren Existenz gewandt

fiEichmannhimself had not seen any gas chamber; the question was not discussed; but
neither did heopposethe claim of their existencé®

4 Jadwi ga PamaCmatlkals. ), fAHandschriften von Mitglied
Hefte von Ausahitz, Special Issue (1), Verlag Staatliches Ausith-Museum 1972, pp. 321; English
in: Jadwi ga Bezwi EsAkidst a NightmaretobCririez MaouscrigtseodPsisoners
in Crematorium Squads Found at Ausdtz, Howard Fertig, New York 1992, pp. &B; for critiques
see C. MattogndAusclwitz: Crematorium | and the Alleged Homicidal Gassjrm@astle Hill Publish-
ers, 2nd ed., Uckfield 2016, pp.-3B; J. GrafAusclwitz: Eyewitness Reports and Perpetrator Confes-
sions of the Holocaust: 30 G&hamber Witnesses Scrutiniz&hstle Hill Publishers, Uckfield 2019,
pp. 140151; C. Mattogno,Sonderkommando Auschwitz I: Nine Eyewitness Testimonies Anaazed
tle Hill Publishers, Uckfield, 2023pp. 166179
5 On the cros®xamination of the witness Dr. Charles Sigismund Bebgelttorney Dr. Zippel s ee @A EX -
cerpt from transcript of proceedings of a Military Court for the Trial of War Criminals held at the War
Crimes Court, Curiohaus, Hamburg, on Saturday 2nd March, 1946, upon the trial of Bruno Tesch, Joa-
chim Drosi hn and Ka rpp.30éom Ni1d358).eRegardingtthis aborsirabld p t |,
trial, it is indispensable to read: Dr. William Lindsey i Zy k | owitz, Bnd thé\Tuia of Bruno
T e s cThe,Jaurnal of Historical Review(3) (1983), pp. 26B03. This study has been reproduced in
part by Udo Walendin Historische Tatsachemo. 25 (1985), pp. 1@3.
8 In the secalled Eichmanmprotocols, however, we read that Eichmann, according to his own statements,
had seedem diyfabslte gassing huto in the countryside,



GERMAR RUDOLF (ED.) - DISSECTING THEHOLOCAUST 129

While waiting for his trial in Jerusalem, Eichmarin his cell, was fed like a Christmas
goose. He ended up no longer knowing what he had heard, what he had seen, what he |
read. Here, for example, is a very important passage from his interrogation by the Israe
government commi sgaD nehamkegras @i digr eMitat
02-RM:
fAThe CommissioneDid you talk with Hombout the number of Jews who were extermi-
nated atAusclwitz?
EichmannNo, never. He told me that he had built new buildings and that he could put to
death ten thousand Jews each day. | do rememsb@ething like that. | do not know
whether | am only imaging that today, but | do not believe | am inragg it. | cannot
recall exactly when and how he told me that and the location where he told me. Perhap
| read it and perhaps | am now imiagng what | had read | heard from him. That is also
possible. o

At the Frankfurt Trial of 19685, the lawyers showed themselves to be particularly timid.
should mention that the atmosphere was rather inhospitable for the defensedafdritie

ants This show trial will remain as a blot on the honor of German justice as on the persol
of Presiding Judgédans Hofmeyerinitially Landgerichtsdirektarthen Senatspraident
During more than 180 sessions, the judges and juries, the public prosecutors and the privi
parties, thedefendantsand their attorneys, as well as the journalists who had come from
around the worl d, accepted as a compl et ¢
mere map of the camp éfuschwitz and a map of the camp of Birkenau, whereupon five
minuscule geometric figures were inscribed for the location of each of the alleged homicide
gas thambers, with the words, fokuschwitz: Alt@s Krematorium and for Birkenau:
iKremat o Kuemadtl g @iKurmmialt h indm AIKY e maThese i u
maps were displayed in the courtroém.

Therevisioniss have often compared the FrankifUrial with the 14561650 trials against
witchcraft. Nevertheless, at least during those trials, someone sometimes bothered to desci
or depict the wit ch dsaldevenarhongthdbfensdadwyerstwhoe F
made difficulties for a witness like Filip Miillanot one asked of a Jewish witness or a repentant
German defendant to describe for him in greater detail what he was purported to have se
Despite two judicial visits to the scene of the crimuechwitz, accompanied by some German
defensdawyers, it seems not one of the latter insisted on any technical explanations or crim
nological expertise regarding the murder weapon. To the contrary, one of them, Anton Reinel
a Frankfurt lawyer, pushed complacency to the point of having himself photographed by th
press while raising the chute codleroughwhich the SS supposedly sprinkled Zyklon B gran-
ules into the allegeduschwitz gas chamber.

And so at Toronto in 1985, | had fully decidedptat an end to this bad state of affats
break the taboo and, for starters, pose, or rather have Douglas Qlodgtejuestions to the
experts and Jewish witnesses as one normally poses in every trial where one is suppose
establish whether a crime has been committed and, if so, by whom, how and when.

Fortunately for me, Ernst Ziindatcepted my conditionand Douglas Christieonsented to
adopt this course of action and to pose to the experts and witnesses the questions that | wc
prepare for him. | was convinced that, in this manner, all might change, and the veil woven &
so many false testimoniegould be torn away. While | was not counting on Ernst Ziindel
acquittal and we were all resigned to paying the price for our audacity, | nevertheless had ho
that with the aid of this fasighted man of character, and thanks to his intrdgiensdawyer,
history, if not justice, wouldinally make an end to this legend

From the moment of the first cresgamination, a tremor of panic began to creep itsimtay
the ranks of the prosecution. Every evening and throughout most of the night, | would prepa
the questions to ask. In the morning, | would turn over these questions, accompanied by t
necessary documents, to lawyer Doug Chnigtie, for his part and with the aid of laissistant

Aschenauefed.),Ich, Adolf EichmannDruffel, Leoni 1980, pp. 179f. (remark by G. Rudolf

For a representation of these two maps, see Hermann LanDeeiAuschvitz-Prozess, Eine Dokumen-
tation, 2 Vols., Européische Verlagsanstalt, Frankfurt 1965, 1027 pp., here on gg83230or a thor-
ough study of the trial see Dr. Wilhelm Stagliétuschwitz: A Judge Looks at the Eviden8ed ed.,
Castle Hill Publishers, Uckfield 2015.

7
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conducted the essentially legal aspects of the effort. During thesstassnations, | maintained
a position close to the | awyerds podium and
plementary and improvisational questions according to the edpertsn d wi t nessesd |

The expersummonedby the prosecution was Dr. Raul Hilbeagithor ofThe Destruction of
European Jew®ay after day, he was subjected to such humiliation that, when solicited in 1988
by a new prosecutor for a new trial against Ernst Ziimtef. Hilbergrefused to return tthe
witnessstand he explained the motive for his refusal in a confidential letter wherein he acknowl-
edged his fear of having to conframce agairthe questions of Douglas Christierom the
crossexamination of Dr. Raul Hilberg was definitively brought out that no one possessed any
proof for the existence either of an order, a plan, an instruction, or a budget for the presumed
physical extermination of the Jews. Furthermore, no one possessed either an expertise of the
murderweapon (whether gas chamber or gas van), or an autopsy report establishing the murder
of even onesingledetainee by poison gas. However, in the absence of evidence regarding the
weapon and victim, did there exatleastitnesses of thelaimedcrime?

A testimony must always be verified. The usual first means of proceeding to this verification
is to confront the assertions of the witness with the results of investigations or expert opinion
regarding théactsof the crime. In the case at hand, there were neither investigations, nor expert
reportsrelative to the allegeduschwitz gas chambers. Here is what made any ezramina-
tion difficult. Yet, this difficulty should not serve as an excuse, and one might even say that a
crossexamination becomes aevenore indispensable because, without it, there no longer re-
mains any way of knowing whether the witness is telling the truth or not.

5. JewishWitnesses Finally CrosSxamined: Arnold Friedman
andDr. Rudolf Vrba

For those persons interested in the technicabd@medmentameans by which we were nev-
ertheless in a position to severely cregamine the two principal Jewish witnesses, Arnold
Friedmanand Dr. Rudolf Vrbal can do no better than to recommend a reading of the trial
transcript® Pages 304171 cover the questioning and crasemination of Arnold Fried-

man the latter breaks down on pages 44¥% when he ends by acknowledging that he in

fact saw nothing, that he haéestifiedfrom hearsay because, according to him, he had met
persons who were convincing; perhaps, he added, he would have adopted the position of
Mr. Christierather than that of these other persons if only Mr. Chitigtéébeen able to tell

him back then what he was telling him now!

Dr. Vrbawas a witness of exceptional importance. One might even say about this trial in
Toronto that the prosecution had Nimber®Oe t he r
in the person of Dr. Raul Hilbergnd withneslumber Onen the person of Dr. Rudolf Vrba
The testimony of this latter gentlemiamne of the principal sources of the famiar Refugee
Board Report on the German Extermination Caingsisclwitz and Birkenay published in
November 1944 by the Executive Office of President Roos®reR. Vrbavas also the author
of I Cannot Forgive written in collaboration with Alan Bestigvho, in his preface, declares
with regard to him:

fiindeed | would like to pay tribute to him for the immense trouble he took over every

detail; for the meticulous, almost fanatical respect he revealed for accorgcy)

Never, perhaps, had a court of justice seen a witness express himself with more assurance
on theAuschwitz gas chamberet, by the end of the crogxamination, the situation had

reversed itself to the point where Dr. R. Vilvas left with only one explanation for his
errors and his |ies: in his book he had, h
was wont to Ixgenyapoetarumhlati n, to A

In the end, a bit of drama unfolded: Mr. Griffifthe prosecutor who had himself solicited
the presence of thid/itnessNumber Ong was evidenthyexasperated by Dr. Vrbas dnd e s
fired off the following question:

8 Queen versus Zunddloronto, Ontario, Canada, beginning January 7, 1985. Published: G. Ratplf

The First Ziindel TriglCastle Hill Publishers, Uckfield (in preparation).

® Bantam Books, New York 1964. For a critique of \Gb® v ar i ous st gop.eitnroed,s see J
pp. 102118.
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fiYou told Mr.Christie several times in discussing your bdokBannot Forgivehat you
used poetic license in writing that book. Have you used poetic license in your testimony~
(p. 1636)

The false witness tried to parry the blobut prosecutor Griffithdit him with a second
question equally treacherous, this time concerning the number of gassing victims whic
Vrbahad given; the witness responded with garrulous nonsense; Grifithgetting ready

to ask him a third and final question when suddenly, the matter was cytsttboine heard

the prosecutor say to the judge:

fil have no further questions for Dr. Vrlaa(p. 1643)

Crestfallen, the witness left the doék.. Vrbad s i ni t i al -gxareisatonand i n
final questioning filled 400 pages of transcripts (pp. 12843). These pages could readily
be used in an encyclopedia of law under a chapter on the detection of false witnesses.

6. The Prosecution Gives up on Calling Witnesses

Three years later, in 1988, during the second tfidErnst Ziindel the public prosecutor
deemed it prudent to abandon any recourse to withesses. Canadian justice had apparel
learnedthe lesson of the first trial: there were no credible witnesses to the existence an
operation of theb 6Nazi gas chambers

Little by little, every other country in the world has learned this same lesson. At the trial of
Klaus Barbiein France, in 1987, there was talk about the gas chambArssofwitz, but no
one produced any witnesses who could propatsst tahem?® The attorney Jacques Verges
courageous yet natidaciouschoseo avoid the subject. This was a stroke of luck for the Jewish
lawyers who feared nothing so much as to see me appearing at the side of Mr. IV/#iges
gentleman had accepted my offer to counsel him, we in France might have been able to strik
tremendous blow against the myth of the gas chambers.

All the while in France, during several revisionist trials, Jewish withnesses sometimes came"
evoke the gas chambemut none of them testified before the court as to having seen one or
having participated in a homicidal. Ggassi |

Today, gagshamber witnesses are making themselves extremely saadcthe Demjanjuk
trial in Israel, which once again has revealed how much false testimony is involved in the matte
has contributed to thdevelopmentSeveral years ago, it happened that | was aggressively ques-
tioned at the rear of a | aw c oulivihgwingsses!| d
to the gas chambers Afisctwitz, showing me their tattoos. It was necessary for me only to
ask them to look me in the eyes and to describe for me a gas chamber that inevitably they
torted:

fiHow could I do this? If | had seen a gas chamber with my own eyes | would not be her
today to speak with you; | myself would have been gasse@ also.

This brings us back, as one can see, to Simoneavidilher declaration of May 7, 1983,
about which we already know whatthink.

7. The Media Witnesses

Aside from the judicial witnesses, there are media witnesses to the gas chambers, or hor
cidal gassing at Auschwitz or Birkenau. Here one thinks of the names of Olga Lengyel
Gisela Perl Fania FénelognOta Kraus Erich Kulka Hermann LangbejnAndré Lettich
Samuel PisaMaurice BenrouhiAndré RogerieRobertClary € My | i br ary i
accounts which duplicate themselves over and over. Paul Rasssighe first to show us

in what manner the falsehood of these testimonies might be demonstrated; he did this not
bly for Auschwitz in Le Véritable Procés Eichmarou les Vainqueurs incorrigiblés(The

True Eichmanmrial or, the Incorrigible Victor}, where Appendix V is devoted kdédecin

a Ausclwitz'? (Doctor atAusclwitz) regardingMiklds Nyiszli.

10 During the trial against Gottfried Weige 1988 in Wuppertal (Germany), gas chambers were not men-
tioned; cf. the contributionof C. Jordanrn t hi s book (editorés note).

1 Les Sept Couleurs, Paris 1962.

12 English:Ausclwi t z: A DwiteesscAccougPamhereBook, London 1962.
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From the 1950s to the 1980s, tle@isioniss found merit in undertaking studies critical of
testimonies. Nowadays, it seems to me this exercise has become superfluous. Let us abstain
from chasing after ambulances and instead leave the care of criticizing thisradire to the
exterminationists themselves, and in particttafeanClaude Pressabecausé so far as one
can determine at presénthe most virulent arievisioniss end by putting themselves into the
school of therevisionists. The result is sometimes rife with pungency. In October 1991, the
periodicalLe Déporté pour la libertéDeportee for Liberty , an organ of | 6Uni
associations de déportés, internés et familles de disparus (UNADIF; National Union of Associ-
ations of Deportees, Prisoners and Families of the Missing), announced on Hgagmier

filn the inner pages of this issue, part one of the testimony of HenryoBéyof the rare
escapees from a Sonderkommando.

In his follow-up of November 1991, Mr. Bilgontinued the account of Maischwitz expe-
rience under the titl efiMyfamazistorg).hi st oire ext

However, in the following installment @éporté pour la libertéthat of December 1991
January 1992, Clarificationeregading iesertioa of thetextigénry Bily in
ourcoumn® The reviewbds director and editor wunc
of his testimony, Mr. Biljhad proceeded to

ficopy word for word without any citation of references, from passages (notably chapters

7 and 28) of the book by Dr.ilos Nyiszli Médecin aAuschwitz, written in 1946 and

translated and published in 1961 by René Julliard publishing house. Unfortunately, the
original errors committed by Dr. Nyis#tave also been repeated; finally, the most exten-

sive borrowing has to do with the description of the Sonderkommando functiunscht
witz-Birkenau, in which Henry Bilgeclareddeceivingly]to have workedé ] The result

of this analysis is that it is in no way possible to consider HenrpBily t e xt as an ¢
and personal testimory.

To an attentive reader of this declaration
committed by Dr. Nyiszhave al so been repeatedo might a
of all, Mr. Bily, a petty Jewish tradesman, had recopied a testimony which itself had already
been false. As | have recently mentioned, Paul Ras$iattfong ago proved thitédecin

a Ausclwitz, a work dear to JedRaul Sartrevho in 1951 published parts of it les Temps
modernescould only be one of the greatest impostukéany revisionists, and in particular

Carlo Mattogng?® have since confirmed this assessment. As for me, inewigw of Jean

Claude Pressécs Aosohkitz Technique and Operation of the Gas Champérhave
inserted a sedti émvoil wuine édr yAi Eo ensdebgommepd o p o s
the reading of this section to people interested in false testimoniggsohwitz, false tes-

timonies which pharmacist-C. Pressatries to defend at any price by way of convolutions,
laborious irswentions and flighty speculations, thus unintentionally discrediting them once

and for all’

3 AnAuscvi t z Doctor 60s Ey Bestsellingleaslsl ATcacloeusn to f Thhre. Mengel e
lyzed 2nd ed.Castle Hill Publishers, Uckfield 20.

14 Beate Klarsfeld Foundation, New York 1989.

15 R. Faurisson Auichwitz: Technique and Operation of the Gas ChamiE989, ou Bricolage et
6gazoui | | witgetBirkehau Aelos Rrdssac [ é, or , Potteri nvfzaadnd Sput
Birkenau According to IC. PressacRHR November 1990, pp. 1263 O ; E AupdiwnitzsTiech- A
nique and Operation of the Gas Chambmrdmprovised Gas Chambers and Casual Gassings atwiizsch
and Birkenau According to-C. Pressac (1989)0  PTae Journdl of Historical Review1(1) (1991), pp.
2566; Part Il,ibid., 11(2) (1991), pp. 13375.See more comprehensive and thorough: C. Mattobine
Real Case for Ausetitz, 3rd ed., Castle Hill Publishers, Uckfield 2019.
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8. False Witnesses Elie Wiesgld Primo Levi

A few wordsare neededh regard to Elie Wiesednd Primo LeviRegarding the former, |
come back tA®rominent&alse Wiméss Elié Wiesébin Night!’ a biograph-
ical account particularly regarding his internmenfasctwitz and Buchenwald, Mr. Wiesel
does not even mention the gas chambmrsit appears, by way of a sort of universal media
convention, that he is considered as a witpessexcellencon t he O6Hol ocau:
chambersAccording to him, if the Germans exterminated large numbers of Jews, it was by
forcing them either into raging fires furnaces! The conclusion of his testimony includes an
extremely curious episode (d29133) over which | have been waiting years for Elie Wiesel
to furnish us an explanation: in January 1945 he tells us, the Germans gave him and his fatl
the choice between staying behind in the camp to await the arrival of the Soviets, or leavir
with the Germans; after agreeing between them, the father angcded to depart for Ger-
many with their executioners instea® of

Curiously, for several years now, Primo Leeis been posthumously elevated by the media
to the rank of firstimportance among witnesses oftiexhwitz gas chambers. He is the author
of Se questo & un uomibThe first part of the book is the longest and the most important; it
comprises 180 pages (ppl86) and was edited in 1947; the author says, starting on page 19
that he learned about the gassing of the Jews at Birketawafter the warhe himself was
working at BunaMonowitz and had never set foot in Birkenau; also, he only spoke in extremely
vague terms andherelys i x t i mbe8 g@ébsouthdé@mber (pp. 19,
and on one occasion about the gas chambers (page 159); he is satisfied to nearly always mer
it in the singul ar ewryaheistaking (rpanpe Sblo.ut St
fMAppendbd0 written in 1976, being some 30 yea
in the space of 26 pages (pp. 4884), which, in view of their more compact typography, can
be considered as 30 pages, the author mentions on 11 occasions (page 193, two times; page
three times; page 199, once; page 201, two times; pages 202, 209 aodc2leach); on two
occasions, gawe asige @ls no figasfthanthetm s(iaod nwsa yosf i fin
he writes as if he had seen them:

fiThe gas chambers were in effect camouflaged as shower rooms with plumbing, fauce

dressing rooms, clothes hooks, benches) giage 198)

He does not even fear to write additionally:

fiThe gas chambers and tbeemation furnacehad been deliberately conceived to destroy
lives and human bodies by the millions; the horrible record for this is creditddgoh
witz, with 24,000 deaths in a single day during the month of Augustd@p4.20%.)

Elie Wieseland PrimoLevaer e not the only ones to have

® fUn grand faux tARMMoalnes Edadlei SMSoriisga 888, p® 16868;isee alsoi s t
AUn grand faux t®moi n: Elie Wi esel (suite)o (4
Nouvelle VisionSeptember 1993, pp.©4 . Engl i sh: AA Prominent Fal
leaflet (vww.ihr.org/leaflets/wiesel.shtmhttps://codoh.com/library/document/858%ee also the com-
prehensive study by Warren B. Routledgke Wiesel, Saint of the Holocaust Critical Biography
3rd ed.Castle Hill Publishers, Uckfield 20.

17 La Nuit, Preface by Frangois Mauriac, Les Editions de Minuit, Paris 1958.

18 One point of particular interest is that in the German translation of this Bo®R@acht zu begraben,
with German translation by Kurt Mey€&lason Ullstein, Munich 1962, pp. 2I53), the cremation fur-
naces of the original French version are done away with to be replaced by gas chambers (which also a
plies to Buchenwald). | owe this discovery to the Swiss revisionist Jurgem@tdfam indebted to Ag-
nes Wimmera German revisionist living in France, for a list of 15 instances where the German transla-

tor thought it good to use the word 6égasd wher
cember 1986, | made my way to Oslo to attend the awarditigediobel Peace Prize to Elie Wiesel

Assisted by friends, | distributed a tract pre
Some months later, Pierre Viddaquet, one of my most implacable adversaries, denounced Mr. Wiesel
as a man fiwho talks any rubbish that comes int
tions inNightto know that certain of his accounts are not exact and that he ends by transforming himsel
into a Shoah peddl er. He commits an injustice,

Michel Folcq Zéra April 1987, page 57).
1 French:Si ¢ 6 e s t, Julliand Press npatket edition, Paris 1993; origiBalguesto & un uopbe
Silva, Turin 1947; Englishf this Is a Man Penguin, Harmondsworth/New York 1979
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Primo Leviwas a chemical engineer. Regarding his ctgzlor delirium from a scientific
point of view inlf This Is a Man, one should consult Pierre Ma@isn lisant de prés les
écrivains chantres de la ShoalPrimo Levi, Georges Wellers, Je@taude PressafA Close
Reading of the Siren Writers of the ShdaRrimo Levi, Georges Wellers, Je@taude Pres-
sac]®’see i n Ppardchicmilatred | a batt er ioe [dTeh ec aGrhi eonm-
ist, the Truck Battery andé the Gas@PpChamber :
21). The latter died on April 11, 1987, (a probable suicide, we are told). It was to his very nature
of being a Jew that he owes not having been shot by the Fascist militia on December 13, 1943,
at the age of 2%

fiThe Fascists had captured him in the role of a partisan (he was still carrying a pistol),
and he declared himself a Jew in order not to be immediately shot. And it is in the role of
a Jew that he was delivered over to the Germans. The Germans sent/Aischwitz

[ é]0o

9. Conclusion

From 1945 to 1985, the presumed judicial witnesses oAtlsehwitz gas chambers have
benefited from an extraordinary privilege: they have always been spared the ordealof cross
examination regarding the material nature of the purported facts they related. In 1985, at the
first of two Zindel trials in Toronto, attorney Dglas Christievas fully agreeable, based

on my suggestion and offer of assistance, to conduct the-exassingion according to
standard procedure forightype of witnesses. The result was the unmasking of witnesses
Arnold Friedmarand Dr. Rudolf VrbaThis reversal was so serious that today, one can no
longer find witnesses willing to take the risk of swearing before the dock of a court of law
that they saw a homicidal gassing, whethedwachwitz or any other concentration camp
underthe control otthe Third Reich.

The wouldbe media withesses continue to proliferate, unchecked, in the world of radio, tel-
evision and books, where they hardly run the risk of being put into difficulty by embarrassing
questions. Yet even these witnesses are becoming more and moremaigog,themselves
liable to denunciation by representatives of the exterminationist thesis. These latter are in effect
aligning themselves more and more with the revisionist school because they realize that up until
now they have stood by the lies of toamy false witnesses, lies that end by costing their own
cause too dearly.

As there are notoriously more and more risks now in presenting oneself as a witness of the
gas chamberfis as again did the Jew Filip Miller 19797 the solution which nowadays tends
to prevail is the one which, since May 7, 1983, Simone h&slhad to adopt in the aftermath
of the April 26 decision by the Paris Court of Appeal, a decision which recognized that my work
on the problem of the gas chambers was serious insofar as | demonstrated that the accepted
testimonies flew in the face ofshg physicathemical impossibilities. The solution, or more-
over, the evasion, advocated by Ms. \Gaihsisted in saying that, if there were in effect no
proofs, no traces, and no witnesses of the crime, it was because the Germans had destroyed all
the evidence, all the traces, and all the witnesses. Such a statement, besides being absurd, would
in turnnecessitate evidence which Ms. Wl not provided. But this matters little. Let us take
note of this statement and, like Ms. Vagild those who in practice seem to rally to her thesis, let
us also put to good use the evidence long brought to light bgwiséonists: not onlarethere
no proofs and no tr Buttees arerfowithésseg for thgnaeitherc h a mb e |

Today, at the close of 1993, the testimonies regardingubkefwitz gas chambers are dis-
credited, even among thlegterminationistsThe narrativdfounded upon these testimonies is
beginning to give way ta narrativdounded either on facts or arguments of a scientific nature.

It is this which | had advocated in my article of December 29, 1918 Mondeand in my

letter toLe Mondeof January 16, 1979. It was necessary to wait more than ten years to see our
adversaries venture into the arena wherallihated them to join us in being evaluated: the
field of science. Jea@laude Pressdwd been appointed, notably by lind Mrs. Klarsfeldto

20 | a Vieille Taupe, Paris 1991, 127 pages.
2 Ferdinando Camgn A Chi mi e/ Levi , | a maibétation Ap@lii%k 1887spagey / Lev i ,
29).
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denounce 6testimonial historyd and to re
scientific appearance.

Claude Lanzmanand t he supporters of?tdthesaidfactionp n i
by the way, of theevisionists. A halcentury of unsubstantiated testimonies must now be de-
finitively succeeded by an inquiry for facts and proofs along a judicial, scientific and historical
basis.

Appendix: The Mistranslationsinto German of Elie Wiesebs Most Famo

English Translation:
Night, translated by Stella German Translation:
French Original Version: Rodway Foreword by Rober| Die Nacht zu begrabetli-

La Nuit, éditions de Minuit, 1954 McAfee BrowrBantam Booky sha translated byKurt

178 p. 1986 (25tkAnniversary Edi- | Meyer-Clason Ulistein,

tion), 1962, pp. 17153
pp. XIV-111
A. In Auschwitz A. In Auschwitz A. In Auschwitz
p.57: au crématoire p. 30: to the crematory p.53: ins Vernichtungslagér
p.57: au crématoire p. 30: to the crematory p.53: in die Gaskammer
p. 58: les fours crématoires p. 30: these crematories p.54: die Gaskammern
p. 61: aux crématoires p. 33: in the crematories p.57: in den Gaskammern
p. 62: le four crématoire p. 33: the crematory oven |p.57: in die Gaskammer
p.67: Au crématoire p. 36: the crematory p.62: in die Gaskammer
p.67:le crématoire p. 36: the crematory p.62: Gaskammer
p. 84: exterminés p. 48: exterminated p. 76: vergast
p.101: dans les fours crématoi|p. 59: the crematory ovens [p. 90: in den Gaskammern
p. 108: six crématoires p. 64: six crematories p. 95: sechs Gaskammern
p.109: au crématoire p. 64: the crematory p. 95: in den Gaskammern
p.112: le crématoire p. 66: the crematory p. 98: die Gaskammer
p.129: au crématoire p. 77: to the crematory p.113: in die Gaskammer
B. In Buchenwald B. In Buchenwald B. In Buchenwald

p. 163: du four crématoire p. 99: of the crematory oven |p. 140: der Gaskammer
p.174: au crématoire p. 106: to the crematory p. 150: in die Gaskammer

* Thanks to a discovery by Jurgen Graf and the help of Ms. Agnes Wimmer.
** fiVvVernichtungsl agero means O6camp with homicidal
Conclusion: The English translation (1960) of the French original (1958) is correct, whereas
the German translgasoi am (1596 h)stramacks fwher e,
ofgasb in the French original. This repl aceme
even invented two gas chambers in the Buchenwald Concentration Camp.

22 See notably the article by Robert Redekhbich he published in C. Lanzmaihrs  r keg Temps Mo-

demes under the title: fiLa Catastrophe du r®vis
1993, pp. 16 ; her e, Revisionism is presentedwas$zd wa
i and for the author, stillisa 6 my st i g weay & beliehenvelbped by religious reverence;

yet, he says in awddpzldbornisndetcmme ntghdthed Awdglec

considerations. This article was in printing when there appeatedift x @ isubstastial writ&ip on

the new book by JeaBilaude Pressg&eptember 23, 1993, pp.-86, 8287). Claude Lanzmarnwiru-

lently protested againsthi s turn of events taken by O6Hol oca
to refute them, we thus legitimize the arguments of the revisionists, which become the only criterion by
which every text and every author is now judged. The revisiomistc upy t he enttére p
Nouvel ObservateuSeptember 30, 1993, page 97).
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The German Justice System: A Case Study

CLAUSJORDAN

E di tlmdrodacson

For a short time during the war, Gottfried Weise was a German gtiéne Auschwitz
Concentration CamWas he therefore automatically a subhuman not deseo¥ijgtice?
Gottfried Weise asserted that he did not do anything evil in these months, and ten forme
internees who could remember Weise confi
cused Weise of murder. Shoul dndét b?Th&t si
is the way it is meant to be in a state under the rule of law. But, as we shall see, reality
very different. In fact, the case of Gottfried Weise is an example of the hypocrisy of the
entire German establishment, not just the legal system.

Totally convinced that they are in the sole possession of the absolute truth regarding tt
Holocaust, they simply refuse to even consider the possibility that they could be wrong, an
that their actions could cause tremendous suffering for innocentp@ople.s oon as
ocausté is involved in any court c aane ,
massesimply ignore all exonerating evidence!

In a very important book, Ridiger Gerhdrds documented how, during the first trial
against Weisén 1991, the judges refused to hear or accept any evidence from the ten wit
nessegor the defense garesented bye i sdefénse lawyersTheseformerinmates did
not witness the alleged crimes claimed by others, and thus could not contribute anything |
their elucidationsuchwags he court és reasoning. Since,
crime is almost indisputabl y Hplocausteudvivad f |
claims that it happened, German courts more or less accept only incriminating evidenc
Consequentlyany ensuing criminal proceeding merely sestiee purpose of establishing
the dimension of thelaimedcrimeat issug naming the culprits and meting out the punish-
ment theypresumablydeserve.

The following article describes the SisypHike struggle of the defense team in their
attempt to exonerate Gottfried Weise and make those blinded by their arrogance-and se
righteousness see the light of truth. They failed in the first; Gottfried Vdésewithout
justice being done. His constant friend and defender Claus Jalsapassed away. May
this article help to make the second goal come true.

Germar Rudolf

1. Preface

Germanyods justice system is based on t he
istration of justice is supposed to be independent of politics. It does, however, have to cor
form to the law, and laws are passed by political bodies. So far, sa ghdehst as long as
legislative practices in turn are committed to upholding the legal traditions that have evolve:
over time and have been tried and proven in practice.

But if legislative practicés guided by political opportunism, and if special laws are passed
to which jurisprudence must bow, then the administration of justice becomes a tool of poli
tics. The separation of powers, which is such a blessed principle, can then be abused |
legislators as an alibi to shitkeir responsibility for the consequences of bad laws.

The 1979 rescission of the statute of limitations for murder in Germany is an example o
special legislation that has had grave consequences. The decision to revoke this statute \
the result of political pressure. Concerns regarding potential miscarridgastice were
rationalized away. The case of Gottfried Weise, set out in this chapter, shows how ver

1 R. Gerharded.),Der Fall Gottfried Weisg2nd ed., Tiirmer, Berg 1991, pp. 31ff., 40,443 51ff., 60,
73.See my contribution on the value of testimonies for a rgereral overview.
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justified these concerns were and how thoughtlessly all cautionsshergged off with
indifference But now, the legislators no longer feel responsible: after all, we have the sep-
aration of powers.

Can it be that the legislators npafterthe child they begot with smanysanctimonious
speeches turns out to be wayward, do not want to remember it?

It is my hope that the discussion of this cadlé prompt the correction of the legislative
error of 1979 and that the German justice system will return to its naturally evolved tradition,
as was predicted that same y#ar:

fif é Perhaps there will in fact be a few new cases that are brought to trial as a sort of

justification (eagerly seized upon) for the rescission of the statute of limitations. Accord-

ing to the experts, however, it is not likely. In light of the strict rulesvimfence, which
cannot be tampered with, it is doubtful that any verdicts can still be handed down. One

day, around the year 2000, the stipulation that murder is not subject to a statute of limi-

tations will be discovered amongst the nooks and cramfiesr justice system, and peo-

ple will wonder how this came about. The umpteenth revision to the Criminal Code will

then casually correct the probleimunless by that time we will have a state which claims

for itself that omnipotence that @ermanshrestillf r ee t o .éal | &édhubri

2. Rescission of the Statute of Limitations: Breach of Legal

Tradition

On March 20, 1979 and July 3, 1979, the members dtimelestagthe lower house of the
thenWestGerman Parliament, debated the rescission of the statute of limitations for mur-
der. The corresponding bill was passed into law on July 3, 1979, with a very close margin
of 255 to 222 votes.

2.1.Influencefrom Abroad

Naturally, there was interest in this question abroad, but this interest was fostered by German

circlesaswellFor exampl e, in an article titled
scission: Today at Schmiilts 6 t h e FraekiugepAdigemaine Zeitungportedona

tour by the Los AngeleSimon Wiesenthal Center for Holocaust Stutties had been sup-
ported by the German Foreign Office in Bohklembers of the Israeli Parliament also
sought to influence the decisionaking process at the urging of German authorities. For
example, Gideon Hausnemember of the Knesset and the Israeli Holocaust Center Yad
Vashem, reports that German Federal Chancellor Helmut Schingidt! him to impress
upon the German legislators thdationatSocialistcrimes must not be allowed to lapse
under a statute of limitatioriswhich Hausneiproceeded to do most insistently.

2.2.Judicial Concerns

Reminders that Article 103 of the German Basic Law prohibits retroactive laws were
brushed aside with reference to a 1969 decision dbdmanFederal Constitutional Court.
Opponents of the rescission of the statute of limitations raised further judicial corigerns.
Alois Mertes(member of the political party Christidbemocratic Unioh pointed out the
conflict between justice aruliblic peaceln European legal traditiosfatutes ofimitation
mean exclusively the fAprotection of the
mi scarriages®of justice. o And:

filn the count r iAlago-Alberidam leggli comgnunityghe stateesafe-

guards against the risk of injustice in other ways, namely througprtheiple of oppor-

2 F. K. FrommeFrankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung (Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung)J ul y 5, 1979:

man sagt, und was man meint. o
3 Debate on the 18th revision of the Criminal Code; see Plenary Transcripts 8/145 and 8/166.
4 Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung Mar ch 15, 1979: AiDen Vorhan
5 Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung June 18, 1979, p. 11: Avel k
chen gelten. o
5 Plenary Transcripts 8/166, p. 13235. Emphasis in the transcript.
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tunity and throughespecially strict rules of evidenckn German and European law, lim-
itation is the necessary corrective to the principle of legaitg Incidentally, it is one

of the greathypocrisiesof our time that the punitive purpose of expiatory justice is eve-
rywhere relegated to second place in favoresgocialization while in the case of Na-
tional-Socialist crimes expiation is made the foremost and sole purpgaenishment
even after 35 to 47 years of resocializ

In his statement of position, Hadschen VogelthenGermanfederal minister of justice

did not express any concern about miscarriages of justice, but responded merely to the st
gestion that alleged Nation8locialist criminals could no longer be convicted anyway due
to lack of evidenceHe commented that modern techniques of criminal investigation were
able to

fsecure evidence of crimes and perpetr e
criminal even décades after the fact.o

He made no mention of applying the techniques of modern criminology to ensure the pre
vention of miscarriages of justic&/arnings about onsided investigatiomame from p-
ponents of rescission who feared that convictions might result despite insufficient eidence
Proponents, on the other hand, cited the principie dbilbio prored i.e, 6when i n
a c q u apraétice they clearly considered a matter of colirse.

This certainly was shown even more clearly by Friedrich Frommeditor of theFrank-
furter Allgemeine Zeitund n hi s af orementioned new®pap
strict rules of evidence, whighustnot be tampered withas of something se#fvident and
to be taken for granted. Apart from (psetydwrally suspecting each other, all discussions
that flare up time and again about the rescission or prolongation of the statute of limitation
in theGerman parliamerdltogetheffocusedon the questionf how bestto punish alleged
NS criminals but never on the questiaf whether,after such a long periodf time, the
availableevidence can possibgscertairthe actual events of the pasi say nothing of the
culpability for them Since everybody was convinced of the realityeath and every
claimedcrime, a criminologicajuest forevidence wasdeemed necessary only in order to
allocatethe guilt claimed andthen to mete ouhe supposdy needd penance?

No ne o fselfevidend e mé of the ruls of lawmentioned by the members thie
Bundestagr by Frommevasobservedn the case of Gottfried Weise: Weise was convicted
with nary a thought given to the acquittal demanded by reasonable doubsd@th e n d a n
detriment, the strict rules of evidence wesmpled upommost grosslyFurthermore,tiere
was no sign of modern forensic or crimiagicalinvestigation in his trial, least of all where
such endeavors would have resulted in an exoneratithe defendantBut then againH.-

J. Vogelhad suggested such techniques strifciiythe one-sided purposesf procuing in-
criminating evidence.

2.3.The FigLeaf: An Expert Report

Originally, the statute of limitations was to be rescinded only for cases-célEm NS
murderst Members othe BundestagMaihofer and Helmrichopenly supported this plan.
However, constitutional concerns were raised about sucholefipus special legislation,
so that in the end the rescission was applied to murder in general.

The question regarding the constitutionality of a genestission othe limitation for
murder remained open. In his capacity as expert, Professor Bockeh&itdéated that the
rescission of limitation becomes unconstitutional if it means that normatigeof trial
procedure can no longer be uniformly applied. He wtbte:

7 Plenary Transcripts 8/145, p. 11612.

8 Eg. Dr. Carl Otto LengBergstraRe, CDU) in the Bundestag debate of March 29, 1979, Plenary Tran-
scripts 8/145, p. 11609.

® Eg. Dr. SchwarsSchilling (CDU), Plenary Transcripts 8/145, p. 11644.

10 Cf. Deutscher Bundestag, Pressend | nf or mati onszentrum (ed. ), f
scher Ver Bur$ache. dreden parlamentarischer Berafw. 3-5/80, Bonn 1980.

11 Cf. F. K. FrommeFrankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung Feb. 14, 1979: f@dDie Ang

12 Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitungune 30, 1979, no. 149, p. 6.
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fi[ é This may happen, for example[ ifé fhe results obtained are random at best, i.e.,
due to the unstoppable deterioration of evidence, insurmountable investigative difficul-
ties, lack of opportunity for effectively securing evidence, fundamental uncertainty or in-
sufficient objectifiability othefacts of thecrime.

It is beyond the scope of this report to ascertain whether a rescission of the statute of
limitations for NSmurders or for murder in general would reverse into such impractica-
bility. This requires a detailed practical understanding and assessment of aohgi-

tions, particularly of the investigative and evidential problems invalvéd] o

In other words, this report did not state that the rescission was constituRatier, it stated

that at the time (1979) no unconstitutionality was yet apparent, andatugtermine this

matter conclusivelyi t woul d be necessary to examine
cases.

2.4.Empty Promises

One empty promise was the assurance, given when an expert report was obtained, that the
overall constitutionality of the matter would be ascertaiimetthe future In fact, however,
clearly no one in politics or science, no one amongst the guardians of democracy, and no
one in the media really wants to knalis, or else the supplementation and conclusion of
the report would long have been commissioned by now, either from Professor Bédkenfor
or fromothers

In 1979, the embarrassing vulnerability of the core issuesrtitutionalityandmiscar-
riage of justicewasshielded with Bockenfordes u n fekperirepdnt asdwith a figeaf,
garnished with sanctimonious aphorisms.

The case of Gottfried Weise reveals that these were but hollow phrases and empty prom-
ises.

3. The Case of Gottfried Weise: an Example of Revental
Impracticability

In 1988, pensioner Gottfried Weise was convicted in Wuppertal on five counts of murder.
An examination of the Wuppertal trial reveals all the characteristics identified in 1979 by
Professor Dr. Bockenfordes being signs of a reversal into impracticability:

a. Unstoppable Deterioration of Evidené¢er example,tihas been impossible to obtain
the transfer papers which, togethvath two other documents on hand, would prove
that Weisecould not have beerposted tathe alleged site of the crime Auschwitz
until September 1944. The al l eged ti me of t.we cri me

b. Insurmountable Investigative Difficultieor example,he court was not even able to
develop a realistic conception of the allegeuine scenef the Freimarkcases. (cf.
Section 3.2.2.)

c. Lack of Opportunity for Effectively Securing Evidender example, bth thepublic
prosecut or 6 s onedlectad¢o olstainda statément ftom dormter inmate
Dr. Eisenschimmein due time His testimony would have gone a long way towards
exonerating thelefendantWhen the defense attempted to secure this testimony, Dr.
Eisenschimmelvas already so ill that he could no longer testify.

d. Lack of Objectifiability of the CrimeWherever concrete facts were concerned, the
courtwas al ways very .JaheFreimdrlcases, foisexample, thed i n g
all eged time of the cr | andthenansesandsorsetimea s 0
even the sex of the alleged victims are not stated. This makes it much more difficult to
locate concrete countewvidence such as might have been possible, for example, by
crossreferening the Auschwitz DeathBooksnow available.

The Wuppertal Cioeavidential problems onla by ednsiderahliplating
the strict rules of evidence

Another point which must be mentioned is one that Bockenfwd&l not possibly have

conceived of because he spoke from the perspective of naturally evolved legal tradition:
What happened in the Wuppertal trial was practically a

S
J
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e. Reversal of the Burden of Prodfhe defendantvas in the desperate position of being
unable to prove his innocenaeg, to prove that he could not have been at the alleged
site of the crime at the stated timié.ecourtwas satisfied with contradictory and vague
eyewitness statements, whose doubtful quality it glossed over with the claim that it wa
exactly these contradictions that showed that the witnesses had not coordinated the
testimony beforehandhese testimonies were proof enough forabt. It was up to
thedefendanto prove his innocence.

It was not until long after the trial that exonerating evidence was fohioge timely acqui-
sition had beemnlawfully avoided and preventéy the prosecutors

3.1.Overview of the Background, Course and Consequences of the
Wuppertal Trial of Gottfried Weise

3.1.1. Background of the Case of Gottfried Weise

After a severe injury as a soldi&ottfried Weise lost an eye. He was certified unfit for
frontline or guard duty, and after training as bookkedpemwas detailed to th&uschwitz
Concentration Campvhere he was first employbgtheCa mpdés admi ni str a
managi ng t he Haftimsgeldvsndaltufiguvhichsvas(located outside the
camp,and later in théersonal Effects WarehouseniBirkenau, where the possessions of
camp inmates were storethere Weise had to supervise a group of Jewish workiter.

the Auschwitz Campwas dissolvegdhe conducted this group safely to the Allies, via Ra-
vensbrickA | | of O6his6é inmates had testified
easier in Auschwitz, that they had been glad to be reassigned to his command during the
transport, that once he had even carried a disabled girl out from under Russian artillery fire
After minute scrutiny in the course of three years of imprisonment, Gottfried Weise was
releasedHis conscience was clear, and so he proceeded to do something quite extraordinat
through the Red Cross and the World Jewish Congnessearched fahe former inmates
who had been under his supervisiodaschwitz. In the vedict handed down by the Wup-
pertal District Court? however, these efforts on the part of dleéendantre only mentioned
disparagingly as signs of his great cunning.

3.1.2. How Did the Indictment Come About?

In 1962,in the course of investigations agaiRsthard Baemland others (which ultimately

led to the great Frankfu&uschwitz Trial), one witness, Herbert TischlEom Vienng had

told of an SUnterscharfiihreror Rottenfihreri We i0s emh o, he cl ai me
i nmate when he tried to shoot @&usthiitedo owears
born.

Although an official document identified Tischlas an unreliable witness, and it was a
known fact that he was wanted by Interpol for all sorts of criminal astsitness for the
prosecution in an NS trial, Tischlerasneverthelessonsidered credible. His reference to
t he a WiliangTeltdof Auschwitzd ent ered the mills of ¢
| e g €etl shdoting was as cr iUbterstharflbreiGottfriednWeise. Inquiries
were begun in 1980; questionnaires with details of the alleged crime and with photos c
Gottfried Weise were sent to Poland, Israel, Hungary, and the United States.

In other words, witnesses were soughand found. With the example of the witness
Freimark | wi || show how this search for wit.
was done.

3.1.3. What Were the Charges?

On June 7, 1985, the Public Prosecutoros
Weise, resident in Solingen, born in Waldenburg on March 11, 1921, with having committec
murder in theAuschwitz Camp

13 Verdict of theWuppertal District Court, Jan. 28, 1988, pp. 104 .
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On January 28, 1988, Weise was found guilty of five counts of murder and sentenced to
life imprisonment by the Wuppertal Jury Court headed by Wilfried Kleow vicepresi
dent of the Wuppertal District Court.

According to the witness Jézsefne Laztre defendantcommittedtwo murders(the
6Lazasesd6) in Personal Eff e-céabk tinWahshbdtimgws e | |
where thedefendanplaced tin cans on the head and shoulders of his victims and then shot
at the tins and then at the victims.

According to the witness Jacob Freimathe defendantalso committedhree murders
(the O6Emnekeslane/ulytd4di i n Personal Effects Ware

aone murder in a hut (the 6hut murderd), a
b. approximately four weeks later, two murders in an area between the camp fence and a
ramp some 30 ft. away (the O6ramp murder s

3.1.4. HowwWasthe TrialConducte@®

The entire trial took place against the backdrop of a faregonviction of thedefendantn

a scenario of hatred. The press anccthat worked in tandenfror example, the press report
guotedbelowrepeated eyewitness testimony which, though proven to be'faises, gulli-

bly accepted at face value not only by the credulous public but also lptine which
actuallsy included even this seasily refutable atrocity tale in its written Reasons for Sen-
tence’

fiChildren Were Thrown Alivanto the Burning Pit

[ é When a new transport of inmates arrived at the camp, the children were immediately
separated from the rest of the group, and thrown alive into a blazingifirp €.]
Suddenly, the intoxicated 6é6Blind defereld arri
ant, Weise), turned the light on and ordered O[g& 1o dance[ é.]It was horrible!

Outside, the screams of the childrgné ]

The Blind One ordered the ginlvho was pregnantp stand still, and kicked her in the

stomach with his boot. The young woman screamed and colldpsait®

This sort of atrocity tale served to brand tefendane s t h e Au&hkwvazeit noto f

only in the eyes of the public, but also in those ofdbert While thedefendantvas not

convicted for the alleged live burnings, the assumption that they did take place and that the
defendanhad displayed a great deal of callous Haedrtedness most certainly did influence
thecourtin reaching its verdiciThis is proven clearly by the detailed way in whichdbert

repeats this atrocity tale in its ReasoosSentenceand t hen accuses the
terly callous haréheartedness 0

The biased attitude of the judges was also clearly apparent in the courtroom. For example,
the VVNT the Organization of Persons Persecuted by the Nazi Regime, a group known at
that time to be financed fro@ommunistEast Germany and directedbyh at c®tatent r y 6 s
SecurityServicei this VVN had handed out fliers in and outside the courtroom.prae
siding judgeoffered a gentle reprimand for the distribution of the fliers in the courtioom
something like that, he said, should not be disseminated abod¢fdredanuntil after he
had been convicted. But no stop was put to the continued distribution of the leaflets.

The constant taking of shorthand notes by
the witnesses for the prosecution was also not forbidden bgoilng which generously
overlooked it. (Incidentally, Ruth Kullingf the VVN always had a seat in the area reserved
for members of the press.) In contrast, the defense counsel had urged the sdafehthent
to refrain from taking notes, as doing so was not permitted during th¥ trideveral times
it was also observed th#tose who had maddorthanchoteswith impunity, proceeded to
read their notes to the witnesses for the prosecution before these took the witness stand.

14 There was no burning pit at the location mentioned, near Personal Effects Depot II; cf. the chapter by J.
C. Ball, this volume.

15 Reasons for the Wuppertal Ausdle verdict of Jan. 28, 1988, p. 96.

16 Wuppertal newspapé&seneratAnzeiger June 10, 1987.

17 Of course it is permissible to take private notes or even to prepare a private protocol in German courts of
law, but they may not be used to manipulate withegselsi t or 6s r emar k.
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In any normal triglthe defense could and should halgectedhere, but in light of the
scenario of hate that had been tolerated and even partly contributed tocbuithéhe de-
fense in the Wuppertal trial saw no purpose in doing so. In order to avoid providing evel
further material for all the advance preparation and choreographing of the witnesses for tt
prosecution (in flagrant violation of all rules of procedurethi®/way), the defense counsel
had advised the defendant to refrain from making any statements efrhig\fier the ver-
dict had been handed down, the press twisted this accordingly:

AfThe def endant 6 showsed that \Weaise had reo factdwittkwhieh tarcoun-
ter the accusations6t he past has caught up wi.tth h

No one seems to have noticed the monstrous implications of this statement: the defende
had no facts with which to counter the accusations! What this suggests is that the accusatic
advanced in the indictment and by the witnesses were facts in andnskllies, which the
defendantvas unable to refute. But accusations, of course, are by no means facts.

But the reversal of the burden of proof, accepted so rraittaictly by the press, is no
mere slip of the judicial tongue. The closer one examines the trial documents, theitclear
becomes how much treurtallowed its own bias to guide it. In any normal trihle de-
fendantis presumed innocent until proven guilty, and any uncertainty dictates the maxim
fiwhen in doubt, acqui In Wuppertal this was not so.

In the given situation of reversed burden of proof, it was of course an easy matter to tur
all the many investigative problems, which are well to be expected in such a very late tria
against thelefendant especially thosésted undei) throughc) above

Nevertheless, théefendantvould have had a fighting chance to prove his innocérite
that 6s t he iwifahecourthadmat shexdrably festricted or downright denied
him every opportunityo do so. One of the hobbles placed on his defense was traiitte
relentl essly per pe t-sidedtseedtiort ofivatnepseso sec ut i on

The prosecution had a wealth of information regarding potential witnesses at its disposa
I't was the duty of the Public Prosecutol
prosecutioras well as for the defendaut this was not donélreadyin the course of pre-
liminary investigationsonly thoseformer inmates were urged to testify if they claimed to
have incriminating information, such as for example the witness liatsr testimony in
Budapest on June 2, 1987, and June 16, 1987. The tranéaijm®, among other things,
how compassionately and urgently the Presiding Judge Kigho had traveled all the way
from Wuppertal for this purposestrove to persuade the witness to consent to teglifi
Wuppertal. Potential witnesses for the defense were dealt with rather differently. When th
defense suggested the questioning of an ill witiedsrae| Moische Korn this was re-
jected?

AiThe motion to hear evidence does not i

amined in the foreseeable future. o

The defense attempted to counteract thissided selection of witnesses by submitting nu-
merousmotions to summon former inmates (more than twenty) and by further motions to
hear evidence, but all were summarily rejected. Thegetions were justified time and
again by the comment that the best these witnesses could do would be to testify that th
knew nothing of the alleged crimes committed bydbfendantThis sort of testimony was
said to be irrelevant because, first of all, the inmates couldavet known everything and,
second, after 43 years they could not possibly remember eXaatbntrast to this, theourt
always assumed that the witnesses for the proseagidd always remember well enough

to testifyi and to be believed.

The Wuppertal Court consistently downgradeations to hear evidence submitted by the
defense to the level afiotions to obtain evidence, only to reject th&im thefirst order for
release on baihowever, the Provincial High Court in Disseldorf had stated that in its view
all potential witnesses should be heard, since the difficulty involved in establishing the trutt

18 Article by Ulla DahmerOberbosseih the WuppertaGeneratAnzeigerof Jan. 20, 1988.

19 Copies of both transcripts were appended to the Motion for Appeal of Aug. 12, 1988.

20 Rejection of Motions to TakBEvidence nos.-13, quoted here from p. 17 of the Motion for Appeal.
2L Motion for Appeal, p. 6.
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after such a long time warranted tFig his is most remarkable, as it is not the usual proce-
durein Germanyfor another court to attend to matters of facts; on principle, this is the sole
task of thecourt responsible for the trial. The Provincial High Court in Diisseldorf reinforced
its opinion by granting Weisgrenewedeleaseon bail after the Wuppertal verdict.
Another example of suppression of evidence is the testimony of Isaa¢ given on
October 18, 1985, at the headquarters of the National Police in Villejuif, France. The num-
bers in the following quoted excerpts refer to written questiivento the witnesg?
iNo. 2: I wor ke dirstin Ausdw@znnQanadadNo. &, ¢han in Canada
No. 2, which was in Birkenau, approximately 4.3 miles fAaractwitz. In 1944 | was in
Blrkenau[ é.]
No. 4: The name Gottfried Weise and the ni
solutely unfamiliar to me.
No. 5: | did not witness the crimes mentioned in fiiksand never heard anyone talk
about them. | believe that this story is untrue, as there is no doubt that all the prisoners in
the camp and probably those in the other camps as well would have known of it.
fiPersonally, | feel that this story is untenable; everything described ifiléhf§ is com-
pletely new to mend if these things had really taken place in the camp the way they are
described, I could not but have known abou
Of course, a unprejudiced court would have examined precisely this witness in detail so as
to avoid getting a onsided account of the events, to avoid giving the public aster
story, and to ascertain thability to rememberand the credibility of the various witnesses
by comparing theirtestmé@s But t he Wuppertal Court O&6knewb
nesses were credible and which were not. Aodhe witness Isaac Liveras not heard.
The transcript of his earlier examination, while available tocthat was not read, thus
remaining unknown to the public as well as to ldejudges Other testimony that could
have exonerated tlefendanand corrected the purely negative way he had been presented
to the public was swept under the carpet the same way.
Not only did thecourtrefuse tosummonwitnesses for the defense, it also thwarted the
timely presentation of material evidence. This will be discussed in greater detail in Section
3.1.7.2.

3.1.5. Reasons for Sentence

On January 28, 1988, therst Division of the Wuppertal District Coudecided that the

defendantwhile acquitted of other accusationgs guilty of five counts of murder, the

overall sentence being life imprisonmenhe first eighteen pages of the Reasons for Sen-

tence are devoted to a representation of t

known and historically established factso w
ireference {the books]BuchheimBrosratlaeobserKrausnick Anato-

mie des SSStaatesWalterVerlag,Vols. | and II; Hofer, Der Nationalsozialismuis Do-

kumente 1933945 FischerVerlag; Kogon Der SSStaat, WilhelrHeyne Verlag o
Auschwitz literature giving sound, verifiable and useful factual information is completely
missng in this list of works.

It is not surprising, therefore, that the descriptions of the camp, its organization and cir-
cumstances, which take up another 40 pages of the Reasons for Sentence, contain numerous
patently and verifiably false claims and statements. For example, onfégesthe Rea-
sons for Sentence it actually statés:

AiFor many qtheirmbsevaluableypassession was a bowl that served equally

for their calls of nature and for eating. o

And then

iThe pur pos eAussheitzGoecdntrdiign Cantpe mass extermination camp
shall not be discussed in detail here, as the crimes which the defendant conunitted,

22 |bid., p. 80
2 Pages 1909f. of the Court files.
2 Verdict, pp. 65f.
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said to have committed r e not connected with the orc
Solutionof the Jewish Questiodd
But details mentioned further on in the Reasons for Sentence repeatedly refer to-the we
known scenario. One example of this is t
attempts to explain away particularly incredible claims contained in tireess Lazdr s
thoroughly imaginative testimonyn Budapest, Lazanad stated under oath that she had
personally seen many murders taking place, for exaffple:

3. | could move ar ownadnfdr eseol yi icno tnde@la noy
shot prisoners.
4. Executions happened almeseryday al most hourl y. I saw

However, this was in contradiction to the statements of most former inmates who had testi
fied earlier. Buttheoutmanaged t o come up with anldexj
explainedaway thesetendencies t@xaggerat by stating that the experiences associated
with the massillings taking place at the nearby crematoria fmdwith the personal
memories of the witness.

At numerous other points in the Reasons for Sentence as well, the judges made referer
t o ¢tomrmaonlfi known, historically establishedfactsi n whi ch t hey be
example, the absolutely unbelievable claim thatdéndantould take wild potshots in
the camp with impunity is simply r admi on
monly knowd t hat the | ife of an inmate was o

Even i f one wammmmonlyknowa c aap tr & hasldasoheshodd i d
have asked how such mad pigpolpping could have been possible without also endangering
the other guards. In a somewhat closer investigatina could have examined old guard
books, which would have revealed that every weapon, each and every bullet had to be &
counted for. For example, | had no trouble obtaining a number of sample pages from coi
centrationcamp guard books from archives in Pragugages which documeptrecisely
that the procedure of issuing weapons and ammunition, which every soldier is familiar with
was also observed no less strictly by¢bacentratiorcamp guard . Wi t h  aom} i t
mon knowledgé and a | ittl e mor ecowtlwgule not avedallen n v
for that bit of nonsense about the mad beast takitdypotshots in the camp whenever he
pleased, and getting away with it without so much as a reprimand.

Under German lawyhen a crime is considersd severehat a prison term of more than
four years is possibjet is triednot by a county courtAmisgerich)) butby acourt of the
next level, a ttrict court (Landgerich} . T h i 8nding®e in mattdyssof fact cannot be
challenged with an appeal, whigrould otherwisepermittheree x ami nati on o
i ngso6 whutahrithhed at commortkhowledgendnly anmmtionfdr a
so-calledrevision can béiled to thecourt of thenext higker instancebut thischecksonly
for procedural errorématters of law)yet does noexaminethe findingsin matters ofact
made by the cognizant copendit also does notassesany new or previously rejected
evidence.

3.1.6. Revision

During the trial, he defense hafdicusedo n  t h ecaséd @adzcannected with thenon

the branding of thdefendana s fit h eAuRRlwviz®t Tk def ense cor
ness Freimarkwho did not enter the picture until quite late, to be so uttertyugsworthy

that it felt that a conviction based on his accusations was impossible. This was a mistake
the part of the defense, which wasfamiliar with the vagaries athese extraordinary kinds

of trials. Nothing was impossible in Wuppertal.

The attorney in charge €ifing a motion to have the verdict overturned on matters of law
(the revisiona | s o f o c us e dases He btlibved thiat eriderace for even partial
incorrectness would force a new trial. This was another mistake with tragic consequence
for thedefendantOn March 31, 1989, the Federal Supreme Court quashed the verdict, bu

% Verdict, p. 151.
% Verdict, p. 116.
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only with reference to these two alleged murdewghile, surprisingly, upholding it for the
remainder of the chargesg, f or t he ot her thmarkcased d eged m

3.1.7. The Final Verdict: The Freimatlases

What was the nature of the fivelfawyerpygi®insonal i
these Freimarkases that had not betuchedby the revisiondecisior? On the basis of
Freimarlbs testi mony, the Wuppertal Court had c
Warehouse I, the scalledOld Camp Canadaas being proved:
a. Shooting of an unidentified male inmate on an unspecified day in June or July 1944.
This crime was said to have been committed in a hut describeddyutta s fiBeddi ng
hut o
b.Approxi mately four weeks | ater (but stild]l
mates from Grodno (sex unspecifieAnother inmate is said to have been murdered
by SSman Grafon this occasionThis branded Grads murderer andisqualifiedhim
asawitness for the defensé Viennese court had acquitted him, but the Wuppertal
Court fought tooth and nail against having the Viennese records brought in for refer-
ence.) These crimes allegedly took place in an area between a fence and a ramp located
on arail line some 30 ft. frothe fenceAt the time of the crime, hundreds of inmates
hadbeenloadng upfit hi rt y t o atfthatramp, whilewflaoglighissturned
night into day.

3.1.7.1Unreservedraith in Freimark s St at ement s

For the Wuppertal Court, the testimony of the only alleged eyewitness, Frepuéfiked
to warrant a conviction. Theourtcommented on Freimark

AThe credibility of tHis witness is beyond
fiHis credible testimony is already enough to convince the Court of the factuality of the
defendanmés as set?®out in la) and b).o

It was very rash to condemn a person to life imprisonment on the sole basis of trust in the
veracity and probity of one single witness. Despite all the difficulties ensuing from the ad-
vanced deterioration of evidence, it was possible to find new proohwaieals that the
witness Freimarkad not told the truth.

The cour sinreservedaith in its witness Freimarls incomprehensible. Many contra-
dictions had already become apparent during the trialcdhe chose to ignore them. For
example, no one had bothered to take note that Freinzaticlaimed that, having been a
Jewish political inmate iuschwitz, he had had to wear a green identifying patehich
color, rather, designatemtiminal inmatesCloser scrutiny would have shown that time and
again Freimarkad given different accounts of this aspect of his internment which, after all,
must have been of paramount importance to him during his time in the concentration camp.
Wh e n aveh&t sod of fatch?lde is now known to have answered in the pagbllows
redyellow (1962), green (1966), green (1968), green ang/edddw (1988), greetyellow
(1989)?° These and many other inconsistencies were never investigated by the Wuppertal
Court. When the defense drew attentiortiiesecontradictions, these references were ig-
nored.

The most important discrepancy is to be found in Freilhaak st at ement s reg
time when he was ill witkyphoid fever® It is undisputed, for example, that Gottfried Weise
27 Verdict, p. 180.

28 Verdict, p. 190.
2 MatthiegJordan Aug. 1993 :Der Fall Weisé Neue Beweise zur Klarung unrichtiger Angaben des Zeu-
gen Freimarkund unrichtiger Feststellungen im Urteil des Landgerichtes Wuppertal voda@8ar

1988.

30 Typh0|d fever is caused by certain Salmonella bacteria and transmitted mainly through polluted drink-

ing water. The term originates in the ancient Gre
steam, but also in a figurative sense dizziness oragpetl state of mind. This refers to neurological

symptoms of the disease, especially the stupor as
backgrounds of Freimarkoés bizarre witness stateme

which i s caused by certain Rickettsia bacter|a and
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was postedto Ausclwitz only in late May 1944, and spent the first eight weeksa
bookkeeper of inmate funds in affice located outside the camp. The defense was able to
prove this on the basis of two documents. Further, the witness Freimarktated earlier
that he had contracted a severe caggpfoid feverin late May 1944.

According to the documents at hand, therefore, neither FreinmrkVeise could have
been at the alleged sit eJune/fulytl9d) .c rBcaurt tah
managed to iron out this minor o6éwrinkle
guard duty every now and then (Weise had been certified unfit for guard duty), and Freimar
(who was utterly infallible otherise) may have been mistaken in his earlier statements. Of
course, Freimarlsubsequenthconfirmed most happily that, oh well, in that case he had
simply not fallen ill until later. And thecourt commented that the discrepancies in
Freimarlb s c| ai ms r e g a bodtiwithtyphoichfeverdidinoh eflecthfidlybni s
his credibility as witness because his testimony was supported by circumstantial e¥idence
Freimarkdecl ared that his ear | i eduringhisiqeestianing 6
i n 19 6 8notpaie¢anyhpartculdr attentioto the time of his illnes&

3.1.7.2. MisTimed Circumstantial Evidence

The defense had requested hatumentakvidence be obtainesh Freimarld s i MTHen e s
courtreceived such papers the day before the verdict was handed down, and believed it h
reason to rejoiceéThe documents that had been locatadedical papers fromAuschwitz
Concentration Camp proved, it said, that the witness, Freimarkd been examined in the
Inmats6 | nfirmary in August a typhoidfevprit was el r
that, apartfrom eyewitness testimorgyesperatelyauded to the skies, ommw finally had
found some material evidence that might seovgupportthe intent to convict: circumstan-
tial evidence indicang that Freimark s new c¢cl aim as to the ti
What wascompletelyoverlooked was the fact that in his most recent testimony Freimark
had cl ai med AOctober 19440 as the new da
tember 1944 dhe courtwas only able to maintain these erroneous claims by consistently
denyingall of thede f e nntolAsgosupportthis circumstantial evidence witidditional
documentatior®
But even this prop, patched together as it was out of fragments of the egiistingstan-
tial evidence, had been misned by thecourt It wrote3*
Ailn the documents of August 14, 1944, f
regarding the examination of former inmate and witness Jakob Freimarkh 8 7 2 1 °
Freimark Jakobé CIl i ni c a ltyphdid favg{iyphusverd, @hkile ferp e c

ot her i nmates t typhoidrfevesstilll suspegiedmoehnTypimsvert. &
me r eTypkoiddeved[Typhu}, et ¢ . O
What this suggestsisthatFreimark i | | ness was nowhernechnez:

Typhusverdi typhoid feverstill suspectepinor even fullb | o wyphoidi feveo (Typhusg,

but that there was merely a preliminary suspiciotyphoid fever in other words, that at
most he had only just contracted the disease. It should be noted, however, that neither amc
the numerous infirmary documents that wmend later, nor among theourt documents,

is there any i nfinocm@y ph psaipetyphoiddfeserstill susat e
pected]. It is also strange that only two of a whole series of relevant documeritsleat

the Auschwitz Museum, were read by tleurt and at the last minute. And what is no less
strange is the steadfast claim that there were no further infirmary papers regarding Freimatr
The defense had no opportunity to take a closer look at the laboratory papers, which we
not read to theourtuntil the day of the verdict. In this way theurtwas able to sustain the
fiction that Freimark s i 1 | ness must have broken out
that he had been fully recovered again by September 18, EQatier evidence has been
found now whictrefutesthis talethatwas thoroughly unbelievable from the start.

1 verdict, p. 185.
32 verdict, pp. 75f.
3 Verdict, pp. 76f.
3 Verdict, p. 58.
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3.2. New Evidence, Motion for Retrial, Dismissal, Objection

A motion for retrial was filed in the case of Gottfried Weise in late 1@92April 22, 1994,

the District Court in Ménchengladbach dismissed this mofitwis decision was communi-
cated to the prisoner in | ate MbqgauseWd,i seds
some of he new evidence on which the motion for retwas based wasompletelyignored

andthe rest wasejected for technical or insufficient reasons.

3.21.6 The Wr oinNew Bvideneedor the Incorrect Time Alleged for
the Onset of Freimatks C &ykoid &dver

3.2.1.1. InfirmaryRecordDiscoveredifter theTrial

What bafflesmeis why a judicial scandal had not already erupted years ago when it was
shown howrecklesslythe Wuppertal Court haslippressethe obtaining of further evidence,
because allegedf:
fi[ € there is nothing to indicate that the statperatedAusclwitz Museum in Poland
has access to any documents beyond the aforementioned infirmary papers, which have
been put at the disposal of the Red Cross International Tracing Service in photocopy
form. o
In fact, tens othousand®f infirmary papers are stocked in thelish Ausctwitz Museum,
which alone is circumstantial evidence for the enormous efforts that were madscin
witz to help sick inmates recover, even though the established interpretation of history al-
leges that sick internees were selected for being unfit for labor and consequentlyAmssed.
a matter of fact, seven infirmary papers pertaining to Freitnark i | | ness wer e f
archives of thé\uschwitz Museum:
1. Aug. 13/14, 1944Blood, GrubeiWidal and WeilFelix,* results:ii 0 without note
Aisteriled
. Aug. 28, 1944Stool, results: still some pathogenic intestinal bacteria)
. Aug. 28, 1944Blood, results'0" withoutii st er i | e 0)
. Sept. 5, 1944Stool, results: still some pathogenic intestinal bacteria)
.Sept.8,1944 Bl ood, results: fAsterileo for the
. Sept. 11, 1944Stool, results: only normal coli bacteria, for the first time)
. Sept. 18, 1944Blood, GrubetWidal, resultssecond resufi st er i | e 0)
The courtbased its opiniofi t hat fAi n t h ahad somplg modfalldnrillamtima r k
Augusti on the two aforementioned papers that were allegedly the only ones that could be
found: on two of seven noknown labrecords specifically the first and last links (Nos. 1
and 7) of the chain of evidenég.
If the defense had been granted an opportunity to examindothenentpresented by
the court®® then it could have determined even on the basis of only these tweplatis
Nos. 1 and 7, that something was wrong withaber s i nt er pr et ati on:
1 the results oNo. 1 did not yeindicateé st @ i | e
T while the results olNo. 7 did.
| f nothing el se, Ndv @i rhadtit heersknofvisto teerdefdrisouldr e s u | t
have sufficed to make the defense suspicidhis was the first instance where ttefendant
was denied a means to defend himself in this particular matter; his second means of defense
T obtainingDocumentsNos. 2 through 6 was also denied hinThe motion to obtain an
expert medical opinioon all thiswasalso denied
The documents found after the fact now prove that Freinark c &gheid fevérdid
not br éalgusbl944 asithe verdict claims. The sequence of documents shows
clearly that Freimarkvas no longer suffering from atute case diphoid feverbetween
August 13 and September 18, 1944. However, his lengthy and dswarsvith typhoid
feveris undisputed, and also established in the verdict. But the documents prove that it did

~NOoO O WN

% Medical testing methods.
% | n Germany, both the prosecution and the judges (
only motion the judges to introduce evidence for them.
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not break out and become cured within the time span of AiBgtember 1944, But when
else should the iliness have occurreeforeor after AugustSeptember 1944? The special-
i sts6 statements now available to the d
fisteriled (accor di n-@iddl test) aithhe en®Gof thé seres of lab tests is typical
for the conclusion of a final cheakp in accordance with the regulations pertaining to epi-
demic control at the time in question. This could alrelaglyproven by means of the bacte-
riological findings that have been available since 1990, but evidence regarding the severi
and hence the duration of Freimare pr eceding il 1l ness was &
In January 1995he defense, at long last, also obtained copies of the serological reports
(For an account of how this evidence was obtained in the face of strenuous official oppos
tion, see Section 5.2. False Claims Made by the Wuppertal Court) These serologicsil repol
contain the following information pertaining to Freimars bl ood t est s:

August 14, 1944: AnTiter 1: 8000

August 29 1944: ATiter 1:8000

September 8, 1944: ATiter 1:2000
i s u

ATitero the term

sed for the results
tion tests)Titers are first measurable a minimum of t

wo weeks after the onset of illness, anc

often Anot wuntil much | at er ,Valags peginat1:10& t e
As the illness progresses, titers slowly increase to 1:400 or¥hore.

AfThe agglutinative potential persists
ness. 0

A titer of 1:800 on August 14, 1944, (sample of August 13, 1944) means that Freiomstrk
have contractetyphoid feverong before that datéll the medical experts consulted agree
on this pointFurther, the titer of only 1:206n September 8 indicates that Frein@arfk ¢ o n
valescence was already well advanced at this tirherefore, Freimarknust have been
severely ill withtyphoid feverprior to August 1944, in other words, in June/July 1944 as he
had stated originallyTo establish this as evidence relevant todbert Wei seds
has requested the consultation afoartapproved expeiit but his requests, submitted re-
peatedly for several years now, have been in vain.

But even without an expert medical report, it can be proven that Fréinsarki dahnate s s
have begurafter September 1944, since as Freimhitself testified, he had participated
for at least a few weeks in the preparations leading up to the crematorium Uprising of Octc
ber 7, 1944. The only remaining possibility, namely that he feflefbreAugust 1944, is
confirmed by many other statements of Freimark Hi s i ni ti al iclat@ai m
May194%H i s supported in many ways by his f

87 According to Helmut Dennind-ehrbuch der Inneren Medizibth ed., Thieme, Stuttgart 1964, pp. 86ff.
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In its decisiorto deny a retrialthe District Court of Ménchengladbaelyain ignord the
signi fi c ateriede eonft rtihees , dthe tegulatiprs fonepideqin apmtrel that
were in effect in those days, and it again rgdt¢he consultation of an expert. Vgee 6 s
attorney handxpertagepartetshbe drawn fip by an epidemiologist specializing
in hygiene and bacteriology®s the Wuppertal judges before them, their colleagues in
Monchengladbachlsoclaimedwith their omnipotentiniversalmedicatexpert knovedge
that the | ab r eport dinalgheckep @ubwhierihg@ Waoppdrtalon o f
judges maintaied casuallythat Freimark snuchcontestedbout with typhoid fevertook
place sometime between August 14 and September 18, 1944, the District Court of Ménchen-
gladbach at least realide¢hat Freimarkwas not acutely ill withtyphoid feverduring this
time. From the perspective of thaotion forretrial, the defense fully agrees with this. But
what the District Court of Monchengladbach also sweler the carpet is the question of
when exactly Freimarkndewentthe acute stage of his severe casgpiioid fever if not
in June/July 19447 Understandably enough, this question is a very uncomfortable one for
the supporters of the verdict. In Freimark st at ement s, his resista
fully for the time from September 18, 1944, to the Crematorium Uprising (October 7, 1944)
that no sufficient time remains. The time of his long and severe iliness, which no one dis-
putes, can thus have lreenly beforeAugust 1944j.e., in June/July 1944And if one con-
cedeghis, one must also concede that the only supposed eyewitness could not possibly
have been at the alleged site of the crime at the alleged time.

3212 Fremalks Testi mony R&@ardi ng the O6KI et

Aside from the complete sequence of laboratory reports, other new evidence also supports
Freimakbs ori gi nal st at ement t h arhisdvideace comésn e s s
in the form of statements made by Freimiagkore he knew where the emphasis would need
to be placed in the Weise cabe1968, for example, he stated that he had been admitted to
the infirmary in May 1944 witlyphoid fever He then recounts how he was able to observe
Dr. Mengeleand the medical orderhS@nitatsdienstgradlosef Klehmt their experiments
on inmates when he By tistane hissavargillnése @02,i104g b et
106.3F fevef®) had abated and he was up and walking around as convaldsicesgyvere
illness must therefore have abated in July 1944 at the latest, for it was dotmgl the
Auschwitz Trial in Frankfurt that the orderly Kletrad been transferred to the Gleiwitz
sulcampin July 1944 According to theAusclwitz Chroniclg*®
fi[ € from July 1944Klehrwas]di rect or of the prisonersbo
camp Gleiwitz [ €.]10
In his 1968 testimony, Freimarkported in detail many of Dr. Mengéles at r oci ous ¢
all of which hei Freimarki claimed to haveeen with his own eyes. Afd:
i K1 ethe orderly, always accompanied Dr. Mengele

So Freimarldid not see Klehonly once, he saw him a great many times. And, of course,
he could not have seen everything he described in just a single day; he needed weeks of
observationThis permits only one conclusion: to allow for his observation of Kéetat

% Freimakbs testi mony in Tel Aviv, Nov. 20, 1968; doc/:
doc/172): a voluminous dossier has been compiled about the numerous claims and data by and about
Freimark Interested persons may obtain a copy in return for photoduplication costs. Aside from the
transcripts of earlier witness testimony by Freimdhis collection also contains two longer reports or
accounts by Freimark
1LAEinsam in der Schl achd® 4uUutomkeil gygri anp Biadall ed ¢ c du re
book of 1989 Jewish Community Book Suwalki and Vicinity: Baklerove, Filipove, Krasnopole,
Psheroshle, Punsk, Ratzkizhan, Yelinevefhe Yairi Abraham Sterii Publishing House, Tel Aviv
1989); texts are partly in English, partly in Hebrew; Freidask st ory has been transl
brew.

2.Freimarlb s Yad Vashem Report; recollections from 195
translated into German from the Yiddish [in Hebrew script].)

% Yad Vashem Report, pp. 72, 82; doc/156, 162.

40 D. CzechAusclwitz Chronicle, 1939945 Henry Holt, New York 1990, p. 816.

“ Freimarkbs eyewitness testimony in Tel Aviv, Nov. 20,
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Mengele Freimarkb s s e v e typhoidcfevemaust bafve been clearing up in early July
1944 at the latest.

In its rejection for a retriaglthe District Court of Ménchengladbashggests that it might
well have been the case that Freimads in the infirmary on several occasigaad, what
a miracle he was never s el .eteraldhe wiessihad i t
also stated that he had once been beatdibbySentelel In suggesting this, the District
Court of Ménchengladbach ignores the precisely documented organization of the healtt
care facilities in théuschwitz ConcentratiorCamp. Thecourtcompletely ignores the fact
that inmates were admitted to the infirmary only after being examinélidebolishChief
Physician DrZenonZ e n k't e | $epteled ( nof . fal so Section 3
simply drop in to visit friends whenever they felt likeditidthat Fremarkhimself recounted
his experiences with Dr. Zenktellseveral timesn close relatiorto hisbout withtyphoid
fever, etc.

3.2.1.3.Fremalks St at ement sHisdllmesst he Cour se o

Freimarld s ¢ aypheid fevermust have been very severe indeledhis Yad Vashem
Report Freimarkrecountsi as mentioned beforiethat he had run temperatures of 102 to
106.3F* Also, probably because he was confined to his sickbed for so long, he had deve
oped a painful abscess on his postefiai/hile he was in bed suffering badly from this
abscess, the following had allegedly been recorded on his card [hospital thart?]:

iGrober Vital 1/800. 0

The question remains open whether this GrWatal test is one of those known to us from
the lab reports or whether a test of this kind was already performed during the acute sta
of the illness. The latter cannot be ruled out in light of the evidemrisgand duration of

the illnesslin his testimony of 1966, Freimaekl| so r emar ked t hat h
case ofabdominaltyphoid fever* In his testimony of 1968, already cited repeatedly, he
reiterated that he had contractgghoid fever(in May 1944), then added that he made his
observations of Mengetnd Klehifi wh en | was f e ®olhé mugthavesbeene r
in rather pooishapebeforethat And he must have been very considerably impragd-
pared tahe time when he still suffered so severely from the dressed abscess on his posterit
since he could not have taken the excursions he described while being padded and banda
as he wasThe abscess, in turn, was the result of protracted confinement to bed combine
with the uncontrolled voiding of urine and stool typiéad typhoid fever This too shows
that the illness must have begun | ong be

The acute manifestation of his illness, accompanied with collapse and fever up t6106.3
which he still stressed vigorously in 1962, rules out that the illnesselout only in Au-
gust/September 1944. A lengthy series of lab tests intended to identify and confirm the di:
ease would have been utter nonsense, given the intensity of the outbreak and the unmist
able symptoms.

All Freimarkd s -1988 statements regarding bisut withtyphoid feverindicate that he
was severely ill, and for a correspondingly long period of time. A casg@lbbid feverthat
severe takes weeks from the time of outbreak to the time it abates. But as demonstrated
the foregoing, the illness must have begun to abate by early July 1944 at the latest, el
Freimarkcould not have observed Kléghs mi sfréquentlysdhdrefore,Freimarkd s
severebout withtyphoid fever which lasted several weeks, must have begun in early June
1944 at the | atest. This coinciddaeMay t h
1944 Blence his earlier statements support his testimony of 1968.

Although it was avare of this, the District Court of Monchengladbach, irdésial of a
retrial, turned a blind eye to the fact that Freimeldimed to havenade his observations of
Mengeleand Klehrwhen he was recovering agdiin other wordsafter his severe illness.

The courtsuggestd instead that Freimarkad no doubt been in the infirmary repeatedly.
The courtthus ignore not only the fact that Freimatkimself had recounted his observa-

42 Yad Vashem Report, pp. 79f.; doc/160.
4 Yad Vashem Report, p. 80; doc/161.
“ Freimarkbs statement in Tel Aviv, April 29, 1966;
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tions of Klehrin express connection with his recovery fréyphoid fever It also ignord

the organization of the healtfare facilities, which are set out in particular detail in the doc-
umentation pertaining tAuschwitz. Without being admitted by ttamief of the OutPatient
Department, Freimarkould not have gained access to $iek ward much less to the iso-
lation ward for epidemic patients, which is where he claims to have made his observations.
As lab documents prove, Freimavis assigned to Infirmary Compound BIIf. The admitting
physician in the accompanying GRéatient Department Blld was the PolighysicianDr.
Zenkteller whom Freimarkecollects in a very emotionally charged manner, and again in
close connection with his casetgphoid fever(cf. alsoSection3.2.5.).

3214 Fremarlds Testi mony Regarding his Coll ¢
the Crematorium Uprising

Freimarkwas not ill in August/September 1944. The complete series of lab reports from
August 13 to September 18, 1944, proves tBuld Freimarkhave been so severely ill
with typhoid feverafter September 18, 1944, (when he was healthy, as proverjedoc:
October 24, 1944 (when he was also clearly healthy and on his way to Sachsenhausen)?

An affirmative answer to this question is already practically ruled out, since the five weeks
remaining between September 18 and October 24, 1944 would hardly have been enough to
allow for the severe illnesss suchmuch less for the mandatory subsequent quarantine that
was necessary to establish freedom ftbepathogemprior to the transfer to another camp.

But Freimarkhimself provides us with another piece of evidence for the recovered state
of his health after September 18, 1944. According to him, he participated in the preparations
for the Crematorium Uprising in close-operation with Salman Gradski.** The Uprising
took place on October I944. Freimar& s i n v o | v e nhappenedifter tistilinelssa v e
In Wuppertal, too, it was expressly noted that in his new testimony Frefipkaged the
subsequent Crematorium Uprising in close temporal proximity tditeisthe time of his
illness]a* This is correct, except that the entire illness cannot be slotted into August/Sep-
tember. That was only the time of convalescencetl@éinal checkup. The series of lab
reports proves this beyond doubhe actual time ofhe acutdllnessas suchwas in June
and July, 1944,

In its denial of a retriglthe District Court of Monchengladbacbmpletely disregaet
the issue of how Freimatks severe il l ness ( wwastolefited pr ov
into the timetable of the events in question.

3.215Freimarlds Testi mony Regarding His Recal
at the Beginning of the Hungarian Transports

iwhen the Hungarian transports bé&hatwas, | W
where we realized why they wanted us to purge the camp of Jews. They arrived day and
night, these transports from Hungary. We worked on the ramp, and it was very hard. One
transport afte¥ the other arrived. o
This statement of Freimaik his report of 1959/1962 once more solidly corroborates his
very definite testimony of 1968 that he re
According to theAusclwitz Chronicle the Hungarian transports, whose start was the occa-
sion of his recall, began in miday 1944* Freimarkd6 s i ni t i iathat he felhil e me n t
shortly after this recall fits in perfectly with the date he first gave for the start of his illness:
late May 1944.
In its denial of a retriglthe District Court of Monchengladbainored this completely.

4 Suwalki book and Yad Vashem Report; doc/108, 109, 111, 139, 141, 142, 145, 152ff.
46 Verdict, p. 75; doc/177.

47 Yad Vashem Report, p. 53; doc/146.

48 D. Czechop. cit.(note40), p. 627.
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3.216.Freimarlds Testi mony Regar di nduringthes Fu
Time of the Transports from Lodz

In his Yad Vashem Repaf? Freimarkgives a detailed account of his stay in the infirmary
while continuing to recover from his illnegsccording to Freimarkthis rather lengthy stage
of convalescence coincided with the time of the transports fromiLedather words, Au-
gust/September 1944. This, in turn, coincides perfectly with his statement that he had falle
ill in late May 1944.

In its denial of a retriglthe District Court of Ménchengladbad@mnored this completely
as well

3.217.Summargn Frei markds Testimonies

Gottfried Weisebs attorney has beemnmefupoi n
Freimarlkbs i | | ness ratherthaatyey dr@pbwlerful dvidehce for the correct-
ness of this initial statemertrangely enough, none of the authorities whose duty it is to
ensure that justice is done has shown the slightest interest. Now, however, this evidence
which is already of great consequence by itéa# solidly supported by further new evi-
dence. Thesturther evidential pillars resulted from statements of Freimdrich wergust
asunknown to the Wuppertal Cowasthe complete sequence of lab reports, which therefore
also constitute new evidence.

The new evidence supporting Freimark 1 9 6 8 ®riset of dimessrint late(May
1944 ) include:

1. Lab reports Nos. 1 and 7, which had been misapplied by the Wuppertal Court, as we
as the lab reports Nos. 2 through 6, discovered iaier, the entire sequence of lab
reports, Nos. 1 through This documentakupport of Freimafks 196 8 it e s
very solid support inde€dis reinforced fivefold by the following new evidence con-
tained in other statemerity Freimark

2. Freimarkwas in the infirmary by June 1944 at the lat€tly in this way could he
have observed Klelat his misdeeds when his iliness began to abatgin July 1944
at the latest.

3.Freimarlbs il l ness was very severe,Iltcanamat |
have begun after the Asteriled test r
October 24, 1944, he was already healthy and being transferred.

4. In late September/early October 1944 Freim#r&n healthy, collaborated in the prep-
arations for the Crematorium Uprising. Thus, he cannot have been ill at this time.

5. Freimarkhi msel f dates hi s tMayl84e.Heerecalls the tideC a n
of the transfer: @When t.hTiheHdngarigrranspors t
began in mieMay 1944.

6. Freimarkwas still convalescing at the time the transports from Lodz arriveedin
August/September 1944,

With reference totheourb s st at ement that fAthe credib
tion, only one conclusion is possible: Freimdiknself proves that he cannot have been at
the site of Wei seds a lThestgtenentshe madeavbichiindicaté u
that he fell ill in late May 1944 are considerably more plausible than his suspiciously sudde
change of mind in Wuppertal, thati n t hat caseo0 he had si
gust/September 1944.

In its denial of a retriglthe District Court of Ménchengladbatlolds to the Wuppertal

version.

3.22.06 The Wr onhNew Bvidencderdhe Incorrect Account of the
Place and Details of the Crifie

The murders which are imputed to Gottfried Weise by that part of the verdict that has be
come final were allegedly committed irg., near the old disinfestation facilities (Gas Dis-

4 Yad Vashem Report, pp. 83f.; doc/162, 163.
50 A more detailed study has been drawn up on this topic: Matibieisn Der Fall Weisei Neue Beweise
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The Incorrect Sketch Endorsed by the Wuppertal Court

Labels X1 and X2  Pashenturax = Postanturm
added by Jordan. i - Einfahrl :
X1: All ege( 1 .

where approx. 100
inmates lined up for
roll call. Place where
theé6hut Murd
observed:

X2: All ege(
where 200 to 400
inmates lined up for
roll call; site of the
all eged 06R;{
Mur der s. o

dufentholtsraum
&

{ ,é Alberks -

== =
o X2 Binfahrt X2 i ?
&
ostenturnt | = Postenturm
Wl f-wl-.-.:,w T

SkKizze des olien_Kanadageldndes .

infestation 1) which thecourtimprecisely and incorrectly termed Perseké#ects Ware-
house | Effektenlager).5! This is where witness Jakob Freimatkims to have observed
them:

a.Weisei s said to have conmiddi @ed bdoé Omondaetihel
PersonaEffects Warehouse |. The witness claims to have seen this while standing
amongst many other inmates isampsquare from which point one could ge® hut
entrances.
b. Weisei s said to have committed two further
ing ramp and the eastern entrance to Perdéffetts Warehouse. | @he track on
which the | oading ramp was | ocated ran al
30ft.0Therefore, inthe eyes oftkeurt t her e was a fisquareodo of
[33 ft. (distance between fence and track) x 295 ft. (length of the fence)] between the
fence and the loading ramp.
In contrast to the alleged victims and the alleged time of the crime, the supposed sites of the
crimes are described relatively precisely bydbert This makes it possible to doubtbeck
the description of the site which theurtaccepted in reaching its verdict. This layout of the
site was incorrect.
In its denial of a retriglthe District Court of Ménchengladbacould not dispute the
incorrectness of the Wuppert adthe Doowectfini-s ac c o
ings contained in the verdict to be irrelevant.

zur Klarung unrichtiger Ortsangaben und unrichtiger Tatvorwirfe im Urteil des Landgerichtes Wup-
pertal vom 28Januar 1988 March 1993, with supplement from May 1993.
51 Cf. MatthiegJordanibid., p. 4.



GERMAR RUDOLF (ED.) - DISSECTING THEHOLOCAUST 155
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acc. to an U.S. air photo from Aug. 25, 1944 -
Can F 5367 - Exp. 3184 Sonras, fder a:.s.zﬂc:/}g;j;g.‘/

Sketch by C. Jordan
based on US Air Force Aerial Photographs from
1944. The correct layout shows that the open
spaces X1 and X2, shown on the sketch
endorsed by the Wuppertal Court, did not exist.

U.S. air photo of August 25, 1944
Taken from Germar Rudolf (ed.), Air-Photo
Evidence, 6th ed., Castle Hill Publishers,
Uckfield 2020, p. 47.

3.2.2.1. The Wuppertal Courtdés Ilncor

Both the witness and tteurtoriented their accounts of the alleged events on an incorrect
layout of the site of the criniea layout that agrees with an equally incorrect sketch that was
incorporated in the verdi¢see the illustration on the previous page)

3.2.2.2. The Correct Layout as Shown by Documents

Theabovesketch, drawn to scale, shows the correct layout. This sketch is the result of care
ful analysis of severdl.S.air photos?? the description of Delousing Chamber | (the alleged
site of the crime) as given by documents fromAhisctwitz Archives?® and thel989book

by Pressa which is considered to be the definitive scientific worlodhodoxAuschwitz
literature.

In its denial of a retriglthe District Court of Ménchengladbadid not dispute that the
sketch which the Wuppertal Court used to determine the location and nature of the allege
crimes is incorrect. It also Hanothing with which to contest the correctness of the sketch
drawn from the aerial photographs. Nevertheless;dhet statel fithat the US. air photo of
August 25, 1944 by itself cannot reflect the conditions in the camp at the time of the crime
in June/July 1944 é.] ®his claim is utterly incomprehensible, since the District Court of
Monchengladbach, according to its own accound,diso seen the 3. air photos of April
4, 1944, May 31, 1944, and December 21, 1944, whittgether with other evidende
served to verify the sketch.

52 Cf. G. Rudolf(ed.),Air-Photo Evidencgsth ed., Castle Hill Publishers, Uckfield 20 p. 47.

53 Cf. Archivum des Museums in Ausdtz. Ensemble der Erklarungen zum Raub@pfergutesChapter
51, pp. 119134, report of former inmate Josef Odi

% J-C. PressadAusclhwitz: Technique and Operation of the Gas Chamt@este Klarsfeld Foundation,
New York 1989.



156 C. JORDAN - THE GERMANJUSTICESYSTEM

323.6The Wrong Scenari ob

Thecorrection of thecrime scene leads to the following conclusithrescenario attested to
would have been physically impossible

The Wuppertal Court based its conception of the layout of the site in question not only on
the incorrect sketch but also on witness testimony, particularly on the testimony of the wit-
ness FreimarkThe courthad affirmed that this witness recollected the site in particularly
precise detail. And indeed, he described almost a dozen incorrect details precisely as they
appear, incorrectly, ontlmmurd s s ket c h. \Wbviouslg was noHamdiar with r k
the alleged site of the crime from personal memory; he merely went by the faulty sketch.

First of all, two very essential details were wrong:

1.The all eged sguai@) y whk p B e elaims éi have stdod among
fimany0 i nmates while witnessing a crime was i
sketch) of which Freimarkbviously had no knowledge. Freimaakd his fellow inmates
could not have stood here. Also, there was no other place large enough to accommodate a
greater number of inmates which would have met the requirements of the scenario described
by Freimark(two hut doorways directly visible).

In its denial of a retriglthe District Court of Monchengladbashggestdthat perhaps it
was not 100 inmates who were lined up. Freinaar#l the Wuppertal Court had only men-
t i o mMmany &It the work commandos named by the Wuppertal Court, and the infor-
mation provided by théusclwitz Chronicleregarding their numerical strength, does indi-
cate a number of approximately 100 inmates, calculated as set outriotitve. Fortunately
these calculations are facilitated by the ma&wschwitz work-detail lists still availablg
which show the precise numerical strengths of the work details which, according to the
Wuppertal Court, were preserttthe site of the crime. Once again, any factual resolution of
this matter has been rejectecdb | | o wi n gin dubicecontnréutdo (fiwhen i n dc
c o0 n v.iTeketDdtfict Court of Mdnchengladbabls also completely ignored the second
important matter: according to the Wuppertal/Freimsminario, Freimarivould have had
to be able to see directly into the entranceways of two huts resembling each other in every
detail. The correct sketch, however, shows that the huts were by no means that similar, and
that there is no conceivable place from which botlshute nt r ances coul d be
into at the same timé he District Court of Monchengladbach ignaréhe fact that this
proves Freimartks account oificorredte cri me to be

Especially where the two allegedly identical huts are concerned, Fréirsarkac count
the crime is typical of the way in iTwéhich 6t
at the time of his first questioning in IsrdeFreimarkknew of only one hut, where all the
charactergot togethewho allegedlyp | ayed a part 6i nnthdredMutpper
trial, Freimarkthen saw the (incorrect) sketch of the camp, where two identical huts are
(falsely) drawn in. The sketch inspired Freimaakd herevisedhis initial testimony (the
single-hut version) into a twauts scenario. He now redistributed the participants in this
drama between two huts, for a particularly theatrical account of the alleged &zemizke
this new versioncredible he concedes that heBeddngmpo | onge
the actual scene of the crime, was the rigdntd or the lefhand one of the twin huts. The
court was so filled with enthusiasm by his +picking love of truth and his detailed
knowledge ofthe scene that it completely overlooked the trap: thehwuis version works
only on the fictional scene of the crime, on the incorrect camp sketohon the real scene.

It does not fit the real layout; Freimérkls account of the c¢cri me, a
thereon in the verdict, are false.
2The scenario of the all ei§lmsedanrthassueptionb) , t h

thathundreds of inmates, working degnd nightshifts,wereloading up a long freight train

o fthirfytofortyd fr ei ght car s, 4oadingibadainnHyndieds oféogsa i n ,

of freight musthave beemassed in bundles along long queues of inmates. With utter disre-

gard for blackout regulations, the large open space between the fence and the ramp is lit
fbrightasday by t he f 1 oodl iegihmates nmmagettchset ug aehidiage . T
place in one of the many freight cars, bring in a supply of food and water, and hide them-
selves there. Their absence is not noticed until shift change. After hours of counting-and roll
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call, the inmates must begin unloading all the freight cars again. In the presence of hundre
of other inmates, three hiding inmates we found, beaten, and murdered. The timas
approximately midnight.

The facts, however, are as follows: the loadinglmaé ran right along the fence. Thus,
the ramp di d nsquarégi2v9e5 afctc.e slsontgo aandi 33 f
strip at most 3 ft. wide and at most 98 ft. long (approximately 33 sqg. yards). There were als
no floodlights on the fence and no nighi me i | | hright as day iEwthermidre
t her e hetyte fortyoo ffirei ght car s. The entire |
dated a maximum of six freight cars, and no more thege would have fit alongside the
little ramp directly by the fence. (The former inmate Josef, @tioi unlike Freimarki
was familiar with the oldDelousing Gas Chamheand had described it correctly, had al-
ready considered it remarkabiedeed that on some daysasmaamys fis e v e cassl 0
could be loaded!)

In its denial of a retriglthe District Court of Monchengladbaekoided commenting on
the physical i tmigyotes fertyob i fl ri etiyg hotf retralarkabldiiayt a
while quoting the verdict verbatim at all other times, in this instancedhesimply omits
the claim of thirty to forty freight cars in its quotation from the verdict. Was this deliberately
omitted, or done so through sloppiness? The District Court of Ménchengladidacht
comment on the other errors in Freimark account which prove
site. Further, the District Court of Monchengladbattemped to gloss over the physical
impossibility of setting up the work commandos (as specified by the Wuppertal Court) be
tween the rail line and the fence by arguing rather weakly:

fiFirst, according to the Motion, there was a distance of 8.9 ft. between the rail line and
the fence, and second, the work details surely did not number as many inmates as tl
Motion calculated on the basis of statements of the Wuppertal Court and ofciatthé
Auschwitz Chronicleo

Regarding the first objection, the District Court of Monchengladbach failed to take note of
the information it had with respect to rail and loading facilities. Otherwise it would have
noticedat leasthat freight cars protrude over the rail line,, that there were by no means
all of the 8.9 ft. of open space between the cars and the fence, but rather 5.6 ft. at most. T
courtwould have had to realize that it was not possible to walk or stand immediately nex
to the fence, that a usable strip apprcadiety 3 ft. wide was all that remained, and that this
strip as well was no longer than just barely 98 ft. (including space for guards at the sides
A closer look would have revealed to the District Court of Ménchengladbach that it was
impossible for morehan twenty persons to line up, much less to work here under guard.
And there would have been absolutely no space left for the alleged beatings and murders
take place and to quote Freimark to be observed in detail by all the inmates present.
Regarding the second objection, it is rather amazing that the Monchenglddibaat
Courtsuddenly casts grave doubts on the data given iAdsetwitz Chronicle a source
which it otherwise deems so extremely reliable (namely, when the data it provides serves
incriminate), and it is all the more surprising that doeirt does so without even having
examined the documents cited therdhmefvork-detail lists). Well, never mind! Loading,
unloading and reloading the thirty or forty freight cars, as wad e s ¢ r asbeedaineda n d
by the court would have required a great many workers, and the Wuppertal Court alsc
stressed this repeatedly. But where should these have found enough room under the act
conditions? The District Court of Monchengladbéafhthis vital question completely open.
Investigations pertaining to the alleged site of the crime reveal many other discrepancie
which confirm two things?
i Freimarktestified to many local details that exist only on the incorzeartsketch, not
in actual fact. He clearly had no personal memories of the site.
i Many of t he iascer@mined e b ycout &réiatégtalspartd of therong
scenario which is the basis for the acc
of thecourt

These two points alone prove that the testimony of the witness Freiamarkhe account of
the alleged events subsequently set out in the verdict, are false.
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3.2.4. 6The Wrong Gottfriedo

During the WuppertalTrial, withess Freimarkepeatedly declared that tdefendantvas
Aindelibly i mpressedo. &hiswab ratker surgrisiogreyen then, i Go t
for in his earlier testimony those samples of it which were known at that tintereimark

had never mentioned Gottfried Weise, the man who was allegedly so indelibly impressed on

his recollections.

3.2.4.1. New Evidencd&:he Real Gottfried of Freimabtks Recol | ect i ons

In the meantime, lengthy reports and witness statenfgniseimarkhave come to light
which were not yet known at the time of the WuppeFtal. In 1959/1962, for example,
Freimarkwrote a very long report for Yad Vashem detailing everything he remembered
aboutAuschwitz. Freimarkclearly spent years intensively reviewing Aisschwitz memo-
ries for this purpose, and these accounts contain something quite astonishing: at that time,
Freimarkrecollected a completely different Gottfried (amuly this different one§?
i Wh e n [@msirkmatesupervising other inmatgwas sent home, he was replaced by
another German named Gottfried. He was from the Sudetenland. He was a terrible son
of-a-bitch. An assistant overseer served under him, a Belgian named Leon. The two of
them were dreadful murderers. o
So in 1962, Freimarklearly associated the name Gottfried with an inmate. Freihatko
endure his tyranny when he w#bkehddsemenbéredd | ab
more than one murderous sofia-bitch named Gottfried, is it really credible that at that
time (1962)he wouldhave mentioned exclusively the one of whom he only knew in very
gener al t er ms t haof-abh & cvwhads aan il taatrastic tiheeveesr o n
are to believe that in 1962 he haaimpletely forgotten about the very memorable-eped
Gottfried Weise even thoughaccording to Freimatks t e st i nibehgd obsérved 9 8 5
this Gottfried commiting several very definite murders, at great peril to his own life?

3.2.4.2. The Wopperesali veEh®epy odfucfii ono

The Wuppertal Court believes it has found a way to explain the workings of Fréirmark
memory. Theourte x pl ai ned t hat despite the great pa
[]l]of the central event [showed] the high de
the courtexhibited psychologically motivated empathy for the way in which Freitivastk
did not, then did remember thingfsThe witness, theourt explained, successively repro-
duced his memories around emotionally charged focal peinttby sodoinghad not been
affected by external influencés.

To Freimarkt h e nGattfriedd A was n ofocapoinbt f ar it he reprod
fiemotionally charged fragments of memorieBoes it not seem reasonable to suspect that
Freimarkfisuccessively reproduced t he wr ong Gottfried?

3.2.4.3. HowWas theDefendantdentified?

In the trial of Gottfried Weise, the identification of thefendantvas carried out in a gross

deviation from any seriouiglentificationprocedure® As already mentioned in the context

oflsaac Liveb s st at ement s, potenti al witnesses fo
naire providing information regarding the suspect and the charges brought agafigtnim.
accompanying series of photographs included several afefemdantwhich, however, is

probably of lesser importance in this case, as theeged Gottfried Weise is easily identi-

fied anyhow.

% Yad Vashem Report, p. 63; doc/151.

56 Verdict, p. 187; doc/180.

57 Verdict, p. 188; doc/181.

58 Cf. the works of Prof. Dr. Michael Stadjenstitute of Cognition Psychology, University of Bremen; cf.
esp.Michael Stadler, Thomas Fabidpeter Wetze|dNiedererkennen des Téters oder Identifizieren des
Beschuldigten?Bremer Beitréage zur Psychologhér. 100, Univ., Bremen 1992.

% Regarding similar practices in medieval witch trials, see Chapter 4 of Germar&sdolfc ont r i but i on
witness testimonies in this volume.
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It is thus no surprise that Freimankho had several opportunities to study the photos,
knew very well which of them showed tefendantAnd as though that had not been a bad
enough travesty of the identification prdcee the Wuppertal Court even permitted the
staging of this farce in the courtrodfh:

AiMuch as though a great wei ght [rreicharks ud

said that he had i mmeéd attteﬂh@nrmuad:eotgredlthe

courtroom, and then, looking at tlefendant he cont i nue d: oY
take off his glasses. He wasnot wearl

ognize me?d6 Flipping back and forth i

ting more excited and upset by the setdme identified thelefendantfter only a few

moments: Ol &dm | ooMusclwiga g @inm. | TRhdioi8) No déubtm |
i t ,Photolid. i saw hinnlikdhat®h ot o 2) . That éds h
these pictures show Sl epak. That

l
(
S

e

e
ng
n

T C
— —

3244The Wrong Gottfried: Result of #:
Emotionally Charged Remnants of |

Freimarkbs consi derabl e prowess as an actor
oughly he was able to embrace a role that accrued to him from successive reproductions

his memory. How could the wrong AGott fri
When he was first questioned aCottfriedd @afst
s t iinddlibly impressed on hi s memor vy, but any reco

already faded. He is then questioned quite pointedly about a presumed murderer nam
fiGottfried @0 Freimarkthis name is a focal point for emotionally charged remnants of
memories. One of his emotionally charged remnants is the certain belief thatra#r5S
employed inAuschwitz fparticipated in the machinery of murdit. Two emotionally
charged remnants now c¢ombi foel poim fortsucesessinei n
reproductio®@ i n a fictional construct that 1is
is placed before him, showing men wearing the hated uniformméentratiorcamp
guards. Unlike the others, one of them is portrayed several timestdies out for having
onl y o Bleepyed r&Slefaki whom they had specifically asked about! And his name
is Gottfried! Goodness gracious! Freimambw feels certain that he has found his man. All

thatds stil |l | ac k NextgFreimarkptoteeds ta gupcessively praduce
memories of other emotionally charged remnants, drawing on things experienced, read al
heard: the story that inmates who had hi

Hadnodt h e actuddly seerimbhagpen himselfPL et 6 s see, wha

about again? Right: an inmate from Grodf®i or was it two?, and Gras said to have

shot him%i Were there perhaps even more of thénBut of course: there were three,

and two of them webryeals,hodurbg, AGoadGd fali ree

mur der er 0 back i Andwhere didwhe sheot thegtworafi tHeii®ell,
surely there were freight cars to be Ilo
the fellow in charge there used to shdob.

So was thatiOf Gatotufrrsieedawho el se shoul d i

sonof-a-bi t cho? Sur e,i Inbidentallyatgs surriaree wasn\VéelseOh re-

ally? Well, | still think of him by his first name.

What 6s that? 1944, not 194372 Well , al |l
Freimarkof 1985 grows ever more certain. And it is not long before he can recount his
subjective truth with such fast ehontirgpub-n g
lic prosecutor is ecstatic and the Wuppertal judges are all the mére so.

6 Verdict, p. 183; doc/179.

1 Verdict, p. 182; doc/179. Again, there are parallels to the witch trials: every defendant is guilty!

2 For Freimarkthe name of the town Grodno seems to be another focal point for emotionally charged
remnants of memories. In his imaginative account of how he participated in the murder of a fellow pris-
oner, his accomplices are again three inmates from Grodno, whah&arexecuted; doc/67.

8 Verdict, pp. 196f.7; doc/182.

64 According to the Court (Verdict p. 196; doc/182) two inmates were indeed shot kintarecharfiih-
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In its denial of a retriglthe District Court of Monchengladbachmments on all this:

iThe supposition advanced by tobleehawpgnel | ant
fused the appellant with a functionary inn
commensurate with the requirements for admissibility. The appellant has not submitted

any concretendicationspointing to such a confusion. The withesses he has proposed to

call in order to establish the state of witness Freinfask knowl edge wi th r
appellant and the inmate Gottfried are not suitable as a source of evidence because they
cannot contribute anything towards establishing what the witness Freikmask at the

ti me. o

Note: the testimony of 58 witnesses, all of whom were in the same area as Fréiatark
been proposed as evidence to establish that the inmates did not know their guards by their
first names.

3.2.5. Other O6Wron@s Gohaadurntedsd in Fr

It is unbelievabléhow recklesy a Germarcourtapplies the previously described theory of
fsuccessivedboepmplddasizenhow great the dange
story-tellers like Freimarkthe following gives just one example of the many other instances
where Freimarkas misidentified persons:

In his Yad Vashem Repor(1959/1962), Freimarldescribes how the infamous Dr.
Mengele assisted by Dr. Kno#ind Dr. Schartook a quart of his bloo®.

In his 1966 testimony regarding Sachsenhausen, Freiimamiclaimed that a Dr. Senteler
(correctly: Zenktellerhad taken this quart of blog8i.

I'n his Suwal kiEinsame ip dar Schlacit [LI9O@M®el(yi i n Batt|l
names Dr. Mengelend Dr. Knottas having taken the blood, but this time without mention-
ing Dr. Schof’

Freimarb s memories focus on a centr al event,
dency to exaggerate turns the quantity into an entire quart. But nevertheless: the taking of
the bloodi the central everit very likely did indeed take place. The acting personghe
other hand, are freely exchangeable in Freidiak i magi nati on. It i s
Freimarknamedhe Polish inmate physiciddr. Zenkteller(1966) as being the one who had
taken the blood: Freimatkated this physicigrand in 1966 accused him of having carried
0 U selection®, among other thingThe central experience was that this inmate physician
had todecide which patients were to be admitted to the infirmary for treatment. Fréirmark
penchant for exagg Bdesaibnsfar the gasichambald acharge i nt o
which, as is well known, bodes ill for anyone accused thereof. Unlike Gottfried Weise, how-
ever, Dr. Zenktellewas lucky: he was Polish, was given a fair trial in Poland, and was
acquittec®® Had he been German, the matter no doudntld have ended tragically for him
too.

In itsdenial of a retriglthe District Court of Monchengladbadid not waste time on such
considerations. It did not even take note that the name of the physician accused by Freimark
was actually Dr. Zenkteller Si mi | ar | vy, by failing to consi
which are known in detall, it also neglected to ensure the proper evaluation of Féesnark
statements.

rer Wiglebin 1943 after attempting to hide in a wagon under some things that were to be shipped out.
Because of the 1943 incident, formiémterscharfiihreiGrafwas charged in Vienna as accomplice, but
was acquitted. According to Freimaik 1944 he was again an accomplice in a precisely identical
event, this time committed together with Weise. Clearly Freimark had heard about the event of 1943 and
proceeded to impute it to Gottfried Weise. Incidentally, Freirhadkoriginally stated 1943 as the date
for this event as well, and it took the joint efforts of the prosecuting attorney and the judge to persuade
him to revise the date to 1944.

% Yad Vashem Report, p. 72; doc/160ff.

% doc/ 167, 168. In the transcript it waalseebkrast type

o}
7 doc/139.
% Hefte von Ausahitz, No. 15, p. 45, footnote 90.
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4 . The &€Bsedbmar k

InFreimarb s various accounts, there are many
dents being mixed ud-hese have been discussed in greater detail in a separate analysis (
claims and data by and about Freim&rlon the basis of the statements he made in the
cour se of € a ¥estiltdmerdsiwimehy de to the talkativeness of the witness,
are amply availablé the goaloriented nature of his testimony can be analyzzslly The
overriding goals which become apparent time and again are:

a. the desire for revenge for his incarceration, and
b. the desire for seldggrandizement.

Freimarkadapts these overriding objectives to his individual -ceinted goals. In 1966,
for example, his desire for revenge was directed against Dr. ZenkWfem he realized
that, being Polish, Zenktelléran able Polish army medical officer, by the viaywas im-
mune to false allegations, Freimaddirected his accusations at Dr. Mengéleimarkalso
manages to adapt his overriding desire for-gettrayal to the conditions presented in each
individual caseln hisYad Vashem Repodf 1959/1962, for example, he still wrote a great
deal about his heroic work for thesistance movement of tbempundergroundnovement
and about his ndessheroic participation in the preparations for thecatied Crematorium
Uprising (October 7, 1944At that time he still gave the time of the beginning of these
prepar at i ons. ®&hatfitihAell gvithshe actud Bedinning of his illness, May
1944 .During the Wuppertal Trial, however, it was necessary for him to postpone his illness
to AugustSeptember 1944 dater, since otherwise he could not have incriminateddiae
fendant But that collideswith his alleged heroic feats in thesistance movemeit Sep-
tember/October 194Moving his illness after the uprising in tuctashes with his transfer
to Sachsenhausen, which can be precisely dated as October 23, 1944.

I n writing Eihsam ihder Schlacbt e[pliocnefl y i n Batt|l
book in 1989, after the Wuppertal Trial, he therefimgted himself to only very vague
comments about his participation in thygrising of October 7, 1944, and shifts the starting
date of his illness to yet another tifn®ecember 1944.

In its denial of a retriglthe District Court of MGnchengladbastated

AThe credibility iosf itnhen owiwanye scso nHrreoinmasre
Incidentally, some American friends of a young Israeli were sent translations of the Suwalk
book. At first the Israeli was so moved by Freintakk account t hat he
go on reading. But then he did read on. He provided the translation free of charge, annotat
with the comment: fAThis man is a fucking

5. The OWuppertal Casebo0
5.1. The Bias of the Wuppertal Court

In Wuppertal they were happy about Freintak s o p r enade snenhosy. Fieiark | o 1
wasthecourb s dr eam witness.

Up until then, nobody had wanted Freimagkwitness. Neither in the Sachsenhausen Trial
nor in the FrankfurAuschwitz Trial had he gotten the role he longed for, and even the clerk
who took down Freimaik ¥ad Vashem Reporeems to have harbored a few doubts, as
his skeptical questions indicate. But in Wuppertal, FreimaaaX finally givencenterstage.

The presiding judgé sconfmon knowledgg and his desire to ¢
victims of Fascism provided fan effectivestaging ofF r e i m@esentétion. The judge

hi msel f expounde dconumon kndwkedgs aitnu rteh eo fv ehri dsi cf
a O6memoriald was initially known to the
made inquiries. The result: in late 198% Wuppertadaily newspaper had reported about
the many deaths that had ooad in theKemnaConcentration Camthat had existed near
Wuppertal from midto late1933. A curious Wuppertal inhabitant asked why the names of
the murdered persons were not given on the new Kemna Memorial. It turned diatrthat,
nately, there had been no casualtiegtie KemnaCampat all, andthat the allegation of
fimany dead was thus wrong. The newspaper nar
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City Archives namediudge Kleinas theirs. Andludge Kleindid not consider the polite
inquiry, now addressed to him, to be deserving of a Eply.

The appropriate stageet f or the tri al was prov,ided c
theantFasci st scene: t he V ViNetrs and hiradsapptasders wh o
happened to be particularly numerous in Wuppertal and included the local press.

The trial then enacted in Wuppertal has already been reviewed in detail in thBdrook
Fall Weise’ The bias exhibited by the Wuppertal Court, the disparate treatment and valua-
tion of the witnesses for the prosecution and the defense, the refusal of numerous motions
to hear evidence, and the suppression of exonerating evidence. | already mentioned a furth
example of the suppression of evidence practiced in Wuppertal (Section 3.2.1.1, lab reports).

A separate repdttdiscusses further aspects of the-sited valuation of evidence in Wup-

pertal, and | will dispense here with a repetition of the details set out in the book and the
report. Copies of the book were sent to all members of the German parliather@erman

legislatorsi and the report went to all those persons directly responsibl&dtmaanFed-

eral President, the Federal Chancellor, the Federal Minister of Justice, the NHresident

of the state of NortiRhineWestphaliawhere Wuppertal is locatednd thestateMinister

of Justice. The response: with a few exceptions, there was a general denial of responsibility,
references to the separation of powers, and
in turn states succinctly thatt p e meneedv¥oeastioddi wi t hout respondin
as a single one of the arguments submitted.

This situation is not only unfortunate for the individual tragic case in question, but should
be a cause of sleepless nights for anyone concerned about how far Germany is actually under
the rule of law.

5.2. False Claims Made by the Wuppertal Court

The Wuppertal Court made several false claims. A number of them have been known for
some time. For example, it has been proven ever since 1990 tlwattiies c | ai m t h a'
further documentation was available regarding Freiak i | | ness was fal se
60 Ne w E v iAdother falsedclaim was that the medical records of convalescing patients
wer e al wa gyyphoidfeverdtilesdu sipect ed o ( s e e -TighedcCiri on 3.
cumstanti al Evidenced) .

In early 1995, particularly weighty evidence camdigbt regarding further false claims
made by the Wuppertal Court. On January 12, 1995, Charles BiederBiggctor of the
International Tracing Service in Arolsen, sent the Federal Secretary of the Interior (Bonn)
the lab papers, including the serological results, that had been held back for such a long time.
In his accompanying letter, he wrote apologetical t hat it was not t he
documents had been held back for so long. In 1B88siding Judge Kleihad merely said
that he issue of decisive importance in this tfaflWeise]is the question whether the wit-
ness Jakob FREIARK was still interned in théuschwitz Concentration Campn Sep-
tember 18, 1944, as the ITS had confirmed earlieraiimnemo to the Bavarian
Landesentschadigungsa(@tate Compensation OfficeYetthi s dat e of Freim
ence inAuschwitz had neverevenbeen disputedby anyoneand was not an issue at all.
Biedermanrcontinued irhis letter

i Not u rlettéer|Federal @Wepartment of the Interior, December 19, 198vé¢ you

informed us that in fact every single lab test as well as its nature and results were of vital

i mportance in the trial.o
Contrary to thisjJudge Kleirgave the impression both during the trial and in the verdict that
he had in fact searched for such medical recordghatdne might be sure that none existed.

% Copy of the unanswered letter, C. Jodlan f i | es .

° Rudiger GerhardDer Fall Weiseé Dokumentation zu einem Ausdgte-BirkenauPr oz e C: Ein fLeb
Il 2nglicher o f q2ndedr, TurméreBerg anhSeé IPP¥Grekample, see pp. 3B,
statements of Dr. Hans Eisenschimifredt read into evidence) and Henry Isaac Liignored); p. 51,
refusal to consider the (¥iepamagededs PhaviOngwihn
tiveo); p . 7(&oneratingteviderce givéniby sgwétiress for the prosecution is simply
glossed over and explained away).

T Jordan March 15, 1992Der Fall Weise Fakten zum Wiederaufnahmebegehren.
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The letter of the ITS reveals, as an aside, thalge Kleinmust have had access to
Freimarld s Co mp e n Jte defease is Etill demed even the slightest glimpse of this
file.

6. General Problems Entailed in Very Late Trials

In its every stage, the Weise Trial entailed problems which most likely did not arise only ir
this case, but in other, similar trials as well. What happened and continues to happen in tl
case of Gottfried Weise, therefore, is a general model of thepegialems created by the
rescission of the statute of limitations.

Admitted, these are problems within the provincelegal expertsa province where |
really have no business interfering. But
province if | could see someone in responsibility doing his duty there.

6.1. The Generation Gap

The BaderAWirttemberg Minister of Justice, Eyricghoted as early as 1979 that a generation
gap was to be expected in trials taking place so very long after the alleged crimes. The pr
cess of reaching a verdict, Eyrishid, could be compromised by the fact that the younger
generation, to which the judges belong,
framework of the crime which th&y themse

No doubt Eyrichperceived the generation problem first and foremost with respect to the
evaluation of events of the waithe absolute necessity to obey orders, etc. But even in the
case of Gottfried Weise, who is charged with completely private murders committed on :
whim, as it werewhich were in violation of existing ordefseven in this case the younger
judges wer e moperlycenceive@b many ot Ai ngs.

A contemporaneous witness who remembers the difficulties encountered in the crematic
of the Dresden bombing victims, for example, would surely not have fallen for the atrocity
tale of children beindpurnedalive in operair burning pits. Or another exampknyone
who had ever been on guard duty himself would certainly have wondered where Weis
might have gotten the ammunition he wasted in shooting wildly about in the camp, why the
Guard Register contained not a single entry about the shootings, etc. etc.

One example shall suffice to show how completely incapable the younger generation c
judges in Mdnchengladbadisowa s of un de prepery mahdeirigg @fa ntdh ef
conditions and situations of those days:

One of Freimare s many & his clitmanladesndhe Suwalki book of 1989, that
he had been interned in a priscoéwa r ¢ a mp a tThe&dmp eas salleed Stalag 7
10a0’® According to Freimarkthis was where the Polish Captain Kachaciski him:4

il invite you to join the underground

contact to all the camps. You will be the contact between the camps. You will be give

work that will enable you to move freely between the camps. As electricianllytasiwvi

the electrical fences. 0
In the Suwalki book, Freimargroceeds to fill several pages describing his underground
activities asanelectrician.

In his Yad Vashem Reparhe tells of similar work done iAuschwitz and refers to the
experience hetaldyacda™ gai ned in i

ifWe went to work in the Polish undergroc

that the signs were hanging properly and that the small fence in front of the electrical

fence was in order. | was the foreman in this work detail because | said | wasyalread
experienced as electrician. I had alrea

In its denial of a retriglthe District Court of Ménchengladbastated in this regard

2 Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitungreb. 9, 1979, p. 5.

3 Suwalki book, p. 314; doc/120.

7 Suwalki book, p. 316; doc/124.

™ Freimarkbs Yad Vashem Report, p. 70; doc/ 155.
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AThis statement al so does not suffice to
Freimark because on page 70 the witness only states that he@retehdedto be an

electrician in order to be assigned to a special unit, which he indeed was; and that he had
been made foreman there. Thus, the witness Freidwe& not claim that his presence in
thepenala@a mp was a matter of fact. o

The District Court of M°nchengladbach did n
lag As we know, t hiSsafgdfangenemlagbrpepal @mp]dagte ®istricti

Court i ncorr ecStannjagerol aiMasi,n bQuatmpf]lor withi ch was
lar prisonefof-war camps as o p p dOflagod Qffiaferdagerd of [f | camp]dnd

light of this, how should the judges at Mdnchengladbach have thought to ask the questions

that would have immediately occurred to any member of the war generetioeRample:

how did Freimarkwho allegedly was 16 years old at that time, ever get into a prisbner

war campn the first plae? And why were so many Polish officénsernedthere who after

all are known to have been quartered in sepaifaté i camps®But t hi s di d no
bell 8 for these younger judges who, l ucki l
doubts raised by experience. Instead, they come to the easily refutable false conclusion that

it was possible for Freimatk 0 s i mp | vy isii Auschwitze Evehdhe e€xberpt which

the District Court of Monchengladbach quotes from Freiia3kd Vashem Reposhows

that he had not sai d alnthdaShwalkigookhdeven procéedsr et e n
to build up a whole series of his heroic deeds around his warkedsctricianIf the District

Courtof Moncheg | adbach consi der s, ihdnit swstvalsa rédegdteo b e
Freimarlbs entire Suwal ki report to the realm o
Freimarkto be utterly unreliable, as petitioned by the defense.

6.2. OutlandishUseof Standard Theorems of Forensic Psychology

While the Wuppertal Court did dutifully read the textbooks on the forensic application of
psychology, it stretched the theorems it found therein to the breaking Soimiething
which holds true for normal trials g&nnot s
cial trial we have herd-or example:

The forgetting process over time, which twurt did take note of in some detljs
illustrated by a bell curve in the book by Bendgderand NacK’. It is downright frivolous
for the Wuppertal Court to attemptinpsetglea i ent i fi ¢ manner to app
bell curves in unmodified form in cases where the events to be recalled are 41 years removed,
such asnthe case of Freimaéks f i r st questioning. |t ought
get t i rgvés obtextbdok fame are based on forgetting times on the scalenttfis
of afewyears at the very mostnot of several decades.

6.3. Disregardedit Wuppertal: the Tendency of Very Late Testimony
to Be GoalOriented

Bender Roderand Nackpoint out that testimony given in the course of a trial is frequently
aimed at desired goal (in other words, incrimination or exoneration od¢fiendant For

this reason, remnants of memories are ofterl
are Oattachedod to tfue detail s. Further the
nl132. Whereas the comprehensiveness and r

time as a matter of course, the subjective certainty of the inforrmanésconviction that

their recollections are complete and reliabl&equently exhibits the oppits trend: they
(allegedly) become all the more certain, the farther back the actual event lies in time.
133. This phenomenon is related to the increased probability that remote leaestsen

6r et rfiequendyfrdn the depths of memory because the informants have thought
about, have mentally occupied themselves with the events in question. Biepaatbhd

6 Verdict, pp. 187f.; doc/180, 181.

7 R. Bendey S. RoderA. Nack Tatsachenfeststellungen vor Gericatvols., C. H. Beck, Munich 1981,
Vol. 1 p. 46.

8 R. BenderS. RoderA. Nack ibid., Vol. 1 p. 48.
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revisiting of earlier memories not only reinforcesemorypatterns, it also falsifies and
expands them. Given this prerequisite, the farther back an event is, the more our inforn
ants have ultimately forgotten how little they had remembered of the event shortly after |
happened. o

This classic textbook -term éeinarkwasfquestionedabaditO
the case of Gottfried Weider the first timeafter 41 yeard,e., 15,000 day$ an intervening
period 500 times as lonBuring this period, additional things he repeatedly heard and read
influenced his memories in an emotionally highly charged manner. Theleaeging con-

tent of his testimony at different points in time speaks for itself: fading memories are over
laid with things heard, read and imagined.

The problems in ascertaining truth, as already noted for regular trials by renowned autho
specialized in this field, occur all the more with exponentially increased severity in political
O6speci al trial sd& c onddeedlretde Federal Repabc ofaGert e 1
many, the problems that arise are made t
cation Academic research is not subject to such fettensany other countries

6.4. Ignored in Wuppertal: THeSur vi vor Syndr omeo

The problem o$SutthievdHobSyrauesmed recei ved
time of the WuppertaTlrial. Medical sources told me that the Ukrairiamerican psychi-
atrist Dr. O. Wolanskyvas one of the leading experts on this subject today, and | was re-
ferred to a seminar he had given on this subject on January 25, 1993 at a Congress helc
the Polish Consulate in New York and attended by 150 Polish, White Russian and Ukrainia
physiciars. To quote an excerpt:
i We-known UkrainiarAmerican psychiatrist Dr. O. Wolanskyplained the persistent
psychological and psychiatric damage caused to the mentation of the majority of the cor
centration camp survivors. He indicated that in regard to Holocaust survivors alone, over
1600 medical articles and books [have been] writtarthis subject in the past 50 years,
which resulted in the term Holocaust Survivor Syndrome. He explained that the true hor
rors and the stress of the concentration camps were forgotten by survivors with the pas:
ing of the years, and were supplanted by gréantasies of martyrdom borrowed from
heard or read materials or by delusions confabulated anew. He illustrates this phenome
non with the effusive and emotional testimony in Jerusalem of the Jewish Treblinka sul
vivors at the Demjanjuttial which subsequently turned out to be what in legal terms and
before a more neutral tribunal could be
It was revealed in the Wuppertatial that Freimarkhad been under psychiatric care. The
symptoms of #ASurvivor Sy digdediohissémingthi ch Dr
i fantasies of martyrdom borrowed from heard or read materials,
T delusions confabulated anew, and
i effusive and emotional testimoiiy
may be found in Freimatka ccount s in great number, in
set out by BendeRdderand Nack

7. Cautio Criminalis

In advocating the rescission of the statute of limitations, Herr ScHahitling soothingly
pointed to the allegedly mattef-course maxim oih dubio pro reqwhen in doubt, acquit
As though to reaffirm his confidence in this practice, he released a postage stamp in 19
(in his erstwhile capacity asermanPostmaster General) which commemorated the four
hundredth anniversary of the birth of a man who had made outstanding contributions to th
devel opment of the western worldés | egal
At a time when all the world still believed in witch@ge himself included)JesuitPriest
Friedrich Spee von Langenfeddd v a n ¢ &udiciahGorssiddiiations Regarding the Witch

® News release, Jan. 25, 1993, Polish Historical Society, Stamford, Conn., USA, cf. Jerome Rpsenberg
fiHol ocaust SuTrva wmatsi ca n3lt TReodsstnaldi Seaolog) & Baxial Wel-
fare, 11(4) (1984), pp. 93038.
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Trials. ©Of coursethe heinous crime
of witchcraft must be combated, h
said, but preciselybecausewitch-
craft was such an especially grav
crime, thedefendanmust be granted
every possible avenue of defense.

One might wish that those in
charge ofGe r majosyicé system
today would read Spées b oo
take his advice to hedftOf course
no one still believes in witches fly-
ing off on their brooms at night to
meet with the devil. But the belief in
particul arly hei nacarnorcknowledges iass fai rnrmaltyt eern torfe
of course physical torture is no longer used today, unlike in the witch trials of medieval
times. Everduring the specialtrials of the postwar erajt has not been the method of choice
since the early 1950s. But defendants accused of crimes commonly known to have been
particularly heinous are still denied the full range of avenues for defense demanded by Spee
more than 360 years ago. How, for example, was Gottfried Weise to defend himself against
bei ng bheBeast@dschi#itzo i f t he f-pitg the barginglofdive ahil-n g
dren, the mass gassings going on all around him, the ateggrédlames shooting out of the
crematori a c¢ hdommmoelyksowewer et swadé only | ogical
judges to allow the bée&ast thus branded no 6

As a highranking jurist informed me, one of the elemeotghe certainty of the laws
that verdicts which have become final are not open to nitpicking. | beg to differ. Even the
judicial demigods inblack may err. It is very importain our daysto keep them from be-
coming ideologically bl indedbhaundertantpbtheect t o
law resulting fronthe rescission of the statute of limitations must be remedied. Even those
defendants who are c¢har galdwedtd detend chenpaves a | c
without restraint, and persons who speak up in their fanmt not be defamed out of hand
asNaZio and pgitatoesashapadned in Solingen to H&iintherKisselfor daring
to put in a good word for his neighbor Wefe.

In 1979, journalist Frommpredicted that our naturally evolved German legal traditions
woul d be si linaboutlthg year 2300¥etrthe dppoSite has happened: Ever
since, the hunt for geriatric SS men has assubsdengroportions.

Il snét it high ©®©smexpbanat Rindlk®icided witethe r t
analysis of a concrete legal ca®d®o0 one seems to have the courage to grasp the nettle,
neither in the matter of principle nor in the individual case of Gottfried Weise. In this case,

a retrial had already been requested in | at
tempted to findbut from the District Court of Ménchengladbaobw the processing of the

motion for a retrialvas proceeding. Theotion could not beadjudicatedhe was told ini-

tially, because the documents requested had not yet been provided by NortWikine

phalia.

Then a game ensued, not unl $ckraps lashhasthatove a's
The Pardons Office had the documents. No, not that office, a different one. No, not that one
either. Finally, in late November 1993, the District Court sent a memo with a voluminous
encl osure. The Publ i c Pthe same ant thdiad achie@ddf i c e
Wei sebds thad/iilcad othnhe files since July 1993,
in which it attempted, with a great many words and very little content, to substantiate that

feld

Cautio
CRIMINALE®

-1635

N
¥

P‘I"i(’(]ri(‘ll ')(‘(’ von IA;") Zen

8 Friedrich Spee von Langenfel@autio Criminalis oder Rechtliches Bedenken wegen der Hexenpro-
zessedtv, Munich 1982.

81 Cf. the flier which Herr Kissesaw himself forced to distribute because the media denied him the right
to publicly correct the vicious incendiary slander that had been directed at him; cf. reprint of this flier in
U. Walendy Historische TatsacheNo. 59, Verlag fur Volkstum und Zeitgeschichtsforschung, Viotho
1993, p. 38.

82 Eventually, Prof. Bockenférdeecame a judge of the German Federal Constiutional Court himself.
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the application for retrial should kenied In a further O0decr ec
Public Prosecutordés Of fi ce adenalingdaniary984 t h
Wei sebs attorney submitted the refutatio
May 1994 finally, the application for retrial wadenied which the defense appealed.

The Provincial Court of Appeal at Dusseldogfectedthe appeal withoud hearing and
without comment. The Federal Constitutional Court didtakethe caseon the grounds that
first the Provincial Court of Appeal at Dusseldorf would have to hear the appealrg-had
jectedearlier. And since early 1998he Dusseldorf Court of Appeal is waiting for the doc-
umentsssand files to resurface from somewhere within Chief MinisteanneRaw s | ur
diction.

How long is this playingor-time going to continue? After two previous strokes, Gottfried
Weise has just undergone a massive operation for cancer, followed by pneumonia, and f
suffered a third stroke. To soma&outa Onat

For as long as those responsible continue to shirk their duties, all we have left to us is tt
prayer which | found inscribed on an Upper Bavarian hétisaioking Saint Michael, the
fichampion of justice, to stand by us in evil times

8. Addendum byVilly Wallwey

Since the first Germaedition of this book has appeared, the situation of the presented case
has almost sensationally changed. Due to his meticulous, unremitting efforts, the severe
disabled veteran Dr. Claus Jordsas discovered factiatplace the verdict of 1988 against
Gottfried in an absurd light.

8.1. The Documents

8.1.1. Scene of the Crime

Documents about the railway connection of Bersonal Effects Warehousevere found

in a Moscow archive. This includes documents about a delousing facility that was operate
therein. These documents are being complemented by air photos of the western Allies a
of the Germar.uftwaffe Aninitial review of these documeniadicatesthat theAuschwitz

Main Camponly had a simple rail line passing by rather than a ramp.

8.1.2. Operation of the Delousing Facility of Kanada |

Furthermore, the documents of the Moscow archive show that the delousing facility of th
Personal Effects Warehouselitectly attached to the Main Camp was out of operation at
the alleged time of the crime as it was ascertained by the tichat.been moveeaarlierto
theAuschwitz Main Campitself. A highly modern microwave delousing facility with a huge
capacity was installed at this pla¢ear this we succeeded in finding hithertounknown
archivgsdemonstrang the capacity of this facilityMore detailed results were published re-
cently:

8.1.3. Time of the Crime

The International Tracing Service in Arolsen, Germany, has delivered documents via th
German Federal Ministry of the Interior, which prove more facts:

8.1.3.1. Documents Known at the Time of the Verdict

On January 28, 1988, one day before the verdict was announced, the Wuppertal Court I
ceived documents abobteimarld g/phoidfeverillness the only witness for the prosecu-
tion, via the International Tracing Servidestead of involving a medical expert in the as-

8 Date of this writing: May 1995.

8 fi06hl . Mi chael o6Kampfer des Recht s 00AD 1993 @nfortuu n s
nately the beautiful color photograph of this house inscription cannot be reproduced here; it was confis-
cated by a certain lady Prosecuting Attorney.

8 H.J.Nowak i Ku r-Entleisumgsanlagen in Auseh t \#fG 2(2) (1998), pp. 8205; see his
contribution in this volume.
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sessment, the coumssessdthemi t sel f in its absolute power
case 0

Years after the verdict, and thanksDo Jordad® defatigableand self-sacrificing ef-
forts, more documents were fouachongthose delivered to the court which give additional
information about FreimarlAccording to a renowned judge, this alone shbaldesufficed
for a retrial of the case.

8.1.3.2. New Documents about Freimark

In a letter of January 12, 199%the International Tracing Service of Arolsen reported about
a complete series of laboratory reports concerning Freimarthe German Federal Minis-
try of the Interior (The International Tracing Service is not allowed to give information
normal citizens) The TracingServicer ecei ved t he sHhyg-bald. &udr-t s of
suchungsStelle der Waffei$S Sudoét(Hygienic-bacteriologtal Research Department of
theWaffen SSSouth Eagtregarding Freimarkstartingon August 14, 1944, endingn Sep-
tember 18, 1944, and including the highssteeningnumber 79698, directly from the
Auschwitz State MuseumAccording to the booknventararchivalische Quellen des NS
Staate$” these files of thélygieneinstituinclude 151 volumes for the years 194345,

According to a first statement of a medical expert, as Dr. Jardald establish, these
laboratory reports prove that the witness Freimeak not ill at the time period in which the
court placed higyphoid feverillness. On the contrary, he was probably ill as he has de-
scribed in his first statement (May/June 194erefore, he cannot have seen anything of
theallegeddeedduring the time adetermined by the court

8.2.QuashedHearing of Evidence by the Court

The aboveguoted letter of the International Tracing Service additionally proves that the
WuppertalJudge Kleindid not even try to search for medetailed documents about
Freimarld s i Dddge Kleigold the Tracing Service that the decisigestionfor this
trial was whethethe witness Freimarlas still interned imAuschwitz on September 18,
194488
But the supportivéMotion to Take Evidence of the defense edatanuary 18, 1987, said
clearly.
AnVvVisual assessment of t heAusclwitzgiate Mlseutn,abor a-
Ausclwitz/Poland 0

8.3. Afterword

The International Tracing Service wrote in January 12, 1995:

iiNot unti | [GeonanFdderal Bepaytroemt of the Interjomformed ugby
letter of December 19, 1994hat in fact every single lab test as well as its nature and
results were of vital i mportance in the tr

SEVEN years after the verdict, the International Tracing Service Arolsen sends TWENTY
enclosures to the Ministry of the Interior! The Tracing Service had received these documents
from theAuschwitz State Museum as microfilm copies already in 1978.

Hence,Gottfried Weisewassitting in prison with a life sentence, because the German
Judge Kleindid nothing to obtairthe evidence.

Dr. Claus Jordadied in June 21, 1995, four days before hihh®i r t hday . He di d
the satisfactiorto concludehis efforts and to see Gottfried Weise, whom he always consid-
ered to baninnocent man, back in freedom. But at the very leasydsespared from being
dragged into couffor his contributionto the present bookn March 1995a criminal inves-

8 Ref. T/D-288240.

8 HeinzBoberaclpp. I nstitut f¢r Zeitgeschichte. Subt :
tungen des Reiches, der L2nder und der NSdAP, 0 K.

8 Thus the International Tracing Service quotes the judge in its lettei8®ote
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tigation was launched against hibecaus¢he presenarticle allegedly incites the German
people to hatred against the JéWs.

With this contribution, his work on bet
Claus Jordamrourageously fought for the truth, as he always did.friends continue his
work.

Gottfried Weise was released from detention on a mercy plea in April 1997 because he w:
severely ill (cancerHe died in the spring of 2000.

8 Amtsgericht Tuibingen, Ref. 4 Ls 15 Js 1535/95.
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Holocaust Victims: A Statistical Analysis
W. Benz and W. N. SannirigA Comparison

GERMARRUDOLF

1. Introduction

Polemic discussions about the Holocaust frequently come to a dead end when one pa
resorts to the argument that it is after all an indisputable fact that six million persons o
Jewish faith were missing after the Second World War and that therefoesindomatter

in the slighteshowthese people were killed. But is the number of victims really undisputed?

In this |line of argument it is usually ¢
was based on nothing more than hearsay evidence given by two Gerimame&®frats at the
International Military Tribunal (IMT), specifically the written (newanal) testimonyof Wil-
helm Hotth and theoral but never crosexamined testimony of Dieter WisliceAfhese men
claimedthatthey had heard this figure from Eichmamro, however, later disputed tHi€n
the basis of their testimony in Nurembgdbogth witnesses were transferred from the defend-
antsd dock t o Ttusualy aviiedaving tsassferg\Whale Wisticergnd Eich-
mannwere later convicted and hanged, W. Hétls never prosecuteeven though he was
no lessdeeply involved in the deportation of the Jews. He had clearly been promised exemg
tion from punishment in return for his services as witness and, unlike Wislieasylucky
enough to see that promise kept.

Hottld s r e cthedact apmlbgiador his testimony of that tifrntradicts what he had
stated earlier, and is thus not very crediti#er details of the ways and means with which the
statements of such coerced witnesses were obtained during the Nuremberg Tnigishsge
teron the value of testimony earli@rthis volume.

British historian David Irvingnarveled that as early as June 1945, in other words immedi-
ately after the end of hostilities in Europe, some Zionist leaders were able to provide the preci
number of Jewish victirmis six million, of coursé even though the chaos reigning in Europe
at that time rendered any demographic studies imposshite.long ago German historian
Joachim Hoffmanpointed out that the chief Soviet atrocity propagandist, llya Ehrenibadgy
publicized the simillion figure in the Soviet foreign press as early as January 4, 1645,
fully four mont FW.Hbttthdsdoune antaticle Re ard @ s swhichD.i g
in Febru%ry 1943 already reported the murder of at least half of the six million Jews threatent
by Hitler.

1 International Military TribunalTrial of the Major War CriminalsIMT, Nuremberg 1947, Vol. XXXI,
pp. 85f., and Vol. XI, pp. 228ff., 256ff.

2 lbid., Vol. IV, p. 371.

3 Also claimed by W. Benz (ed.pimension des Vélkermord®ldenbourg, Munich 1991, pp. 1ff.

4 R. Aschenaueich, Adolf EichmannDruffel, Leoni 1980, pp. 460f., 473ff., 494; regarding this
Eichmantbi ographyds value as histofiEtaehmaoorce hw
Deutschland in Geschichte und Gegenwart (D@&R) (1981), pp. 3B6. See also P. Rassini#vas
ist Wahrheit?Castle Hill Publishers, Uckfield, 2018, pp. 92f., 138; R. Servatiageidigung Adolf
Eichmann Bad Harrach, Kreuznach 1961, pp. 62ff.; U. Walemtigtorische TatsachefHT) No. 18,

Verlag fur Volkstum und Zeitgeschichte, Vlotho 1983; H. AreBdithmann in JerusaleniReclam,
Leipzig 1990, pp. 331ff.

5 W. Héttl, Einsatz fiir das Reicl8. Bublies, Koblenz 1997, esp. pp. 77, 412f.

6 Cf.G.Rudolf AWi |l hedimn HRPd@ittigeschi cht | i ¢iertelhhirdsreftetiia nt i
freie GeschichtsforschunyffG), 1(2) (1997), pp. 116f.

7 D. Irving, Nuremberg. The Last BattlEocal Point, London 1996, pp. 61f.

8 J. HoffmannS t ad Wanob Extermination 194111945 Theses & Dissertations Press, Capshaw, Ala.,
2001, pp. 189f.

® W. Héttl, op. cit.(note5), pp. 412, 51519.
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In 1936, Chaim Weizmanis reported to have said in front of the Peel Commissiothe
division of Palesting®

Alt i s no e xthaygxeniliantJews are derdencedity be imprisoned in this
part of the world, where they are unwanted, and for whom the countries are divided into
those, where they are unwanted, and those,

But this O6magicd number pr ob gpmpagandhartickess b a c k
published shortly after the end of the First () World War already mentioned six million Jews

who had perished in a Holocaust in eastern Eutbaed Benjamin Blectells of an ancient

Jewish prophecy that promises the Jews their return to the Promisedfterralloss of six

million of their numbet? which is certainly grounds for speculation.

The origin of the simillion figure, which has by now beenc k n o wl esymbelid as i
figured even by historians of the establishmErig thus more than questionable, and it is not
surprising that even worthmous statisticians have long conceded that the issue of the num-
bers of victims is in no way settlét!.

In introducing the discussion of Holocaust victims, revisionist schetaretimesite an
articlein the Swiss papdaseler Nachrichteof June 12, 1946, which postulated a maximum
number of 1.5 million Jewish victims of National Socialism, as well as the fact that the Inter-
national Red Cross never made any mention in its\pastctivity Reports of a systematic
extermination of the Jewn gas chamber$.Benz comments rightly that citing various un-
documented newspaper sources and the IRC, which out of a lack of any comprehensive over-
view never compiled any statistics of its own about the numbers of victims, is a very dubious
practice’®wWhi | e t here have been several attempts
of victims 17 any monograph commensurate with the importance of the topic was lacking until
the early 1980s. It was not until 1983 that a book was published in the UnitechSthtem-
currently in Germany, titledhe Dissolution of the Eastern European Jeviny Walter N.

Sanning'® which attempted, by drawing on statistical material from mostly Jewish sources, to
ascertain the number of Jewish Holocaust vi
Since Sanning concluded in his book that at the very most several hundredssahtisoof

10 LondonT|mes November 26, 1936.

Most prominently inThe American Hebrew/ol. 105, no. 22, Oct. 31, 1919, pp. 58Rfie New York
Timescarri ed many O6reportsdé about millions of Jews
after WWI, see the analyses by Don Heddesheifier First Holocaust5th ed., Castle Hill Publishers,

Uckfield, 2018

12 B. Blech The Secret of Hebrew Wordison Aronson, Northvale, N.J., 1991, p. 214.

13 Testimony of M. Broszaexpert witness for the Frankfurt Jury Court, May 3, 1979, Ref. Js 12 828/78
919Ls.

14 Cf. Prof. F.H.Hankins t emporary president of theHowNanyi can As
Jews Were Eliminated by the Nazis8he Journal of Historical Revie@HR), 4(1) (1983), pp. 681.

15 Cf. Arthur R. Butz The Hoax of the Twentieth Centu#th ed, Castle Hill Publishers, Uckfield 2015,
especially the Section AThegl8l.nt ernational Red Cro

16 W. Benz,op. cit.(note3), pp. 49.

17 J. Lestschinsky A The Decl i ne QofigressWeeklplevaark, Septwed, V955, L.
Poliakoy, Breviaire de la haineCalmanrLévy, Paris 1979; G. Reitlingefhe Final SolutionMitchell,
London 1953; H. Krausnick A Zur Zahl der j ¢di scheAusPOlpikued des Na
Zeitgeschichtd(32) (1954), pp. 426f.; P. Rassini#¥as nun, OdysseusPriester, Wieshaden 1960; A.
Ehrhardt special supplement tdation Europal2 (1961); Helmut Krausnick, Hans G. Adler
Dokumentation zur MassenvergasuBgndeszentrale fir Heimatdienst, Bonn 1962, pR22,6P.

RassinierDeutsche Hochschullehréteitung11(1/2) (1963), p. 61; G. Wellers A Di e Zahl der O

6Endl ©°sung6 -Bedi AusPoiti&und Zeiggeschichg3(30) (1978), pp. 239; R.
Hilberg, The Destruction of the European Jew®lmes & Meier, New York 1985, Chapter VIII,
Section 3; F.H. Hankin®p. cit (note14).

18 W. N. SanningThe Dissolution of the Eastern European Jevmgtitute for Historical Review,
Newport BeachCal. 1983; Geman Die Aufldsung des osteuropéaischen JudentuBnabert, Tibingen
1983, as well as the discussions with representatives of the opposing side: W. D. Rubihdtein
Sanning, A. R. ButzJHR5(2-4) (1989, pp. 36%373; D. Desjardinand J. S. ConwayHR7(3) (1986),
pp. 375381. Both the German and the Enghgrsiono f Sanni ngds book have appe
(Castle Hill Publisheps but apart from supplements, the contents have basically remained unghanged
although with different paginatioPage numbes mentioned refer to the 1983 English edition.
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Jews perished of unknown causie® to measures tife Third ReicH? it was to be expected
that the establishment would counter with a reply containing a wealth of statistical materic
intended t osymbelicfigurd i o fm gih> i | | i on Jewi sh
the official German Institute for Contemporary Histdtgstitut flr Zeitgschichtg published
a 58253page study titledDimension des Volkermord®imension of Genocidewhere we
read?
AThe bottom Iine indicates a mini nlem of
ish victims of the Holocaust] 0

This is how editoWolfgangBenz summarizes the statistical investigations of his seventeen
co-authors, each of whom focused on one nation that had been either occupied by or allie
with the Third ReichBenz followsthis upright away with an unaskefdr disclaimer,
though??

AOf coursethe purpose of this project also was not to prove anyspeet  f i gur e

l i ogmb)
even if the final resutioes happen to coincide with the semiofficial number. In the following
discussion of individual contributions to this book, we shall refer only to the editor W. Benz
rather than to the various @athors to avoid confusing the reader with a multitudeifef d
ferent names.

In the summary of his 238age book, Sanning writé%:

fii At the beginning of World War Two there were fewer than 16 million Jews in the world
[ é]

i One million Jews died while fighting in the Red Army or in Siberian labor cgmps}

T Approximately 14 million Jews survived the last \va¢ d

Further civilian and military losses must be deducted from the missing one million Jews, s
that Sanning eventually arrives at only about 300,000 Jews who lost their |seanex-
plained manner in the German sphere of influence during the Second World War.

In view of the fundamental contradiction between these two works, an interested and critic:
reader naturally wonders which of the two authors is right. Since the answer to this question
of great consequence, and since recent scientific and techndiabf have rendered several
aspects of therthodox Holocaust narrativextremely questionable, the following shall com-
pare and contrast the approaches and findings of both %orks.

2. Method

For this purpose, we will organize our analysis on the basis of the nations which, durin
World War Two, came under German rule either in whole or in part, and we will examine
the fluctuations exhibited by the Jewish population statistics thbeesequence of the na-
tions corresponds generalt o t hat wused in Benzbs wor k.
dealt with.In comparison, Sanning incorporates more extensive demographic observation:
taking into account neEuropean nations as well, for which reasmnstrictly defined se-
quence of nations under German rule can be maintained in his work.

Between 1933 and 1945, the natidnaidersof the countries studied often underwent con-
siderable changes. In the work by Besach country is discussed by a different author, and
since the various authors clearly did not agree among themselves with respect to boramon
ders there are many cases of overlap which frequently resplarits ofthe populations in

1% W.N. SanningT he Di s saplcit(hate@8h g. 14.

20 W. Benz,op. cit.(note3), p. 17.Since each contribution to this book opens with a summary of the
history of the Jews in the country under discussion, and gives a detailed account of allbeighti
laws, measures and events that took place there, one must first wade through nessisseseolis
material which has already been set out in many other books before one can isslatésthally

rel evant data among all the alphabet soup. The
statistically pertinent content.
2 bid., p. 20.

2Z For other critiques of, W EiBrentoan dweorr kweS@ke zW.m |
40(2) (1992), pp. 124, and: U. WalendyHT 52, Verlag fir Volkstum und Zeitgeschichtsforschung,
Vlotho 1992, pp. 2-83.
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question being counted twié&We shall point this out as individual examples occur, and total
these doublings at the end. Since Sanning, being the sole author of his book, did not have such
trouble in allotting boundary areas, we weitirsequently follow his choice dforders Since

the Benz book goes into great detail where such territar@soncerned thatere subject to
changes in sovereignty, the appropriate corrections are generally quite easy to accommodate
here.

For each nation or group of natiomge shall give a brief tabular overview of the Jewish
population statistics as given in each work. Only where the data given in the two books are at
considerable odds will reference to the soundness of the data and their calculation be made in
ordertoded r mi ne whi ch authords arguments are bet
the authors will be touched on onlyigolatedcases.

This will be followed by a comparison of the sum total of Jewish losses in Gecnapied
or -allied Europe, as calculated in each book, as well as by a summary critique. This will also
address the matter of where and how the victims Benz believes tadkatied, allegedly
lost their lives, which will reveal certain contradictions

An overview of the numbers of Jewish emigrants from the European nations under former
Germaninfluencefollows, as well as a survey of world Jewish population changes before and
after the Second World War. Since these aspects are disonbgegl Sanning, no comparison
with the Benz book can be dravmerei but since Benzds baterk appe

Sanningbs, this certai nl pbjegtionsmere possibléo Sanmpr e s s
ni ngds arlepstwhera thesmatter of emigraticesvweoncerned.
And finally, Sanningbds work is verified st

some time ago by a Swedish statistician.

To avoid a vast number of footnotes, sources will be indicated in the text by parenthetical
references giving only the page number in question and identifying the book by the initial of
its author/editor (S or B), and in tables by appropriate notation &t ¢ o Reidmno rii i n
brackets. Only rarely will reference be made to the source quoted by the book itself.

3. The Nationsinder German Influence

3.1. Germany and Austria

Jewish emigration from the German sphere of influence, which had been strongly encour-
aged earlief* became restricted in October 14 After that, deportations to labor, con-
centration and seoalled extermination camps gradually bedaor. this reason, where refer-
ence is made in the following to Jewish population statistics prior to the beginning of the
extermination of the Jews as described by defendemtaidoxHolocaust claimst is this
approximate date that has been used as the temporal dividing line

The lower number of thdewish population in Germany as given for this tim8ien z 6 s
book is the same as that in Sanning6s, sinc
Association of Jews in Germany to tReichssicherheitshauptar(fReich Security Main
Office). Since thisassociation was an extension of tNationalSocialiststate, the figure
given is quite reliable. Benz, however, proceeds on the assumption that this figure repre-
sentedulldewd gnd adds appr ohkafJeasi ed qudrtdries & or A
even though these Jews were only partly (dalfis) or not at all (quartdews) subjected to
the measureisnplemened by the German authoriti&s.

2 This was also pointed out by E. Jackebfessor of contemporary history in Stuttgart, in his review of
Benzds book in the DOeZeimblone28el®¥.|l y newspaper

24 For the relationship between Zionism and National Socialism, cf. Alexander SchélghDas Dr i tt e R
die zionistische Bewegung und der Paldskna n f IViZRB0(4) (2982), pp. 64674; Francis R.
Nicosia The Third Reich and the Palestine Questidniversity of Texas Press, Austin, TX, 1985;
Nicosia AEiIi n n ¢ tZohismashine matiofaksazialigtischen Deutschland 1938 3 9fZ o
37(3) (1989), pp. 36400; Y. BauerJews for Sale?Yale University Press, New Haven 1994.

2 Cf. the letter of GeStaPo Chief Miller to the representative of the chief of the SiPo and the SD in
Belgium and France, Oct. 23, 1941, in P. Longeté&th),Die Ermordung der européischen Jud@nd
ed., Piper, Munich 1990, p. 82.

% Cf. IMT Document PS4055 (USA Exhibit 923)IMT Vol. XX, pp. 330ff., reprint with preceding com-
ments inVffG, 1(2) (1997), pp. 6@8.
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BENZ JEWs10/41 REeF. | Ews1945 REF. VICTIMS REF.
Germany | 164-235,000 34ff. 20,000 52/64 139174,000 52/53
Austria 60,000 68 5,000 71 48,767 74
TOTAL 224-295,000 25,000 188223,000
SANNING | JEws10/41 REer. | JEws1945 REer. | DEATHS REF. MISSING REF.
Germany 164,000 136 27,000 138 | 14,000 138 123,000 137
Austria 50,000 137 9,000 138 | 5,000 138 36,000 138
TOTAL 214,000 36,000 19,000 159,000

Benz does not give any definite figures for the number of Jews in Austria, but believe:
that by the beginning of the war twhirds of the Jews (as defined by the Nuremberg Race
Laws)who had been present in Austria at the time of its unification with the Reich had fled
(B68). This means that of 206,000 (B70), some 70,000 remained at the start of the war. Un
October 1941, emigratioh which amounted to approximately 15% in the Reich prag
this time (B35)i produced a further reduction of about 10,000

For Germany, Sanning cites only thdggires provided by the Reich Association. For
Austria he refers to contemporaneous Jewish sources in Austria and the United States.

For the Jews to be found in pasar GermanyBenz cites only estimates, and for those
in Austria, nothing more than. Bowaverndbegao p
the chaos reigning at that time, these statistics are very unreliable. Sanning cites data pl
vided by the wetknown Holocaust specialist Gerald Reitlingand his figures for Austria
were not determined until October 1947, after riegority of population transfers iand
from Europe had begun to subside.

While Benz ignores the increased mortality rate that characterized the Jewish populatic
in the Reich between 1941 and 1945 due to the emigration of predominantly young peopl
which resulted in a disproportionate percentage of elderly Jews, Sanningki®ésig into
account, which further reduces his tally of missing persons. This illustrates clearly the cor
trasting approaches of the two authors: Benz proceeds on the assumption that the differer
between preand postwar Jewish population figures mus the result of the extermination
program, which may make any calculation of natural mortality rates seem superfluous. Sat
ning, on the other hand, does not automatically consider the differenceifety cases
of death$ as yet, to him, these people are only missivijch may of courseinclude cases
of death Further differences in the treatment of statistical questions will become apparen
in the following, and will be summarized at the end.

I have reduced Benzés numbers of victim
tria. These represent victims who fled to other European countries not then under Germ:
control, where they later came under German rule and were allegedly exterminated (G
many: B64; Austria: B74). However, since these people are also counted as part of the Je
ish population of their country of destination (particularly France and Czechoslovakia), it is
necessary to deduct them once. For the momershall take note @&7,692 Jewish victims
counted twicewhi ch must be deducted from Benzo:

3.2. France, Benelux, Denmark, Norway and Italy

The reason for the great differences between the opening figures for France and the Bene
nations is that, except for the Netherlands, only estimates are available for the numbers
Jews living there before the war, both because these were simplyemreled statistically

and because immigian from Germany and Polanslas largely uncontrolledVhile San-

ning bases his figures on information provided byAheerican Jewish Yearbook 19¢New

York) and by Reitlinge?” who citealmosthalf a million, Benz uses straight estimates for
Belgium and France; among his sources for these estimates are reports from German autt
ities which, howeverfrequentlyinflated the numbers of Jews grosgbyobablyfor propa-
ganda reasort.

27 G. Reitlinger The Final SolutiopA. S. Barnes, New York 1961.
2 W. N. Sanning gives several examples of such exaggerated data from German sources: Rumania, 1.5
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BENZ JEws10/41 Rer. | JEws1945REF. VICTIMS REF.
Luxembourg 3,50063,700 104 2,450 103 1,200 104
Belgium 52,00C 109f. ?23,48: 28,51€ 130
France 300,00C 109 | ?223,86¢ 76,134 127
Netherlands 160,82C 144 ?64,02( 96,80C 165
Denmark 6,000 175 75,884 116 185
Norway 1,800 187 21,04z 758 196
Italy 34,00C 201 ?28,08¢ 5,914 216
TOTAL 558220 °100 ?348,83( 202,652
SANNING JEws10/41 Rer. | JEws1945REF. MISSING REF.
Luxembourg Total: 500 133|Total:

Belgium 460,00C 132 61,00C 133 124,00C 133
France 238,00C 133

Netherlands 36,50C 133

Denmark Total: Total: Total:

Norway 8,000 133 *7,000 133 1,000 133
Italy 48,00C 132 39,00C 133 9,000 133
TOTAL 516,00( 382,00( 134,00(¢

*fled; ? calculated data fror®ct. 1941 minus the number of claimed victims.

For Benz, the number of victinfisom Francds by no means derived from the difference
between pravar and postvar Jewish populations, but rather from the number of those who
allegedly were proven to have survived the deportations (2,566 of 75,720), and he cites
Serge Klarsfeldo this effect® For Klarsfeld a deportee is considered a survivor, if that
person returned to France after the war and officially registered with local authpfiiges
those persons whose survival became otherwise knowcdigient.

Swedish demographer Carl O. Nordliogmments rightly that the survivors from among
the approximately 52,000 nedfrench Jews who fled to France before the war and were later
deported toAuschwitz would not be very likely to report back to France after theyar.
Similarly, a considerable portion of the survivasiongthe roughly23,000 remaining
French Jews, some of whom haldtainedFrench citizenshipnly shortly before the war,
will have emigrated without registration after the war, possibly assuming a different name
in their new homelané,thereby becoming very difficult to trace.

Thus, Klarsfeld s met hod for determining the numbe
Benz, can hardly yield a correct result. The statements of former inmates claiming that their
relatives had disappeared also fail to convince; to date there have been many cases of chance
reunions of family members who each believed for decades that the other had been extermi-
nated®? Since families were separated and scattered throughout Europe after being impris-
oned, and since especially for Jews thveeee only fewways of searching for their kin amid
the chaos of postar Eur ope, the |l ack of proof of a
proof of his or her extermination. Carl Nordlidgmonstrated the fallacy of these incorrect

2 million (in actual fact, approximately 700,000); France, 1.2 million (actually about 300,000) (S45).

2 g, Klarsfeld Memorial to the Jews Deported from France 19424 Beate Klarsfeld Foundation, New
York 1983, p. xxvi.

%0 C.0O.Nordling f Was
248251.

81 Jewish immigrants to Israel were subjected to moral pressure to discard their usually-€mimting
names in favor of Hebrew ones; cf. J. G. B®ghuld und Schicksa®nd ed., Castle Hill Publishers,
Uckfield 2018.

geschah den 75. 000 ¥fG44)KOF)ndpr ei ch de

32 various reports irBt. Petersburg Times Oct . 30, 1992: fdAMiracles still
Chicago Tribune June 29, 1987: i Pi &SmateTimgs(BatonfRauge),INgv. 2d,a c k t o
1979, p. 8Jewish Chronicle May 6, 1994: AiMi racle meeSanng as 06de
Francisco ChronicleNov. 25, 1978, p. @\orthern California Jewish BulletirOct. 16, 1992; cf. Mark
Weber DavidCole fiHol ocaust Survivor Finds OExterminated:

Revisionists on t hdHRU{)E®I), pWs.I | i ams Show, 0O



GERMAR RUDOLF (ED.) - DISSECTING THEHOLOCAUST 177

and rash conclusion on the basis of an investigation of the fate of the Jewish population
the Polish cityof Kaszony??

A further example of faulty methogsed byKlarsfeld and Benz may be found in their
approach to thosgeporteesvho werenot registeredn the Auschwitz Campand therefore
did notreceivean ID number. Klarsfeldnd Benz lump all of these Jews together as victims
of gassing because, beiaflegedlyunfit for forced labor, they werell deemed useless.
Nordling® pointed out that the first transpoftem Slovakia and Frangdetween March
and July 1942, were almost completely admitted Auechwitz, but that larger proportions
of the transports were no longer registered in the camp later on.

If one assumes that neagistrationat Ausctwitz meant death by gassingnd thatthe
Third Reich had indeed been pursuing a policy of exterminatiimone might expect to
see the opposite trend, since in 1943 the labor shortage was considerably more severe
Germany than in 1942and therefore Jewish workers ought to have been accorded greate
value as the war progressed.

A far-morereliable approach to determining the mortality of Jews deported from France
is to reconcile the lists of names of those deportation trains whose inmates were register
without exception inAuschwitz with the entries in the death records of this camp. Aynat
performecthis thankless work and presented the results in a study first published iff 1997.
Accordingto this a large part of the Jews deported\tschwitz in the first half of 1942lid
indeedperish there within a relatively short period of time, not in gas chambers, but in the
epidemics raging iAuschwitz, especially typhus.

With regard to the Jews deported from France and other countries of origin in the secor
half of 1942 and later who were not registereddirschwitz, in most cases it cannot be
determined whether they ever arriveddnschwitz in the first placeln view of the typhs
epidemic that got out of hand in tAeischwitz Campin the middle of 1942it is reasonable
to assume that theskeporteesvere not even admitted to the camp. Mattogras able to
documenbnecase of Jews deported frahe Netherlandwith initial destinatiorAuschwitz
wherethe Jews not registered Auschwitz actually left the deportation trains arious
train stations during their journey Zuschwitz and were assigned to other camps, probably
to do forced labor in locanterprises® Although this says nothing about their ultimate fate,
it may be assumed that their chances of survival were far greater thadepostes who
weresent toAuschwitz in 1942 andvereregisteredhere That Jews were taken from de-
portation trains before they reach&dsclwitz is also admitted bthe athodoxy, although
the scale of these events is downplaifed.

3% C.O.Nordling ADi e Jude nvifGlen(1987)3, ppz 25P5¢%., O

34 Enrique AynatJearMarie BoisdefeyuEstudios sobre Ausulitz, Selbstverlag, Valencia 1997; German
as fADi e St er b wizSkatstsche daemibek diesStetblichkeit der 1942 aus Frankreich
nach Ausclvi t z depor tVifG2(3) @998),putB88 80 cf. also Aynat d
AConsideraciones sobre | a deportaci-n deijud?2c¢
dem, Estudi os s oGraficas Hurtadofi\ilencia 1O%4 upp88 @ttpo//co-
doh.com/library/document/6349/

% C. Mattogng Special Treatment in Auseitz: Origin and Meaning of a Tern2nd ed., Castle Hill Pub-
lishers, Uckfield 2016, p. 94; on the charlatanry of the Holocaust orthodoxy to classify all Jews deportec
toward Auschvitz but not registered there lock, stock, and barrel as gassed, see G, Rudoiio w Da -
nuta Czech I nvent ed IdcénGeniédnOHkstorAa(s)$2018)g Vi ct i ms, 0O

3% 3. Klarsfeld op. cit.(note29), notes for Table Ill, p. xxvi, points out a case where the men of a transport
from the year 1942 were not registered in Awgithuntil April 1944. In the second edition of her
Ausclwitz Chronicle 19391945 (Henry Holt, New York 1990), D. Czech downplays these events; cf.
G.Rudolf fiHow Da n uibich. R.Gauessainas painted out (S. Thipérité historique ou
vérité politique? La Vielle Taupe, Paris 1980, p. 328) that in the first edition of her Avisch
Chronicles Hefte von Ausachitz 7 (1964), p. 88), D. Czeatlaimed that none of the women in
Transport No. 71 from France to Ausdtz were given registration numbers, in other words, that all
women were gassed on arrival. This is refuted by S. Klarsfékll personsdp. cit.(note29), p.

XXVII), who states that 70 women from this transport had survived, among them Simonéidiaicob

p. 519), who later became the first woman President of the European Parliament (as SimonhkeVeil
second edition of D. Cze6héusclwitz Chronicle(p. 612) states that 223 women from this transport did
receive a number after all (78568782), and as prevailing opinion would haveiithad thus been
6selectedd as fit for | abor. As far as we knoy
women mentioned by Klarsfeldere among these 223.
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Thus it is clear that the statisticdatao n  wh i c h Be n z Gadialjrests &n i s b e
unsubstantiatedpeculathns

Benz does not even attempt the other method of calculating casuaéetly, the com-
parison of prevar andpostwar Jewish populations. The pagar data given in the preced-
ing table and identified with question marks are thus based simply on the subtraction of the
supposed number of victims from the yvar population.

Sanning again refers to Reitlinger his postwar figures. In comparing the figures from
Benzet al.and Reitlingeii both of them establishment Holocaust scholansie sees that
the estimation of the numbers of missing persons for these countries is very difficult due to
the insufficient data available. For this reasBanz simply assumes that most of the Jews
deported from France and the Benelux natiof2,652 B104, 127, 130, 165) were in fact
murdered. Reitingfrks dat a are obviously not suited t
assumption to be false, even if only by the fact that his data suggests that only approximately
134,000 Jews were missing. The question of how many of these missing persons emigrated
unregistered immediately after the war is not addressed by Benz and will be discussed here
in a later section.

Here, too, Benzds number of victims was co
Turkish coast (Rhodes, Kos, and others) were counted for Italy as well as for Greece. The
corresponding 1,641 victims wer euregoh7¢hbsef or e
(B213 216). Together with Germany and Austria this makes3#B33 victims counted
twice.

3.3. Albania

Benz assumes that Albania, with probably fewer than 1,000 Jews at the start of the war, lost
a few hundred Jews, but he has only estimates to rely on for this,@286Sanning does
not discuss this country at all, since neither statistics nor any relevant studies are available.

3.4. Greece and Yugoslavia

BENZ JEws4/41  Rer. |JEwWS1945Rer.| VICTIMS REF.
Greece 70-71,500 272 12,726 272 58,885 272
Yugoslavig 80-82,000 312/3] 16,000 329 60-65,000 330
TOTAL 150-153,000 28,726 119124,000

SANNING | JEws4/41 Rer. [JEwWs1945Rer.[ MiIsSING REFR
Greece 65,000 134 12,000 135 53,000 136
Yugoslavig 68,000 136 12,000 136 56,000 136
TOTAL 133,000 24,000 109,000

Where Greece is concerned, Benz has the better source material, since he had access to the
Greek census data that was compiled just before the outbreak of the war (B247), whereas
Sanning had to use one from 1931 (S1BBcause of intensive emigratioBanning as-
sumed a decrease in population and therefore mistakenly estimated the Jewish population at
65,000.Benz, on the other hand, arrives at a figure of at least 70,000 Jews in Greece, includ-
ing the approximately 2,000 Jewish inhabitants of the Dodecdsiesg(primarily Rhodes
and Kos).

With respect to Yugoslavia, both authors proceed from the last census data, collected in
1931 (approximately 68,000 Jews). Benz estimafespalation growttof some 4,000and
an additional 5,000 or so foreign refugees, as well as anotheri3®000personsvho,
while having renounced their faith, were nevertheless classed as Jews under the Nuremberg
Race Laws. Sanning, on the other hand, seconds Reitimg@r assumption that immigra-
tion and emigration balanced out in Yugoslavia, a country that grew increasinghgwaigh
in its outlookafter 1939 (B312). Sanning does not address the mattpersbns who had
renounced theidewishfaith but were treated as Jews anyway
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For Greece, the difference between t he
deflated prewar figure and from the 2,000 Dodecanese Jews which he may have thissed.
For Yugoslavia, on the other hand, Benz appears to have estimated-thar figures a
little too high. The actual number of missing persons, therefore, probably lies somewher
between the two figures, which do rhtfer very much anyhow.

3.5. Hungary

BENZ JEWs1941] KILLED IN COMBAT, AND BIRTH FLIGHT | JEWS1945( VICTIMS
(340) [SovIET DEPORTATION(351)[DEFICIT (340) (340) | (351) (351)

Hungary| 484,000 | Total: 27,000 | 2,900 [ 9,000] 166,000 |277,000*

*Discrepanciesn calculating the differenceesult from conversions; see text.

SANNING JEws | CoN- [KILLED IN| SOVIET DE- | BIRTH JEWS

(144) 1941 | VER- | COMBAT | PORTATION [ DEFICIT |FLIGHT | 1945 | MISSING

SIONS

Hungary  [400,00010,00q 27,500 | 65,500 | 20,000| 6,000 ]200,00d 71,000

First of all it is necessary to define which Hungary is at isSiece Hungary had the same
bordersbefore the war as it did afteards buttransitorily made tremendoushortlived
territorial gains in between, we shall here confine our analysis to the area withordees

of t oday Ghesothllediframoy Hufgarg). Since both authors give their Jewish
statistics for the newly added and subsequently lost regions separately from those for Ti
anon Hungary, it should be possible to transfer this definiidhe numbers of Hungarian
Jews without any difficulty. There is or
the JewsbetweenTrianon Hungary (some 401,000) and the territories gained (approxi-
mately 324,000) is based on a total of 725,000 Jews for Greater Hungary (B338), which |
al so Sanni ngds ButBenz addd appfokirgately £00,308sbrgo8 Jew-

ish descent buton-Jewish denominatiofbasd onthe Nuremberg Race Lajysas well as
approximately 50,000 immigrants from Poland (B34®)is increase of about 20% must be
added accordingly to the figure for Trianon Hungary, resulting in 484,000 Jaesubse-
guentstatistics (casualties at the front in the Hungarian Military Labor Force, Soviet depor-
tations, as well as the numbers of survivors and victims) follow from the number Benz cite
for Greater Hungaryif one considers that approximately 55% of all the Jews in Greater
Hungary resided in Trianon Hungary, and if one assumes that all changes affected all Je
equally,regardless of where they livebh fact, however, one cannot realistically assume
this, since it is an undisputed fact that the Jews of Budapsshe 150,000 to 200,060
remained completely unaffected by deportations (B348f.; S143).

Working with Greater Hungary rather than Trianon Hungary would avoid these problems
but we cannot do thisecausa | | of Hungaryédés territorial
other sections of Benzbés book: the Bal ka
and southern Slovakia and the Carpdthoaine of Czechoslovakia, with a total of approx-
imately 324,00 denominational Jewkence391,000 Jewby descent and faitf+20%). In
computing his overall total, Benz counted all these Jews twice,thdtlexception of the
Jews in the territories gained from Czechoslovék&ince the 214,0000nJewish persons
of Jewish descewh o wer e counted twice amount to
Jews, this corresponds to a duplicate counting of 122,500 Jewish victims out of an overe
number of 500,000 Jews said to have been killed by the Germans (B351). If one conside
that the poportion of victims in the border territories was greater than that in Trianon Hun-
gary, since all of Budapest, for example, remained unaffected by the deportations, then
duplicate count of as many as 150,000 seems likely. This increasesnier of Jews
counted twiceto at least 161,833.

Not all oftheceaut hor s contributing to Benzds ¢
the case of Hungary, where simple estimates added 20% to the initial number of Jews; tl

7 Sanning does not mention whether he perhaps listed them under Italy. Since his figures for this country
are greater than those of Benz (see above), this is a possibility.
% Regarding Balka see B330, regarding Transyl var
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result is that the territorial overlaps and duplicate counts get completely out offhanek

fore, we shall focus less on the actual numbers in each case than on the methods applied.
Hungary is an especially appropriate subject for a closer scrutiny of nsatkedsince this

particular case represents an exceptionally explosive chapter of the (hi)story of the Holo-
caust. Advocates of trerthodoxHolocaustarrativeassume as a matter of course that the
Germans deported 400,000 to 500,000 Hungarian defusschwitz, where the majority of

them were killed. The basis for this assumption are IMT documents which, according to
Benz, prove that i n s4i415hgwsaveredemided frojm Hsnu mme r
gano ( B344) .

In his book Sanning quotes Arthur R. Butzho pointed out that the International Red
Cross made no mention in its Report, published in 1948, of any deportations of Jews to
Auschwitz, but only of the beginning of Jewish tribulations in October 844 addition
to violent attacks on Jewshis time did see some deportations, whose purpose and destina-
tion, however, was forced labor in the Reich, Aoschwitz (B348 S139f.). Therefore, Butz
and Sanningoncludedthat noconvincingevidence exists to prove that Hungarian Jews
were deported tAuschwitz at all.

There is no way around the fact, however, that there are still Jews living today who really
were deported tduschwitz in spring 1944 and who have repeatedly testified as witnesses
in court®® Further, Pressastates that betweéfy and?; of the Hungarian Jews deported to
Auschwitz, whose arrival and selection were photographed by tHé\8&e considered fit
for forced laborj.e., were not killed*? Furthermoreit can be proven, he says, that in the
spring some 50,000 of these Hungarian Jews were transported on to the Santipofia
Auschwitz.*® The actual number of Hungarian Jews transferred elsewhere as substantiated
by documents amounts to atleast 106,200n t hi s respect, therefor
on a shaky foundatidhi but so does that of Benz, who contends that the Hungarian Jews
were killed immediately and almost without exception.

There are other indications as well that the theory of mass destruction of the Hungarian
Jews is incorrect: the witnesses to this destruction unanimously claim that during these al-
leged mass exterminations the limited capacity of the Birkenau crematoessitated the
excavation of enormous pits, in which the bodies were burned. Dark clouds of smoke, they
claim, darkened the sky over Birkenau during this pgedeortunately (or unfortunately,
depending on oneds per s pe cphdtakenhytiedliiesdut- r ec o
ing this time prove that in thBirkenau Campwhich was not obscured by clouds of smoke
when the pictures were taken, there were neither open fires, nor giant pits, nor smoke activity

3% A.R. Butz The Hoax of the Twentie@entury 4th ed., Castle Hill Publishers, Uckfield 2015, starting
onp. 181.

4 E.g, the witnesses J. Lazand L. Heusein the trial of G. Weisecf. R. Gerharded.),Der Fall Weise
2nd ed., Turmer, Berg 1991, pp. 28, 33.

4 3. Klarsfeld The Auscivitz Album Beate Klarsfeld Foundation, New York 1980.

42 As G. Holminghas pointed out, this relation ¥f to /3 may be the one of inmates registered in Birke-
nau and those sent to other camps, and net of tho
wi t z g eVfGd@H199), pp. 25258. 3

4 J.C.Pressat. e s cr ®ma t witz:Laensachthéiddu sneuntre de maskdition du CNRS,

Paris 1993, p. 147, cites the Yad Vashem without giving any further details.

4 Cf.C.Mattogng @i Di e Deportation ungarischer Juden von M
Bi | auif@, 5(4) (2001), pp.388B95, esp. p. 395; English: AThe De
May to July 1944: vwwwRadehlcamAibraryddocymedt/858Bome nftthese
Hungarian Jews were transferred from Baltic countries back to Stutthof in 1944; cf.,XCGraf
Mattogno,Concentration Camp Stutthof: Its History & Function in National Socialist Jewish Pdliay
ed., Castle Hill Publishers, Uckfield, 2016, pp-BI0.Cf. also the report about Hungarian Jews as
forced laborers in the Volkswagenwerke at Wolfsburg: H. MommigerGrieger Das Volkswagenwerk
und seine Arbeiter im Dritten ReicBcon, Diusseldorf 1996; P. Bolkke i Der F¢hrer und sei
Der Spiegeh5 (1996), pp. 138 morerecent andcomprehensive overiew of the fate of Jews
deported from Hungary documents a minimum of s@2f&700of them having been admitted into, or
transitted through, the Auschwitz Camp:Mattogno,Politics of Slave Labor: The Fate of the Jews
Deported from Hungary and the Lodz Ghetto in 1934stle Hill Publishers, Bargoed, 2023p. pp.
124f.

4 W. N. Sanning has since reconsidered this theory; personal communication.

p
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on any largescale nor piles of dead bodies, nor great supplies of firewood, nor anything
else ofthe sort!®

Even allegedly probative documents of the Nuremberg Tribunal cannot change this, sinc
such documents are by no means always genuine, or true, and only ever provide evider
for deportationswhich are not disputed here in the first pldcthey never document an
extermination The reader is reminded of the example of Dachau, the concentration cam|
where the IMT alleged that hundreds of thousands were gassed, a claim which in the el
turned out to be nothing more substantial than an atrpeitgaganda lié” We shall come
across another case of dubious IMT documents in the discussion of the Soviet Union.

Benz6s method proves to be very slipsho
states that he can only vaguebtimate the number of Jews who lost their lives due to Soviet
deportation and in the Hungarian Military Labor Force (B339), whereas Sanning cites veri
fiable figures based on Jewish or at leastj@wish sources (S14042). Benz maintains
the birth deficit at prevar levels, whereas Sanning reasons that the Labor Force for Hun-
garian Jews as well as the overall poor conditions for Jewsgdhie war would have caused
the prewar birth rate to drop further. Benz completely ignores the numbers of Jews whc
6converted6 to the Christian faith; i n &
longer represented in any pasgar statisticsabout Jews, and are thus considered by Benz
andhiscemut hors to have been O0gassed

The two aut h oepmstdegarding therJaws said mode remaining in Hungary
after the waare of interestWhereas Benz suggests a total of 300,000 for Greater Hungary,
Sanning cites that some 300,000 Jews were left after the war in Central (Trianon) Hungal
al one. He bases his ¢l ai m oFRna SdimmarnsRepartt h
which states that more than 200,000 JawBudapest were exempted from deportations
following negotiations with the SS (S143). Second, in its aforemesdiogport the Interna-
tional Red Cross stated that some 100,000 Jews poured into Budapest from the pfovince:
Furthermore, 200,000 Jews had been counted in Trianon Hungary in 1946, while accordir
to Reitlingerone can assume that by then a veritable mass exodus of Jews to the West h
begun (S143). One must also consider, he says, that no doubt a great many foreign, mos
Polish Jews were included in this migration. Sanning thus cites 200,000 as the minimur
number of Jews present in pasar Trianon Hungary. For Benz, the number of survivors
derives almost exclusively from the number of Jews present before the war, minus the d
creases estimated as above, minus the actual or supposed deportations to concentra
campsor forcedlabor campgaccording to Nuremberg documents). Absolutely no other
sources are used.

3.6. Czechoslovakia

We shall consider Czechoslovakia as defined by its\wastorders (up to 1992), in other
words without the Carpathian Ukrainglthough Benz discusges Czechoslovakiavith its
borders prior to its first collapse in 1938/3f: does give a breakdown of the proportions
for the individual region&’

Benz assumes a migration balance of net 33,000 emigrants up-i®48dwhile no net
emigration was allegedly apparent for Slovakia (B369). Regarding emigration from the Pro
tectorateof BohemiaMoravia he cites official statistics of contemporaneous Jewish author-

4 See G. Rudolfed.),Air-Photo Evidence: World War Two Photos of Alleged Mdssder Sites
Analyzed Castle Hill Publishergth ed., Uckfield 2@Q0, pp. 103106; cf. JC.Babs contri but i
book, as well as C. MattognAuschwitz: OperAir Incinerations 2nd ed., Castle Hill Publishers,

Uckfield 2016, esp. pp. 577.

47 Cf. correction, M. Broszatnstitut fur Zeitgeschichtéie Zeit Aug. 19, 1960; also H. Wendig
Richtigstellungen zur Zeitgeschichtesue 5, Grabert, Tubingen 1993, p. 50; E. Kiteineid gegen
DeutschlandSchitz, Géttingen 1968, pp. 263ff.; extensive source material in F. A. LetRhter
FaurissonG. Rudolf The Leuchter Reports: Critical Editipth ed., Castle Hill Publishers, Uckfield
2017, pp. 1494.72.

“ A, R. Butz op. cit.(note39), p. 189.

4 Whereas the chapter about Czechoslovakia speaks of 102,542 Jews in the Carpathian Ukraine (B355),
the chapter about Hungary mentions only 78,000 Jews there (B338). Once again: inaccuracies and
contradictions in Benzds book.
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BENZ (379) | JEws1939| EMiGRATION | JEws1945]| VicTivs

Czechoslovakig 251,745 33,000 | 40,000 |164168,000
*Should bel 78745, discrepanciesn calculating the totah theoriginal.

SANNING (146)|;Ew51939| EmicraTioN | /HLED N
COMBAT

Czechoslovakia | 254,288 52,300 | 3,000 | 5,000 | 82,000 [112,000

ities which, however, did not incorporate illegal emigration (B358). Sanning totals more
than 52,000 emigrants, substantiating this with a reference to the-Angdaican Commit-

tee, according to which the Jewish population had already decreased by 4041011939
(S144).Sanning is the only one to take into account the drop in birth rate and the casualties
of the Hungarian Labor Force.

Benz arrives at what he claims to be the approximate number of survivors in the Protec-
torate by totaling those Jews who officially reported back as survivors of the deportations,
or who were otherwise found in Czechoslovakia after theWr#nrtunately such data were
only ever gathered selectively, with respect to specific camps or cities, and never nationwide
for any given point in time, so that the results are by necessity incomplete. For Slovakia,
Benz derives his survivor statistics from the diffexe between those Jews who failed to
return from deportations, and the population level prior to the deportations. Any westward
migration is disregardedror the regiongemporarilyceded to Hungary, Benz assumes that
the Jews there suffered the same fate as the remaining Hungarian Jews. Aside from the Car-
pathian Ukraine, some 45,000 Jews were affebiethis The problems involved in the
study of the Jews in the territory of Greater Hungary have been men&arient

Sanning refers to Reitlingér pointing out that in 1946, in other words after the westward
migration had already begun, some 32,000 Jewish survivors were found in the former Pro-
tectorate alone (S145). Also according to Reitling&;,000 Jew$ and according to other
pro-Jewish sources, as many as 60,000 Jewsre found in Slovakia after the war (S146),
which of course stands in clear contradiction to the estimates advanced by Benz, who claims
20,000 Jewish survivors for Slovakand bases this assertion largely on Czech publications
(B374).

|BIRTH DEFICIT| JEws 1945‘ MISSING

3.7. Rumania

BENZ JEws1941 | JEws1945(407)| VicTivs
Rumania (409) | 466,418 | 356430,000 | 107,295
SANNING JEWS 1941 | EMIGRATION | KILLED IN COMBAT | JEws1945| MissiNG
Rumania (153) | 465,242 20,000 | 11,500 | 430,000 | 3,742

Rumania is considerdtkreas defined by its postar borders including northern Transyl-
vaniabut excluding Bessarabia and northern Bukoviftze only disagreement between the

two authors consists in the treatment of the Jews of northern Transylvania, who came under
Hungarian rule in the Second World War (see above). According to Benz, the majority of
t hese wer dusdwita slemeas dccarding to Sanning, most of their losses were
sustained in the Hungarian Military Labor Force. Since the number of surViugusto
430,000, as Benz and Sanning document several fimgles out any great losses on the

part of the North Trandvanian Jas, and since these findings do agree with the aforemen-
tioned results of recent investigations, one can assume that the Jews in the territory of post
war Rumania suffered next to no losses. Benz simply bases his calculation of the number of
victims on thelowest documented number of survivors, in other words, he ignores the
430,000 Jewish survivors in his estimates, even though he mentioned them himself.

3.8. Bulgaria

Bulgaria is discussed here in its pead postwar borders in other words, without Greek
Thrace, without Yugoslav Macedonia, and without the southern Rumanian Dobruja with its
guantitatively negligible Jewish populatioBenz chose to base his analysis on the larger
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BENZ JEws1941 | JEws1945 VICTIMS
Bulgaria (308) 50,000 50,000 0
SANNING JEWs1941 | JEws1945 | IMMIGRATION
Bulgaria (154) 48,400 56,000 7,600

wartime territory, while failing to reduce the regions of Yugoslavia or of Greece accord-
ingly. This results in duplicate counts of 4,200 victims for Greece (B272) and 7,160 for
Yugoslavia (B298), increasing tlwwerall duplicate count to at least 173,193.

On the whole, there is no doubt that the Jews on Bulgarian soil were not in any dange
and suffered no loss&sSanning even shows a pasar population greater than that of pre
war times, and explains that Bulgaria served as gateway to the Middle East for a vast numk
of legal as well as illegal immigrants. According to Sanning, it is likely that noticeable num-
bers of foreign Jews were still in Bulgaria immediately after the end of the war.

3.9. Poland
BENZ JEWS9/39 REF. JEws1945 | REr VICTIMS REF.
Poland 2,000,000 | 443 200,000 492f.| 1,800,000 | 495
SANNING JEws1941 | REFR. JEws1945 | REF. MISSING REF.
Poland 757,000 44 240,489 45 516,511 45

Poland is discussed here in terms of its yvest borders without the eastern German re-
gions. While Benz claims to add to this merely the administrative districts of Bialystok and
Galicia, he does eventually include the victims for the entire territory that was Polish in the
time between World Wars One and Tvie,, parts of what was known during the Second
World War as the ReicBommissariaté/kraine andOstland But since he deducts only the
numbers of victims for Galicia and Bialystok from the total in his chapter about the Soviet
Union, this results in dufate counts which will be discussed in greater detail in the section
regarding the Soviet Union.

3.9.1. P-war Rapualion Pr e

The last prevar Polish census indicated approximately 3.1 million Jews (B32@).

On the basis of detailed studi&@anning shows thagven during the period between the
two world wars, the Polish Jews exhibited an extremely low rate of population increase
(S26f.). TheGerman officiallnstitut fur Zeitgeschichtadds that since 1933 some 100,000
Polish Jews per year had turned their backs on radicalhSentitic Poland and emigrated
to western Europe or overseas (S38ince those leaving the country were predominantly
young people, the number of Jews in Poland must have decreased sharghe outbreak
of the wardue not only to this migration but also duatincreasngly overagedpopulation
Sanning puts the number of emigrants between 1931 and 1939 at only 500,000 and ev
factors in a population growth rate of 0.2%. He thus arrives at a population of 2,664,001
Jewsatthewar 6 s (S82).t set

This issue, to which Sanning devotes roughly 20 pages of intensive and thoroughly doct
mented analysis, is accorded all of two sentences by Benz (B417):

fi[ é if we extrapolate the census figufe$ 1931]taking into account natural increase

and emigration, we arrive at a 1939 total population of 35,100,000 persons for the Polisk

nation as a whole, of which the Jewish component is estimated at 3,446,000. We repe:
these figures are not certajné 0 ]
Benztherebreassumes, first of all, that the numbers of Polish Jews increased like those ©
the remaining Poles. Since Sanning clessfutedt hi s assumpti on ei gh

%0 According to a personal communication by R.H. Countaisthe Stockholnnternational Forum on the
Holocaust(26-28 January 2000), Bulgaria was specifically singled oupfotectingits Jews. That
means that Bulgaria wiloth ave t o pay #aunlgss denam discoveriesiae madé.

. H.Gram| @A Di e Auswanderung der Juden aus Deutschl
Zeitgeschichte (ed.Jzutachten des Instituts fiir Zeitgeschichtel. 1, pub. by ed., Munich 1958, p. 80.
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wor k was published, and yet Benz nmlddss not e
disprovethem,there can be only one explanation for why untruths are clearly being dissem-
inated here: the purpose is to maximize the initial population figure for Polish Jews.

Secondly, Benz assumes that the rate of emigration was essentially negligible. But since
his book is a publication of thastitut fiir Zeitgeschichtand since this samlestitut an-
nouncedpublicly that some 100,000 Polish Jews had left Poland annually since 1933, one
wonders whether this is a case of the left hand not knowing (or not wanting to know?) what
the right hand is doing.

Benz therefore bases his subsequent arguments on a starting figure of 3,350,000 Jews
present in Poland at the beginning of the war (B417), of which 2.3 million are assigned to
the western part which the Germans occupied in 1939 (B#18)is way Benz hasver-
statedhenumber of Jewby probably 700,000 at the leaate we to believe that Benzas
unawar e of Sanlewishgpguktioratrerad$ iy gresasPolanfd? This seems
out of the questi on  wasubliskced eightfpesafterlSahhi Bgd g 0
As | see it, the fact that Bemledicatesho more than one sentence and an apologetic com-
mentto this complex topi€¢ \We repeat: these figures are notcedian ex pl ai ns eve.
this is an example of statistics being stretched well past the breaking point!

3.9.2.Refugee Movemenduring the Polish Campaign

According to Benz, some 300,000 of the initial 2.3 million Jewsve$tern Poland fled
eastward from the German agthforcesduring the Polish campaign, into the Sovietu
pied area; of these 300,000, approximately 250,000 were deported to Siberia by the Soviets.
Benz states that these are estimates, since allegedly there are no reliable figures (B425f.
443).Accordingly, Benz suggests that approximately 2 million Polish Jews came under Ger-
man rule in western Poland (B443). To document these statistics, Benz refers first and fore-
most to data originating with German sces whose doubtful value has already been men-
tioned?® Sanning explains that these figures are estimates calculated by the German author-
ities by extrapolating the census data from 1931 on the basis of a 10% population increase
(S44f£.). Everduring the German occupation of Polatitere were no moreeliable figures
and analyses available, and contemporaneous statisticians made the same mistake that Benz
repeats in his book.

Sanning quotes numerous Zionist, Jewish andJpmish sources, all of which indicate
that between 500,000 andemillion Jews fled to the Sovieiccupied zone of Poland dur-
ing the Germa+Polish war (S393). Again, the majority of these were deported to Siberia.
Among the sources cited are Jewish relief organizatishih attended to 600,000 Polish
Jews in Siberian labor camps. Since a considerable proportion of these deported Jews al-
ready died during the inhumane transports to these camps, Sanning postulates a total of
750,000 Jews who fled into the Soviet zone all ws a further 100,000 who had fled to
Rumania(S44)* Thus, the number of Jews in western Poland had decreased from an initial
1,607,000 (S39) to 757,000 (S44), while the number remained unchanged in eastern Poland
due to the deportation of predominantly westeolish refugees (approximatetyne mil-
lion, also Benz, B443).

The fact that such migrations of fleeing persons were not unusual is demonstrated by the
example of Belgium, where 1% to 2 million persons fled from the Germaadafoncesat
the start of the war, effectively obstructing any strategic movements of the Allied armies
(S43).

Benzds and Sanningés figures afterthewadareng t he
not very different from each other.

3.9.3. The Destruction of the Polish Jews

Whereas Sanning does raxtdresghe method of the alleged mass murder, Benz makes
several observations on this topic, of which we shall quote some aspects, with comments
where necessary.

52 Cf. also J. G. Burgop. cit.(note31), pp. 917.
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First, Benz expounds repeatedly on the alleged exdgmssmurders in vans, which of
course he considers irrefutably proven (Kalisz, B43ielmno, B447, 46Zf. Yugoslavia,
B320). The reader is referred to the chapter by . Weakéie present volume.

Regarding the methods of killing in other camps, he reports the use of bottled-Byklon
gas in Belzec (B462). But ZykleB gas,.e., hydrogen cyanide, is not and never was bottled.
For industrial purposefydrogen cyanide is transported in tamkgons but it is never bot-
tled. Further, he recounts the use of Diesetorsfor mass gassings (Belzec, B4Gz2e-
blinka, B463 cf. USSR, B540). Regarding gassing witleselexhausfumesseethe chap-
ter by F. P. Bergand regarding Treblinkeeethe study by A. Neumaigboth in this volume.
Therefore, ay commentary would be superflucsre

A noteworthy admission on Benzés part i

AConsidering the fact that there are ve
extermination camps, the number of Jews killed at these murder sites is especially difficu
to ascertain, and depends primarily on estimates provided by witnessi analysis
of the regular transports and their numeric strengths, and on the population of those area
from which the respecti yéo®468f) i ng cente
The unreliable nature of witness testimony is demonstrated repeatedly in the present volun
Furthermore, straight calculations based exclusively ongné postwar populations are
possible only if no uncontrolled emigration took place and if the irstatistics are sure to
be correct. It is quite amazing that Benz nevertheless has the gall to use this method.
Benz finally concedes that the availability of source material leaves a great deal to b
desired, not only where the alleged extermination camps are concerned but also with resp
to the entire organization of the alleged extermination network stru@®d&S( footnote),
and that there is no writtene., documented and thus provable order for the destruction of
the Jews (B3458f, 512).

3.10. Soviet Union

BENZ | JEws6/41 | JEws1945| VicTiMs
USSR(560) | 5,200,000 2,300,000] 2,890,000

SANNING |3ews6/a1l KILLED IN | CASUALTIES OF GERMAN JEWs1945( MiIssING
COMBAT [ DEPORTATIONS| THEATER OF WAR | (MILLION S) | (MILLION )
USSR(109)|5,439,00( 200,000] 700,000 | 130,000 | 3545 | 0-1

The Soviet Union is considered here as defined by itsysadbordersuntil the early1990s.
To determine the number of victims, Benz merely subtracts the number of Jewish citizer
present after the war from the prear numberHe then subtracts from the result the victims
of Bessarabia and northern Bukovina, in other words, 100,000 victims which are include:
in his count for Rumania (B409), as well as the victims from Bialystok and Galicia (600,000,
included in his count for Pahd, B451)We do not need to correct this here, since we have
discussed Rumania as well as Poland in theirpasborders But Benz commits two major
errors in this context: first, he forgets that after the war the Soviet Union annexed the Ca
pathian Ukraine, with a prear Jewish population of approximately 100,000. But since the
victims from this area were included in thesobfor Hungary (B338, approximately 90,000
victims), this do e sInooratalysisfhbvwevet weBesiderédsHurs t
gary and Czechoslovakia in their pegir bordersand must therefore add the Carpathian
Ukrainian Jews to th8oviet figuresThis increases both the prear Jewish population and
the number of victims accordingly. Of the approximately 101,000 Jews from the Carpathial
Ukraine, Sanning considers 15,000 as missing and 86,000 as absorbed by the USSR (S1!

Secondly, Benz overlooks the fact that, contrary to his own claim, the former region:s
which made up the ReidBommissariati/kraineandOstlandare included in his discussion
of Poland. Since Benz assumes approximaiegmillion Jews in the Soviedccipied area
(B443), of which roughly 600,000 are properly accounted for in the adjustments he make
for Bialystok and Galicia (B457), this means that he counted some 360,000 Jewish victim
twice (90% victims of the 400,000 Jews living there).

This brings the total of Jewish victims counted twice by Benz to 533,193.
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3.10.1. The Soviet Deportations

Sanningbs category fAGerman Theater of War o
fered in the area under German military influence as the results of pogroms not carried out

or initiated byGerman forcesof starvation and epidemics, as well as of the execution of
partisans (permitted by international lawj which Jews are known to have comprised a

very great percentagé.hi s category, as wel |l as fACasual
combat o i n t hreatetRaehdrcapriciondy by Bane:e

fi 1[the number of victimsalso includes the casualties among Jewish soldiers and civil-
ians [partisans]as well as those who succumbed to the strain of flight and to starvation.
This is justified. They too were victims of brutitionalSocialistp o | i ¢B560s . 0

Benz neither quantifies these categories, nor does he give reasons for thédl egaploach,
for these are the closing words of his book. However, there certainly are clues to be found
regarding thdbiasee mbr aced by the bookds collective

For exampl e, B attack orsthpe SavietsUnianf ( B4H 8 9 1, and as:
Stainhad done ever ygivhHitlargo pietext for angSbviet measurds, least
ofallforwao ( B507) . Further, he believmlikyd hat ¢t
appeasemeat ( B508) . Today it is generalldtaeacknoyv
of Ge r aggressivatsack on the peadeving Soviet Union really belongs in the junk
room of Communist watime propagandZ:.In this respect, the losses resulting from the
war are not due exclusively to Germany, and they certainly have no relevance whatsoever
to any aspect of the Holocaust.

Benz suggests that there are no systematic accounts of the extent and scope of Soviet
evacuations and deportations of material resources and human beings. He dismisses this
very important aspect in merely two paragraphs, with the comment that®dthiiot wish
toprovoke Hittewi t h evacuati on atherealydoeselamtlistiand it 6s
that there were therefore hardly any noteworthy deportations (B507). Sanning, on the other
hand, devotekispages 53109 exclusively to this issue and draws on a wide range of Allied,

Jewish and Soviet statistics to offer sound data regarding the scope of Soviet evacuation and
deportation measures at the start ogdnothe w:
systematic accounts of this topic is alreaefjuted Did Berz and his ceauthors not even

read Sanningbs book after all? But clearly
explanations in general to be a systematic account:

fi [ éThe authofSanning]distinguishes himself through his methodologically unsound

handling of the statistical material as well as through daring and demonstrably erroneous

reasoning and conclusiorg(B558, footnote 396.)

Unfortunately, Benz does not enlighten his readers pstahat might be erroneous about
Sanni ng06s Whkile Benzrassuntesthat approximately 3 to 3.2 million Soviet Jews
came under theontrol of Germanforces(B509), Sanning again shows on the basisrof
suspicioussources that the number must have been less than one million (B&0®)cu-

ments the fact that in most Russian cities a large part of the population that was fit to work,
and especially the intelligentsia, had already been evacugtélteliime German forces
moved in. 1t is beyond the scope of the pr
mentation and proof at this point, but one of his arguments shall be discussed in greater
detail. It is generally accepted that some 600,000 Jews wore the Red Afarynuif one
considers that many Jews were deported to labor camps beyond the Ural Mountains, and
that the normal recruiting level did not exceed 30% of the male population in any of the

53 Eg. cf. V. Suvoroylcebreaker: Who Started the Second World WaPnish Hamilton, London 1990;
E. TopitschStalinbs War : A Radi cal New Theory ,bdurthtste Or i gir
tate, London 1987; W. Pqodiinternehmen BarbarossMlittler, Hamburg 1995; F. Beckestalins Blu-
tspur durch EuroppArndt Verlag, Kiel 1996; Beckelm Kampf um Europa2nd ed., Leopold Stocker
Verlag, Graz/Stuttgart 1993; W. MasBrer Wortbruch Hitler, Stalin und der Zweite Weltkrie@®Izog
Verlag, Munich 1994; J. Hoffmann A Di e Sowj etunion bis zum Vorabend
Horst Booget al, Das Deutsche Reich und der Zweéleltkrieg, Vol. 4:Der Angriff auf die Sowjet-
union, 2nd ed., Deutsche Verlagsstalt, Stuttgart 1987; Hoffmann fi Di e An dundgefiders vor ber e
Sowj et uni on,(éd),Zwei Wge nabte oskaRiper, Munich 1991.
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nations involved in World War Two (all of which has been documented), then according tc
Sanning at least 4 million Jews must h&eenin the noroccupied parts of the Soviet Un-
ion.

Now, it may well be that these 600,000 Jews were already conscripted before the wa
since as we know the USSR was planning her own dscgke attack on Europgéandor
that the Soviets had deported nipsghe male population fit for military service during the
German advance. This would mdanBenzhat only few men of an age for military service
would have been left to fall into the hands of the Germans, so that in the occupied regior
more than 90% of the female Jews would have been exterminated while the conscripted a
deported men in the hintarid and in the army would have had a considerably better chance
for survival.Hence the mortality rate among the women would have been greater than or a
least equal to that among the men. From this it follows that a demographic analysis of th
Soviet Unbn today should reveal greater or equal numbers of men in the age group that we
of military age at the time in question. However, this is clearly not the case. Rather, the se
distribution corresponds to that of the other Sop@giulation groupsin other words, there
is a similar deficit of men. This means either that men and women were deported in roughl
equal numbers and consequently relatively few Soviet Jews actually fell into German hand
or that Jewish women who fell into German handeevgenerlly notkilled.

Regarding the number of Jews to be found in thewastSoviet Union, Benz cites Soviet
census dat a o nldgubts aHout the ecliability@fuSbviet canaues fire
notjustifiedd because t hese frandfounsaionwvfthd Somiet nationad
economy (B558).

But every child knows nowadays that all conceivable kinds of data have been falsified ir
the service of precisely this national economy so as to manifest Soviet superiority in ecc
nomic competition with the capitalist western world. Domestically speakiegetfalsifi-
cations served to close eyes, ears and mouths to the inexorably approaching collapse. |
where the number of Jews identified by the censuses is concerned, there is not even any n
for falsification. After all, the radically atheistic Sovighion was one of those nations that
made it difficultalso and even especialigr the Jews to profess their faith. Therefore, the
numbers of Jews that voluntarily acknowledged their faith in 1959 and 1970 (2.2 and 2.
million, respectively; B559S117) saydittle about the number of survivors in the Soviet
Union. Jewish estimates dating from the 1970s suggest 3 to 4 million Soviet Jews (S117ff.
More-recent newspaper reports even speak of 5 million Jews and more, which, howeve
seems unlikely in light fothe stagnating demographic treffiSince Zionist circlehiave
alwaysstrivenfor the emigration of Jews from Russia to Israel, it is possible that they tend
to exaggerate the number of Jews in Russia, with the intent to dramatize their hard lot durir
70 years of Stalinist oppression. The numbers of presumably present or missintnus
serve a®bject of political scheming other respects as well.

One point of criticism of Sanniidg approach is that he not only taledace valughe
numbers giverby German occupation authoritiabout Soviet Jews who fled or were de-
ported by the Sovietas theymay beexaggerated, butealso overlooks the fact that other
German documents of the occupation indicate that many Jews who were ringityg
laterreappeareéh Germanroccupied Soviet cities. They had just fled into the countryside,
but later ventured back into the cities. It can be deduced frotm¢identReports(Ereign-
ismeldungepof the EinsatzgrupperiDeployment Groupsthat shortshrift wasoften made
of these Jews emeang from hiding. To what extent thedacidentReports are reliable is
another question that will not bleoroughly treatethere but a few words are dife.

3.10.2. Mass Extermination in the Soviet Union

To substantiate claims abotliite mass murders of Jews on Soviet soil, Benz again cites
mostly witness testimony as evidence.

5 New York Postluly 1,1990.

5 See on this the contribution by H. Tiedemamthe present book as well as C. Mattoghioe
Einsatzgruppen in the Occupied Eastern Territories: Genesis, Missions and A2tidred. Castle Hill
Publishers, Uckfield 22p.



188 G. RUDOLF - HOLOCAUSTVICTIMS. A STATISTICALANALYSIS

Behind the frontlines of th&erman forcedighting in the Soviet Union, the stalled
Einsatzgrupperservedevenaccording to Benz to combat partisan activity (B51818
520, 528f, 540). Aside from that, they allegedly were also chiefly responsible for the mass
executions of Jewish civilians, whose numbers are very difficult to ascertain (B577). Benz
suggests that the statistiaBout these shootings eisculated during the war by the Jewish
Ant-Fasci st Commi tt ee ar eshowthe Bovietendeators to res-s 0 a ¢
cue the Jewish population in an (inappropriately) favorable light in the United States.
(B557, footnote.) But since the United States never bothered about the Jewishdictmgs
the war and in fact exaggerated the number of victims in their own propaganad 933,
it is not clear just how and whom Jewish draiscists could have impressed in the States
with allegedlydef | at ed st ati sti cs . -F&astszshodd hawdpgrg e st i o1
playedthe alleged Fascist atrocities for propaganda reasons, is something completely new;
the opposite is surely more likely. One can only conclude from all this that these numbers
of victims that Benz considers to have been deflated by thé-astists are ifact already
exaggerated.

Regarding the use of vans for mass gassings in the Soviet Union, Benz offers us a single,
particularly suspect source: the Stalinist show trialKloérkov and Krasnodar (B526f.
540)56 Such utterly uncritical, indiscriminate citing almost makes one wonder whether Benz
and his ceauthors perhaps might even share Stalinist sentiments. Ignorance is no excuse for
universityscholars.

The mass executions in the East are generally considered pireyetgcumented by the
soc a | lIneidentRepors USSR w h i Eifsatagroppemallegedly sent to Berlin on a
regular basis and which detail, among other things, the number of executions. All events,
however, were not listed there, so that Benz considers them an insufficient basis for deter-
mining the number of victims (B542f.). On&oeption, it is claimed sithe iconic case of
Babi Yar (B530 534, 542). But as it has been irrefutably peovby now that the alleged
massacre of Babi Yar is an atrocity lie of no substahtteés admittedly throws the authen-
ticity or at |l east the r el ilachéeniReporyUSBRD t he ¢
and all othesuchdocuments into doubt, and hence the eifirsatzgruppemass murder
perse Even Benzdshe asthenticitytof tleese repdrta is beyond queétion
(B541) cannot change ith becauseH.-H. Wilhelm, whom Benz quotes as proof of his
claims,also insistghat the reliability of the figures given in these documents is doutful.
Here ishowH.-H. WilhelmdescribeBend s befiavi or

ifoften, the consensus of research can only
otherdéds worfklJancritically

Thus,Bendar gument ation is typical of the recipr

ard |Iiteraturedo of Holocaust apologetics, 0

of a scientifically sound network of argume
It should also be pointed out that Benz repeatedly stresses that the Germans destroyed all

evidence of their mass exterminations, mostly through exhumation and complete incinera-

tion, for which reason no victims or mass graves remain in evidence (B320}45%89;

537f.). Millions of victims allegedly disappeared without a trace. And in the case of Babi

Yar, Benz implies, even in a manner invisible to methods of aerial reconnaissance.
Gigantic mass graves cannot be rendered undetectable by exhuming and burning the bod-

ies they contain. Such largeale disturbance of the soil and the concomitant disruption of

soil layers, the settling of the fill etc. would be evident not only in théecoporaneous

Allied and German air photos, but also todawgnfone only cared to look. Since according

t o Bthintask Wiagcarried outlinadequately in at least a few casdbere ought in fact

56 Cf. the chapters by F. P. Bemgd |. Weckertthis volume.

57 Cf. the chapters by H. Tiedemaand J. C. BaJlthis volume. It must be admitted, however, that
German documents speaking of mass execution in Kiewtimention Babi Yar as such.

58 Cf. my remarks in the introducing chapter, nb4e-146, p. 45.

5 H.-H. Wilhelm, in U. BackesE. JesseR. Zitelmann(eds.),Die Schatten der Vergangenhddopylaen,
Berlin 1992, p. 403.
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to be much more evidence remaining: bodies or parts thereof that were not burned, millior
of bones and teeth, as well as loads of a%hes.

If anything of the sort had ever been found, the Stalinist Communigit® were known
for their efficient and effective propaganda sysfiemould have made the most of this,
naturallyin the presence of international investigative committéesould have been a
welcome opportunity for revenge for the embarrassment the Germans had inflicted on tf
Soviets with respect to Katyn, which was only then being revealed, with the assistance
international investigative bodies, as the Soviet masslen of Poli& officers®!

But no, the okso-peaceloving Soviet Union would never have thought of doing anything
s 0 meAdthoéghthe Sovietput together a large number of Soviet commissions of in-
quiry, which therare said tdhaveconductedorensic investigations in many places, all this
was dondn closed sessions with thieternational publiexcludecf? It was only after the
turn of the millennium that a French pastor set out to search for mass graves in €¥kraine,
but the results were quite meager, and his teanbatitally noforensic researcht all
Government authoritiesvoidto thisday any public consideratiaf systematically locatg
and investiganhg theseclaimedmass graves after all, this can onlpe gristto revisionst
mills.

When the German army retreated, wtikturn up instead of mass graves were tens of
thousands of women, old men, and children. In his address of indictment to the IMT, Gener:
Roman A. Rudenkexplained that hundreds of thousands of children, women and old men
who were unfit for forced labor were left behind in concentration camps by the German:
during their retreat Chief Counseloof Justice L. NSmirnovsubmitted a document giving
more details of these camps in White Ru8slawould be interestingo find out whether
these people unfit forwork mgyossi bly have been some of
the camps further west and who, according to Steffen Weermer t heor y, wer e
primarily to White Russi&’

4. Of Victims and Personkostand Found
4.1. The Number of Victims,e., Missing Persons

On pp. 15f. of his bogkBenz lists for each country the number of victims on which the co
authors of his book have agreéthe preceding table, only the entries for Italy and Greece
show different numbers actually thoseiven by the respective authors themselvegice
the figures contained i n aBhomauhisersand dotot d i
appear in the chapters themselves (ltaly 6,513, Greece 59,185).

The difference between Benzds tot al and
counted twice amounts to 517,656, which due to statistical rounding diverges only insignif
icantly from the 533,193 duplicate counts traced in the precetlimg proves fully half a
million 6duplicatesd i n Bepnéndwrrebponglshtd an | -
approximate 10% inflation of the total. Thiswould not have happened if Benz had taken
the trouble tareconcilethe individual chapters of his book. In higroduction, however,
Benz mentions a sum total of 5.3 to just over 6 million Holocaust vicfilhseems, there-

0 Cf.C.Loos 0% sont | es tr aBRHRS(19%), pmildas2 as well asthe b r 3l
contribution by A. Neumaiethis volume.

61 George Sanfordatyn and the Soviet Massacre of 19R@utledge, Oxford 2005.

62 An example for such Soviet propaganda: Vladmir N. Deni&eb I. Changul{Hg), Nazi Crimes in
the Ukraine 19411944: Documents and Materialslaukova Dumka Publishers, Kiev 1987.

6 Patrick DesboisThe Hol ocaust by Bullets: A Priestos Jo
of 1.5 Million JewsPalgrave Macmillan, New York, 2008.

64 Cf.CarloMattognp fiPatri ck Desbois and t héncooverdestslist@y a v e
7(3) (2015).

 International Military TribunalTrial of the Major War CriminalsIMT, Nuremberg 1947, Vol. VI, p.
171, Feb. 8, 1946.

% bid., Vol. VII, pp. 578ff., Feb. 19, 1946; cf. Document US8Rnot included in the IMT Document
Volumes.

67 S. WernerThe Second Babylonian Captivitastle Hill Publishers, Uckfield 2018
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VICTIMS, VICTIMS, BENZT REDUCED
NATION MISSING, SANNING
BENZ BY DUPLICATE COUNTS

Germany 160,00( 139,00( 123,00(
Austria 65,459 48,767 36,00C
Luxembourg 1,200 1,200

Ef;?]'cugn ggﬁﬁ Total: 207,852 52%5 Total:  124,50(
Netherlands 102,000 102,00(

Denmark 116 116

Norway 758 75g Toml 1,000
Italy 8,564 5,914 9,000
Albania ?20( ?20( 0
Greece 58,884 58,885 53,00C
Yugoslavia 60,000 60,000 56,00C
Hungary 550,00( 277,00( 71,00C
Czechoslovakia 143,00( 164,00( 112,00C
Rumania 211,214 107,295 3,742
Bulgaria 11,393 0 -7,600
Poland 2,700,00 1,800,00 516,511*
Soviet Union 2,100,00 2,890,00 15,000**
TOTAL 6,277,44] 5,759,784 1,113,15:¢

*excludingthe victims of Polish repatriation; **15,000 missing from the Carpathian Ukraine.

fore, as though Benz had already taken these duplicate counts into consideration, even if his
results are not verifiable due to his failure to explain his line of reasoning.

The decisive difference between Benz and Sanning lies in their treatment of three coun-
tries: (Greater) Hungary, Poland, and the Soviet Union. On the basis of these examples we
have shown here the (possibly deliberatelypneousandfalsifyingmethods Benz and his
co-authorsused whemprodudng their statistial datain orderto arrive at the desired result.

4.2. TheOr t h o dDostrbytimrsof Victims

In 1990, the number of victims féwschwitz, which had beestated aspproximatelyfour
million by the Polish authorities ever since the time of the IMT trials, was officially reduced
to roughlyone million® In the 1993French edition of his second bgodleanClaudePressac
advocats the theory that the mass extermination did not start until 1942, half a year later
than assumegreviously for which reason the number of victims, including the murdered
Hungarian Jews, should be reduced to 630,00@&kamsber victimg?® In the1994German
edition of his latest book, Pressaduce the number of gashamber victimgurther toa
figure somewhere betwe@v0,000and5500005° In 2002 German specialist on Eastern
European history Fritjof Meydowered that figure even further to mer&§6,000 gassing
victims.”® Neither Pressd@cs n o ré6 s Me yeeas evdr aceepted by the orthodoxy,
though.

A much-moredrastic deatholl revision has been made over the years for the Majdanek
Camp. Shortly after the capture of the camp, the Soviets claimed a death toll of some two
million for that camp. During the Polish trial in late 1944 against six former camp guards,
the Majdanek death toll was set to 1.7 million. Roughly a year later, during the IMT, the
Soviets claimed that up to 1.5 million inmates had been killed in that camp. This figure,
however, was significantly reduced three years after the war, when Palighgu Zd zi s § a\

8 Cf. Judische Allgemeine Wochenzeitudgly 26, 1990Der SpiegeB0/90, 111 Suddeutsche Zeitung
Sept. 21, 199Mie Tageszeitungluly 18 and 19, 1990; cf. also F. Pid@ie Zahl der Opfer von Auseh
witz, Verlag Staatliches Museum in Oswiecim, Ausith 1993.

8 J-C. Pressadie Krematorien von Ausetitz. Die Technik des Massenmord@iper, Munich 1994, p.
202.

" F.MeyeriDi e Zahl derwiQpbtedopat2gy(2082), ppc 68641 (English online:
www.vho.org/GB/c/Meyer.htnl
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VICTIMS VICTImMS,
Camp ACCORDING TOIFZ METHOD OF KILLING BENz, P. 17
Chelmno: 150,000 gas vans (CO) 152,000
Belzec: 600,000 exhaust gases (CO) 600,000
Sobibor: 200,000 exhaust gases (CO) 250,000
Treblinka: 700,000 exhaust gases (CO) 900,000
Majdanek: shootings, exhaust

50,000 gases (CO), Zyklon B 60,-80,000
Auschwitz-Birkenau:| more than 1,000,00 Zyklon B 1,000,000
Mauthausen: Zyklon B,

4,000 gasvans (CO)
Neuengamme: 450 Zyklon B
Sachsenhausen several thousand Zyklon B
Natzweiler: 200 Zyklon B
Stutthof: more than 1,000 Zyklon B
Ravensbriick: at least 2,300 Zyklon B
Dachau: test gassings Zyklon B
Total, appr. 2,710,000 3,000,000
Total Victims, appr. 6,000,000 6,000,000
Remainder, appr. 3,290,000 3,000,000

Gukaszlpiubwicshed the findings of the @ACon
Pol and, 0 which set that campés death tol
coll apse of the communi st East er neduddd tbec ,
death toll down to 235,000. In 2005, Tomasz Krédread of the Majdanek Museum, reduced
the death toll further to 78,000, and decommissioned five of the seven initially claimed ga
chamberg!

Professor Ernst Nolteonsidered it justified criticism to point out thathile the number
of victims ofthese allegedxtermination carmgparebeing steadily reduced, the overall num-
ber of victims alleged for the Holocaust remains the s&mBat the matter takes a turn for
the grotesque when the numberfefschwitz victims is reduced and at the very same time
the Israeli memoriainstitution Yad Vashem hastens to report that new resear8oviet
archives has revealed that the number of Jewish victims of mass execution behind the fro
is actually higher by 250,000 than was assumed to date, so that one should, in fact, reck
6.25 rather than 6 millidA or even up to 7 milliori* One can only wonder with which
statistical data and by which methods these revised figures were obtained.

But if the bodycountsfor the individual camps continue to drop and the overall total
remains the same or even increases, then one must ask whécgitie may have died, if
not in the alleged gas chambers? To solve this problem there are always endeavors, for ¢
ample, to increase the number of victims for other camps. Case in point: for Treblinka, fig
ures ranging from 700,000 to 900,000 have beesttrelard to dat€®.Benz now postulates
between 10 and 1.2 million (B468), of which 974,000 are said to have been Polish Jews
(B495). Thus, Treblinka with its more than one million victims is weighted more heavily in
Benzds anfadchwiiska conpketely new trend in Holocaust studies.

Now that the victims oAuschwitz have decreased numerically to far belowdhemillion
mark, the remaining 5 to 6 million victims must be distributed among pthportedkilling

. On this see J. Gra€. MattogngConcentration Camp Majdanek: A Historical and Technical St@dy

ed., Castle Hill Publishers, Uckfield 2016.

2 E. Noltg StreitpunktePropylaen, Berlin 1993, p. 312.

" AMehr Judenmorde als bisher bekan rBtiddeut§cheZeiteng J e \
Dec. 17, 1991, p. 7; similar reports were to be found throughout the other daily media.

 R.Breitman fiHol ocaust Secrecy Né¢ewVorkAimeNogemidén20,499&G e n o c
DouglasDavidg fABr i ti sh Document s: Jefisalemh PosMap2D, 189i7.e d i n

5 Cf. the chapter by A. Neumajeand Ingrid Weckedts r e mar k a b o (225, thMsavdlumé.a s h e
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centersThe preceding table represents the distribution of victmshe officialnstitut fir
ZeitgeschichtélfZ) listedit on request in 199¢

It is interesting, first of all, that the Iffevisedthe statement of its forméead, Martin
Broszaf who had said that there were no gassings in the concentration camps of the Reich
proper?” The fact that the above list once again contains the facilities of Dachau, Sachsen-
hausen, Ravensbriidkeuengammetc./”is no doubt duetoth@ st i t ut eb6s real i
one must never partially admit a lie because that means running the risk of being exposed
totally. The figures |listed in the | ast co
with a much older publication of the I1f2.One wonders why Benz did not use mozeent
statistics provided by the same source.

It would also be interesting to see how historians might try to explain-thidi@n-plus
discrepancy between these approximately 2,700a8203,000,000 victims, most of them
6victims of ,tahdahe gvarall totallofraudghly 6 (®r even 7) million victims.

If one continues to reduce tAeschwitz death toll in accordance with the new trends to this

effect, and simultaneously increases the overall total, this means that thiengr anélion

victims that must be freshly redistributed. Beds mi nor i ncrease of t he
victims, from 700,000 to 1.2 million (B468), is not enough to solve the problem, and con-
tradicts the above statements of the selfskasiitut flir Zeitgeschicht&he remaining 3 to

4 million Jews cannot possibly be explained away as victintiSrfatzkommandexecu-

tions, starvation and disease, and the like. Such numbers of jeopiebers of a similar

magnitude as the total population of Beilido not simply vanish without a trace. It is thus

not surprisinghat Benz does not attempt to explain in his book where the missing remainder
might have perished

4.3. The Exodus the Return of Missing Persons

| MMIGRATION OF EUROPEAN JEWS BEFORE AND AFTER THE SECOND WORLD
WAR

DESTINATION BEFORHDURING WAR AFTERTHE WAR

Pakstine 293000 (1932-1944) 73,000 (1945-1948)
Israel 585000 (1948-1970)
USA™® 406000 (1933-1H43) 490,000
Latin America 180,000 (1930s) 150000
Canada, Austradi England, Suth Africa 90,000 (930s) 250000
TOTAL 969000 1,548000

Benz does not spend so much as one single paragraph on the problem of Jewisr post
emigration from Europdn fact, he does not evementionthat after the war there was a
large-scale migration especially of the European population of Jewish faith which has be-
come known as the modern Exoduibe first ten sections of his book are conspicuous in

6 Report of the Institut fiir Zeitgeschichte, May 1990. Compare these figures with the numbers published
in 2011 by the leading orthodox expert in the field as listed in Chapter 3 of Frita Bergc ont r i but i on
the present volume.
" For a critical review of the evidence for the existence and use of homicidal gas chambers in these camps
see C. Mattogndnside the Gas Chambers: The Extermination of Mainstream Holocaust
Historiography 2nd ed., Castle Hill Publishers, Uckfield 2016, Chapters 9 throughers, The
Dachau Gas Chamber: Documents, Testimonies, Material Evid€astie Hill PublisherBargoed
2022;C. Mattogno F. Janssphhe Neuengamme and Sachsenhausen Gas Chambers: With a Focus on
British Investigations for the Tesch Tri@nd ed. Castle Hill Publishers, Bargoed, 2022
® Ino Arndt, Wolfgang Scheffler i Or gani si erter Massenmord an Juden
Ver ni cht uVfg2d(R)£1876)r pp., 1GE35.
% Since the United States does not register the religious denomination of immigrants, the official
American statistics regarding the immigration of Jews are very unreliable; cf. SaFiming,
Di s s ol,apt dit.otedl8), pp. 160166. How very problematic statistics on Jews living in the
United States are, becomes apparent from a report dfatienal Observeof July 2, 1962, according
to which the number of Jews in the States was not 5 to 6 million, as officially reported, but rather 12
million i a most improbably high figure; cf. E. L. Ehrlich i Di e Juden AusrPolitkemmd Di aspo
Zeitgeschicht@8(16) (1988), pp. 2&82; Deutsche Hochschullehrer Zeitudg1962), pp. 31f.
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their lack of any mention of pestar emigration, while others (Greece and Yugoslavia)
fashion a figleaf for themselves by admitting to a few hundreds or thousands who left the
country after the wardés end.

Since Benz usually calculates the numbers of victistbe difference between prand
postwar populations, this cannot but result in a great margin of error. Sanning, on the othe
hand, presents a summary of Jewish immigration inteEumopean nations, which is re-
produced in the above table (S173e to the lack of any serious responkBese dathave
never beerchallenged

Sanning shows that in 1970 there were still some 860,000 Jews in formerly Garman
cupied Europe, excluding the Soviet Union (S174). Since the Jews of western Europe e
hibited next to no population increase after the war, then in light of theyaostmigation
(some 1.548 million, cf. above table) at least 2,408,000 Jews must have lived in the formerl
Germanoccupied norSoviet parts of Europe after the war. Sanning determines that imme-
diately after the war only 1,443,000 Jews were statistically lodatéokrmerly German
occupied nofSoviet Europe (S157), while 1.1 million were considered missing (cf. Table
p.190.

Benz arrives at 1.2 to 1.3 million statistically accourftmdJews in formerly German
occupied, nofSoviet Europe immediately after the war. The difference between this and the
2.4 million Jews which Sanning can account for, a difference of 1 to 1.2mikiws, there-
fore, emigrated after the war without registering. If one relates these unregistered emigr:
tions to the 1.1 million Jews which Sanning identifies as missing from the formerly German
occupied parts of Europe, then in view of the great flurinatin the data one cannot, ac-
cording to Sanning, make any statistically reliable observations regarding whether or ho
many Jews died from unknown causes under
reliabl ed means: <idatacangetwdleverfsévara hundaetsi obthos-
sands, any losses on this order of magnitude cannot be demonstrated with any degree
certainty. In any case, however, it indicates thatlewish population in formerly German
occupied norSoviet Europe verlikely did not suffer any losses ranging into the millions
during World War Two.

4.4. Corrections for Wolfgang Benz

BENz®s FIGURE MINUS REASON

5.3to 6 million |atleast 1 million [unregistered postar emigration

at least 1.5 milliolJews not statistically registered in the Soviet Union
at least 0.5 milliofvictims of war, partisan warfaend Soviet deportatio

0.7 million statistically inflated no. of Jews in prear Poland
at least 0.3 milliofdestruction of the Hungarian Jews refuted
53to6 MilionMi nus at Least 4 Million Y a Max

If one deducts the approximately 1 million unregistered emigrants from the 5.3 to 6 million
victims that Benz claims he found, this leaves him with 4.3 to 5 million victimsn this,

one must further deduct the difference between the Soviet Jews who appeared in Sov
statistics and the real number (some 1.5 million), the number of Jews who died in the Sovi
Union from other causes (deportation, war, partisan warfareastt3©0,000), the number

of statistically fabricated additional Polish Jews (sof8,000) as well as the number of
Hungarian Jews who probably did not succumb in their entirety (300,000), in other words
a total of roughly 4 million. This would leave Benz with a remainder of at most 1.3 to 2
million unsolved cases.

5. The Jewish World Population

Benz studiously avoids this 6hot potatobd
to trace the worldvide development of the Jewish population from before World War Two
to today. He points out, among other things, that the officiahpesHatistics do appear to
reflect losses from the Holocaust (S181). However, the Jewish world population outside th
Soviet Union increased as rapidly in the first few decades after the war as is normally see
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only in developing countries or in rural populations (S1868ihce nearly everywhere in

the world the Jews are almost completely urbanized and belong mostly to the middle and
even the upper classes, both of which factors would lead one to expect only a low rate of
natural increase, this indicatéhat something is very wrong herecom detailed demo-
graphic analyses Sanning draws those conclusions that were quoted here at the beginning,
but which we will not discuss further since there appear to be mierarguments to them
anyhow.

6. Statistical Checks

6.1. The Fate of Jewish Personalities

In the late 198QsSwedish demographer Carl O. Nordliregreated the fate of Jewry during
the Second World War by means of a statistical $funlgsed on the Jewish personalities
listed in theEncyclopaedialudaica®! Following the citeria listed below, Nordling chose
722 Jewdisted in this encyclopedia who are known by name and used to hZeHnropean
countrie§? that had come under German rule or supremacy in the course of thEhewgr
all:

T wereborn between 1860 and 1909;
T hadnot emigrated by January 1, 1938;
T werestill alive on January 1, 1939.

According to Nordlings st udy, 317 (44%) of these 722
256 (35%) were spared internment of any kind. Altogether, 95 of these Jewish personalities
died during this time (13%), of which 57 cases (8%) occurred in the eastern camps as well
as in unkiown places and under unknown circumstances. Aside dtmincasualtiess re-
sultedfrom disease, transport and starvation, therefore, these 8% must also include the vic-
tims of any deliberate mass extermination.

For the Polish Jews, the matter stands as folfSws:

Of 65 Jewish notables listed in te@cyclopsedidludaicaon January 1, 1940, 13 (20%)
emigrated, 14 (22%) survived, 38 (58%) died. Of these 38, however, 23 (60%) died, not in
the eastern camps, but in ghettos, on transports, as consequence of armed conflict or repris-
als, as well as victims of starvation andedise in western camps (Dachau, Nordeal In
only 15 cases, in other words in approximately 23% of the Polish Jewish notables, the place
of death is either unknown or located in one of the eas@mnps; and here it is again nec-
essary to consider that some of them succumbed to starvation, disease and forced transports
at the end of the war. Even among the Polish Jewish personalities, therefore, probably less
than 15% could have been victims of a typetical mass extermination. Benz, on the other
hand, assumes that approximately®so of all Polish Jews present in Poland in 1840
sometwo million, according to hini were murdered in the extermination gas chambers
(B495).

In another study, Nordlingompares his statistical findings with those of W. N. Sanning,
the figures ofvhich | reproduce in the following tahfé

The percentages determined are astonishingly similar in many respleicts jndicates
that Sanningdés findings do indeed reflect t
theEncyclopeaedidudaica.lt is also worth noting that the opportunities for emigration were

80 C.O.Nording ALOGEt abli ssement juif sous | a MmMERRace et |
(1990), pp. 56 4 ; Engl i sh: AThe Je wThsehtard ®aminatibni183BIN£H t 0 unde
JHR10(2) (1990), pp. 19209.1 am grateful to R. Faurissdar bringing these papers to my attention.

81 Encyclopeedia Judaicderusalem 1972.

82170 French, 96 Poles, 93 Germans, 85 Austrians, 64 Hungarians, 63 ltalians, 49 Dutch, 42 Czechs, 29
Rumanians, 13 Danes, 9 Yugoslavs, 9 Belgians.

8 C.O.Nordling -ficAn extermi n® | es per sRHRA@IN)p®EI0P,ui ves de
with corrections to update the above paper (86)ethe data given here were updated by C. O.

Nordling in accordance with his latest findings.

8 C.O.Nordling A Combilemoedt de | uiRHRS (1OAL) pp. 9666sENnglishmp s ?, 0

AfHow Many Jews Died in thelHEA®B)(1891), ppBBd4e nt rati on C
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Comparison of Statistical Analysis
of the Jews Living in the German Sphere of Influence
and the Corresponding Data for Identified Jewish Notables in the Same Region

Jewish Overall Population Identified Personalities
CATEGORY x1000 % | % No. CATEGORY
Present 1939 5,044 177|148 629 Presentin Jan. 1989
Emigration 193919418 -2,197 77| 48 -206 Emigration 1939194 #*
Present 1941 =2,847 100|100 =423 Present 1941

Jews registered iuschwitz (assuming 244 8.6(8.5 35 Deported toAuschwitz®
that60% of all internees were Jefis)
Mi ssing® May 04 -207 73|76 -32 Missingf May 045

Survivors ofAuschwitz =37 13|09 = Survivors ofAuschwitz
Registered in Theresienstédt 141 5.0/5.0 21 Deported to Theresienstétt
Deported from Theresienst&tit -88 3.1|1.2 -5 Deported from Theresienst&tt
Died in Theresienstaftit -33.5 1.2|1.2 -5 Died in Theresienstatt
Survivors of Theresienstadt =195 0.7]2.6 =11 Survivors of Theresienstadt
17.0 72 Disappeared in concentration camps &
deportatiof*
Disappeared, due neither to emigrat 304 10.7/]12.3 52 Disappeared, not due to death by natt
nor death by natural cau¥es causes

Survivors in all camps, April 1945 275 9.6|5.7 24 Survivorsin all camps, May 1945

fewer, or the desire to emigrate wawver, for Jewish personalities than was the case for the
average Jewish population.

But before acknowl edgi ng Saundiitiisnngcéssarysda a t
examine the fates of other Jewish population groups in the same way as that of the Je
listedin the Encyclopaediaudaicain order to eliminate the following potential distortions:

1. The criteria by which to includelewish notables in the 1972 edition of tBecy-
clopaedialudaicawill have been influenced by the fates of the Jews in question during
and after the war:

a. Some Jews may have been included drdgausehey died as a result @erman
measures of persecutidixamples: Janusz Korcz§k8791942) was included be-
cause he voluntarily went to Treblinka with a group of children; the nun Edith Stein
(1891-1942) was included because she died a martyr. If these people had survive
they might not have been included in the encyclopedia.

b. Some Jews, on the other hand, were included only because they survived the w.
andwenton to become famous afterward=r example: Pierre Mendésance
(born in 1907) was only a litdtknown Undersecretary of State before the war.

2. International connections or material advantages may have made emigration easier f
Jewish notables than for the average Jewish citidemever, this category of Jews
had largely already emigrated by the start of the war.

3. Jewish VIPs cannot change their identity, go underground, flee, or emigrate illegally
as easilyas can persons who are lessll-known.Unlike for the average citizen, there-
fore, the life and suffering of Jewish personalities is usually easier to trace.

4. It is possible that due to their greater social and political involvement Jewish notable:
were subject, especially during the war, to more restrictive measures imposed by th
German occupation powers.

6.2. The Korherr Reports

Dr. Richard Korherwas a statistician, and from | a
office. In early 1943, Himmleordered him to compile a report on the trends of European
Jewi sh population developments since the
discussions and some correspondence with Himmler, Korherr submitteghadgislong ver-

8 H. G. Adler, Theresienstadt 1941945 Mohr, Tilbingen 1955.
8 N. Masut En jude talar med HimmlgAlbert Bonniers, Stockholm 1945.



196 G. RUDOLF - HOLOCAUSTVICTIMS. A STATISTICALANALYSIS

sion for Himmler (Nuremberg Document N&194), and a 6%%age short version meant for
Hitler (NO-5193).

These two reports are seen by the orthodoxy as a smoking gun for the Holocaust. They
claim that these documents prove that some two million Jews had been murdered as of early
1943. The subsequent discussion will focus on the long version.

The data used by Korheiw compile these statistics were provided to him by various SS

of fices. For instance, the number of Jews |
through the camps in the General Government
the nunber given by SS official Hans Hoéfle a radio message sent in early 1943 to the SS
headquartert¥ H° f | e | i sted this number asZugangi)t al
of all the camps located in that area: Belzec, Lublin (meavimjganek), Sobibér and Tre-

had the inmates arrive
g that these camps

ed the term Aspeci

edtKerhesr notto userthatexpres-

a

blinka. Whil e H°fl e

t hr o udgrbhgesghléust) , suggest.i
An earlier draft of Korheds r eport u

( Sonderbbandlung der Judan) . I n a lasl

sion anywhere, and to headline Point 4 of p
Eastern province@NOb®W7)t he Russian East. o0

Korhebs report also has 145,302 Jews fApassed
(ibid.) . However, there was only one camp in tF

I
mum number of Jews deported to that camp. While the orthodoxy claims that they were all
killed there in gas vans, Korherrds report

The orthodoxy claims that the original term used (special treatment) was a euphemism for
murder (through gassing). However, the largest of all claimed-masger centers Ausch
witz T is not included in that number. Most Jews deportedugctwitz are instead listed in
the next entry of that I i st (AEvacuations
which evidently never had the term fispeci al
of any changes. Therefore, if special treatmegdumi nurder, then Jews evacuatedhtasch
witz were not murdered according to the Korheeport.

We know from numerou8uschwitz documentshoweverthat the evacuation of Jews to
and throughAusclwitzwas i ndeed | abeled fAspecial treat
to murder, but to the special treatment Jews were getting in comparison to all other groups
of people who were arrested, incarcerated and/or deported by the Third Reich. Everyone
else hado have committed or be suspected of having commitiedome infraction to get
arrested. The Jews, however, got arrested and deported simply hbegusere Jews. That
was their special treatmefit.

On the other hand, Héfles r adi o message proves that the
ment 0 i n MdjdanekeCdmpt Iintkis case, the rich extant documentation allows us
to ascertain that Jews sent to this camp were not murderedheeen ¢ e , Afspeci al
ment 0o did not me &ither Byuanalogyr it maynnotthévé meart mwsder
for Jews sent to the other three camps either (Belzec, Sobib6r, Treblinka).

Furthermore, the report lists a little over 1.6 million Jews who are said to have been evac-
uated or transported from Germany, the Protectorate (occupied Czechia) and the eastern
provinces to fithe East 0 or-octupied Séviterrgosigs,an Ea s
p . 9, Points 2 and 4.). It then states that
the decreaseo (p. 15), although mere transf
ing, did not remove them from Europe, which is wihi teport was all about. However, if
they had been Kkilled in the East, they would not just count as decreases, but be irreversible
population declines.

87 Seel. Graf T. Kues C. Mattogng Sobibor: Holocaust Propaganda and Real@yd ed., Castle Hill
Publishers, Uckfield, 2020, pp. 197f.

8 SeeC. Mattogng Healthcare in Auschwitz: Medical Care and Special Treatment of Registered Inmates
Castle Hill Publishers, Uckfield, 201&lem Special Treatment iAuschwitz: Origin and Meaning of a
Term 2nd ed.jbid.

8 Seel. Graf C. MattogngConcentration Camp MajdaneR Historical and Technical Studgrd ed.,
ibid., 2016
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Hence, in this regard as well, Korhéelievedi or wrote as if he believed that mass
relocations to Russia happened, and that these relocated Jews were very much alive ¢
kicking. Not a single word, expression or inkling in this document indicates that mass mur
der was being perpetratedadgst the Jews.

The orthodoxy insists that all this is a game of smoke and mirrors, where euphemisms a
used to hide the ugly truth of genocide. The problem is that this report was not meant to t
published or spread. It was for Himmdes and s Hewykeer onl y. So w
misms and code language intepe cr et documents to be seel
ers? Who was Korheaor Himmler trying to dupe?

6.3. Compensation

A common question is whether the number of Jewish applications for compensation fror
Germanymightreveal how many Jews survived the Third Refitbnwever any such attempt
runs into insurmountable problenfdthough he German Federal Ministry of Finance does
provide detailed information about compensation payments made to persons persecuted
the Third Reichit cannot serve to determitlee number of Jewish individuals receiving
such payments

As of July 1, 1979, approximately 4.3 million individual applications for compensation
had been filed; 13 years latéie Ministry cites some 4.4 million individual applicatidfs.
For several reasons, however, this number is difficult to interpret. For one thing, the Ministn
does not register the faith group of the applicants, so that there is no way of telling hoy
many Jews are included in the total. Second, approximately hafpgleEationswere re-
jected but no reasons for the individual decisions are given; perhaps the applicant had nev
actually been in the German sphere of influence, or perhaps he had not suffered any los:
despite his/her alleged Jewislentity. Therejectionscan thus also not be interpreted. Third,
themi ni stryds statistics reflect the numb
Since each kind of compensation (damage to life, health, property, fortune, professional a
vancement, etc.) must be applied for separately, any one applicant may lidrguweeap-
plied several times. On the other hand, many applications were made collectively by groug
of persons, so that the statistics reflect entire families or even larger groups with one sing
application. One must also consider thattil the collapse of the Soviet Union in 1991, Jews
from that countrycould not collect any compensation and are thus not included in the fig-
ure® And finally, an American newspaper reported that only one in two Holocaust survivors
receives compensation payments from Gernfahus, at the present time, the statistics
available regarding applications for compensation do not lend themselves to answering d
mographic questions.

6.4. Holocaust Survivors

According to information from the Israbhsed official organizatioAmcha which devotes

all its activities to taking care of Holocaust survivors, 834,000 to 960,000 Holocaust survi-
vors were still alive in the summer of 1997. The same organization defiHetoeaust
survivoras

fany Jew who | ived i n a iarderNdzirrggimg unddr h e
Nazi occupationj under regime of Nazi collaborators as well as any Jew who fled due
to the above reyime or occupation.od

% J. Fisch ReparationenC. H. Beck, Munich 1992; E. RumpWViedergutmachung<ultur- und
Zeitgeschichté Archiv der Zeit, Rosenheim n.d. [1992]; cf. M. WehgrWe st Ger many s |
Payoff to | sr adHR8@)(1988Wapr24250.J e wr y, 0

1 This topic was raised between International Jewish Organizations and Germany onkiBoidf.
The American Jewish Committee, fAHolocaust sur
Ger man Government, 0 Open L egndadbyr83 $epatosigmeYorkGe r ma n
Times August 17, 1997; Erik Kirschbaym fiJewi sh | eader wur gesRdternn t
Bonn, August 19, 1997, AJewi sh ReuterBgnn, Avgyst4,t s
1997, AJewi sh group to i s ReuerNew Yotk, Septemienll7,d992a u s t

2 The Atlanta Journal and Constitutip@eorgia, March 31, 1985, pp. AL4ff.

% Adina Mishkoff, Administrative AssistarAmcha Jerusalem, #nail <adina@amcha.org> from Wed,

\
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Jewish Holocaust SurvivorsAccording to Amchg Dr a wi n g o nDeddda mh

German surviving rates [%)] living Holocaust survivors 194%

o A o .

Age 194_5_fro|rr 199_7_fro|rr 1997 from Age dlstrlttz)uzggsgcgaordlng dlst\clbiut\l/or:){?lgs;/:£rss%n-

1945 original | original | survivors . . . ;
sum [%] | sum [%] | 1045 [ | *°7 | (4 8%3?07(50 9%;3?0760 [%] 8]:;?1?()760 9%5?)?0760
04 895 720 804 5256 | 50| 217231 2500500 24| 83003 95543
59 885 665 751 5761 | 59| 256332 295059 34| 117588 135353
1014 875 580 66.3 62-66 59| 256332 295059 55| 190216/ 218954
1519 860 455 529 6771 | 57| 247643 285057| 110| 380432 437907
2024 830 305 36.7 72-76 6.3| 273711 315063 150| 518771 597146
2529 780 155 199 77-81 | 43| 186818 215043 167| 577565 664823
3034 730 55 75 8286 | 6.7| 291089 335067| 150| 518771 597146
3539 660 1.0 15 87-91 7.7 334535 385077| 120| 415017 477717
4044 610 0.2 0.2 9296 | 83| 360603 415083 80| 276678 318478
4549 540 00 00 97-101| 88| 382326 440087| 50| 172924 199049
5054 475 0.0 00 102106/ 81| 351914 405081 30| 103754 119429
5559 405 00 00 |107111] 75| 325846 375075 20| 69169 79619
6064 330 0.0 00 |112116| 66| 286745 330066/ 05| 17292 19905
6569 245 0.0 00 |117121] 6.1| 265021 305061 05| 17292 19905
7074 150 00 00 122126/ 38| 165095 190038 0.0 0 0
>75 5.0 0.0 00 |127131] 33| 143372 165033 0.0 0 0
Totals: |1000| 4,344614] 5000994{1000| 3458472 3,980975

According to a letter from the German section of this organization, rodighdfall Holo-
caust survivors are sval | ed fAchibwhdemsarf@chiokd survivors
Holocaust survivorén questionwere not older than 16 years at the end of the’war.

If the average life expectancy of all age groups of these survivors as well as the statistical
distribution of the Jews over these age groups in 1945 were known, it would be possible to
calculate approximately how many Holocaust survivors were still &alii945,i.e., after
the war endedJnfortunatelywe do not have such data, but we can on the one hand estimate
this age distribution by extrapolating it from the known statistical distribution of the Jews of
the 1920sand 1938%¢c or r ect ed by Amc h d:@dchifismvivegire nt a b
1997.0n the othehand,we can draw on the lifexpectancy statistics of another people
whose fate from 1945 onwards was at least similar to that of the surviving European Jews
of that time.

Since the German people as a whole experienced terrible living conditions from 1941 to
1948, it seems appropriate wsetheir mortality statistic€® For our calculations we have
assumed two different age distributions in 1945: the first as given in the Atlas §taned,
the other based on the assumption thaif all survivors in 1997 must have been between
0 and 15 years of adge 1945 The rest of the calculations simply draw on the German
fideath tables 0

Aug. 13, 1997, 16:17:20 CDT, to multiple recipients of lisHOLOCAUST <HHOLOCAUST@H
NET.MSU.EDU>; E. SpanicH. Factoy V. Struminsky A Number of Living Hol ocau
cha Press Release, PO Box 29391029 Jerusalem, July 27, 1997.

% AmchaGermany, letter from Aug. 22, 1996, to all Germany mayors in order to raise furtiadoa
facsimile inVffG, 1(2), (1997), p. 70.

% Letter of A. Mishkoff Amcha IsraglJerusalem, May 17, 1998, in which thg?/s-distribution is con-
firmed.

% Equationused. di st ri b @t9i9&n [f%Jo)w Bur vi vors 1945)L(distribet
for 0-4 years in 1945%.g: distribution[%] forAtlas= 5 . (Q1%97 frdfn(survivors 1945)-(distribu-
tion[%])) =19.2 {.e.: 19.2% of all survivors of 1945 still alive in 199®;( sur vi vors 1997) =
result: 217,231 for agesDin 1945; total survivors in 1948;344,614

97 Surviving rates 1997 divided by those of 1945. Only one decimal digit given.

% E. Friesel Atlas of Modern Jewish Histor{Dxford Univ.Press, Oxford 1990.

% Cf,e.g, t he ¢ D &terbetafelhfar Geérreansiin Léxikon Institut Bertelsmann (etth sag dir
alles Bertelsmann, Gutersloh 1968.

100 For more details on this see my article, r@eSince we divided our age distribution list inty&ar
brackets, we coul-ayedaiibyears.JHus, thd reat nembars villdé a bit Idvder
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The results as shown in the following table may change if we get better data about th
death rates of the Jewish survivors and about their age distribution then and todzgy- But
tainly, our results arat leastlikely to approximatereality. If one assumes a mesevere
fate for the average Holocaust survivor than for the average Gérmiaich most scientists
tend to dd' then this would result in an ewvdrigher number of survivors in 1945.

The number of Holocaust victims would be the difference between our calculated numbe
of survivors, and the number of Jews who were alive in Europe pridationalSccialist
persecution. The i nfl ati on aAnyxhadaevevernmakes o n
our task difficult. Given this definition, it is for example not clear how one should handle
the hundreds of thousands of Jews who were deported to Sovieladlaveamps by Stalin
or who fled voluntarily with the Red Army to the East right at the beginning of the German
Sovietwar 10

According to Sanning, and corresponding to the findings of other statistical studies, in th
late 1920s and early 1930s there were roughly 6.1 million Jews in those European countrie
excluding the Soviet Union, which later came underdtwetrol of National Socialism??
Undoubtedly some 3 million Jews lived in the pvar Soviet Union, of wbm at least one
million lived in areas that were never occupied by Gerfoaces Thus, in the late 1920s
and early 193Q0some 8.1 million Jews lived in what was to become the German sphere of

influence. According to our calculatidns
and 3.1 to 4.64 million did not.
The word OHolocausté is placed in quota

only victims of arbitrary killings by th&lationatSocialistregime (which is a morspecfic
definition of the term O6Holocaust victin
of Stalinist mass deportations, Stalinist skat@or camps, victims of regular combat (as
soldier, labofforce or airraid victims) as well as irregular combat (part®awictims of
nonGerman pogroms, natural excess of deaths over births, etc. All these reasons, whi
certainly did reduce the numbers of Jews compared to the time phtatitmatSocialist

rule, may add up to more than one or even two mifitéit€Consequently, the number of
possible real Holocaust victinisaccording to official data provided by Israiels probably

less than 3 or even 2 million Jevilshis admission is fair enough to start with.

However, one should be aware that even the published number of Holocaust survivors
a figure likely to be manipulated due to its financial implications for Jewish organizations
who are permanently claiming compensati¥ighus, it was not very surprising that R.
Bloch, Jewish head of the Swiss Holocaust fund, the task of whashthe collection of
money for Jewish Holocaust survivors, announced in early 1998 thatitberenore than
1,000,000 Holocaust survivors still alive at that tiffeThree yeardater, the numbenof
Holocaust survivors was gged at1,092,000i if we are to believe the Israeli professor
Sergio DellaPergol¥#® There appears to bdimitless] e wi sh resurrecti o

7. Conclusions

In its analysis of the central and weste
somewhat shaky foundation. Benz has the better material in this instance. Neither of the tv

than those given-1i5n ytelae st a Wee @s dmedw fcomr®ct 1t
figures were calculated is not very reliable anyway, as Prof. Alan Glicksesponsible for comimg
the data for the USA, stated in in ameail message to me. This is just in order to give us a clue.

101 Cf, W.N. SanningDi e Au f,lop. ctnotels), pp. 53136.

102 |pid., p. 243; the value for Germany has to be increased to 539,000, and the Jews of the Baltics must b
added to the value for occupied Europe.

103 See Norman G. Finkelsteilihe Holocaust Industry: Reflections on the Exploitation of Jewish Suffering
Verso, London/New York 2000.

104 Handelszeitung Swi t zer |l and), February 4, 1998. Even t
that there were still nearly one million living survivors, see Norman Finkelsteii How t he Ar a
War of 1967 gave bi rlordontRevievaof Boekdaouary @& 2000. roweuhsst r y
information to David Irving

105 Sergio DellaPergola i Revi ew of relevant demographic infc
sity, Jerusalem 2003, p. ww.claimscon.org/forms/allocatiori®éview_Della%20Per-
gola%20ICHEIC_.pdf



http://www.claimscon.org/forms/allocations/Review_Della%20Pergola%20ICHEIC_.pdf
http://www.claimscon.org/forms/allocations/Review_Della%20Pergola%20ICHEIC_.pdf
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works addresses the problem of 6de facto Je
authors deals with the problem as far as he sees fit, Sanning touches on this matter only
marginally.

But it is the analyses of the nations Poland, the Soviet Union and Hungary, as well as the
issue of postvar emigration, that are of vital significance to a determination of the number
of Holocaustvictimsl n t hi s respect, Benzds work fails

I'n order to assess the twleokalbhkightoftheddrsd s t a
represents the number of Jews prior to World War Two in the area that later came under
German dominion. Roughly speaking, Benz determines his number of Holocaust victims by
subtractingfrom the initial prewar populationthe number oflews still in each affected
country after the war, plus those wheaseigrationwas registereduring and after the war.

He blames on the Germans Jewish victims of Soviet deportation and imprisonment no less
than the victims of pogroms that took place neither with the participation nor even with the
tacit approval oferman forcesas well as the victims of Allied bombings, the casualties of
the LaborServices the Jewish soldiers who fell in the ranks of the Soviet armies, and the
casualties from partisan warfare. Since none of these victims lost their lives due to deliberate
or negligent illegal measures or actions by ti@&rmans, this method of maximizing the
number of victims can only be called dishonest. Sanning rightly excludes these victims from
his analysis, of course with the exception of the regular partisan victims, whose numbers are
difficult to estimate and whicimust not be lumped together with any victims of potential
irregular executions.

Benz also all but ignores actual or apparent losses throughititery means such as
natural excesses of deaths over births, religious conversions, unregistered emigration during
and especially after the war, as well as Jews not statistically recordadretoday. In par-
ticular, Benz fails to make any mention of the partly uncontrolled and unregisteresigrost
mass emigration that has become known as t
acknowledged today, that Soviet statistics reflect onhaetibn of the Jews actually living
in the Soviet Union; and of the fact that the Polish Jews also suffered great population de-
creases in the intavar period due to emigratioayeraging of the populatioand the excess
of deaths over births.

Benz emphasizes that where the Soviet evacuations, the Jewish population trends in Po-
land, and the Polish flight migrations are concerned, there are no definite figures, and one
must rely on estimates alone. He arrives at his estimates in the spaceydeansentences,

BENZ | SANNING

Death due to Soviet deportation and imprisonment
Death due to pogroms by non-Germans, without German collabo-
ration or sanction
Death due to effects of war (labor service, bombing victims)
L Death as soldier
V|;:t|rr]ns Death as partisan (battle or execution)
H ; oct:ai st Nat.ur.al excess of .deaths over bhirths
Religious conversions
Unregistered emigration during and after the war
Jews not statistically registered or identified as Jews today
Unsolved cases, mostly drettosand b
camps
as for . . . .
. Registered emigration during and after the war
Sanning

as for Jews remaining toda
Sanning 9 Y

Chartl:Schematic representation of W Benzd
determining the number of Holocaust victims. The size of the individual bars does not reflect
the number of cases.
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without any sort of logical line of reasoniig evi- DOCUMENTED DEATHS IN
dence Even though he admits that these issues are3ERMAN CONCENTRATION CAMPS
dire need of further research, he avoids any such en- as of Jan. 1, 1993
deavor. Total 296,081
Instead, the book unleashes a prodigious verflschwitz 60,05€
deluge in order to rehash early Jewish history and BgrgenBelsen 6,853
history of elJawshmeasures, SoMegfheqwaid i 20,687
thing which countless other authors have alreaght hay 18,45€

done (some of them much better) and which CO"“iProssenbUrg 18334

utesnot hing to sol vappomtedtdy &g g thorso5q8 f
task. i

Recent findings, such as the evidence which ‘,\Rﬁiﬁigizen 7222%
photos can provide regarding the alleged extermirg: Lot
tion of the Hungarian Jews, are also studiously iyuLc AU 7,468
nored. And what is worse: where the alleged metH2ZWeiler 4,431
ods of killing are concerned, Benz regurgitates olféuéngamme 5,785
oft-refuted claims and ignores the fact that enginedfgvensbrick 3,639
and scientists are the sole experts in this field. —.Sachsenhausen 5,014

Also, Benz and his eauthors quote Stalinist andStutthof 12,634
Communist sources with not so much as half Tderesienstadt 29,37¢
thought to critical assessmergven when these Other camps 4,704

sources clearly go back to show trials, and blithely
adopt Stalinist terminology in their arguments, showing themselves in a dubious and unsc
entific light in the process.

And finally, fourteen of the supposedly best subject historians in the ‘ifonldre evi-
dentlyincapable otollectively ensuring uniform treatment of natior@rdersin the indi-
vidual chapters. An eye to this would have avoided counting half a million victims twice in
the overall total.

Thus,the judgment they thought to pronounce on another scholar ultimately reflects or
themselves:

fi[ € &lmost all other studies of the Holocaust give the impression that the number o
victims could bg € Hetermined directly from the retrospective number of [counted]
J e w 6B408)

il é The authofin this case, Benet al] distinguishes himself through his methodolog-
ically unsound handling of the statistical material as well as through daring and demon-
strably erroneous r éB558daothate96a nd concl us

Like Benz, Sanning commits the error of placing too much faith in those statistics which ar
available In actual fact, theariancesn the data preclude any definitive answer to the ques-
tion of how many hundreds of thousands of Jews lost their lives in the German sphere «
influence. These figures are lost in teriancescharacterizing the statistical material. To
date, only those figures provided by the International Committee of the Red Cross can
regarded as certain. TolkenkekpS RaCkiosall Sfigialgdoa |
umented deaths in German concentration camps of the Third Reich. A summary from Jan
ary 1, 1993 documents 296,081 deatltee distribution of these deaths among the individual
camps is shown imy lasttable.

Jews probably constitute about half of the total. One must keep in mind, howeviisthat
list is not complete The camps Chelmno, Belzec, Sobibor and Treblinka are missing from
the table, as athose who dieih the ghettosind during executions in the Ea&nd finally,
one must remember that according to gaeschwitz Death Booksapproximately 66,000
people died iMuschwitz by late 1943 alon¥; and that the Americans mentioned 25,000

16 Aside from the contributors to his volume, Benz also thanks Professors Yisrael GOtteaD. Kulka
Yehuda BauerChristopher BrowningCzeslaw MadajczykHelmut KrausnickH. D. Loock Randolph
L. Brahamand Wolfgang Schefflep. 20.

107 Cf. Staatliches Museum Ausefiz-Birkenau (ed.)Die Sterbebiicher von Ausehiz, Saur, Munich
1995; for the entire t i estmatedthettotakat acensopablé®13®OPA: s t ¢
cit. (note43), pp. 144ff.
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dead in the DachaDoncentration Camguring the war A realistic estimate of the actual
number of victims, therefore, may be twice as high as the total of victims registered by name
in the records at Arolsen. The number of victims registered by name is now said to be about
450,000t Doubtless the greater part of these are Jews, but exact figures are as yet un-
known.

Even from this perspective, death clearly took a heavy toll.

108 prosecution Exhibit no. 35, National Archives USA, May 13, 1945, ref. b1 T4, roll 4, frame 54; cf.
G. Rudolf Lectures on the Holocaugtth ed., Castle Hill Publishers, Uckfield 28 p. 53. For death
toll statistics on other camps, se&jafb s cont ri bution in this vol ume.
109 without specifying the exact source, W. Sof¢Rye Ordnung des Terrors: Das Konzentrationslager
Fischer, Frankfurt 1993, p. 331, footnote 37) quotes the Red Cross regarding 450,000 victims registered
by name.
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The Gas VansA Critical Assessment of the Evidence
INGRIDWECKERT

1. The Problem, and the State of Subject Research

Among the accusations that are brought agailsgionalSocialistGermany we also find
the claim that in 1941 and 1942-scal | ed 6gas vansd were us
into them. This was allegedly done by channeling the exhaust gas into the hermeticall
sealed body of the vans.G a s , ibisctaimed, were used, on the one hand, in euthanasia
institutions (homes for mental patients) and, on the other, Wyittsatzkommanddsehind
the Russian fronin Serba, and particularly in the KulmhéChelmno Camp

060Gas vansd are mentioned in numerous pu
existence is never examined critically or even questionedstlite of subject research was
outlined by Mathias Bedén 1987% and as a rehash again in 2611shall refer tathe 1987
summary on occasion. Unfortunately, space limitations preclude an analysis of the gener
thesis;l mustlimit myself to touching on those points which, iy view, require closer
examination in the present context, which has as its purpose the critical assessment of t
evidence in the.dssue of the O6gas vans

There is no document to indicate that ¢
Third Reich. The term dates from paghr times. The documents advanced as evidence for
the O0gas v aSederwagenndSondenfakrzeugéidSpezialwagen(6 Sp e c i
VehiXxolr&Wegen bt was the term 6Special Vehi
historians to speculate that this must have been a special kind of vehicle, one whose natt
was probably kept secret. Baerites3

fiThe connection with the code word Sonderbehand]special treatmentli.e., killing

[ é Is obviousd
However, it is obvious only to those who
basis of the belief that unpopular persons, especially Jews, were muederebsén the
Third Reich.In this way, the fact that is supposed to be proven is already taken for grante
beforehand, and presentedadactual argument. In fact, the Germéfehrmachthad hun-
drecsofd i f f e r e nS3onderKraftthtsrzeumé (Spécial Motor Vehiclgs which were
k n o wnSd.Kfg 10 i ShKfzR25® and e VEverydehicte that required special-
ized equipment for any p urbpesedneludedafsrexampleS p
theheawwygoods vehi cl dMautigrgp Milekvehzlesrwhoaesreafiwheelere
trackedi half-trackg, tractor vehicles for cannons and aaitcraft guns, but also gate-
tecting and decontamination vehicles for units that were specialized on gas warfare b
which, fortunately, were never needed sincewas notusedin combatduring the Second
World War. Their production and outfittingvereno more secret than that of oth&fkehr-
machtvehicles. To automaticallycoenct t he term &é6Speci al Mo f
of Jews revealsithergross ignorance of the faats intent to misleathe uninformed

There was al s @Waghrne(S\WblkickcBeerpeéli oav éisS0Ot wats
fithe abbreviation of spezial or sondere(, specialp.4 0 3 ) , but thi 8 i s
st oo dBchehdypd fiand referred® to the type of d

1 M.Beer fiDie EntwickIlung der GaéfZBa(g)¢€la87)pppdodal7Mor d

2 M.Beer fiGaswagen. Von der Eut han aBetrand Rerreus. pleue o z i
Studien zu nationalsozialistischen Massent6tungen durch Giftgas: Historische Bedeutung, technische
Entwicklung, revisionistische Leugnyrdetropol, Berlin, 2011, pp. 15864.

8 Beer op. cit.(notel), p.403, notes.

4 Cf. W. Oswald Kraftfahrzeuge und Panzer der Reichswehr, Wehrmacht und Bundestahrouch,
Stuttgart 1990, p435; W.J.K. DaviesGerman Army Handboglrco Publishing, New York 1973; cf.
R. Frank Lastkraftwagen der WehrmagchodzurPallas, Friedberg 1992.

5 W. Oswald op. cit.(note4), p.177; cf. W.J. SpielbergeBpezialPanzerFahrzeuge des deutschen Hee-
res Motorbuch, Stuttgart 1977, pp. 153ie Halbkettenfahrzeuge des deutschen Heémd ed. jbid.,
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fiThe standard vehicle types were known dgp8s, whereas the-tfpes had atwheel
drive, while being identical in every other respgect

Therefore the 6S6 is also no identifier of
Two documents from the time of the Third Reich are generally cited in support of the
6gawmand theory: one of them is a letter dat ¢

ment PS501 at the Nuremberg Trial (International Military Tribunal, IMT), and the other
is a file from the Federal Archives at Koblenz, number&@mR71i anote from the RSHA
(Reichssicherheitshauptanthe Reich Security Main Office) dated June 5, 1942,

Aside from these documentbere arebasicallyonly statements of defendants and wit-
nesses in trials due MationalSocialistc r i mes who c¢cl aim they saw ¢
vans @s well as comments made in indictments and verdicts.

To quote Mathias Be#

fiHowever, it is not acceptable for an historian to make use of court verdicts without ex-
amining them critically, since the justice system and the science of history are guided by
different objectives. For an historian, eyewitness testimony is of forermgosicsince be-

cause it helps to fill gaps in other sources. But due to its special nature, eyewitness testi-
mony can be accorded a status equal to that of documents, and can be profitably exploited
in historical research, only if certain principles are obgsd. The fundamental prerequi-

site is to establish, whenever and wherever possible, the connection between testimony
and documents which have been critically substantiated as to their sburce.

In other words: witness statements ought to be corroborated by documents that have stood
up to critical examination. This applies particularly to eyewitness testimony whose content

is already questionable because it contradicts other eyewitness testifneqyab value.

And we shall see that what we are in fact
exclusively such questionable witness statements.

To date, no vehicle which clearly could have served@dg as vané has ever
Allegations that the Polish town Konin near the former Chel@ampuses such a gas van
asamemoridiwer e refuted by®Omhe hteowmndhoo fofsi ¢ inajlus
leged photos of such vehicles, both the Yad Vashem Museum in Jerusalem Aodcthe
witz Museum inAuschwitz, Poland, sent the author a copy of the same photograph of un-
known origin, showing the front view of a damaged hegogds vehicle of the type Magi-
rus-Deutz with novisible indication that it was modified and subsequently used for sinister
purpose$.Aside from this, a Magiru®eutz lorry was never claimed to have served as a
homicidal gas van. Since the license plate was removed from the van, it is not even certain
whether this vehicle was really used by German authorities. The Yad Vashem Institute re-
sponded to an inquiry by stating that no ot
if the author were aware of any other, the Institute would appreciate receiffifipé truck
had in fact been examined by a Polish commission of inquiry on suspicion that it might have
been &igas vam but it turned out thhavebesna simplemovingvan!

1984, pp. 170f. (explanation of abbreviations).

6 M. Beer, op. cit.(notel), p.404.

7 Letter of M. Beetto P. Marais November 20, 1987, facsimile in P. Maraies camions a gaz en ques-
tion, Polemiques, Paris 1994, pp. 294f.

8 Letter of the municipal administration to P. Maraitay 24, 1988, facsimile in P. Maraibid., p. 296.

® Reproduced in G. Flemingiitler and the Final SolutionUniversity of California Press, Berkeley 1984,
Plate 7, after p. 92.

10" The letters of Yad Vashem are reproduced as facsimiles in P. Maragt. (note7), pp. 209f. The
German magazinBer Spiegetepeatedly published a rear view of a completely unsuspicious Red Cross
lorry, claiming withoga$ ypelbiofl ¢edatNohi 4, wald aamfNsg
16 May 1966, p. 60; No. 14, 27 March 1967, p. 36; No. 51, 16 December 1988Nn.48, 2 May
1988, p. 104). It turned out that this was a still from a Polish\waspropaganda movie! See S. Alva-
rez, iGas Van Film and PHitgs#/andolkaora/lib@ry/docuhent3R7iglen? 5, 2014
The Gas VansA Critical Investigation 2nd ed.Castle Hill Publishers, Uckfield023, pp. 3739.

11 Jerzy Halbersztaghttp://dss.ucsd.edu/~Izamosc/chelm00 hitstrated:
www.deathcamps.org/gas_chambers/gas_chambers vans_gbdtimalen 1996 and 2014alberszt-
adtwas head of the Museum of the History of Polish Jews.



https://codoh.com/library/document/3276/
http://dss.ucsd.edu/~lzamosc/chelm00.htm
http://www.deathcamps.org/gas_chambers/gas_chambers_vans_de.html
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2. Origin¥aaoab RkRepo0ob6Gas

2. 1. OMurder Vansod6 in the Sovi et
Beeradvances the following theoty:

iThe term 6gas vansd refers to a specia
hicle on whose chassis an airtight body had been mounted in which people were killed &
means of the introduction of exhaust gas.

This claimis open to dispute. Gas vans,
the Third Reich ®he Soviet dissident Pjotr Grigorenkop e a ks of &édeat h
oirs. He recounts what a former friend, Vasili lvanovich Tesslal told him. In the late
1930s, this Vasili Ivanovichad been an inmate in the prison of Omsk, and from his cell he
observed how a Soviet prison transport, &*s® | | e d i B ldewe knto Bha prison
yard. A group of prisoners had to get in and the truck left, to return about a quarter of ar
hour later.Then we read therg:

fiThe wardens opened the door: black clouds of smoke rushed out, and dead bodies tc
pled onto the ground one on top of the otber.

Thedocumental/alue of this hearsay story may not be very gireaten though Nolteates

i t teatisnony HThe claim itself, however, recently received some astonishing corrobo-
ration!® In spring 1993, a foupart television series dealing with the Soviet Union was
broadcast in the United Statdsh e t i Mdnster: ¥ Bostraifiof Stalin in Bloodh the
second part of this ser.i deformerKBR offitet Aded- fi ¢
ander Milkailov was quoted as saying that gas vans, or trucks, had already been invente
before the war, in Moscow, by one Isai Davidovich Berg had been used by tHKVD .16

This was later confirmed by Russian researcher Michael Voslemngiy wrote, based on

his investigations of released NKVD filés:

filn theUSSRa truck was constructeevhose exhaust gases were piped into the enclosed
coachwork boxThe inventor was a certaBerg, head of the economic department of the
NKVD for Moscow and the area aroundlloscow. Long before the war in 19367 one
began to use.0Bergbs invention

Hencet h e ¢ gwaese aB@ietsndention, not a German omkis fits in with the fact
that the Soviets were the first to ewer
The first trial in which 6murder vansb®o
17, 1943 in Krasnodar, USSR. From July 15 to 19, the newsPapedabrought a trial
report which was later published in English translatiolfees Trial Eleven Ukrainians had
been charged with treason for their activities assigBiagnan forcesEight of them were
sentenced to deagtthree received twenty years each in a penal camp.
As usual in those days in the Soviet Union,dbéendantgonfirmed everything that they
were supposed toamong other things, that ti®nderkommandbla ofEinsatgruppeD,
led by SSSturmbannfiihreKurt Christmannhad been killing Soviet prisoners with Diesel

12 M. Beer, op. cit.(notel), p.403.

13 P. GrigorenkpErinnerungenBertelsmann, Munich 1981, pp75f.; cf. U. Walendy fiDas verbr
i sche SligterischenTateacheNo. 48, Verlag fiir Volkstum und Zeitgeschichtsforschung, Vlo-
tho 1991, pp. 35f.; this source also contains the complete quotatiother interesting report about
mass killings by means of gas by the Soviets prior to WWII was published by W. Bobrgvjow
RjasanzweDas Geheimlabor des KGBdition g, Berlin 1993pp. 43, 171; | owe thanks to Gerd Sel-
bachfor the latter information; W. Strau¢si For t schr ei t en des R®aafis-si oni
briefe8(9) (1997), pp. 10, here p. 19) reported about a Russian publication describing among other
outrageous cruelties Soviet experimental gas chambers where prisoners of the GULag were killed:
Dantschik BaldajewaGULag ZeichnungerZweitausendeins, Frankfurt 1993.

14 E. Nolte StreitpunktePropylaen, Berlin 1993, p. 476, note 31.

15 For the following information | wish to thank Fritz Bepe American contributor to this volume. | also
wish to take this opportunity to thank him for the provision of numerous documents which he tracked
down for me or to which he, being American, had easier access than we Germans do.

16 http://youtu.be/itPPRxy AQ4he relevant scene starts at 3 min. 21 sec

17 Michael S. VoslenskyDas Geheime wird offenbar: Moskauer Archive erzahlemgen Miiller, Mu-
nich 1995, pp. 28f.
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exhaust in dédmurder v&Sosedwitsessescenfirhed the fsadf | o f
6murder vansod t o eibid,pp.4ff.a The claimhaetherheart of allltHey i | |
testimony was that the highly toxeselexhausgas had caused the death of those locked

into the vans. Since this claim cannot be true (for the nontoxic nature of Diesel exhaust, see

the contributionby Fritz Berg this volume), it is only reasonable to question the credibility

of the rest of the witness statements as well.

One month later, on August 14, 1943, the Soviet Embassy in Washington published a
brochure titledfiOn Crimes Committed by the Germkascist Occupation Troops in the
Stavropol Area® The contents are crass a@erman atrocity propaganda. Among other
things, the testimony of a German prisenéwar named Fenichés quoted, confirming
the evidence of O6édmurder vansd and describi
mation about Fenichélimselfnor about the circumstances under which his testimony was
given. One can therefore accord these claims no factual value whatsoever. They were, how-
ever, presented at the Nuremberg Tritels as
mass extermination of people in gas vans was ascertained without reasonabléédoubt
this instance, the name of the German prisafeava r wa s K M.Fenchelds A

Another trial took place in the Soviet Union, this time&atarkoy, from December 15 to
17, 1943. Thalefendantsvere three German prisones&war and one Ukrainian laborer
who had served as driver with tls®nderkommandat Kharkov. All four of them were
sentenced to death by hanging, and the sentence was carried out on December 18, 1943. The
Englishlanguagetrial report appeared in the voluffieh e Pe o p | .2 DBusingtie r di ct
trial as well, the allegation came up that German forcebad used heavy Diesel vehicles
to murder the Soviet population. And again, tlefendantsonfirmed all the crimes they
were charged with.

In hzlg, bookDer Yogi und der Kommissathe Russiaidewish author Arthur Koestler
wrote:

fiThe method of gross oversimplification in Soviet domestic propaganda resulted in the
tradition that adefendanin a political trial had to admit his alleged crimes freely and
voluntarily, and once this tradition had become established there was no going back.
Hence the strange phenomenon in the ¥M&kovtrial of German war criminals, where
the accused German officers were made to behave like characters out of a story by Dos-
toyevsky[ € To a foreign observer, theharkovTrial (which was filmed, andcseened
publicly in London) seemed as surreal as the show trials of Moscow, sirdefémelants
gave their statements in pompous phraseology they had obviously memorized, and some-
times digressed into the wrong role, that of prosecutor, before returning to their starting
point.o

Regarding the value and the practice of Soviet trials, Adalbert Riickeeh chief public

prosecutoattheGerman NazhuntingCentrd Office of the State Administraticrof Justice

at LLQJSWigsburg(Zentrale Stelle der Landesjustizverwaltungénfrommented, decades

later:

fiNo reliable information exists about the extent of the criminal trials conducted by Soviet
courts against Germans. It may be assumed with certainty, however, that the number of
convicted is many times greater than that of all the persons convicted bg obuihie
western occupation powers put together.

18 The Trial in the Case of the Atrocities Committed by the German Fascist Invaders and their Accom-
plices in Krasnodar and Krasnodar Territory, July 14 to 17, 1¥&eign Languages Publishing
House, Moscow 1943, pgf..

19 Soviet War Documents, Information BulletEmbassy of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, Spe-
cial Supplement, Washington, D.C., December 19487 p.

20 International Military TribunalTrial of the Major War CriminalsIMT, Nuremberg 1947, (further on as
IMT), Vol. VII, p. 572.

2 Ignatz FKladov,Th e Pe o p |, EuchinsaheICd.,iLanton 1944.

22 A, Koestler Der Yogi und der KommissaBechtle, Esslingen 1950, (#59f.

B A. Ruckerl(ed.),NSVerbrechen vor GerichC.F. Miiller, Heidelberg 1984, pp. 99f (the first edition of
1979 was titleDie Strafverfolgung von N8erbrecheh
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The first trial already took place during the war, on Decembefl851943, irKharkov.

In this show trial, a Captain of the German Army, anl8&ersturmfihrer of the SD, a
Private First Class of the Secret Field Police of the Army, and a Russian laborer working
for the SD as driver, were sentenced to death by hanging, and were huntymrigiday

later on Red Square ikharkovo

With respect to the question of how the confessions were elicited in Soviet military trials.
Ruckerlproceeds to quote a February 26, 1965 report ofStenanfederal minister of
justice to the presidewf the GermarBundestadparliament ibid.):
fiConfessionsd were extracted by means
and these confessions became the basis of proceedings before the Soviet military cou
[ €
That this assessment of Soviet military trials was correct is skwelln fact today, and has
been corroborated by testimony given by Russian military officers, and by documents re
cently discovered in Moscott.After the collapse of the Soviet Union, the Russian law
courts consequently began mass rehabilitation of fo&sman soldiers who were con-
victed for alleged war crimes between 1941 and $34%us it would run counter to any
logic to accept the statements made in the Soviet trials of 1943 as legitimate evidence fi
the existende of o6égas vans
What might have been the reason why it was so important to the Soviets to blame suc
crimes on the Germans in 19437 In early 1988rman forcedad discovered the mass
graves in the forest of Katyn and had arranged for an international investigation, whicl
clearly showed the Soviets to be the guilty party. A report about this was published in th
summer of 19433 but it was not made available to the public abroad. The Soviets, who had
no way of knowing what the international reaction to their massacre of Polish officers woulc
be, wanted to have an ,@ordertalgeinta positionto lnere v
charge the Germans with atrocities of their own. 8od h e ¢ g @hich may peshaps
actually have existed in the service of the NKVD, were imputed to the Germans and, t
make the allegation seem more credible, were equipped with Diesel engines, a typical Ge
man feature. The inventors of this legend clearly did notze#tiat their crowning touch in
fact defused their weapon, since the mere introduction of the exhaust gases generated b
Diesel engine haso lethal effect on the passengers. (See the chapter by Frit Berg

2.2. 6Gas Vansd in the Nurember

2.2.1. SovieRussian Accusations

I n the course of the Nuremberg Tr i adbsit t
not of the Soviet vans but of the alleged German ones. The Soviets brought their charg
(already known) against tigerman forcesand Chief Prosecutor R. A. Ruderkgued?’
fi [ éHe mass extermination of people in gas vans was ascertained without reasonabl
doubt for the first time in the report of the Extraordinary State Commission on atrocities
of the German occupiers in the Stavropol region.

Hethenquot ed t he al |l eged -df-wasE. MnfFenchel Bhy him?h e
Why not the statements made during the trials of KrasnodaKhakov? Could it be be-
cause, due to the published trial reports and the film records, these could have been critica
evaluated, wh eofvaaks M.tFrénehéfipoinsemeent |l y of f
for verification? Whatever the case mayibepetition of the charge does not make it more
credible.

24 A.E. Epifanow Hein Mayer Die Tragddie der deutschen Kriegsgefangenen in Stalingrad von 1942 bis
1956 nach russischen Archivunterlag@&iblio, Osnabriick 1996, pp. 77,1051 29 ; c¢f . #AFr e
fer di e VWedusddiaas,pt25.0

% AE. Epifanow Hein Mayeribid., p. 105.

% Auswartiges Amt (ed.amtliches Material zum Massenmord von Katgomp. and ed. from documen-
tal evidence, Eher Nachf., Berlin 1943.

27 |MT, Vol. VII, p. 572.
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In the collection of materials that were published from the Nuremberg Trial, the trial tran-
script itself has been published in its entirety, but of the documents that go with it, only a
selection has begrublished It is reasonable to assume that many of the documents would
not have stood up to critical examination by later historians. At any rate, this is the impres-
sion one gets when one finds, time and time again, that documents especially in need of
examinatiorare conspicuously absent from the collectdf materials. Not even the archives
in charge (Koblenz Federal Archives, Nuremberg City Archives, National Archives in
Washington) can help in such cases. Evidently, anything that was not published in the IMT
volumes has disappeared, or in any casetisacessible to the public. All the Russian pa-
pers which the Soviets submitt-edndncNair emsmb e
number among these O6vani shedd doocwnemaevirt s. TF
dence whatsoever for these Sovie¢gditions.

2.2.2. American Evidence

The Americans presented written evidentee first is Document RS01, a collection of
paperd one letter and several notes or teleked which the letter only was later used as
ifevidence.®or gas vans

Second, they submitted an o6affidavitodo in w
PS501 confirmed, on October 19, 1945, that he had received this letter three years previ-
ously?®

Third, they present ed ,dated Nowdmbar B 45 invthiccby Ot
Ohlendorfwr ot e about the .f68e of the o6Death Vans
And, fourth, there i s, datedAprd§, 1946daboutitheMayby Ha
22, 1945, testimony of Franz Ziergisommandant of the MauthausePoncentration
Camp® 1 n t hi s, Btaadekoi cdoanvfiitr nepetially domstructeal vefiide r a n
between th&Concentration Campgauthausen an® u s eimwhichfinmates were gassed
to death during the trip ibi¢l., p. 281) From a morerecent publication by Hans Marsalek
one can concl ud ésfatseh im the sedond editioneof hiis ibddéschichte 6
des Konzentrationslagers Mauthausbatacitly corrects his earlier statements. Regarding
the death of ZierejdMarsalekwrites3?
fiOn May 23, 1945, Ziereiwas apprehended in his hunting cabin on the Phyrn (upper
Austria) by American soldiers, and was injured by two bullets when he attempted to flee.
As a result of these injuries Zierelged on May 25, 1945, in the 131st American Evacu-
ation Hospital, Gusen.
Here,Marsalekno longer knows anything of his interrogation of Ziereitich according
to his od6affidavitdo had t 2% e athepwords; evendeaforei ng t
Ziereiswas discovered by American soldiers. His statement in the preface to the second
edition of his book maglsobe considered a correction of his affidavit of April 8, 1946:
fiFurther, all statements that cannot be documentedhave been deletad.
This is an example of the audacity and unscrupulousness with which confessions of guilt
were fabricated.
Regarding the problem of the evidence submitted in the Nuremberg Tish to remind
the reader: in the course of this trial, ttefendantsthe defense counsels and the witnesses
found themselves faced with thousands of documents on which they had to comment imme-
diately. There were only a few cases where the persons in questiemotintimidated by
the court. Thepresiding judge onst antly urged them tobdanswe
The result was that many defendants and witnesses gave up and simply answered in which-

2 IMT, Vol. XXVI, pp. 102-110.

2 PS2348,IMT, Vol. XXX, pp. 256-258.

30 IMT, Vol. XXXI, pp. 39-41, here p. 41.

81 pPS3870,IMT, Vol. XXXIIl, pp. 279-286. .

%2 H. MarsalekDie Geschichte des Konzentrationslagers MauthauSsterreichische Lagergemeinschaft
Mauthausen, Vienna 1980, 200, notel5.
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ever way was easiest, and that, as a rule, was to confirm the correctness of the docum
shown to them. They generally did not even get to see the evitfence.

Thesituation was not much different for the witnesséso were interrogated even before
the trial began. Without being expressly told each time, they knew very well that their only
choice was between acting as a witness for the prosecutidinthey did not please the
prosecutionasa defendant in their own right in a subsequent trial. For those witnesses whc
were likely to break down under cresgzamination by the defen$eand this category in-
cluded mostoftherhit he Al l i es invénted the o6affid:

An affidavit was the result of an interrogation; it was drawn up by the interrogating offic-
ers and given to the witnesses to sigusliallycontained only half the truth, sinteas one
defense counsel stresséd:

fAn affidavit only reiterates the answers to questions which were put to the person. Ver

often conclusions can be drawn from unanswered quesiions.

At this pointl would add that witness statements which did not serve the purpose of the
prosecution were not even included in the affidawte presiding judgdo whom the de-
fense counsels had repeatedly pointed out the questionable nature of the affidavits explain
succinctly tha#®

fiThe Tribunal is not bound by technical rules of evidence, but shall adopt and apply tc

the greatest possible extent expeditious andtaeohnical procedure, and shall admit any

evidence which it deems to have probative value.
By now these facts are all well knowfherefore,it can only be described as amateurish
when historians still ascribe probative value to IMT documents whose content cannot b
confirmed through other sources.

2. 3. 6 G aNatiovaSncgléstTriala

While there is only littledocumentae vi dence f or t he, déxohlateen
numerous statements by defendants and by witnesses irofrédleged NationaBocialist
crimes mainly staged on German territory, whichonf i rm t hat O6gas va
and that people were killed in thefaspecially in the 1960s and 1970s trials took place
whi ch dealt wi t,hdmongetheuttingdn ihdorthdédpxiteraturezon this
subject, therefore, arguments are based primarily on this testimony.
In Chapter we shall take a closer look at the content of these witness statements, but fir:
of all, let us consider the value which such testimpaysehas as evidence.
The fundamental problem of testimony before a court and its relation to objective truth i
nothing new. We have already quoted M. Baehis respect. He is not alongéth hisdoubs
that historical truth is to be found in court transcripts. The question has repeatedly come u
at least since the NurembeFgibural: Can historical insights be gained from court cases?
Wilhelm Raimund Beyewrites3®
fiThe 6truthd ascertained by the court mt
Nuremberg Trial of the major war criminals (IMT) and the following trials, and especially
in connection with the Justice Case, heated discussions during convessaitioefense
counsels and especially with press reporters yielded the following maxim: trial truth is
not historical truth.] € Any accused person will hardly wish to describe the actual, so
called objective events of the case at issue, even if hawmagosition to do so.
The same, of course, also goes for the statements of witnesses, even if they were made ur
oath. In this context, Professor Dr. Martin Broszatmer Director of the Institute for Con-
temporary History in Munich, spoke of

3 W. Maser Niirnberg: Tribunal der Sieger Dr oemer Knaur , Munich 1979,
rial, 0o s16&arting on p.

3 IMT, Vol. Il, p. 351.

35 IMT, Vol. lI, p. 203; this is Article 19 of the Charter of the International Military Tribuitdi., Vol. I,
p. 15.

% W.R. Beyer(ed.),Ruickkehr unerwiinsghdtv, Munich 1980, p180.
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fi [ édctually incorrect or exaggeratind é Jstatements of former inmates or wit-
nessesr’

The American Holocaust expert Lucy Dawidowizroborates thi&

fiMany thousands of oral histories by survivors recounting their experiences exist in li-
braries and archives around the world. Their quality and usefulness vary significantly

according to the informanto6s memor gy. gr aspg

[ € The transcribed testimonies | have examined have been full of errors in dates, names
of participants, and placesnd there are evident misunderstandings of events them-
selves (Emphasis added)
One need not necessarily assume that the witnesses lied intentionally, or deliberately dis-
torted factsBut what degree of objectivity can oeeen hope fowhere the matters in ques-
tion are already yeaw even decadeis the pastand the events testified to took place in
situations marked by distre$sarand terro? s it even reasonable to expect objective, truth-
ful statements in such cases?

By its very nature, eyewitness testimony is based on subjective impressions. In addition
to this, it oftencontainsunverified rumors. In many casegaps in personal recollections
were patched up later through accounts given by third persons or by the media (newspapers,
books, radio and television), accounts that the witnesses accepted credulouslygiithgut
any thought taheir veracity.

The credibility of eyewitness testimony is a common and-lwedwn problem in the jus-
tice system and does not apply onl\NationatSocialisttrials.

The observatioh already made at tHgeginningof this study thus holds true: eyewitness
testimony and court verdicts must be analyzed and can be credited with probative value only
if other evidence confirms their objective correctness.

3. Critical Assessment of Important Documents
3.1. Nuremberg Document PEB1

The mostimportant piece of evidence from Document File388 is a letter dated May 16,
1942, from SSJntersturmfihrerDr. August Becketo SSObersturmbannfihrewalther
Rauff. Dr. Beckemwas an accredited chemist with the Forensic Institute of the RSHA [the
Reich Security Main Office] in Berlin; Walther Rawffaschief of Department ID in the
RSHA.

The letter reads as follows [transcript of offidduremberg translation]:

iFel dpostnummer 32704

B. Nr 40/42 SECRET

To
SS ObersturmbannfuehreraRu f

Prinz Albrecht Str. 8
Berlin

The taking ovef=overhauling]of vehicles by Groups D and*€ is finished. While the
vans of the first group can be utilized in not too bad weather, the cars belonging to the
second group (SAURER) are absolutely immobilized in rainy weather. For instance, often
it has rained for half an hour, these vehicles canrmoubed because of skidding. They

% M.Broszaf fAZur Kritik der Publizi st i lAus®dlitkuna Aeitges e mi t i s

schichte 26(19) (1976), pp.-3, here p5.
38 L. Dawidowicz, The Holocaust and the Historiandarvard Univ. Press, Cambridge, Mass., 1981,
pp.176f.

¥ Mi stranslation in Nuremberg tr anBDiéUGberioongpdert he ori g

Wagen bei der Gruppe Dund[Cé ] , 0 wh i c bverhaeliagnosthefvehibles withé., at the

|l ocation of] Groups D and Cé, 0 not AdThisisonhaki ng
the first of numerous mistranslations and grammatical and spelling errors which riddle this Nuremberg
translation; all peculiarities have been retained in this transtiiphslator.
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can only be used in absolutely dry weather. The only questiwhéther these vehicles
can be put into action only on the execution spot.

First, a vehicle must be brought to this place, what is only possible in good weather. Th
execution spot is generally stationed 10 to 15 kms from main roads and due to such loc
tion already of difficult access, but in wet weather absolutely impossitgac¢b. If those

to be executed are driven or conducted to this place, they notice at once what is wron
and become frantic, which is most of all to be avoided. There is only one solution: tc
gather them on the same spot and then to drive off.

As for the vehicles of Group D, | had them camouflaged as cabin trailers by putting or
them little windows, one on every side of the small vans and two on every side of the b
ones, like windows which are seen on peasant houses. But the vehicles war&rsoam
that not only the authorities, but adsc
My opinion is that we shall not be able to keep this camouflage secret a very long time.
On the way up from Simferopol to Taganrog, | had brake troubles with the vehicle Saurel
which | was conveying over there. At the S.K. in Mariupol, it was found out that the brake
sleevglManchetté of the combined Oil and Westinghouse brakes, was broken in several
places. Through persuasion ahdbery, | obtained from the H.K.P. (Army Motor Pool)

to have a pattern made, after which two brake sleeves have been cast. When | arrive
some days later at Stalino and Gorlowka, the drivers of the vehicles thmained of

the same trouble. After an interview with the commanding officer of the Commando,
returned to Mariupol to have another brake sleeve made for these vehicles. It has bee
agreed that two brake sleeves will be cast for these vans; six brakeslwill stay in
reserve in Mariupol for Group D; and six will be sent to SS UntersturmfuehRNES T

in Kiew for the vehicles of Group C. With regard to Groups B and A, the brake sleeve:
could be obtained through Berlin, as the transportation fromitfaol to the north seems
to[o] hazardous and would take too long. Small repairs of vehicles will be handled by
Commando technicians; that is to say, repairs will be made in their own workshops.
Due to the uneven terrain of the region and the very bad state of the roads, the joints an
rivets become loose within a short time. | was asked if, in such cases, the vehicles must
taken to Berlin. Transportation to Berlin would be too expensive anddwequire too
much gasoline. To save such expenses, | gave the order to solder the small leaky spc
and when this could not be done any more to inform Berlin at once: by radio that the
vehicle PolLN¢é was out of working order.

Furthermore, | ordered, during the gassing, to keep all the men as far away as possible
in order that they could not eventually be injured by gas fumes. On this occasion | wisl
to draw your attention to the fact that after the gassing several Kommartdbsiteown

men unload the van. | have drawn the attention of the Commanding officers of the cor
cerned S.K. to the atrocious spiritual and physical effect that this kind of work may have
on the men, if not just ngwhen in the future. The men complainedrie that they got
headaches after every vamloading. Anyhow, this order is not observed, as it is feared
that the prisoners chosen for this work will use the opportunity to try an escape. In ordel
to prevent the men from being injured, | should be eblif orders were given accord-
ingly.

The gassing is not done in the right manner. In order to get over the work as quickly a:
possible, the driver gives full gas. Through those measures the people to be executed
from suffocation and not as foreseen by being put to sleep. My method Wed {rat by
releasing pressure on the lever at the right time death comes more quickly and the pris
oners slip peacefully away. Distorted faces and excretions, which have been previous
seen, are not more to be observed.

I am leaving in the course of the day for Group B, where you can forward me further
information.

Sgd: BECKER
SS Untersturmfuehrero
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3.1.1. Origin of Document RS01

The author has in her possession two letters from the National Archives in Washir@ton D
USA, each of which attests todifferent origin of the Nuremberg Prosecution Document
PS501.

An April 26, 1945 memo from the Headquarters of the 12th US Army states that a unit of
the 12th Army had f oRSHA rederieedepdtoncBachtalndthes i n  t
originals, the memo states, were sent to the document center in Paris.

The docket which usually accompanied the documents that were presented to the Nurem-
berg Tribunal is dated September 7, 1945. This paper states that the place where the docu-
ment was found, as well as its source, is unknown and that it had been receivéefrom
OCC London (the British Prosecution).

In view of this it is not impossible that further references to yet another origin for this
document may well turn up, whether from Washington, Moscow, or a different archive.

For the momentwe can only say that the origin of document38 is unknown and
hence dubious. Given this situation, it ought never even to have been adnattiedasent
for the prosecution. According to an affidavit of thead of the Document Section in the
US Chief Prosecutords Office which was r
Trial**al | materials which could serve to pr
accurately, with information as to the place and circumstances of how and where they had
been found. A document without such identificatioe, wi t h sbunce and arigire A
unknown facks even slightest evidentiary value. If the defense had submitted an equally
dubious papethe courtwould have rejected it instantly.

3.1.2. External Characteristics of 881

3.1.2.1. Rubber Stamps and Handwritten Notations
The letter bears the following markings on the first pége:
Two red rubber stamps:

1 . Gelieime ReichssaclidTop secret!], top right, below the place and date;
2. Bottom left, at the margin, the Received stamp of the ardhévethe registry.

a
S

There are also the followintgandwritten notes
1. Top right, beside the ad-
dress field, in orange: A )
i R9/5erl.b/ R. 0 S ) 3
2. Above that, in red pencil: / ) j
f

ki B

Aipers.n.MR. add
3. In the left margin, in in-
del i bl e pe
kelb.Rp16/ 6. 0
These notes indicate thaRo
processed this on May 29 an
initialed it with fb/R.O0 The j'i
note was written in Latin |
script. ‘i
The meaning of the red en - ._‘,.
try, fipers[onal?] Pradel.R.,0 : ' £
is not quite as clear. This notg - f -

pL WV original initial and signature. signature of Rauff in RS
handwriting as that of the or- “ratf aways wrote it that | 58/871 (and nearly the same
ange entry Is not certain. way. in PS-501): too tall, too slim.

VO,

4 PS001a,IMT, Vol. XXV, pp. 2-7.
41 The following information about the color of the stamps and the various color pencils are excerpted
from the description of the original document as relatdifi, Vol. XXVI, p. 102.
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The note at the leftmargii, Su kbkiRe bs i ni t i allt/ée.do fAlpt [was 0
Germam cursive (S¢gtterlin) script. I s that s
Sukkelhad come to seé¢,was Abo(ei ?)] ARO?

None of the three notésclear and unambiguous, because even for the first note it is not
knownwhat fib/ Rotomean.supposed

One may assume t hat the initials o6a@aRd ¢
O0Pr aledpectively. The RSHA al so hatiutls st
name was speldloed wwitthh aa 6&a&k as shown on

Rauff, however, consistently wrote German texts in German cursive €8titterlin) not

in Latin script. His ini t?whichwaRndtidenticdl toa
that of t he(seé Rustrabnslf.)t Heree, heenaytothave written these notes.
What i s mor e, al | the handwritten entrie

ten byRauffand Pradelas we shall see later, so that it seems reasonable to suspect a delil
erate forgery her®.

3.1.2.2. Three Different Copidémit No Original

By now the author has in her possessioon
Rauff, but the original letter is still not to be hakpparenttyn o such o6ori gin
The three 6copiesd differ as foll ows:

Specimen A%
Photocopy of a photo negative (black paper, white text). Three pagethe upper edge

(but clearly visible only on pages 1 aPgthere are two holes made by a hole puncher,
obviously for filingT but they are at a locaticand a distancthat istypical for U.S. filing
practice buunknownfor filing holes in German office practic®n the copy in my posses-
sion, only pageé is numbered at the top3 1

Each page has an archival number stamped at the bottom: AG98586

In the left margin of page 1, diagonaligpndwritten Diésen Brief habe ich im Mai 1942
empfangenl8. October 1945. Rauif [ | recei ved this letter
Rauff]

The first line of text is missing at the top of p&ye

According to a memo in the IMT volumes (XXX, 268) this is gophotocopy of the orig-
inal letterfrom Beckerto Rauff which had been given to RairifAncona, Italy on October
18, 1945, to authenticate.

Specimen BT?
Photocopy of the carbon copy of what vpresumablythe original letter. Three pages. The

consistency of the paper is clearly apparent and permits the definite conclusion that it we
not a solid piece of paper such as is usually used for original letters and photocopies, b
rather a piece of thincarbenopy paper (photocopy mae€ehi
copy paperalso known as onionskin

On the left edge there are two holes made by a hole puncher, for filing in a binder. The
are located at the place where Specieshows Rauff s conf i rmati on o
margin is torn, or creased, and the punching is reinforced. Ophittegraph(Specimen
B2) the reinforcement strip is clearly visible through the thin paper.

Al ong the upper edge Qopyeff é] dDs(ahbandwt i

At the bottom are archival numbers: Ip. AO90025; p2: A090027; p3: A090028.
Strangely enough, A090026 is missingn other words, pageX. of the document were
numbered incorrectly. This is all the more strange because these numbering machines ¢

2 SeeRauffs conf i r-g2848; ¢f.®rMamaigwp. Gt.Mote7), pp. 211, and his many confirming
initials on the corresponding affidavit, or the other correspondence of RS 58/871; cf. P, dfareis
(note7), pp. 134, 140, 151.

43 For example, cf. back page of letter from Gaubschat to the RSHA, May 14, 19828(R,, fol.13).

4 PS2348; cf. P. Maraisop. cit.(note7), pp. 211213.

4 U.S. National Archive, HLSL_NUR_02459001 to;3S501.
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vance automatically after each depression. Therefamaedifferent documentor sheet,
must have been given the number A090026.
The Harvard Law School 6s Nurember gnlineri al s
all Nuremberg documents its possessigrhas posted a whien-black photostat copy of
this versiorf®

Specimen B/
Photograph of pagk of SpecimerB1. The consistency of thgaper (thin copy paper) is

even more clearly apparent here.

Specimen C8
A copy written for the IMT, peppered with spelling and typing mistakesviously written

by an Engliskspeaking person. To this day the staff at the American National Archives in
Washington claim that .tdhiscepy besrs lmandwrittenmgtes o f t
which are very similar to those @pecimes A, B1 and B2 Apparently,the person who

rewrote this letter tried to imitate theaanotationsas well.A closercomparison of these

notes reveals that there is a small difference between these documents: Whereas document
A bears no angishaped paragraph marl&pecimenB and C hahagedmaks 6| _ 0
at the start of the first and at the end of the second paragraph, b8peaiyenB has three

0 >shaped paragraph marfend of paragraph 1, and start and end of paragraph 2). Since

the writer ofSpecimenC tried to match the document he was copyingi@lsas possiblé

especially the handwritten notes and markshis suggestshat the document he was copy-

i ng s howe d-shaped rgarks,ey that lde|musd have copied a different document
thanSpecimenA or B (or that thed >shapednarks were added onlgter onto Specimens

A and B).

3.1.2.3. Congruencidsetween Specimens A and B

Astonishingly enough, the stamps as well as the handwritten comme®pecimen#\ and
B matchi precisely at the same placastbe paper, except for thovementionedpara-
graph marks which probably were added later.

As already mentionedpecimerA is allegedly a photocopy of the original letter. In this
sense it is only to be expected that the copy corresponds precisely to the original, on which
these notes were writtenidtodd, however, in the case of SpecinBzrwhich was described
asabcopyo6 and is clearly a carbon copy of t#h
notes give the impression that they were added by the recipient, whereas carbon copies of
letters are usually retained by the sender. ideee, even if the copy should actually be in
the recipientds possession, such notes woul
not on both. And what is entirely impossible is that these notes, which must have been writ-
ten by at least two differeqtersons on two separate days (May 29 and June 16), could be
identical and could be locatéa the exact same placen bothspecimensexactto the mil-
limeter.

It is also very unusual that the carbon copy bears the same signature as the original letter.
It used to be customary in German offices to sigrbonc o pi es with oneds i
most, and usually not at all, since after all these copies were only intended for the files.

The congruence of the handwritten notes on the photocopy of the original letter and on
the carbon copy suggests that these notes were addednpictianically or in some other
way. If this is correct, it would be another proof of forgery.

3.1.3. Content of Document P®1

It is almost superfluous to comment on the contents of the letter, which are extremely strange
and quite hard for common sense to accept. We shall mention only a few points.

46 http://nuremberg.law.harvard.edu/documents/2459
47 As displayed in a showcase of the National Archives in Washington; cf. P. Mgraiit. (note7), p. 210.
48 National Archives, Washington, P®1; cf. P. Maraisop. cit.(note7), pp. 208f.
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First at issue are heavy vehicles from
under ideal weather conditions and on absolutely dry ground. It is both surprising and har
to believe that the Army Motor Pool would send vehicles to the Russiahifithey were
not at all suitable for the road conditions there. Moreover, even the lighter vehicles from
6Saurer6 generally had dual hatteceakles Thu: t |
one might assume that they could have handled even gadiconditions.

The writer c¢ obigké sleevef i Marad lofehdtemmbihed Oil and
Westinghouse brakes was broken in several placesAc cor di ng to an i
by the company SteyPaimlerPuch, successor of Saurer Company, the mentioned brake
sleeves were rubb@nade cup packings of the vacuum powtaering device which broke
frequently. The described pattern was not usechst the sleeves but to vulcanize tH&m.
Consequently, Beckavould not have been able to produce his own sleeves, since casting
air-tight, vacuumproof rubber sleeves in patterns behind the Russian front is nearly impos-
sible, but had to order them in an unvulcanized form from the manufacturer in order to vul
canize them in his sethade patterns (if this was possible at all, has not yet been checked)
Thus, the st at e nthregardtGrolps R adnekA, thetblfake sleefieg aolild
be obtained throughBerin doesn6t make s e nsuwvulcanizedanes h
from Berlin or elsewhere in the Reich as well.

Additionally, Beckerr e medi ed t hi s pr obl .eBuenlihpugheses or
ryone knows that there are occasionally things that can be obtained only by ignoring regt
lations,i.e., illegally, and that certain compensation is involved in such transactions, one
wouldcertai nly not. Arcdarodt ofallh mosmindr IS®ntebswirmfgihrer
would literally brag about such activitiesan official documento a higherranking officer
and his superior.

What the writer claims with regard to t
read in conjunction with FriedrichBe&ilgs chapter in this volun
proof that t he RS HrtfeguipRdsarstandanditie Dieset dngines, w e
as was normally the case, the gassing tales cannot be given any credence. But apart fr
this,B e ¢ k descidpton of the alleged influence of the lever position owtnghe victims
die is utter nonsense. Only the dying process can be accelerated by giving folitgas,
would have no influence on the way people die.

3.1.4. Summary

We have found that the origin of the letter from BedkeRauffwhich was submitted to the
Nuremberg Tribunal as Prosecution DocumentB$ is uncertain, and hence dubious.

The handwritten notes on the first page of the letter appear to be nonsensprakeudy
were not written by the persons (Raafid Pradgl whom t he initials
posed to suggest. This would indicate a forgery.

The carbon copy bears the same notes at precisely the same placgzhasotat copy
of theoriginal letter. This is not only unusual, but also an impossible feat of handwriting. At
least on the carbon copy, the notes can only have been addedr@ubtanically. This too
would indicate a forgery.

The contents of the letter are not credible, especially in their nature as letter from a subo
dinate to his superior.

All'in all, these points are cause for grave doubts as to the authenticity of the document.

3.2. Affidavits

Regarding the general problem posed by the Nuremberg affidavits, see Section 2.2.2.

3.2.1. Nuremberg Document 2348, the Affidavit Rauff

When the German front in Italy collapsed, Walther Reua$ taken into American captivity,
and was held in Ascona where, on October 18, 1945, he was presented with a photocopy
a letter which Beckenad allegedly sent him on May 16, 1942. He was told to confirm its

4 Letter from SteyDaimlerPuch Aktiengesellschaft to P. Maralsnuary 1, 1987, facsimile in P. Ma-
rais,op. cit.(note7), p. 310.
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authenticity.Rauff wrote the requested statememttically across the left margin of the
copy.

The next day, October 19, 1945, he also swore an affidavit in which he again affirmed
that the letter was genuifeThe affidavit was recorded in the manner already described:
the American interrogator asked questions and wrote down the answers. The interrogation
was conducted in English, and the answers were also given in English sinceviaff
miliar with that languageConsequentlythe documentalolumes of the Nuremberg Trial
contain only the original English version.

The affidavit contains numerous factual errors. While Rdigffmake some corrections,
he | et other mistakes stand, f ord eaxnadmptlihee tal
sumption that the 6Saurer Worksd were |l ocat
enna. Very obviously he provided the affidavit under pressure. Possibly he meant the errors
contained in it to hint at his condition.

He di d, however, take care to stress that
vansd® and fithedusual canguet ofallefendamtsvho knew that it would have
been hopeless to dispudbmashembrandeéercd) has ga W
only speak for themselves.

The af fi dliasofatas lscanasthtethese véins were probably operating i91941.
Accordingto Kogor?’t he pl an to construct such 6gas v
1941, and construction did not begin until 1942. Radf st at ement t hus <co
ory.

Further, Rauftlaimed that he had referred Bedkes | et t amd thatbe bBElieved e |
he had instructed Pradi@b have the technical matters complained of in the letter remédied.
However, the Beckeetter makes no mention of any technical matters that needed to be
remedied. Beckedid not request any technical measures to be taken; on the contrary, he
had everything admirably under control. He had already changed what needed changing,
andthatwas not even a technricaracb defteof, thet ac:
pedali whatever that may mean. (Regarding the absurdity of the claim that the CO content
of Diesel exhaust could be regulated by the adjustment of control levers, cf. the chapter by
Friedrich Berg this volume.)

Moreover, Rauftdd:

fil was chief of this technical sectigat the RSHA, Group ID] from February 1940 to

March 1940. From May 1940 to May 1941 | was in the German Navy. September 41 to

May 1942 | was in Prague. | then became chief of the section again from May 1942 to

June 1942

In other words, during his entire time of service at the RSHA he was chief of the technical
section twice, each time for only one or two months: from February to March 1940 and from
May to June 194ZTherefore he cannot possibly have played the role attributed to him in
suppl yi ng .tatcerding tp therthedaxhiaocaustiterature Rauffhad worked
to supply the 6égas vansdé as of autumn 1941,
in Berlin 52
Regarding the personnel structure of the RSHA, Raaffned
fil wish to state that my immediate superior was an individual of ministerial grade by the
name of Standarten Fuhrer Siegete was chief of Anit RSHA[ é TThe immediate
superior of Stnd Fihrer Siegentas Obergrupperruhrer Reinhardt Heydriclehief of
S.Do

a
n

50 PS2348,IMT, Vol. XXX, pp. 256-258.
51 E. Kogon H. LangbeinA. Riickerl(eds.) Nazi Mass MurderYale Univ.Press, New Haven 1993 58.
52 Cf. the detailed account in E. Kogenal, ibid., pp.53f., which completely disregards the facts claimed
byRauff Hi s personnel file (copies in the authords i
fimarine officer.o He |l eft the navy in | aMay 1937 f
1940, however, he returned to the navy and left it one year later as lieutenant commander. From autumn
1941 to May 1942 he was stationed in Prague, just as he claims. As of June 1942 he was on SD duty in
north Africa, and later in Italy, at least iMlay 1944, when the Italian front collapsed. Thus, it is not
clear how he could have been involved in design and construction of these vans, the purpose of which is
still hidden from us.
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These claims are not in accord with the fagtker. Like Rauff Siegertwas agroup leader
atthe RSHA(Office Il C a,Budget ad Economyof the Security Poliggand as such Raudffs
peer® As is well known, the chief of the RSHA was Heydrich

The Americans obviously tried to confirm the authenticity of the letter, because as we
have already seen, t h esoudte and onigim unknowaé&auffi d e
simply authenticated what he had been given to authenticate. In angedstnot tak¢he
troubleto bring the affidavit into accord with the facts. Shortly afterwanésemigrated to
Chile, where he remained until his death on May 14, 1984.

The numerous, demonstrable inaccuracies in this affidavit render it devoid of any proba
tive value. This in turn makes Ra@fsonfirmation of the authenticity of Document-881,
which is the purpose of the affidavit, no less dubious than the content of that document itse

3.2.2. Nuremberg Document 2620, the Affidavit Ohlendorf

The second affidavit which the American prosecution presented in Nuremberg was that
Otto Ohlendorfchief of the SD and leader &insatzgrupp®. This affidavit had obviously
alsobeen recorded by one of the American interrogators and given to Ohlemda.In
it he confirmed that hig€insatzgruppenad been serfideath vand from Berlin, and that
women and children were killed in them Byrning ord the gasThe affidavit was dated
November 5, 1945

On being questioned as witness during the trial he stated thatspring 1942 his
Einsatzgruppéad been assignedspecialunit led by Dr. Beckewhi ch used 6g
kill Jewish women and childreas well asSoviet political commissars. Death took ten to
fifteen minutes, he said. He c¢cl ai med not
vans %%

Ohlendorfwas also shown the letter from BeckerRauff(PS501) and he supposed it

mi g h tcorrecd 8 i ragpexinated hitOhlendorb s}periences.

Two things contradict this account.

1. In the letter the writer (Beckpgives the impression that he was orir@pection tour
of the variousEinsatzgruppenspecifically from the south (Group D) moving north-
wards (on his way to Group BBut this activity does not agree with that specified by
Ohlendorf according to whom Beckevas thechief of aspecialunit which had been
assigned specifically tBinsatzgruppé®.

2. In the lettey the writer specifically mentions vehicles of the Salngre which were
equipped exclusively with Diesel engines and for this reason were not suitable for mur
derwith exhausigas However, the writer does not find any fault with thike only
criticizes that they wer e fh.abbowsuchuveht!| y
cles, which were as unsuitable as could be for killing human beings, could nevertheles
be used to murder Jewish women and children, remains a mystery.

Ohlendorbs affidavit and witness testimony ¢
and cannot in any way be considered evidencelfimed evertt which are technically
impossible.

3.3. The Kobhlenz Document $8/871

Similar to the Nuremberg Document 881, theFile R 58/871 consists of several papers.
There are eight documents altogether, which we have grouped into three categories for t
sake of clarity:

1. Letter from the RSHA to the Forensic Institute, Berlin, dated March 26, 1942,
(R 58/871 fol.7);

2. Correspondence between the RSHA and the firGaafbschaFahrzeugwerke GmbH
Berlin, of April 27, 1942, to September 24, 1942, includimges and Memos
(R 58/871 fol.4-6, 8-14);

%3 Schedule oResponsibilitiesRSHA as of Jan. 1, 194L:185,IMT, Bd. XXXVIII, pp. 1-24, here p. 8.
% PS2620, with notedMT, Vol. XXXI, p. 41.
55 IMT, Vol. IV, pp.311-355. esp. pp. 322ff., 331f.
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3. Memo of the RSHA (re.: technical modifications) of June 5, 19428/R71 fol.1-3).

The letter mentioned iRoint 1. stands on its own and does not require consideration in our
current context.
The correspondence between the RSHA and the GauliSicimtgrouped under 2., in-
cludes six letters and deals with vehicles whose chassis the firm of Saurer, Vienna, supplied
to Gaubschat, Berlin, and which Gaubschat was to equip with a body for the RSHA.
The Memo identified in 3. is consddered ev

3.3.1. Correspondentetween the RSHA and Gaubschat

The following course of events can be reconstructed from the RS&lAdschat correspond-
ence detailed under 2.:
In April 1942, the RSHA considered havifgpecial vehicles which are not described
in any detail, equipped with a quitkloading mechanism. The chesgor these vehicles
was supplied by the Saut€ompany Vienna, to the Gaubschabmpany where the vehicle
body was added. As a rule, the hegopods vehicles built by Saurer had Diesel engines.
The correspondence makes no mention of a possible special model with gasoline engines,
so that one must assume that tnesese Ospeci al
Various consultations took place between the members of the RSHA and the Gaubschat
Companyregarding specifics of the quiaknloading mechanism and other construction re-
qguests. The results of these consultations were recorded in a letter sent by the RSHA to
Gaubschat on June 23, 1942. Specifically, the following work was commissioned:

. shortening theargo boxoy 80cm (31.5");
. extension of the front and reatheelhousesso that a continuous base is created for
the grating on both interior side walls;
. shortening the individual gratirggctiors to 70cm (27.5");
. casing of the door posts, with resultant narrowing of the box interior at the door;
. open slits in the back wall above the door, instead of the openitiysdoors that had
been there previously;
. modification of a drain opening in the floor;
. reinforced interior light guards.
Gaubschatonfirmed the order with two further letters of September 18 and 24, 1942.
This correspondence, running from April 27 to September 24, 1942, forms a logical se-
qguence. All letters from the RSHA bear the same reference numbBr3 dl(9)
Nr. 668/42121. The RSHA letters are written on plain white paper without a printed letter-
heal, and without any special markings, for example pertaining to secrecy or classification.
In each case the text is written on the front and back of a sheet, but only the sheets were
paginated, not the pages. Gaubschat useddiveitetterhead.

3.83. 2. RSHA 6Notedé of June 5, 1942

This correspondence, which is really of no interest in and of itself, provides the background
for the RSHA 6 Not e dhawveflistell undePoinb3, of tHe@ahtgnts ofwh i ¢ h
File R58/871.Thingt ®6 is the second documeni0l)( next
which is citedvaso pfHem® ére np furtherfterd Reghadescuments

on this matter.

The vehicles at issue in the correspondence between the RSHA and Gaubschat are those
all egedl y us Baveversthisontempretativnadaes not follow from the corre-
spondence mentioned. On the contrary, said correspondence shqowaiaver the load
to be transported by these special vehicles may have been, it igghngdiuman beingd.
shall return to this point later. The fact that Saurer vehicles always had Diesel engines also
contradicts the claim.tbhat they were used a

Thaote6®owever, clearly and unéng foithvsoeasoh | y s p
this document has been used to this lokayhe orthodoxyasincontestibleevidence in sup-
port ga$v atnhbe .téheory

~N o abw N =
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3.3.2.1. Discrepancies in External Form

Theotéed gives the impression that it is
the RSHA and Gaubschat. It is dated June 5, 1i9l2prior to the RSHAetter of June 23
which itemizes the construction modifications.

However, there are some notable discrepancies:

1.The referencenonedadbiagd) Nr.l2144A.Bs.i dut that on the
other letters was ID 3 a(9) Nr.668/42121.

2. Theo tée 6 i-st a mbehdimefReichssaadhe ( Top Secret) . I
documents were classified as secret.

3.Beneath t he déa&Einagste Ausfartipuag r(e marekn:defd t o
6sol e s ptésdanmpontam t hote that the superlative foemzigstedoes not
exist in the German language (even though it is, by mistake, more and more used |
modern German),; 6einzigbd remains d6einz
perlative( | i ke there is no.fionliestd in Eng

Interestingly enough, however, this letter, which is allegedly the only, sole specimer
in existence, actwually exists in at | e
each other in text under |l ining iaimtde i n
Koblenz Federal Archive¥.In thist he r egi str at i o rEinzigstanb e
Ausfertigung and tene wor d hfe | ast Tpelaptgpage adéi- u
tionally bears vertical marksn the left edge withminitialo fJwA besi des i
asthoseo fR 10/6 @.A.Jusd a lud/6. fBurthermore, on top of pagae a hand-
written nloit2é 40 eiadi aadgddid above the d-ate
Saxon writer, sindbe iQesrtoreadghadigiebhentay s wr i
Anot her O6original é wasNSMassahtdtbngen tlunck Gife d i
gasfor their facsimile reprint’ In this version, alsahe date is underlined as well as
the first sentence of the letfetext itself, the last sentence of page 4/first of page 5 and
therank anchame of Raufbn the last page. Surprisingly, the vertical marks at the edge
of the last page are missing, and the signature of Rasff wR LO/® )(,A t o w
attention, according to the letter itself, this document had to be brought.

A third o6original 6 was SRegardingihe enderliningit f a
is the same as the one from the Bundesarchiv, but here, too, the vertical marks and t
signature of Raufbn the last page are missing. Additionally, a different handwritten
note on top of page one, written by a different person on a different location, can be
found, bi@iad4iong A

This authorés correspondence with the
matter, as the archives insist that theirs is the only original in existence. The official in
charge at the archives was much amazed when this author pointed offetieacks

to him.

4. The RSHAO6s |l etters and notes were con:
sheets of paper, but only the sheets were paginated, not eachilpagete of June 5,
1942, was also written on both front and back, but every page was individually pagi-
nated At the very least this indicates a different typist.

5, Raufds initial on the alleged original (
to that onIMT DocumentPS501, but decisively different to Rabffs s i gnat L
initial on other documentgseelllustrations 1f.).#> Apparently both documents were

signed by the same person, which wasRauff. Is this the reason that Radf6 i n i t
was deleted from the versions published in facsimile in widespread German litera
ture?158

% Cf. P. Maraisop. cit.(note7), pp. 156160.

57 Op. cit.(note51), pp.333-337; cf. P. Maraisop. cit.(note7), pp. 232236.

%8 A. Riickerl(ed.),NSProzesseC.F. Miiller, Karlsruhe 1972, pp09-213; cf. P. Maraisop. cit.(note7),
pp. 237241.
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3.3.2.2. Con}ta@ndQomparisbn it the RSHAN etter ef
June23,1942

Thesubjectl i ne st at ensdificatioiseoctteapecial adhicle$ Fpezialwagei |
used in the operations an @hissujectline alreaglydissur r ent
tinguishes tis documentrom the other letters in this mattérhe other correspondence
makes no mention of any modifications to be made by Gaubschat on vehicles already in
serviceAlso, theGemant er m meani ng 6 s ptleeR$SHA LUsedtedescribéd e s 6
the vehicles was n@pezialwagerbut ratheiSonderfahrzeug¢he usual term.

Linguistically speaking, the opening text of thiscumenis downrightimpossible It be-
ginshy stating

fiSince December 1941, for example, 97,000 were processed with the usehafl&s,

without any defects in the vehicles becoming apparent.

It makes no sense to begin a letter viifthr exampled The termfifor exampl® has meaning

only when something was described or claimed in the foregoing, for which an example then
follows. In this particular caséfor exampl® cannot even refer to theibject ling because

the subjectine speaks of technical modifications which are necessary, but the text immedi-
ately states that no defects have occurred in the vehicles. And that is not exactly an example
to demonstrate the necessity for technical modifica!

The text does n3,00® ntdhiacpaotessedehnmafitg htth eb efi.

A closer examination of thaote of June 5 and a comparison with the RSHA letter of June
23, 1942, shows that tmete is a sort of plagiarism of the letter of June 23. Bettiersare
subdivided into 7 points pert ainotintgpretso t he
these requests in a way that peitat exhausgas murders of human beings.

| positthat thenote of June 5 is a fabrication. Its authors wrote it after the letter of June
23 was written, antackdatedit. The various points were rewritten and supplemented with
additional remarks in such a way that murderous intentions are made apparent. One proof
for this fabrication is the fact that thete of June 5, ifPoint 2, refers to a consultation
between the RSHA and Gaubschat which the letter of June 23 shows to have taken place
only onJune 16, fullyelevendays afte(!) the allegedwriting of thenote of June 5!

To further substantiatey claim, | havejuxtaposedthe corresponding points from the
letter of June 23 and thte of June 5 in the following table. All those remarks inribie
which point to gassing, i.e., the loading of the vehicles with humans, and which do not
occur in the letter of June 23, aenderedy me inbold print.

The letter of June 23 contained seven points. fdie of June 5 is also organized into
seven points, but not all of them correspond even partly to the content of one of the points
of the letter. Evidently some of the RSHAG®GS:s
themselves well to the gassing theand so they were left out. Instead, two supplements
were added.

For example, Point 3 in th®te of Juné reads:

ifThe connecting hoses between the exhaust

cause they are corroded on the inside by fluids. To prevent this, the filler pipe is henceforth

to be mounted in such a way that input proceeds from above downward. Thievent

fluids from entering. o
Connecting hoses for exhaust gas are added to the text here, whereas there was no mention
of such a thing in the original letter.

Another supplementation is to be found in Point 7 of the note, where the need for a re-
movable grate is mentioned. The text statesthat§ifc&& ] t he firm commi s si
work [é] considers this desi dhedepignlshodlddbe be i r
s ubmitoadffdrenfifirm 6 This is entirely new to anyc
and contradicts the urgency of the commission which is repeatedly expressed in other letters.
Besides, internal notes jotted by members of the RSHA@n t he back of Gaub
of May 14, 1942 confirm that the RSHA decided to dispense with the removable grate and
a g r e epbduttion asitodated0 There is no mention of a di
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LETTER OF JUNE 23, 1942

ONOTEGO6 OF JUNE ¢

fil. The cube body is to be reduced in lengt
by 800mm[ 3 1. 5 "We herejvith hcknow
ledge the objections raised, that such a shg
ening would cause a disadvantageous dist
bution of weight[The preceding text shows

that this objection was raised by Gaubscha
the occasion of a verbal discussion on Jung
16, 1942.JAny disadvantages resultirigere-

fromwill not be complained of to the firm of]
Gaubschab

fi2. It would seem necessary to decrease th
load area. This will be achieved by shorteni
the body by approximatelyr [39"]. The
above problem cannot be solved, as has be
attempted, by reducing the number of objec
per load.This is because a reduction in the
number necessitates a longer operation tirr
since the empty space also must be filled w
CO.[ é]

In a discussion with the manufacturer it was
pointed out by the latter that a shortening o
the cube body would result in a disadvanta:
geous weight displacemeit.fact, however,
an involuntary balancing in weight distribu-
tion occurs because during operation the
load strives towards the back door and al-
ways largely ends up there.

fi5. The slidecovered openings in the rear
doors are to be omitted, and replaced with
open slits of 100 x 1&hm[4" x 0.4"]in the
upper back wall (not door). They are to be
covered on the outside with easily movable
hinged metal flaps.

fil. To allow for the rapid inflow of the CO
while preventing excessive pressutep
open slits of 10 x tm[4" x 0.4"] are to be
located in the upper back wall. These are tc
be covered on the outside with easily mova
hinged metal flaps allow for selfregulation
of any potential excess pressude.

fi6. The closeable drain opening in the right
front part of the cube floor is to be omitted.
Instead, a drain opening of about 260n[9"]
in diameter is to be cut into the cube floor.
This opening is to have a strong, tighting,
hinged lid that can be closed and safely
opened from outsid&.

4. To allow for easy cleaning of the vehicle
[this expression builds on the implied allege
tion that the gassed people were covered w
excrement and filth and had dirtied the vehi
accordingly] a tightly closeable drain open-
ing is to be located in the center of the floor
The drain cover, about 200 to 3@@m[8" to
12"] in diameter, is to be equipped with a U
trap so that thin fluid can also drain out dur-
ing operationo [This too is a reference to ex
cretions from the dying people.]

fi7. The interior lights are to be protected w|
a domed wire guard that is stronger than th
used to daté.

fi6. The lighting appliances are to be more
strongly protected from destruction than the
have been so far. The iron grid guard over -
lamps is to be domed enough to render dar
age to the lamp glass no longer possible.
From practical experience it was sugted
that the lamps should be omitted altogethel
since allegedly they are never needeavas
found, however, that when the back door is
closed, i.e., when the interior becomes darl
the load urgently strives towards the door.
This is because, at the get of darkness, the
load strives towards the lighfUtter non-
sense. Once the door was closed, it would
have been no lighter there than in the rest
the cube body Further, it was found that a
commotion, probably due to the eerie natur
of darkness, always breaks out at the point
where the doors are closed. For thisason,
it would be expedient to turn the lights on b
fore and during the first minutes of opera-
tion.0
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3.3.2.3. O6Special Vehiclesd for Passenc

The correspondence does not allow for any inference of what the RSHA intended to use
t hese &s peciOathe otherihand, It is mossiblé to say with complete certainty
what these vehicles coufitbe used for, namely for any kind of transportfwifig human
beings.

From the correspondence and the related memos of the RSHA some conclusions can be
drawn regarding the nature of tbergoboxo f t hese O6special vehicle

The RSHA memo of April 27, 1942 investigates the various options for a-gulokding
mechanism: a3 tipping mechanism for theargo box b) making the floor grate tippable;
c) a removable and +imsertable grate.

The interior height of theargo boxis given as 17@m (67"). The planned elevation of
the grate onto thevheelhousegeduces this height by 7c8n (3"), leaving only 162.6m
(64"). This is entirely inadequate for transport¢ivihg, standing people.

Under b), making the floor grate tippable, the hofdresult is specified as a sort of

fismooth sliding of the | oad, which required an ang

However, it is statethatthe load required at leashe mete(3' 4") of clearancebetween

the floor and the ceiling because otherwise it would be crushed. This clearance requirement
allowed for only a 10incline, whi ch di d smooth slidng f oif c ¢ heod oidd.
too shows that the &1l osadndc ec oiunl ds uncont ah acvaes eb e

ance would not have sufficed.
iSo that the | oad does not fall over, ot he
a nandied gridwork o f X (appmxirdately 12 to 16") in height was to be affixed

to the grate. Such a grid would not have been nearly high enough to keep people, standing

closely crowded together, from falling agai

The RSHAOGs construction suggestions are
0speci a.lButy achordngd te kSogomrt al, Nazi Mass Murdefnote51) i this was

no problem atamdl miodet bes 6gAsfew quotation

strate this point.

For example, it is claimed that 50 80 persons were crowded into tBaureftyped g a s
v ans &4 58H 63 64,69).

fiThe victimg € Yere herded into the vad§p. 69).

fiwe shoved them into the gas vans. These vans were packegéapta (p. 59).
The vehicles were always

fi [ éfammed full, so that when the doors were opened the bodies f&l O .
Regarding the number of 50 80 peopleit ought to be borne in mind that, for a maximum
payload of 4.5 tons, no more than 60 people could have been loaded at a time.

fiThe van was opened. Some bodies fell out; the others were unloaded by plisoners

(p. 54).
fiThe doors were opened and the bodies thrown into theddjicls9).

c

fiThe back doors of the van were opened, and the bodies that had not fallen out when the

doors were opened were unloaded by Jews who were stilb#tive1).

fiAs the doors were opened, dense smoke emerged, followed by a tangle of crumpled bod-

ieso (p. 61).
But evidently there alreadgxistedd gas vansd®é with tipping me

ch

fiThen it backed up to the edge of the grave, the rear doors were opened, and the cargo

compartment tipped up. This made the victims fall out into the gravgQp. .
One thing becomes perfectly clear from t
the same contrapti ons a $he tatteewoldhevA ferd theins p e
selves neither tthe transportof living passenger(their load room was not high enough)
nor to murdering the occupants with exhaust gas (they had Diesel engines).

he
ci

S
i
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3.3.2.4.A Few Remarks about Handwritten Notes on the Documents of
RS58/871

The back side of thBocuments R68/871 fol.13, a letter from Gaubschat dated May 16,
1942, a completely unsuspicious document, bears a lot of handwritten remarks bgridauff
others. Regarding their content, these notes are similar to those which can be fBoed on
ument PSb01. It seems to have been usual that handwritten notes were written on the bac
side of received documents. Anyway, the handwritings here are remarkably different fron
those thatcan be foundonBedkes | et t er d aiteetle cavitaaldoclrent ofl 9
the PS501 folder.

4. Eyewitness Testimony

The critical assessment of the two main
has turned up very little in the line of substantiating their credibility. All we have left now
are the statements of eyewitnesses; perhaps an examination ahtheget provide some
convincing information.

We shall dispense with a repetition of the general reservations that must be kept in mir
where eyewitness testimony is concerned, and refer the reader instead to the cautions set
in Section 2.3. But in our particular case there is an additional sgui@blem. As a rule,
eyewitness testimony is part of trial or pretrial proceedings, and in Germany transcripts c
these are not made available for free historical resed@twrefore the statements are not
accessible to us in their original forre,in t he context of the wi
We have access only to those short excerpts that have been quoted elsewhere. It is obvil
that this can lead to misinterpretations. Every author is interested only in the topic that s/f
is working on athe time, and will select sources accordinglgereforewe can only quote
eyewitness testimony that has already been selected by other authors, and we have no v
of determining the contexts. For thisasonwe shall restrict ourselves largely to degeri
tions of factual matters.

The | arge number of eyewitness statemen
and of itself, be taken as evidence for the actual existence of these vans, and prompts us
examine all such statements especially carefully.

4. 1. O6Murder Vans6 during Sovi et

The 6 mur daened by thenSevietsame to our attention through the conformist tes-
timony in the trials of Krasnodar aricharkov>®
Thedef endants and the witnesses describe
lows:
i dark gray, boxshaped heawvgoods vehicle
i alarge, tweaxle heavygoods vehicle
T 5or7tons
i Diesel engine
i six-cylinder engine
T interior lined with galvanized iron
T at the back, double doors that sealed hermetically
T rubber lining on the doors
i on the floor, a (wooden) grate
T underneath, one or more tube/s connected to the exhaust pipe
i looked like a normal prison or delivery van
i vehicle holds about 6070 people
iit was call, ®@ddedm®@Btiankv&avend

The almost identical nature of the descriptions, which in one respect could be taken as
indication of the correctness of the statements, may in this case actually be the result

% |.F. Kladov, op. cit (note21), pp. 8f., 49, 50, 65, 69, 77f., 85, 89f.; cf. also nb& and the report ithe
Moscow Newso. 7, July 1990, quoted in U. Walenayp. cit.(note13), p.21; also John LauclKatyn
Killings: In the RecordKingston Univ.Press, Kingston 1974/1988, pp-28.
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Soviet interrogation methods, and thus of no evidential value. This, in any case, is indicated
by the Diesel engines, which were emphatically confirmed by all witnesses and which render
the alleged murder method impossible.
I't is virtually impossible to check the wi
counts have even been factored into German court verdicts!

4 . 2. 6 Gas V dlatisnatSacialistdrimésa |l s o f

4. 2.1. Various Types of 6Gas Vansbd

According to the account containgdthe documentalolumeNazi Mass Murdefon pages

52-72 of note51; page number® the texfromtherg,t he vehi cl es used as
those special vehicles of the RSHA which the firm of Gaubschat was supposed to equip with
specially modified bodies.have already shown that this claim is untenable.

Witnesses, however, d o n,odnd evepiretliskespeat oty o f S
just ofa single model, buifot he rv atlngpads ypes as wel | .

Regardless of the fact that t he-tdBeehicleer &éga
it must have existed in two different siZe®ne size with a capacity of 30 60 persons
(p. 54), and another with a capacity of § 64). In fact, the Saurer heavy goods vehicles
had a maximum capacity of 4.5 tons and, as we have already seen in Section 3.3.2.3., could
not have held more than 60 people.

Anot her O6gas vandé type is said to have bee
of Diamondi a 3ton model which also occurred in two different sizes: one with a capacity
of 25 to 30 peopl¢p. 54) and one large enough for 50 peofge64).

Ot her vehicle types that wnediumweiglt enault f i ed
truck® (p. 77); and an OpeBlitz.®® One witness claims she sawga@antic car( A Ri e -
senawhocbhdgoul d hold a hundp@&d people standin

And t hen t msemethingile a mavihgsvan B e ar i nifaisér Cafeel o g o
Company fiK@isers KaffeeGeschaf) on either sidép. 38). However, two other witnesses
who claim they saw the same vehicle did not notice this 9bdbe appearance of these
speci al vehicles is also descr i laeeahorndousf f er er
windowless vehicle covered with metal sheeting, and closed at the back by a large metal
door.[ € Atank was fitted under the vainpm whichpipes led to the interior of the vehiole
(p.38.A di fferent witness, on t hnsetitutonahtator h and,
with a large, hermetically sealed steel traifér

4.2.2. Description of the 6Gas Vanséb

As if the differing descriptions of the van types and sizes were not enough, the details given
regarding their outfitting and appearance are even more grossly contradcigoyd s b o0 o k
in particular presents a wild conglomeration of conflicting claims:

The van b oiddovdess (ppe8 &3); fi w h eaypeephwld or & small window
into the inside ofthetrueék t hr ough which the p(eb4sthays out
hadawindowf r om whi ovasi possi bl e to seeo(p.Ad;o the
or t h dalse windadvs painted on the sidd€p. 68).

Regarding the door/s of the 6gas vansd t he
was a large door at the back of the v@os 38, 55, 62, 63, 69); there werdtwo) doors or a
double dooKpp. 57, 59, 61 (twice) 63,65, 66 68, 69, 7Q 77, 86 (twice). Thi souldoor f
be hermetically sealédpp. 38, 57, 59 (twice) 64, 69; i t latalegp. 55); fibolted
shub (p. 62); |l ocked with a padlock, thepdeiy to w
was scr ewetlreesdransat the top, m thé middle and at the bottditn

Consi der i ngv atohdgotboxestere supmpsed to be a standard model, these
widely divergent features are astonishing. What is more, the contradictory claims often refer
to one and the same specific vehicle which different witnesses claim to have seen.

S

50 M. Beer, op. cit.(notel), p.414.

61 E.Kleei Eut h a n a sStaatdischem Franh&furt/Main 1983, p07.

2 A quote f m the RSHA ONoted of e 5, 1842, whe
t

ro Jun
Engl i sh ranslation has it somewhat inaccurately
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One thing, however, has gone entirely unmentioned by almost all withesses: the device
setup by means of which the inmates were to have been gassed. This typical feature of
6 g a s i tha arux 6f the matter we are concerned with entirely absernfrom the wit-
nesses6d testimony.

Onespecialsub spect of this topic are tdndtoc!| ¢
have beerused to kill the mentally ill (euthanasia), as well Jws deported to the
Kulmhof/ChelmnoCamp There is no writterdocumentakvidence for these accusatians
only eyewitness testimony. It is beyond the scope of this work to discuss these claims her
It sufficesto say that they are no more credible than the others we have examined.

So, in the end, wd o nkdotv more than at the start. The witness statements have also
failed to provide conclusive proof of tF
murdering their passengers.

4.3. The Real Probles theEyewitness Testimony

Several years agovisited the Yad Vashemluseumin Jerusalem to learn details about the
TreblinkaExtermination CampTo my surprise, the Israeli official in charge there toie
on July 10/11, 1985:

iwe have known for a |l ong time that thert
camp Treblinka Braeli scientists, historians and geologists have repeatedly examined
the sites described by the witnesses, and their detailed investigations have not turned
a single shred of evidence for the existence of an extermination camp. Such a camp, a
the events there, would have to have left traces behind, which could be found. But ther
are no such traces. The real problem with Treblinka is the eyewitassmony

Thisassessment al so a@qweveretsvouldde unrbadisticGagaassmev
that all those people who claim to ha&ve
perjured themselves. They must have seen vans or trucks of some sort which, for whatev
reasons, struck them as unusual or dangerous.

The simplestexplanation may be that people were taken by truck or van from one place
to another. The witnesses saw people getting into a vehicle and not returning. The idea
connect that fact with 6égas vans6é may no

As we have already Tssadescriptiorhoemutder vamslidingta s
exist in the Third Reich. But thengerev ar i ous speci al vehicl e
vang @gassi,mg vVaras (elbR Beaghas discussedtbese latter vehicles
in detail in his chapten this volume.

| believe that what so agitated the imagination of the witnesses was first and foremost
di fferent ki ndBBaditulady inpdishiaral Russiam bréas beleind the front,
the German forcesaw themselves faced with the problem of typhus. This same problem
also existed in the concentration camps and ghettos. Combating this danger was one of th
most pressing tasks. The extensive contemporaneous literature shows thisklearly.

Gassing vans, also called gas vans for short, were often used asdisibitstatiorsta-
tions. The term édgassing vansd was a r e:¢
main carrier of the typhysathogenwere destroyed (gassed) witpdrogen cyanide (HCN)
There were other decontamination procedures as(l@llair and hot steam, for instance)
but fumigation with HCN was recommended as the mapedient. Thelisinfestatiorsta-
tions for clothing were supplemented with disinfection stationgpeople. As a stopgap,
makeshift measure, moving vans were sometimeigigedand used for this purpoSeAf-
ter all some of the witnessedaimedt o have seen these, and
vans 0

8 Cf. in the bibliography the literature listed under the following names: Gas&agser Konrich, Mru-
gowsky, PappenheinmPeters PeterfRasch Puntigam Puntigam/Breymess@ernfus Puntigam/Pich-
ler, Ruppert Weidner Wohlraband Wiistinger

64 Gerhard Peter$V.Rasch fiDi e Bl aus?2ure als Ent| aDespmak-gs mi t
tische DesinfektorSeptember 1941, pp. 8®, herep9 4: fAWe note the attempt
delousing purposes in places where it was necessary to come up with makeshift fumigation facilities on
short order. o
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In this contextitisalsoi nt er esting to note t hapaintetlome of
on, fake windows @ hi s i s r e mindovst emd n toifonende ifin Nur en
mentPS5 0 1 . In fact, ther e \BekkidungiBEntgiftudgekwaft-s hut t e
wagemn cldthing-detoxification vang Sd.Kfz. 93 which were normally at the disposal
of the Nebeltrupper(operators of fog throwers to produce smoke screens as-defairse
measure). These detoxification vans also we
for neutralizing clothing that had been contaminated with chemicals spread by chemical
weapons or used by the fog throwgs.

It is also possible that the RSHAG6s speci
In any case, an SQbergruppenfilhreconfirmed in April 1942 that the RSHA had supplied
him with a .8bdel ousing van

Together with rumors (which are well known to run rampant in cladedreas such as
ghettos and camps), such vehicles may very well have been the foundation for speculations.
Thepostwar stories which filled in udantostrolgdaps i n
reports and tales probably did the rest.

I amno more able to offer a solution to the problem of the eyewitness testimony than was
the official in charge at the Yad Vashé&vtuseum To bring light into this darkness would
be the responsibility of free and unfettered historical research.

5. Conclusion

My <critical assessment of the evidence in t

According to Soviet officers, &édmurder vans
the exhaust gas already turned up in the Soviet Union in the 1830943 the Soviets
claimed thaGermanforceh ad used such 6murder vansd to Kk
citizens. The vehicles mentioned in these allegations were exclusively-geady vehicles
which had Diesel engines, whose exhaust gas demonstrably does not contain enough carbon
monoxide bt have a lethal effect. On the basis of these accusations, Ukrainians as well as
German prisonersf-war were unlawfully executed.

In the Nuremberg Trials, the Soviets repeated their accusations, in which they were sup-
ported by the American prosecutors, who presented written documents: affidavits, and Doc-
umentPSh0lione of two documents on whidaphWd he 0Og
have shown that neither the affidavits nor38. are probative documents. In the 1970s
another document, B8/871, suddenly surfaced from the Koblenz Federal Archives, to also
all egedly substant i atde havehckarlesiwin this eemtodbeao f 6 g ¢
fabrication.

The 1960s and 1970ssawmanyNg i al s, i n t hegastcaonbdswasebr whi
supposed to be corroboratetly internally inconsistent and at times nonsensical eyewitness
testimony. In this context we have demonstrated the problem of the eyewitness testimony
by means of neutral assessments, and have come to the conclusiomttiet to be credi-
ble, eyewitness testimony must be authenticated by provable facts or by documents that have

5 W, Oswald op. cit.(note4), p.210; cf. John MilsomGerman Military Transport of World War Two
Arms & ArmourPr e s s London/ Hi ppocr ene BooHesschel83Gvt, Yor k 1
clothing decontamination truck, Kfz 83, R ., opFait. motdd), p. 93.

% The fog throwers were machines that could turn co
high viscosity) or sulfuric acid anhydride (§@nto an extremely fine spray and blow it straight up into
the air. These hazardous substances combine with the moisture in the air, and real fog is formed as a re-
sult. The extremely aggressive sulfuric acid used was also a danger to the personiekeasdh,
Special Vehicles 93 always had to be on staydso that the operators of the fog throwers could
promptly clean themselves up with the warm water and neutralizing solutions (such as sodium hydrogen
carbonate, NaHC{)that were kept at the ready there. Since the Allies soon learned to drop bombs ac-
curately despite such fogging, the procedure was abandoned in the course of the war. | owe this infor-
mation to O.W. GrussendomBesides that, another task of these Special verhicles clearly was the de-
fense against attacks with chemical weapons, cf. Oberkommando des Heer&seg(&teheltruppe
Waffenhefte des Heeres, Deutscher Volksverlag, Munich 1941, p. 24; Adolf Ropri@ckeschichte
der Raketenartillerie von den Chinesen bis zu den Deutschen tber ignis volans b% pubVby au-
thor, Bad Aibling 1960, p129.

57 E. Kogonet al.(eds.),op. cit.(note51), p.71.
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stood up to close critical & x&ithesictioiasn .
not been possible in so much as one single instance.

On the whole, the evidence submitted fo
val ue, and the claim that Germans had ml

must be regarded strictly as rumor.

6.Edi tSopplénsent

Pierre Marai6 s Fr ench monograph on the gas van
in 2011 by Santiago Alvarea a heavily revised and significantly expanded English edition
(2nd ed. in 2023)It forms Volume 26 of the seriéfolocaust Handbooksand is available
as a free PDF file; see the introduction of this volume in the appendix to this book.
Thosewho consider Mrs. Weckéteriticism of the divergent testimonies about gas vans
as petty nipicking may consult the long list dfivergent statementa the book byAlva-
rezZMarais which is based on many more sources. hegesummaryfor the sources see
Subchapter 4.2. iAlvarezZMarais:

6.1.Vehicle Models

T Saurer i foreign T Daimler Benz
i Diamond T Opel i Magirus Deutz
T American T Renault T Russian Ford

6.2.General Appearance

i large former refrigerator truck

i all-metal cargo box

i false windows

1 false windows and closed curtains

i camper van with windows, curtains and shutters painted on, including a chimney
i black

i yellow

T green

T grey-green

T grey

i grey Saurer truck with ten benches for the inmates to sit on
i very big armored vans

i trailers attached to trucks

i ordinary box car, possibly with windows

i like a moving van

T interior lined with sheet metalvooden floor grate

i grey truck, like a bathroom, with straw mat

i cargo box of 7 to 8 m length

i cargoboxof5mx25mx25m

T 5 or 7metrictons

i 3 metrictons,cargo box 4 m x 2 m

T prisonertransport van, 1.5 to 2 metric tons

i tiltable cargo box for fast unloading

i warningsigmid eengus stinkero painted on

6.3. PassengeCapaity

i 170 1 100 T 80

i 150175 i 80-100 i 70-80
i 130 i 80-90 i 60-70
i 100-120 T 70-90 T 50-80
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i atleast 60 i 40-45 i 2530
i 50-60 i 3540 i 25
T 40-60 i 3040 i 15 (small) 30 (large)
T several dozen i atleast 30 T 1525
i 3050 i 30 i upto 14
6.4.Duration of the Gassing Procedure
7 20-30 min. T 10 min. T 5-7 min.
i 15-30 min. T 7-10 min. i atleast 5 minutes
T 1520 min. i 7-8 min. T 4-5 min.
T 15 min. i several minutes T 2-3 min.
T 10-15 min. T afew /510 min.
T 12 min. T 6-7 min.
6.5.PoisonSource
i Diesetexhausgases T exhaust gas from engine fueled with
i gas and exhaust fumes from burning gas- methanol
oline in the engine i carbon monoxide
i exhaust gases T bottled carbomonoxide _
i exhaust gases and other gases iZyklon B dumped in from

cabin

6.6. Gassing Procedure
T removable metal hose leading from exhaust pipedatgobox

ifrom a device in the driverdés cabin, upon
box
ifia valve in the driverés cabin, turned on d

i
1 aleverin the cabin, operated by the driver

T a lever outside the cabin (Manoschek 1998, p. 230)

I gassing device inside of truck, operatelhn t he dr i vetradsé cabin dur
T custombuilt device byAuschwitz motor pool

T exhaust pipe forking mechanism

T gassing during transit

I driving to mass grave, then gassing while standing still

T gassing while standing still, then driving to mass grave

This list is essentially based on a long list of court rulings and statements quoted or published
in the media and literature. The extensive investigation files that led to the more than 30
German court decisions in which gas vans were a subject of rntegotiauld not be evalu-
ated so far. These files are in German archivesdi¥idualspublicly known as revisionists
tried to gain access to them, theyould have to expect being arrested upon visitimg
archive... The evaluation of these materials &héurtherenrich the above divergent lists
with even more divergent statements, especially since it is likely that the prosectrben
ducedonly such testimonieto the criminal proceedingsand the courts only mentioned
thosetestimoniesn thdr verdicis that appeared reasonably credible amde conducivéo
convicing the defendants.

TheEditor
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Do Photos Prove the NS Extermination of the Jews?
UDbo WALENDYAND GERMARRUDOLF

1. Introduction

Photographs played a central role in the arseithlwhich Allied war propaganda slandered
the enemy in World War One, as Ferdinand Avendrassshown with numerous examples.
Retouching techniques were admittedly quite crude in those days, and the falsifications we
thus easy to detebly critical individuals However,during the agitated atmosphere of the
First World War such highlycritical mindswere few and far between and, more important,
not at all welcome. Today people shake their heads in astonishment that even drawings a
caricatures, crudely drawn and easily recognizable as such, were accepted as sterling tr
by contemporarieBut do we really have any cause for such a condescending attitude?

Alain Jauberhas shown that dictatorships in particular have a strong inclination for ma-
nipulating photos or producing posed and even completely faked photoddapiterdeals
primarily withthe sefp or t r ay a l of rulers by means o
and, unfortunately, all bygasses ovehe interesting aspect of wartime propagainea well
as the propaganda engaged in by democratic natibith i led by Great Britain since the
i Gr e a ti raWlg exbibiedany greater scruples in this matter than dictatorships.

Oneof Jaubelts exampl es warrants a closer |l oo
duces a photograph that shows the abuse of English prisoirees in France by French
civilians at the time ofhe German occupation during the Second World War. Jairtert
prets this as a photo made up by the German occupation troops. However, he provides
evidence to support his claim. Since the Allies launched massive airata@sn French
cities, resulting in heavy losses of life among the civilian populdtibrertainly is not
inconceivable that the French might have vented some anger on Allied prisbmes
especially in light of the fact that a considerable part of the French population collaborate
with the Germans, partly out of opportunism, partly of conviction. But the Allied bomb-
ing of French targets as well as the siare collaboration with the Germans are taboos in
todayods Fr enchiistbeqphomograph Jaubdétewseehlly posed, or is his
interpretation incorrect because in his opinion that whidst notbe cannotbe?

2.0n theTechniques of PhotBorgeryand Their Detection
We distinguistamongthree kinds of forgery, as follows:
1. Genuineand unretouched photographs are given false captibhi is not actually a
falsification of the photoper se but rather a false account of what is shodowever,
this hasalways been one of the mosffective methods of deception, since the photo
itself is genuinafter all and the misleading caption can often be exposed only if what
the picture actually does show candmmonstratedhy means of reliable sources. In
some cases, though, details in a photograph can suffice to prove thiitiemade
about it are wrong for example, when the location, persons or objects appearing in
the photo cannot be reconciled with what the caption claims.
2. Genuine photos are altered as to their detailsis entails, firstto shav only specific
sections of a photo in orderdmp such parts as would refute the false, alleged message
the photo is to conveA second variation involves the addition or insertion of a gen-

1 F.Avenarius Das Bild als VerleumdeCallwey, Munich 1916; F. AvenariuBas Bild als Narribid.,
1918; cf. U. WalendyHistorische TatsacheN o . 22: AAlL T iiertd9KOi ég¥er
fur Volkstum und Zeitgeschichtsforschung, Vlotho 1984, cited in the followirdjTas

2 A. JaubertFotos, die ligenAthenaum, Frankfurt/Main 1989.

3 Cf. the introduction to A. GrossdErmordung der Menschheitdanser, Munich 1990, p. 9; a detailed
survey about Allied air raids against RGerman cities cf. M. Czesaniuropa im Bombenkrieg 1939
1945 Leopold Stocker, Vienna 1998.
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uinei changed or unchangédoortion ofonephoto into another photo, which in turn

may also be genuine or faked, resulting in an alteration of the overall message the photo
conveys. Alteration of the genuine portion is then usually confined to a change in the
faces shown, or to making undesiredtpaf the photo unrecognizablép until the

late 1970s and early 198Qkis was done by hand, by artistically changing or supple-
menting enlargements of the phokalsifications of this type are usually easy the
practiced eye to detect, since shadows, perspective, and realistic depictions are rarely
rendered perfectlyThere are cases, however, where such changes are made with bril-
liant precision, and cases wheagchchanges are deliberately made difficult to prove

by photographing the altered cogljghtly out-of-focus

Today, advanced computer technology allows for the almost limitless manipulation of
photo documentdvlodern computer systems can perfamear-perfect manipulations

of shadows and distortions of perspective as well as of natural colors and shapes on
existing photographs that are scanned into a comiieh changes may be invisible

to thenakedeye, butheytypically leavetell-taletraceson thepixel level that can be
visualized using enlargements and the appropriate software. On the other hand, this
technology also makes it possible to delete these traces, so that perfectiardage-
lationis possible in principle todayror this reason, any picture relating to controver-

sial historical topics and published for the first time nowadays must be strictly rejected
as evidenceOnly proof that the physical material of the corresponding original nega-
tive or transparency dates from fp@mputer daysould restore photo to its statusf
ahistorical document.

3. Complete forgerylf an allegeddocumentalphotograph consists of a photographed
drawing, or if it has been assembled from parts of other photos, this represents a com-
plete forgery. The dividing line between altered photos and complete forgeries is by its
very nature a fluid one. Like retouchedopbigraphs, such forgeries may be exposed
through the detection of inconsistencies in the way shadows are cast, in perspective,
shape and color, line direction, as well as by a proof of the impossibility of certain
combinations of persons, objeetsd locations shown.

Thanks to modern computer technology, the considerations set out in 2. also apply to
the evidential value of recedbcumentaphotographs.

3. Photographs Regarding the Persecution of the Jews in the Third
Reich

In light of the dubious circumstances under which witness testimony, confessions and affi-
davits, but also documents of all kinds attesting td\thitonatSocialistpersecution of the
Jews came and continue to come apwhich the present volume points out time déinte
again, can one really assume without any critical second thoughts that all the photographs
about theNationalSocialistpersecution of the Jews which have been shown singe the
war are genuine®r would it not be more prudent to prodeeith caution, and to subject
each of these photos to critical examination?

In fact, so far onlyone monograpbkxistswhich deals with the actual or alleggdcumen-
tal photographs of thilationatSocialistpersecution of the Jevislauber does not discuss
this subject, perhaps because he does not consider it politically opportune to dchsod G
Frey touches on this topic, but in ngpinion, he does not give it as much attention as it
deserves. Aside from these exampl es, any d
the authenticity of suctilocumentaphotographs has been confined to polemics afitirtg

4 U.WalendyBild-i Dok ument ed f¢r di eVelagfiro/blkstanhundZeitgdrr ei bung ?
schichtsforschung, Vlotho 1973; cf. also U. Walerfeiyropa in FlammenVol. Il, ibid., 1967, docu-
ment al appendix, and U. Wal eThdJoyrnalfoflHistericdfRekiev Phot og
(JHR) 1(1) (1980), pp. 5% 7 ; regarding manipul ated photographs
mer neue Bil df 2| SHTNowWd&6d, Verlag flP dotkstumlind &eit@eschichtsfor-
schung, Vlotho 1994/1995; S. Egel iVer or dnet e Ei nhlTiND.§2®/BMripngo Part
Historisch Onderzoek, Berchem 1997.

5 G. Frey(ed.),Vorsicht FalschungFZ-Verlag, Munich 1991, pp. 24B67.

:
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criminal charges against doubters and critics until recently, but has changed in 1996/97,
we shall see.

This was indeed an alarming state of affairs, since in this age of illustrated magazines ar
television, photographs have a powerful pedagogic influence on the people, and faked ph
tos therefore have a propagandistic and even incendiary effect that dgndeaoveresti-
mated. This is particularly so in the context of aionatSocialistpersecution of the Jews,
as this is a topic for which the vast majority of the people have bybeewconditionedto
manifesta Pavlovian responseyeflexive horrorthat renders any critical assessment of the
evidence presented virtually impossible.

In the following, some pictures that are offered over and over again as proof of actual ¢
presumed events of théationatSocialistpersecution of the Jews will be discussed and
critically analyzed. Due to the limited space available, this discussion cannot be anythin
near comprehensive, neither with respect to the number of photos requiring analysis nor
terms of the scope of eaemalysis. A comprehensive critique of the wealbwn photo-
graphs on this topic, which would go beyond my previous Woeeds yet to be compiled.

3.1. MisCaptioned Photographs

It is often difficult to prove that a photograph shows what the caption claims it shows. One
generally has only eyewitness testimony as corroboration, namely that of the photograph
on the one hand and, on the other, that of paspteclaim to havewvitnessed the event and
perhaps appear in the photo. The location depicted on the photo helps to determine the pl:
and sometimes the time that a picture was taken. The presence, in the photeknbwell
personalities whose participation in the eventeifiable can go a long way towards facil-
itating identification.If, however, a photo shows only people whose idesstitannot be
ascertained, and if the background of the photo shows nothing unique or characteristic th
would permit the picture to be spatially and perhaps also tempplathd, then one is truly
at the mercy of thpurportedphotographer and his statements. If even the photographer is
unknown, and all the evidence one has depentgarsay tstimony, then such photographs
are all but wathless as historical documents, since anyone is free to make any unverifiabls
claims he wants regardy the alleged conteat

In fact, both the persons shown as well as the originators of the photos are complete
unknown formanyof the pictures reproduced in the following. This is a condition that ap-
plies to almost all sealled photographs pertaining to the murder of the Jéis.in itself
ought to be reason enough to dispense wi
or most data about the photo (taken by whom and when) and the items shown (persor
locations) can be verified by external evidence. But let us tdkekaat some examples
anyhow.

lllustration 1shows two shrurén heads
which the American troops allegedly foun
on liberating the Buchenwal@amp These |4
and other medical specimens are said to i
parts of the bodies of deceased inmatg®
Lampshades, book bindings and boo
marks of tattooed human skin, as well g
thesetwo shrunken heads, caused a part
ular sensation. Aside from the general N
remberg indictment, these served as the (]
mary evidence in the trials of llse Kqdhe - S .
wife of the formercommandant of Buchen-  lllustration 1: Shrunken heads, from R.
wald. She was said to select living inmate&leumann, Hitler i Aufstieg und Untergang des

on the basis of their tattoos, and to havePritten Reichs, Muniigfso'de”b(’urgv 1961, p.

& Aside from the works cited previously (netg reference is also made in this context to the many indi-
vidual examples which have been published time and time again in the various iddis¢srische
TatsachenVerlag fiir Volkstum und Zeitgeschichtsforschung, Viotho 12052.
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them killed in order to have variougeg
articles manufactured from their
skins.

According to a statement of the
American General Claythe alleged
lampshades from human skin we
in fact made of goat hiden his de-
tailed study of the matter, A. L.
Smith found that the objects whic _ﬁ.‘)&-
the U.S. Commission had identifie.
as consisting of human skin disag
peared without a trace after bein| W\
sent to the International Military Tri- IIIustratlon 2: AIIegedIy these are victims of a
bunal (IMT) in Nuremberd.All the massacre perpetrated by the battalion Nachtigall.
objects discovered later were either ~ From H. Bergschicker, Der Zweite Weltkrieg,
of imitation leather or animal hide Deutscher Militarverlag, Berlin 1968.
fabric or pasteboard. In 1973, the
U.S. National Archives discovered two books which allegedly were bound in human skin.
In 1982, a forensic analysis ofede book coverdead to the conclusion that it was the skin
of a big anima®.

The charges brought against lise Kdater, before a German court, were based solely on
the untrustworthy testimony of the professional witnesses from Dachau trials,@érictar
Rudolfhas already discussed in the premmpnt vol
aganda and mass suggestiSprevailing at the time, llse Koghwho had previously been
sentenced to life imprisonment by the Americans in Dachau, but had eventually been par-
donedi was again sentenced to life imprisonment by a German court, and later committed
suicide. The two shrunken heads that were submittedidtence turned out to be of South
American origin, and bore the inventory control number of a German anthropological mu-
seumt! They, too, have disappeared without leaving any trace.

Arthur L. Smithsuggests that there had been a medical student from the University of
Jena in the Buchenwal@ampwho had written his dissertation on the relationship between
skin tattoos and crime. In this context, use may possibly have been made of tattooed skin,
albeit taken from inmates who had already dfeSince the taking of organs or tissue from
deceased persons is neither unusual nor reprehensible when done for medical and educa-
tional purposes and with the consent of the deceased or their relatives, the question is
whether and in what context the skinstaken. In any case, risptioned photographs and
lies are attributed to the objects in the Buchenwald case and elséwhere.

7 A.L.SmithDi e fAHexe v o BohRBw Cdogne ¥883, pd 2210

8 1Ibid., pp. 103, 138, 153, 164; U. WalendyT No. 43, 1990, pp. 15ff.; G. Fregp. cit.(note5), pp.
200ff., 211; A. MohlerDer NasenringHeitz & Hoffkes, Essen 1989, pp. 133ff.

9 Cf. David Irving i Me n s ¢ Wiertelfalirasttefee fudfreie Geschichtsforschug¢®) (1999), pp.
214ff.; English:.www.fpp.co.uk/Ausclvitz/docs/controversies/humanskin/liseKochl.html

10 A. L. Smith, op. cit.(note7), p. 138.

11 perhaps they belonged to tRaturkundliches Museum Weimar near Buchenwald, which no longer
exists. Its exhibits now belong at least partly toNfaturkundemuseuin Gotha. Personal communica-
tion of Peter LangeHelmut Rehnremembers from the media coverage of those years that it turned out
that these heads had an inventory number oftiieropologisches Museuafi Berlin Dahlem, personal
communication. It certainly is worth exploring the Kdihs to find out where these heads really came
fromi and where they are now.

12 A, L. Smith, op. cit.(note7), pp. 127f.

13 On the Allied propaganda efforts surrounding objects allegedly made of human skin and the two
shrunken heads, see Dean Irebdd d o ¢ u Biehetwald: A Bisnibumb Portrayal of Evil2nd
ed., 2009https://holocausthandbooks.com/video/buchenwaltdNazi Shrunken Heads: A -Minute
Free Video about Lies Which Justify Wand ed., 200&ttps://holocausthandbooks.com/video/nazi
shrunkerheads/



http://www.fpp.co.uk/Auschwitz/docs/controversies/humanskin/IlseKoch1.html
https://holocausthandbooks.com/video/buchenwald/
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p ,_  ; ~ e . ?_L _b..< :
MEARES L

According tothe communist Easber- |
man author Bergschicker lllustration 2 |g
shows the victims butchered by the Ukrairg
ian nationalist battalioiNachtigall, whose |}
political officer allegedly was Theodo
Oberlandef*In his bookDer rote Rufmord &%
Kurt Ziesel proved that this campaigris
against the thewestGermanFederal Min- |24
ister was based on a false capfivimhe |3 &
photo in fact shows victims of the Sovies
NKVD, which liquidated enemies of the re[ S
gime en massebefore the Red Army re-SE=8gN
treated in 1941. This case is not an isolat 0
one. It is common practice to blame heajg
of dead bodies on some putative culprit, a 4
since the Germans have been conditioneq oy A P
be credulous and ever ready to make ov 3 r
hasty declaratianof guilt, they are the fa-|
vored target. R

lllustration 3 slows a similar example, ﬁ
which was reprinted in the May 21, 19454 &2
issue of the American magazinkife,
among others. The photo allegedly sho b i
dead slave laborers from the Nordhauseniiiustration 3: The photo reproduced in the
Camp In its commentarythe magazine  American magazine Life of May 21, 1945,
suggested that these inmates died of starva-s howi ng the fibodies
tion, overwork, and beatings. In fact, how- laborers in Nordt
ever, Martin Broszatand other _
mainstream scholatsave deter-
mined that these dead concentr
tion-camp inmates were victimg
of an Allied air raid against the|
NordhauserCamp?®

lllustration 4 degedly shows
victims of mass murder in
Auschwitz.!” The bodies are ac-
tually those of inmates who had
succumbed to typhus in the Ber ; / te ¥ . =
genBelsenCamp To date no [ i L Nt N7
similar photos have been foun es wirklich war
of Auschwitz or other sites of al- . — e
leged mass exterminations. Thd!lustration 4: Photo of typhus victims, taken following the
deliberate misrepresentation of _British occupation of the Bergen-Belsen Camp and

L . . publ i shed aAuschiwitzoct nmw aof ou
victims of starvahon,du_;ease,s e.g., the German magazine Quick in 1979.
supply shortages of all kinds, and
unhygienic conditions in the
camps of the Third Reich towards the end of the war is thus probably done out of shee
necessity, due to the painful lack of other, real pictures.

14 H. BergschickerDer Zweite WeltkriegDeutscher Militarverlag, Berlin (East) 1964, p. 150.

K. Ziese| Der rote RufmordSchlichtenmayer, Tubingen 1961, pp. 78ff.; cf. U. WaleBilg-i Do k u -
me n t @p. éit.(note4), pp. 3ff.

M. Broszat Studien zur Geschichte der Konzentrationsla@ehriftenreihe der Vierteljahrshefte fur
Zeitgeschichte, No. 21, Stuttgart 1970, pp. 194f.; cf. U. Walgdd@yNo. 34, 1988, p. 37.

From a 1979 issue @uick cited as per G. Fregp. cit.(note5), p. 259, who does not give a precise
date.

.
a

.

7
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IIIust‘ratlon 5 (a,b): “The photo at left was published in the news magazine “Splegel (42/1966) with

the caption, APerfecst astl eadv;e asty srtiegrhti nwe hsee €
capt i onseadd ifisStSs 6 p rheasncgriinbge 60 06 trreeper o d pop.eid (Noten32)H
p. 266.

It was no doubt the case that the hellish conditions prevailing in the adridpast Ger-
manygave the uninformed western Allied observers the impression that mass killings had
been carried out deliberately in these camps, so that the corresponding initial Allied reports
may be understandable enough. In truth, however, these conditions wereilihef eger-
nal circumstances such as, for example, the evacuation of camps nganthehose in-
mates were (foolishly enough) transferred into the natioradidantat this time on Himmlér s
orders!® the total overcrowding resulting from this measure for the remaining camps, as
well as the breaklown of sanitary, medical and foodsupply lines to the camps due to the
collapse of the infrastructure of the Third Reich which was being bombed to death at this
time, combined to give rise to the horrific conditions in the camps.

Norbert Freicomments on the reaction of the western Allies when they arrived in the
concentration camp'$:

fiThe shock at what they discovered infrequently led to factually incorrect conclusions,
some of which were to prove rather persistent. Paradoxically enough, they could also give
rise to politically and historically correct conclusions.

By fihistorically correct conclusionso he pr
nation that have beeefuted for the western camps but are said to be correct for the alleged
extermination camps i n t heorrdetacenclusiondthesd or t h

probably relate to the desirable effects swathmiscaptioedphotoshaei n t er ms of 6
lic education 26

The fact that the conditions for example in the concentration camp Dachau were actually
not too bad prior to the winter of 1944 can be seen from the published diary of a former
internee who was imprisoned in Dachau from November 1942 to Juné'184®ntrast to
this, and according to the published diary of a former German soldier, the conditions under
which German soldiers were imprisoned by the US Army in Daahdwelsewherafter the
war were much more sevefeand this time deliberately so, in order to harm as many Ger-

18 Cf. A. Rucker] NSProzesse2nd ed., C. F. Miller, Karlsruhe 1972, pp. 122ff.
1 Cf. NorbertFrei A6Wir waren blind, ungl2aubig und | angsam.
schen Medi en i Verdjahgheftedih Zeitgdséhictie, (\f3p(3) (1987), pp. 38801,
here p. 400; see also the analysis of Alliied press reactions to photos and reports fronBBEgen
and Dachau: Sarah CoatBglsen, Dachau, 1945: Newspapers and the First Draft of HisRiggserta-
tion, Deakin University, 2016.
20 Two further examples of incorrect captions: M. Weberii Th e 06 War s aJWR1&R)€10M)p Boy 0,
pp.6f;idem Al naccurate O0Ti med Magazi IHRIAND(@MPH,p.Bapti on L
2 A Haulot fAlLagertagebdami I SatiEaeoHelted()81985), pp. 12203.
2 G.NaumannBesi egt und fibef r eStacheldrahEr Deutsthdagdel®a®47h hi nt er
Druffel, Leoni am Starnberger See 1984comparison of both books was compiled by I. Weckert
iZwei mal SBipnt3{2a (w997, pp. 1427; reprinted iVifG 2(1) 1998, pp. 234. Because of
this article that issue @leipnirwas confiscated and the publisher prosecuted, cf. Peter Topféri r r e n
Oof fen¥fiG €¢d) (1998), pp. 35f. WeckerTwdTsmesDavi ew i s
¢ h a The Revisionis2(3) (2004), pp. 26@70.
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- o Y. -y - A couaia d
Illustration 6: Allegedly corpses of murdered Jews to be burned on a pyre.?®

mans as possibfe.

According to the German news magaz8mege| lllustrations5a and bshow aconcen-
tration-camp guaravith his victims in Buchenwald. The inmates are said to have their hands
tied and benhanged from tree¥.There is no need to analyze these photos in detail, because
an official German authority revealed in 1996 that these are stills from &£8888erman,

i.e. communist propaganda film produced by thePeutsche FilmAktiengesellschaft
(DEFA).2

lllustration 6is a photo taken by the Soviets toward the end of the war allegedly showing
a pyre with Jews killed by the Germans in the Estonia Klooga Ciwiat is remarkable
here, for one, is that some of the bodies stacked between the wooden beams are wear
their hats (top left). This would be pos
the heads of these corpsesr if the people lying tere were not dead at all, and had put
their caps on by themselves after getting into the position shown. The latter possibility i
supported by the fact that the people depicted in this photo show not even the slightest si
of rigor mortis: their limbs a perfectly adjusted to their new position on the pyre; see for
example the arms of the man at bottom left, or the arm of the man at top right. In fact, whe
we have here is not only a méagtioned photo, but one that probably has also been cropped.
Off towards the side, a photo of the same scenery, but a different perspective, shows peo
in Soviet uniforms, and their smug grins at this posed scene are clearly visible. There exi
at least seven different photos of this scene, all of them showing rtfehats, but without
any sign of rigor mortis, as J. Kuraas shownr’

lllustration Group7 is said to show mountains of shoes collected from inmates murdered
in Auschwitz i or in Majdanek, depending on whose version one chdd3ée fuzzy back-
ground and the unrealistic, drawiige appearance of the shoes in these pictures (especially
the right version) suggest that thisatsbest a heavily retouched photograph

% Cf. J.Bacque Other LossesStoddart, Toronto 1989; J. Bacg@imes and Mercigd.ittle, Brown &
Co., Toronto 1996.
2 Der SpiegeNo. 40, Oct. 10, 1966, p. 101; cf. H. Eschweme cit.(note32), p. 266.
% W. AyaR D. KrauseVilmar, Mit Argumente gegen die Holocadstugnungin Polis, Schriftenreihe der
Hessischen Landeszentrale fur politische Bildung, Wiesbaden 1996, pp. 22f.; referring to H. Obenaus
fAiDas Foto voiweiBmuBrinhl2dhgeenht um die Welt, o in St
(ed.),GedenkstéttefRundbriefno. 68, Berlin, October 1995, pp:83
Downloaded fromwww.nizkor.org/ftp.cgi/orgs/german/einsatzgruppen/image8fefpg source given:
George St. Georgd@he Road to Babyyar, Spearman, London 1967, pp. 64f.
2 J. Kuras fiGestellte sowBel dvE@3BH(199%, hped7®888.r hauf en
2 Il a): R. Schnabelbp. cit.(note42), p. 244; Ill. b): C. Simonavlhe Lublin Extermination Camjgor-
eign Languages Publication House, Moscow 1944, p. 12; cf. U. WalBitdyi D o k u me, npt cit.0 €
(note4), pp. 70f.

26
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Illustration Group 7: left, from R. Schnabel, Macht ohne Moral, capti one d:
shoes from murdered inmates in Auschwi t zo; ri ght ,, THetublim C.
Extermination Camp (Majdanek Camp).

The public is often shown heaps of shoes, eyeglasses, shaving brushes, wedding rings or
similar artifacts as proof of the extermination of the Jews. From a logical point of view, this
evidence is just about as conclusive as the claim that the greatfpisdoclothing which
are collected in Germany each year, for example by the Red Cross, prove that the Red Cross
exterminates the German people while collecting the clothiffgctnit seems to have been
largely forgotten today that due to the chroniorsdge of raw materials, virtually everything
was collected and recycled under the Third Reich, especially during the war.

If the shoes shown in these illustrations were real, indeed, and were found at the former
Majdanek Camp by the Soviets as is clairffathien their background is actually quite in-
nocuous,a® ol i sh hi st orfiomithe Maganask MaseumRtatgn 4 2920

it had been [gqutity ofshbesjtameaftom murdered detainees. We

know from documents that have later come to light that there was, at Majdanek, a store

which received shoes from other camps. 0

Maj danek simply had aherkshoegveerebeanyrefureishGlese wor k s
is no evidence that the former ownerslwse shoes had been murdered.

This kind of 6evidence, 6 which in any <cas
murder, has a particularly tragic aspect, in that for some strange reason such collections of
objects impress the average viewer as especially convincing, and ensuwdaaéntal feel-
ing of consternation, as was revealed by the mdwe@esmuhlenwhich was shown to the
German people after the war and which contained scenes of thi§ sort.

®J.zef MarnsBzuadgoevxka obozu koncentracyjnego i oSrodka
1942-1944 (nConstruction of the Concentration Camp
19421 9 4 Zeésyyty MajdankdV (1969), pp. 2190, here p. 48.

0 Czesgaw RBjoehlem liczby ofiar w obozie na Majdank
Maj d a n e k Ze€zgtyritajulgnkav/ol. XIV (1992), pp. 127132, here p. 127.

81 B.S.Chamberlin iTodesm¢hl en. EDWUm¥eerbsaebbngdri Mabesatzte

19451 9 4 @fZ29(3) (1981), pp. 42436, here p. 432.
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3.2. Doctored Photos

lllustration8a has been repeatedly presenté
as proof of inhumane deportations of Je
into ghettos and extermination cantpsnd
has also been broadcast as such on Ger
television®® The photo archives of the Fed
eral Railway Administration in Hamburg
however, reveal what this picture reall
shows. It is a freight train crowded with Ge
man refugeesbound for the Ruhr region,
standing in the Hamburgain Train Station Jg
in 1946. The unretouched original phoitis,
lustration 8b, hangs in the Hamburlylain
Train Statior®* This photo shows, on the
left, double decker passenger carriages
their way to Lubeck, and on the right, par
of the MainRailway Station buildings. Both
of these elements would have allowed for {
photo location to be identified as the Ha

This is by no means to say that there were
deportations of Jews into ghettos or conce
tration camps, and it is also not meant to su§
gest that these transports took place only in
comfortable passenger trains, although this

captioned fAtranspor

) . . extermination camps,
certainly was the case partiady in the Kennzeichen J, Deutscher Verlag der
early stage of the deportations and egly Wissenschaften, Berlin 1981.

as transports from western Europe are CGug
cerned® The exposure of this forgery is onl
meant to urge a more skeptical approach
allegeddocumentaphotographs.

lllustrationGroup9really needs no further
comment® Depending on which versio
one looks at, it is alleged to show the Munig
Jew Dr. S(p)iegel(or, alternatively, A.
Schwarty who asked the police for protec
tion in 1933 but was instead supplied with
poster, deprived of shoes, socks and trousg
and paraded through the city center. Ot
sources claim that this is a scene from the sa
called Reichskristallnachti.e, from the Illustration 8b: The original photo of the
night of November 9, 1938 (since when iS~FederaI_Rallway Admlnlstr_atlon. Its caption:
there broad daylight at night?). Since violent’ Ffr 'ehlt tg h :) tdf' aﬂ: ??Sh full
assaults against Jews hardly ever occurregacﬁ;?ounrda'go&ljz_d Oer Cek eurr re?'orn'a i
before theReichkristallnachti even if Al- :

A

%2 H., Eschwegéded.),K e n n z e i cDewsoheriVérlagider Wissenschaften, Berlin (East) 1981, p. 185;
cf. p. 173.

33 Der Tod ist ein Meister aus Deutschlarart 3, May 2, 1990.

34 Published as such Hamburger AbendblatOct. 21, 1981, p. 4; cf. G. Freyp. cit.(note5), p. 258; U.
Walendy HT No. 13, 1982, p. 16.

35 Some of the bestnown eyewitness accounts regarding these comfortable passenger trains for deported
Jews on their way to eastern camps can be seen in C. Larzmanrd o ¢ uShmam t ar y

36 For even more versions of this photo and the many individual sources, cf. U. Waéddy Do k u -
me n t . éit.(noted), p. 68; U. WalendyHT No. 34, 1988, pp. 38ff.; U. Walendi,T No. 38,
1989 pp. 31ff.
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lied propaganda suggested #his the allegations [y =
about an origin of this picture prior to this da £
seems rather unlikely. -

Despite intensive research it has not yet been p
sible to learn the true identity of this man. It wa
determined that in 1979 a Jew known as Dr.
chael Siegel holder of theBundesverdienkteuz
(the Order of the Federal Republic of Germany
passed away at his home in Peru, but no one has
been able to provide the public with a photo
him 38

The photos on which the picture is based have
viously been greatly retouched, which is reveal
not only by the evechanging text on the poster by
also by the surreal and eat-focus lower half of

werde

coich we minr
? et ber Ch el
] i3

Lestnweren

Mr. S(p)iegelSchwartz R
lllustration 10 is an interesting caricature th b T ot | /,j 5
looks astonishingly likéllustrationGroup9; it had s it weh | \m.wmnemt\

gy ubir Ba um
g || SaeosR

Jeren

already been published in 1935, but it was n
claimed to be based on a real photogr¥phhe
photos showrin Illustration Group9, on the other
hand, were published one by one after the war. T|
begs the interesting question: what came first, {
cartoon or the photo? Could it possibly be a co (1
plete fake? Grounds enough frspicion 4

In early 1994 lllustrations 1 (a, b, c) tookon
modernday significance in Germany when a girl in
the city ofHalle drew a swastika on herself and pr
ceeded to lead the media, the public prosecutors e
the entire lefiwing Germarguilt clique by the
nose, in the process giving rise to massive dem
strations pr ot e s-wingnradi-
cals *®

Her idea of blaming righivingers for (invented) | !
criminal drawings was nothing new, as one can ¢
from the everchanging Stars of David on the heaq -
and foreheasl of the three anonymoupersons
anonymously photographed here before a co
pletely neutral backgrourfd. Staged, retouched
photo, fhotomontage or painting?

besh+

lllustration Group 9: three examples
of a broad variation.

P

ght

87 The German historian A. Schickaliblished a fine article
about the hysteria and false propaganda by western melc_j
in the early years of the NS Gawenent in Germany:

‘Hustration 10: Caricature from the
rénch work Israél souviens-toi! Think
iNot i z e ninEreieitiche Akadende der FPO ~ Of it, Israell Israel, denke daran!, ed.

(ed.),Freiheit und Verantwortunglahrbuch, publ. by by E. Varlin and published in Paris in
ed., Vienna1995;cfiThe Jews under _the Naz#9%5 pPublic

Per cept i on in&ngld-HeRrevaRublishing o
(ed.),Holocaust Denial: New Nazi Lie or New Inquisi-
tion?, InfoText, London, undated, pp.-22.

%8 U. Walendy HT No. 38, pp. 31ff.

% E. Varlin, Israél souviens toiThink of it, Israel! Israel denke darari. Varlin Edition, Paris 1935; cf.
U. Walendy HT No. 34, 1988, p. 38.

40 Cf. Welt am Sonntaglan. 16, 1994, p. 1.

41 1II. a): R. NeumannHitler: Aufstieg und Untergang des Dritten ReichBesch, Munich 1961, p. 151;
lll. b): Judisches Historisches Institut Warsaw [Jewish Historical Institute of WarSasghismus,
Getto, MassenmordR6derberg, Frankfurt/Main 1960, p. 42; R. Neumdrre Pictorial History of the
Third Reich Bantam Books, New York 1962, p. 148 (this is the English edition of the book cited
above); lll. ¢): Adam Rutkowskiladeusz KotarbinskMfi c z e Est wagwabdkat ydow w Pol
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L .. F TR .
ustration 11 (@): Capt i onmen AS®Bt st ars
picture appeared in Faschismus, Getto, Massenmord, pub. in
Frankfurt/Main by the Jewish Historical Institute of Warsaw, 1960, p.
42.

lllustration 11 (b,c): left: detail, published in R. Numann, Hitler i Aufstieg und Untergang des
Dritten Reichs (note 41) ; note that the 6starsd have mov
Kotarbinski, Mii ¢ z e Es t véq nofedll)k a

According to R. Schnabglllustration 2 shows living inmates sitting near dead ones in
MauthauserConcentration Camf? lllustration B is a genuine photo, a portion of which is
very similar to part ofllustration 2. It showssickinmates sunning themselves in the Rus-
siansectionof the MauthauserCamp*® The inmates shown correspond almost perfectly.
What is noteworthy abouliustration 2 is, first of all, its lack of focus compared with the
original, which makes angnanipulation moralifficult to detect. Also, it is clear that the
barracks in the background at left have been completely dirgwust as the entire right
hand portion of the picture was added. The barracks at right have a crooked window, ar
their shadow extends in the wrong direction.

Time and again, some major newspapers or other media reveal forgeries, for example t
manipulatecphotoof the allegedly burning synagogue in Beiimanienburger Stral3see
lllustration 14.This photo is one of the most widely spread pictures regarding the 1938
November pogroms in Germany against the Jews. There is no doubt that arson against s
19391945 Ministerstwo obrony narodowej (Department for National Defense), Warsaw 1960, Picture
No. 38; cf. U. WalendyBild-i D o k u me, opt cit.(néte4), pp. 28f.

R. SchnabelMacht ohne MoralRdéderberg, Frankfurt/Main 1957, p. 332.

4 V. Berdych MauthausenNase Vojsko, Prague 1959, Photo Appendix No. 50; cf. U. Wal@&ildly
i Do k u me, ot cit.(néted), pp. 36f.

42
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IIIustraﬁon 13: from V. Berdych,
Mauthausen.

Illustration 12: from R. Schnabel, Macht ohne Moral.

eral synagogues in Germany did occur at that ti
but since obviously no really good photo could
presented for thissomeonedecided after the war| 4
to manipulate a photo, taken in 1948, of well- |}
knownsynagogue in Berlki©ranienburger Stral3e "’ e
Already in 1990, the author Heinz Knoblocf#
claimed to have proved this fabricatifnput he [+
could not tell who the culprit was. It remained Sig
until 1998 when a certain Kurt \Mecke revealed [+
the culprit. According to information he obtaine
from a former exhibition expert, the original phot e SR S
was probably manipulated by Klaus Wittkugel | = . w P
former expert for photomontag#s. gy fE - ;

In 1999, the Simon Wiesenthal Cenpemblished }
lllustration 15b on theiwebsite with the following
caption?t

fAs these prisoners

slave labor, many of their friends and familig

were being gassed and burned in the ovens in

crematoria. The smoke can be seen in the ba
ground. o

No smoke can be seen on the original photo, wh
was taken in Birkenau concentration camp B
spring 1944 |{lustration 15 3" Apparently, Hol- §' . = ah
ocaust propagandists, second generation, cangs # Y sE i
complish with current computer software techng | 4: i :
ogy what their predecessors could only imagirg T L ! i a———
With a Ilittle d&édphot os hllgspadion tddrgp The fapricayion; d 0 ¢ U me
be made to confirm whsaalatietopleft Baorigingldone wi t n e s
wantsit to. In this case, the smoking chimneys. 19487 undamaged.

essed

44 Heinz KnoblochDer beherzte Reviervorsteher. Ungewshnliche Zivilcourage am Hackeschen Markt
MorgenbuchVerlag, Berlin 1990.

4 Berliner MorgenpostOct. 10, 1998, p. 9.

46 Once at http://motlc.wiesenthal.com/gallery/pg22/pg0/pg22035.html, but now removeti3(2)
(1999), p. 240. We saved the entire pagevaiv.vho.org/News/D/SWCForgery.html

47 S. Klarsfeld The Auschvitz Album Beate Klarsfeld Foundation, New York 1978, no. 165.
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lllustrations 15a and b: Left the original, rlght the forgery of the Simon Wlesenthal Center: Smoke
coming out of a fence post.

(Un)Fortunately they chose a fence post instead of a chimney as a source for thendrawn
6smoke. 0

3.3. Total Fabrications

Illustration 16 degedly shows the opegir cremation of victims of mass gassingdrem-
atorium V in Birkenau, as photographed from a window or door of Crematoritfivkd

in fact, the fence in the background and the forest beyond do approximate the site as it we
at that time. Seval ar photos available today also shominor traces of smoke air near

the location in questioff.It is thus possible that this picture is based on a genuine photo.
Some details of lllustration 16, however, give grounds for suspicion, seetiomsalarge-
ments inlllustration 17.There is, for example, the figure standing in the left background,
appearing as little more than an outline and leaning on a stick. Since all the other figures
this picture are brightly illuminated by the sun, this inexplicably dark and shapeless figure
does not fit in (lllustration 17aYhe man in the white shirt walking among what appears to
be corpses has a strange |l eft arm that &
The shapes of the allegedrpses are also strange, especially those at the feet of the persol
in lllustration 17b.

One detail in that picture gives us a
be: the shape of the fenceposts in the background. Their top part is clearlyaih@lec-
tration 17c), while all the real fenceposts in fgschwitz-Birkenau Campwere round at
the top, sedlustration 18.

It may therefore be that this is actually not a photo at all but a painting. Or else it is a phot
that has been heavily reworked. I n that
here by adding bodies and workers to turn a real fire interaation scene. B@ven if the
picture were genuine: what does it show? Are the bodies shown those of victims of gassir
or of a typhus epidemic? Anyway, the fact that the smoke wallows gfongd level shows
that a hypothetical pyre cannot have a hemptceeding the ground level, and air photos
dondt s how %arhug, it chight e that ithis photo simply shows the burning of
lice-infested clothes of inmates who died of typhus.

48 Internationale Foderation der Widerstandskampfer (Big)SSHenker und ihre Opferselfpub., Vi-
enna 1965, p. 17;-C. PressadAusclwitz: Technique and Operation of the Gas ChamiBesite
Klarsfeld Foundation, New York 1989, p. 422Cl.Pressad, e s ¢ r ® ma t witz:la&nsachthd Au s
erie du meurtre de masséditions de CNRS, Paris 1993, Doc. 57; G. Schoenhdbeegelbe Stern
Rutten und Loening, Hamburg 1960, p. 162 (Engliste Yellow Star: The Persecution of the Jews in
Europe, 19331945 Corgi, London 1969).

4 Cf. G. Rudolf Air-Photo Evidence: World War Two Photos of Alleged Mdasder Sites Analyzed
Castle Hill Publishersth ed., Uckfield 2Q0, pp. 97101.

50 Cf. the contribution of J.C. Bailh this volume.
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" -~ » i -
lllustration 16: Shown as Document 57 by Pressac, also in the German edition Die
Krematorien von Auschwitz, Piper, Munich 1994.

Illustration 17a-c (top left, right, bottom): Detail
enlargements of lllustration 16.
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Illustration 19: Allegedly a photograph taken in Auschwitz-Birkenau from Crematorium V, showing
the yard to the north of the building. But this is clearly either a photographed drawing or a heavily
retouched photograph (Pressac 1989, p. 422).
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A second alleged photograph, claimed to have been taken o
same scenmughlyat the same time, is shownlltustration 19.5!
To me, it lookseven mordike asophisticated pencil drawirthan
the one shown in lllustratior6l but not like a photograph.

The next sets of photographs have been published nume
times, and each printer working on reproducthgm seems to
have retouchethemone way or another, making the reproductio
look all a little different, with many of them showing clear trac{
of manipulations. If they are based on a real photo, it has sq
remained unknown to me where these original photos or nega
are, who mad them, if that is known at all, and what the photg .
rapher claimed the scene actually depicts. ‘Illustration 18

lllustration Group20 (a, b, c)is said to document the execution Original fenceposi in
of Polish Jews at the edge of an ogeave®® Sometimes the shoot- ayschwitz Birkenau.
ing soldier is wearing glasses, sometimes he is not; sometimes his (wikipedia)
collar patch has white edges, sometimes not. Especidllystra-
tion 20c he loks as though he was cut out and pasted in. There are white outlines around
his uniform, and he lacks a shadow. The men at the transition into the background also look
cutandpasted. Try to match their legs to their bodies! This is possibly a photomattage
best, but definitely at least a forgery with draimrsections. Again, this does not prove that
the Germans did not shoot people, especially partisans, after they were condemned to death,
and buried them in mass graves. This delgehappened and has been documented by the
Germans themselves, since this was neither illegal nor unusual during time of war.

lllustration Group 21 a#igedly shows naked inmates lined up outside the gas chambers of
Treblinka®® From lllustration 2a to c, the quality sinks dramatically dueiticreased re-
touching, provided that these pictures are based on a pheitber the photographer nor
the location is documented, and it remains a mystery how one can possibly claim that any-
thing in this picture indicates thahis is an executiorlt could as well be that lllustration
21c is the original picture, i.e., a drawing or montage, and that the others were adopted from
it by refining this painting.

The same goes fdllustration Group 22purported to show naked inmates prior to mass
execution in Latvia. It speaks for itself that several versions of these picture¥ ekisteft
one especially cannot be called a photo. At the best, it is a painting based on a photo. Com-
pare the two women in the background who appear to have been drawn in.

51 J-C. PressgdAuschvi t op. éit.(note48).

52 Il a): R. Schnabelbp. cit.(note42), p. 397; lll. b): H:A. Jacobsemnd H. Dollinger(eds.),Der Zweite
Weltkrieg in Bildern und Dokumenteviol. I, Desch, Munich 1952, p. 10Der SpiegeNo. 51/1966, p.
86; lll. ¢): M. Dor, R. FedermanrDas Gesicht unseres Jahrhundegon, Dusseldorf 1960, p. 168; cf.
U. WalendyBild-fi Do k u me, opt cit.(néted), pp. 40ff.

53 1Il. a): taken from the internet: history1900s.about.com/education/history1900s/library/hololeaust/
insatz6.htm (now removed). G. Schoenbereproduces it in slightly worse qualityp. cit.(note48),
p. 163, with the caption: AThe photographer of
dren in their arms is unknown. 0; | lod. cit.(nbtg41), J ¢di s
p. 334; lll. ¢): S. EinsteirEichmann: Chefbuchhalter des TodB#&derberg, Frankfurt/Main 1961, p.
202; A. Donaf(ed.), The Death Camp Treblink&lolocaust Library, New York 1979, pp. 260f.; cf. U.
Walendy Bild-fi D o k u me, opt ait.(néted), pp. 14ff.

511l a): S. Einsteinop. cit.(note53), p. 200; Il b):Der SpiegeNo. 53/1966, p. 48; G. Schoenberray.
cit. (note48), p. 97; cf. U. WalendyBild-i D o k u me, ppt cit.(néted), pp. 18ff.

t
c

h
h
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Illustration 21a: From
history1900s.about.com/
| education/history1900s/li
5| brary/holocaust/

Illustration 21b: from:

.| Jewish Historical Institute

of Warsaw, Faschismus

1|7 Gettoi Massenmord
¥ (p. 334), captioned:

% AWomen with

] ust before

lllustration 21c: from: S.
Einstein, Eichmann i
- Chefbuchhalter des

- Todes, Frankfurt/Main,
"N 1961, p. 202.
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IIIstraton roup 22: left, from G. Schoenerner, Dergelbe Stern, capti oned #
in Lijepajao; r j Egctintann: Chefboanhal&r desETodess t e i n

3.4. Movies

Shortly after the end of the war, the Americans showedmovie Death Mills (Die
Todesmiihlento the German civilian population as well as to the many hundreds of thou-
sands of German prisoneswar It allegedly showed the atrocities committed in the con-
centration camps, and was meant to initiate the reeducation of the German Peela-
thenticity of the movie by no means went uncontedted.example, B. S. Chamberlia-
ports occasional disturbances during the screenings, but the protests were nipped in the bud,
at times violently, by the deeply affected remainder of the audfndewever, a closer
analysis shows for instance that tleerses of injured and dead inmates starting at 2
min 30 sec into the movie actually show scenes from the Nordhausen Camp, whose
casualties were caused by Allied air raids, not by German atrodesy other
claims in this and other similar ppstar fidocument ari esdo made by
untenable and misleading, if not outright malicious &shamberlinreports that theccu-
pation authoritiesn Germanyhad trouble finding enough material to putittropaganda
movie togethe?? which could explain their resorting to these methods

A complete forgery of a film that has meanwhile been proven as such was shown by the
Americans during the IMT trials. It was the cinematic record of the alleged discovery of
gold teeth from murdered Jews in the Reichsbank in FrariRfDrring the trial and in the
course of the later investigations, however, it turned out that the Americans had staged this
scene from beginning to eAYWhere the alleged gold fillings came from and where they
went is no less a mystery than is the fate of the human skins allegedly discovered in the
BuchenwaldConcentration Camp

A more complicated matter, on the other hand, is that of the film which the Americans
also showed during the IMT trials and which, likedesmihlerwas also claimed to show
alleged atrocities in the concentration carffp&side from presenting the false claim that
inmates were gassed in the showers of Dachau, this movie also showed the infamous
shrunken heads and the supposed artifacts made from human skins, as well as many inmates
who had died of malnutrition and typhdlse movie commentary, however, was misleading.

55 English:https://youtu.be/sv4AMXdFKfidGermanhttps://youtu.be/OxJZBrtFD6Y

% For an analysis see the documentary by G. RuBabbing the Holocaust: The Horror Explaingzind
ed., 2017https://holocausthandbooks.com/video/probineholocaust/

57 B. S. Chamberlinop. cit.(note31), pp. 425f.

%8 International Military TribunalTrial of the Major War CriminalsIMT, Nuremberg 1947, VokXIlI, pp.
169ff.

59 Cf. H. SpringeyDas Schwert auf der Waagéowinckel,Heidelberg 1953, pp. 178f.; P. Klgistuf-
bruch und Sturz des Dritten Reich&shutz, Géttingen 1968, p. 346; U. Walendy No. 43, 1990, pp.
12ff.

8 Nazi Concentration and Prison CampsIT Doc. PS2430, shown during the trial on Nov. 29, 1945,
IMT, Vol. 30, p. 470https://lyoutu.be/ pQJ420NPDsee on this G. Rudolép. cit.(note56).
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https://youtu.be/OxJZBrtFD6Y
https://holocausthandbooks.com/video/probing-the-holocaust/
https://youtu.be/_pQJ42ONPDo
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The film the Soviets madafter they had [
occupiedthe Auschwitz Camp which was [t
not release until the mid1950s% is also
liberally sprinkled withfalse claimsby the §
narratorto authentic footagemost promi-
nently among them the eafepeated yet
longrefuted deatholl claim of four mil-
lion.52

What strikes me as odd in this context ¥
that no Soviet film of alleged atrocities com-
mitted by the Americans in Korea or Vi
etnam would ever be accepted as the truth
by the western nations without a prior, thorough critical analysis, yet this film and others
like it that incriminate the Third Reich are used without any second thoughts as education:
material in western schools.

Feature films such adolocaust ShoahandS ¢ h i n d | agerinasomplétedytdifferent
category. They naturally have no evidential value whatsoever, but their psychological im
pact on the masses is immense and pow&tfiNen though therthodoxh i st or i an s «
ment of the moviélolocausti namely, that it is factually untenalil@pplies equally to the
other movies, they are nevertheless gladly received for the welcome effect they have c
fipublic education and opinion steerin®f

One example shall suffice to demonstrate the historically unacceptable nature of suc
movies. lllustratiore3showsa scene frons ¢ h i n d | wheredCampLCiorsntandant G{th
standing on the balcony of his house, takes random potshots at the inmates of the Plasz
Camp. Air photos from that time, however, reveal thatthenma ndant 6 s hous
at the foot of a hill, while the camp itself was on tophatt hill (llustration %).%° The scene
shown in the movie, which would have requirecbafiguration of house and camp such as
shown inlllustration 2, was thus impossible, if only faopographical reasons. And this is
certainly notssdetfoegere.n Spi el ber g6

Sc hi nd Il whicldis based anta novblat in turn is onlyloosely basean historical
events® wasdeliberately filmed in blaclandwhite and with unsteady camera work in order

Illustration 23: Scene from the movie
Schindl erés Li:

61 https://youtu.be/rkKOKSYk46Q

62 Onthissee C.Mattogno i The Four Mi |witi: Origin, Reévigians aand Qofise-Au s ¢ h
q u e n dhe KRevisionistl(4) (2003), pp. 38392.

8 RegardingHolocaustcf. T.Emnsf fiHol ocaust: Das Fernsehereigni
d u n Aus Bolitik und Zeitgeschich8(34) (1981), pp.-22, and P.Malina fié Hol ocaust 6,
r i c ZeitgesohichtéVienna) 7 (1979/80), pp. 16891; regardinghoahcf. G.Botz fié Shoah. 6
Undarstell bare und Darstell bar e i Zeitg€schichigVie L an z
enna),14 (1986/87), pp. 25965; R. Faurissaqn i Sh o a h , JHR8(H €.988)eppu S%0.

6 Cf.M.Broszat fiO6Hol ocaustdé und dUZe7(3pEW9), Ipp. 28BI8;PWIUS S € N S
sek A Ho li wa a u sZeitgéschicht¢Vienna),6 (1978/79), pp. 26@73.

% From air photos, National Archives, Washington, D.C., nos.: DT RL 751, Krakow, May 3, 1944; TuGx
895 A SK, exp. 382f., October 1944; J. C. BSlc h i n d | ie€Exrpdssed ak liies and Hat®amisdat
Publishers, Toronto 1994.

 T. Keneally Schindlers ArkHodder & Stoughton, London 1982; simultaneouSighindlers ListSi-
mon & Schuster, New York 1982. Keneally states that he has spent two years with research on survivir
Jews worldwide. Interesting regarding the first printing of the second edition, published 1993, is a pas-

sage on the copyrightpageThi s book is work of fiction. Na m
ucts of the authordés i magination or are used f
persons, |iving or dThealdbrary of Congress GataleghiyPuldicatiom c i d e r

Data regi st efictoad t(hPirs nbtbodkodess i 9 10 8 6 and 5
of this second edition this passage disappears (Print Code 9 10 8 only whitened, later on even the blan
lines were removed: Code 13 15 17 19 20 18 16 14 12), it obviously took sonf@vgeat until even

the cataloging informatiof fi f i dstremovedfiom the book (Code 15 17 19 20 18 16). In view of

the fuss about Steven Spielbérg movi e, it apparently was mMs | o
book as fiction, based only marginally on true facts. The @Skhindlemrmyth was corrected onin

2004with a meticulously researched biograpBavid M. Crowe Oskar Schindler: The Untold Account

of His Life, Wartime Activities, and the True Story behind the Wsstview Press, Cambridge, Mass.,
2004
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The Plaszow Concentration Camp

Illustration 24: The camp in the movie: rebuilt
following eyewitness accounts. It is surrounded by
a steep hill; thus it cannot be viewed from outside.

The campds inmates were
Goth from the balcony of his house. His house is
on the top of the hill,

lllustration 25: The camp according to air
photos from 1944: the camp, situated on the top
of a hill, could be seen into from three surrounding
villages through a wire-mesh fence. Since Go6thd s
house was at the bottom of the hill, he could not
see into the camp and thus was unable to shoot

inmates from his balcony.

Balcony at the front of the
house of camp
commandant Goth, from
which he, according to the
movie, shot working and
relaxing inmates.

Hill surrounding the
camp, preventing
outsiders from
looking into the
camp.

Balcony at the rear side

of G°théds h Wire mesh fence separating

guards from inmates

which he was neither
able to look into the
camp nor to shoot
inmates.

I nma

Wire mesh fence sleeping huts.

and gate
Dog kennels

I nmat e
sleeping huts.

% hE %%ﬂnn )

to convey to the audience the false impression that the film is a documentary; contributors
to the movie have freely admitted tBis his clearly shows the intentions of the filmakers
and of those who take school classes and even entire schools to see this movie, and not only
in Germany and Austria.
What is particularly perfidious about this film is thathenever German soldiers or SS
men give orders, yell and scream and engage in any kind of violence, this is not shown in
English or in whichever other language the film is dubbed, but in German. In this way the
entire world is made to feel that German is the language of cruel subhuindrtbhe Ger-
man viewing public is the only one not to notice this, because in Ger@aayh i nd | er 6 s
is dubbed entirely in German. In this way, underhanded psydbaldgcks incite the peo-
ples of the world against the Germans, their language and their culture, and the Germans
themselvefiave no clusvhat is going on.
Besides, Spielber@g hiding the fact that the commander from PlasZoencentration
Campwas prosecuted by the S&SS Judge Konrad Morgeaestified during the IMT%8
ilndividual criminal actsi inthese cases having broad implicatiéns
included: the assumption of a license to kill by commandants and subordinates concealed
through falsification of medical death certificates.
Arbitrary conduct, chicanery, unlawful corporal punishments, acts of brutality and sad-
ism, liquidation of ndongerconvenient accomplices, theft and blawckrket profiteer-
ing.
All of these offenses were committed both alone by prisoners as well as by personnel of
the SS, most however in conspiracy between SS personnel with Kapos ¢dewésttra-
tion-camp guardg).
4. The intervention of SS jurisdictioimthe concentration
camps commenced with the initiation of my investigations in July 1943 and lasted until
the conclusion of the war. It could not have started sooner, because there were no suspi-
cions in this regard.
Arrested were the commandants of Buchenwald, Lublin, Watdarzogenbosch, Kra-
kow-Plaszow.Executed were the commandants of Buchenwald and Lihbdjdanek]
Several hundred cases ended with convictions. Severe and most severe punishments were
meted out against members of all ranks. The total number of investigated cases was 800,
where one case often concerned several individals.
Spielbergcertainly wished to conceal these investigations and punishment of perpetrators
from his gullible movie audience since he was amdbtinterested in an historically accurate

57 Film & TV KameramaniNo. 2/1994, pp. 24ff., esp. the statement of chief cameraman J. Kamirki
% Affidavit SS-65, IMT, Vol. 42, p. 556.
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film, but rather in molding public opinion to accept tirthodoxHolocaust ideologyAudi-
ences may be gullible and dumb, but Spielber@deceiver and denier of historical reality.

4. Propagandwith Pictures: The AntWehrmach&xhibition

Since 1995a traveling exhibition has been moving through Germany and Afmtsaveral
yearsprofessing to show the crimes of tiéehrmacht primarily by means of picturés.

This exhibition was sponsored by the multimillionaire Jan Philipp Reemtatma ever
since the late 1960s has been a major source of funding for the leftist extremist and anarch
scene in Germanyhe exhibition was put together by Johannes Heé&rmer Communist

who even today makes no bones about his sympathies for the leftist extremisEssene.
tially, the exhibition as a whole came into being through the contributions and support o
people who have distinguished themselves by their leftist ideological blindness ever sinc
the radical leftist student revolts of the late 196@s journalisRudiger Proskeointed out

who wasonce a member of these circlimself™

On the whole, therefore, this exhibition represents a continuation of Communist and left
wing extremist disinformatiocampaigrnwhose goal it is to destroy the historical roots of
German identity while strengthening the political and cultural hegemony t&ftite/ing
extremistmalefactorsBy forcing the political moderates to repeatedly affirm their own op-
posi ti oNaziot oc riileeausd one would automatically make oneself suspect of
Fascist leanings by doing otherwisénhese leftist extremistsrcles attain a degree of opin-
ion leadership and moral authority which they were unable to achieve in past decades di
to the massive humanights violations committed by the lefting extremist regimes of the
Eastern Bloc.

As German professor gjolitical scierce Dr. Knutter pointed out, the goal behind this
concept is talissolvethetraditionalvalue system and thus to create an ideological vacuum
in whichsocialist, anarchist ancbmmunist teachings of salvation will ultimately find fertile
ground. This process, he states, is augmented by the parallel process of replacing the Gern
people with a multicultural mixture, devoid of any identity but full of revolutionary potential
due b the inevitable conflicts and the concomitant social and economic proBlems.

Of coursethis political background must certainly not be used as an excuse to dismiss th
photos shown by the exhibitors as pure propaganda. Several academic investigtations
the questioras tohow this exhibition was put together by Reemtemd Heethave shown
that most of the picturg®18 of a total of 314)which originated primarily in archives in
Moscow and Minsk, are devoid afyinformation as to their sourc¢éin other words, there
is no clue as to who took the pictures when and where, and what exactly they show. It
interesting to note, by the way, that the pictures presented as evideNegidoat Socialist
crimes were generally taken from books or archives of the nations belonging to the ther
Communist Eastern Bloc, which always had a massive vested interest in the exaggeratit
and exploitation of actual or merely alleged NatieBatialist crimeg? Wolfgang Straiss
has shown that the originator of many known photos was Yevgeny Ananievich Kliaddei

8 Hamburger Institut fir Sozialforschung (ed/grnichtungskriegverbrechen der Wehrmacht 1941 bis
1944 (War of Extermination. The Crimes of the Wehrmacht, 1941 to 1945) Hamburger Edition, Ham-
burg 1996: English: Hamburg Institute for Social Research (Eae) German Army and Genocide:
Crimes against War Prisoners, Jews, and Other Civilians, 2988} The New Press, New York 1999.

0 Rudiger Proskewider den Mibrauch der Geschichte deutscher Soldaten zu politischen Zyémhken
Hase & Kohler, Mainz 1996; Proskéom Marsch durch die Institutionen zum Krieg gegen die Wehr-
macht ibid., 1997.

L HansHelmuth Knitter Die FaschismugKeule Ulistein, Frankfurt/Main 1993.

? WolfStoeckey fAF2l schung und Agitation. Kritische Be
Verbrechen der Wehr macht 19 ¢d)AimmeesimKreuZetigtdiver- i n
sitas, Munich 1997.

3 Cf. also the authors quoted in this chapter: Bergschi€kestBerlin; EschweggEastBerlin; Jud. Hist.
Museum, Warsaw; KotarbinskiVarsaw; SimongwWoscow; many of the books quotedtis chapter
T many of them by decidedly leftisddical authors, and published by-feftist or even communist pub-
lishersi come from these sources: Neumabesch; SchnabeRoderberg; Schoenbern&iitten & L6-
ning; Jacobse& Dollinger, Desch; Do& FedermanpForum (Vienna); EinstejrRéderberg.
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Illustration 26: Execution of partisans in Pan| evo (Serbia),
falsely portrayed as a crime.”’

fi[ € Most highly decorated army photographer of the news agency[T&Sf#&orking,

as of June 1941, not directly at the front but in the hinterland or teapéured areas; a
celebrated star reporter of the personality cult who after 1945 was rewarded for bravery
and skill by being commissioned to portray those in powerarSthviet Union, including

Stalin

Khaldebs brilliant touch consisted of introd
national public as original snapshots an

It is a telling point that such pictures devoid of any information as to their source are uncrit-
ically displayed by the exhibitors, and that these exhibitors have not shown themselves will-
ing to change their methods even after massive public criticismso$tortcoming.

Ger ma ny Olargest weeklymégazinEpcus repeatedly attacked the exhibition for
mis-captioning the pictures displayed, and charged those responsible with falsifications and
lies, becausehey had alleged that one picture actually showing Jews getting undfesssed
a bathwa s dcéne of & mass executjomnd they hadouted another picture whose
content s we rWehrmachtrime, aand hadsrefused fo correct these misrepre-
sentations even after their error had bdemonstrate@® The interesting thing about the
first case is that the exhibitors had taken the false caption from &hdusse ceeditor is
Willy DreRRen from 1967 to 2000 a public prosecutor at the German Central Office of the
State Administrations of Justice for the Investigation of Nati@wlialist Crimesn Lud-
wigsburg. Even though Dref3amho had already been working in the Central Office at the
ti me of the bookébés publication, shoul d have
the miscaptioning. Admittedlyt hi s comes as no s u,rgmceiftere 0
all the ideological ties between the p f
radical leftwing, professional anfrascists have always been close.

Let us examine only one picture in more detail which is publicly paraded time and again
as proof of the crimes of thWehrmachtlllustration 2 shows the execution ghrtisans in
front of the cemetery wall of the Serbian villagfeP a nvd. &his picture is also displayed
as part of the antiVehrmachexhibition. This execution was even filmed by a German war
reporter’® The film was shown on German television in April 1997 as proof of the crimes
committed by theVehrmacht® It is already unlikely that the military officials in charge
would have allowed a reporter to document a war crime openly and in such detail (and the

u
d

t t
ror es

“ W.Strauss A Es war einmal ei nl12F»997),gx&lf , 0 Staatsbriefe
® Focus No. 16 & 17/1997, 6/1998.

6 E.Klee W. DreRenV. RieR(ed.),iSch°ne Zeiten, o Judenmord,Saus der
Fischer, Frankfurt/Main 1988, p. 77 (EnglishThe Good Ol d Dayso: The Hol oce
petrators and Bystander$he Free Press, New York 1988).

7 Hamburger Institut fur Sozialforschung (eay. cit.(note69), p. 30.

8 https://youtu.be/cN1fvWCYTPo

® FocusTV, Pro7, April 13, 1997; cfAbendzeitungMunich), April 4, 1997.
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