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Abraham H. Foxman

Foreword

In this important addition to the body of knowledge and understanding of the
denial and distortions of the Holocaust, Manfred Gerstenfeld challenges us
to examine why it is that as the world’s knowledge and understanding of the
Holocaust continues to increase and become evermore accessible, the traditional
well-known form of Holocaust denial — “it simply did not happen” — has
morphed and metastasized into the various categories of abuse of historical fact
he presents and analyzes in this unique volume.

Having spent my entire professional life working at the Anti-Defamation
League to combat the lies, myths, distortions, and half-truths used by those who
are filled with hate to demonize the ones they hate, | continue to be deeply troubled
by the ease with which the truth about the greatest crime in history perpetrated
against the Jews is ignored, overlooked, and twisted. Painful as this is for the
remaining survivors and their children, if we do not confront it with all the tools
available to us, the six million Jewish victims of the Holocaust will perish a
second time. It is our duty to prevent this from happening, not just for the Jewish
people, but for all of humankind for generations to come who will be deprived of
the crucial lessons of the Holocaust.

At a time when the president of Iran is the leading purveyor of Holocaust
denial, using it as a weapon in his arsenal of state-sponsored anti-Semitism aimed
at demonizing Israel and the Jewish people, there is an ever greater need to better
and more fully grasp every aspect of this pernicious weapon. In an age where the
Internet magnifies and propels around the globe expressions of hate of all kinds,
Holocaust denial and other forms of anti-Semitism arrive in our homes uninvited
and unexplained at a breathtaking volume and speed. This is the most difficult
challenge in our effort to reverse the proliferation of hate-filled anti-Jewish
sentiment. If the president of a country can spew Holocaust denial and is not
confronted and condemned quickly and clearly, the lie can take hold and the germ
of anti-Semitism can spread. The deeper our understanding of the latest variety of
this centuries-old disease, the better equipped we are to meet the challenge. This
book arrives at a time when it is sorely needed.

As Nobel Laureate Elie Wiesel has said, “not all victims of the Nazis were
Jews, but all Jews were victims.” A simple and very sad corollary to Prof. Wiesel’s
profound observation is that only Jews are the target of the deniers of the Holocaust.
And here is where we find the basic anti-Semitic roots of Holocaust denial.

I have written about some of the aspects of Holocaust abuse and distortion
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12 Foreword

covered in this book — historical revisionism, trivialization, universalization —
and, in our ongoing battle against the scourge of anti-Semitism, the ADL deals
daily with each of the types presented by Manfred Gerstenfeld. Just in the year
2009 alone, from the Netherlands to Argentina, from France to Ukraine, from
Russia to Venezuela, from Germany, Lithuania, Switzerland, Belarus, Thailand,
and my own country, the United States, we saw an explosion of comparisons of
Israel’s actions to the behavior of the Nazis during the Holocaust and the use of
Nazi imagery to describe Zionism.

Manifestations of anti-Semitism have grown, fueled by intense anti-Israeli
sentiment. Nazi comparisons and anti-Semitic beliefs combine in a volatile mix,
and this outpouring of anti-Jewish hate is generally met with little or no public
condemnation. Chants of “Jews to the gas chambers” are heard routinely at anti-
Israeli demonstrations in Europe and similar calls for death to Jews have been
heard across the Arab and Muslim world. Newspapers in the Arab world and
Latin America have published pieces making blatant comparisons between Israel
and the Nazis’ perpetration of the Holocaust. Caricatures that depict Israelis
as Nazis are appearing daily in the Arab press, in Latin American, and even in
some mainstream European newspapers. These comparisons and the imagery are
reminiscent of the Nazis’ use of Der Stiirmer to feed the age-old myths of Jews as
a satanic and conniving force whose goal is world domination.

Here are just a few examples of the manifestations of Holocaust abuse that
the ADL noted in the first nine months of 20009:

Voskresensk, Ukraine — Vandals defiled a Holocaust memorial. Swastikas and
anti-Semitic graffti, including ““Death to Jews” in German and Russian,
were painted on the monument.

Bern, Switzerland — Anti-Israeli protesters carried signs equating Israel with
Nazi Germany.

Petrozavodsk, Russia — A Holocaust memorial in a Jewish cemetery was
vandalized.

Amsterdam, the Netherlands — At an anti-Israeli rally that included the
participation of two Dutch legislators, part of the crowd chanted, “Hamas,
Hamas, Jews to the gas.”

Vezaiciali, Lithuania— A swastika and the Nazi slogan “Juden raus” were painted
on a sign commemorating a site where Nazis murdered Jews.

Berlin, Germany — Berlin's Holocaust memorial was vandalized with anti-
Semitic slogans and swastikas.

Drancy, France — A five-foot black swastika and several anti-Semitic slogans
were painted on a railway wagon that was used to deport French Jews. Two
other large swastikas were daubed on a commemorative monument and on
the wall of a nearby shop.

Brest, Belarus — A Holocaust memorial was set on fire on the day commemorated
as Victory Day over the Nazis.
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In my lifetime of work combating anti-Semitism, hatred, and bigotry of all kinds,
I have been committed to overcoming these stubborn ingrained ills of society first
by forthrightly identifying them and presenting the truth and then by activating
and enlisting the support of good people who respect the truth to join me in the
struggle against prejudice. In 2003, | wrote:

Within living memory, we’ve seen what can happen when a nation or a
continent experiences an unrestrained outbreak of anti-Semitism. The Jews
of the world — and all people of goodwill who share their desire for a just and
free society — learned a series of critical lessons from the tragic history of the
twentieth century. Today we understand how important it is to recognize the
emergence of new forms of anti-Semitism so that we can warn the world and
stave off the worst effects.

If we are to succeed in overcoming the atmosphere of permissiveness that has
made it so much easier to diminish the meaning and lessons of the Holocaust, we
must be able to clearly describe the phenomena of Holocaust denial, distortion,
and abuse we face daily. As leaders in the fight against anti-Semitism, the ADL
recognizes the need to have the best means possible to achieve that success. We
are grateful to Manfred Gerstenfeld for providing a significant new tool to help
us reach our goal.






Introduction

The awareness of the Holocaust in the Western world has greatly increased since
World War 11. Leon Jick wrote that “in the years immediately following the end
of the Second World War, consideration of the destruction of European Jewry was
not merely avoided, it was repressed.”?

Michael Berenbaum, executive editor of the new edition of the Encyclopedia
Judaica, illustrated one aspect of this when speaking about Holocaust studies
more than twenty-five years after World War 11: “This field was in its infancy
in the 1970s and was then taught in two American universities only. When the
historian Raul Hilberg did his doctorate in the 1950s, his professor said that he
could go ahead but it would be his academic funeral. Indeed he could only find
a publisher for The Destruction of the European Jews in 1961, if its publication
was subsidized.”?

The historian Peter Novick concluded that Hilberg’s book and the political
theorist Hannah Arendt’s Eichmann in Jerusalem caused a lot of debate and
interest in the Holocaust in the US, but that it was not a lasting trend.s

Since the 1980s, the Holocaust has gradually become a more central element
of collective memory in many countries.4 This is particularly the case in Germany,
the countries that were its wartime allies, as well as those that were occupied by
it.

At the same time, collective memory in the Western world has to a large
extent fragmented. There are fewer and fewer issues of the past that a majority
of people in many countries know about at least in some detail. Increasing
secularization is one reason for this decline in common memorial heritage. In
many places there is no longer a widespread familiarity with the Bible. Christian
value-concepts have also been diluted and no longer serve as a common bond in
many Western nations.

In this growing historical vacuum where other elements of collective memory
have faded away, the importance of the Holocaust has increased. The twentieth-
century mass murder of the Jews stands out as a major historical event that many
people have heard about in differing degrees. This is also true in the United States,
which fought the Germans overseas and where religion occupies a greater place
in society than in many European countries.

One of the many indicators of this is the large number of visitors — mostly
non-Jews — to the United States Holocaust Memorial Museum in Washington,
DC.5 Another such indicator was the large number of heads of state who
participated in the Stockholm International Forum on the Holocaust in 2000.

The extreme criminal character of the Holocaust and its many facets lend
themselves well to metaphorical use; the more so as society requires a real or
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16 Introduction

imagined metaphor of absolute evil. An example of the latter in the Christian
world was for a long time the Antichrist. Extreme racist nationalists invented the
Untermensch, people of a subhuman race.

Aspects of the Holocaust are often correctly cited and accurately utilized. The
wider familiarity with the subject, however, also makes it prone to a multitude of
distortions. Its history and terminology are manipulated for a variety of purposes.
This includes the abuse of elements of the Holocaust as a tool against one’s
enemies, and in particular Jews and Israel. Other Holocaust falsifications derive
from a variety of motivations.

Information on and illustrations of the abuse of Holocaust memory could fill
an encyclopedia. There is enough material for books about specific topics — for
instance, Holocaust deflection, whitewashing, or equivalence. Concerning the means
of counteracting abuses, a number of subjects also merit treatment in a book. One is
the issue of apologies by the successors of governments, parliaments, institutions,
and corporations that were perpetrators or bystanders during the Holocaust.

The material in this book can also be used for several other types of analysis.
The nature of the abuses, their motivations, and the reactions to them provide
prisms into various aspects of contemporary society. One of these is the better
understanding of the broader issue of mutations in perceptions of the past.s For
this the changes not only of Holocaust memory, but also of its abuses over time,
could serve as a paradigm.

Categories of Abuse

Hence, in this volume a strategic approach to the many issues at stake had to be
taken. Holocaust distortions are grouped into eight categories. To better clarify
these manipulations, they have frequently been illustrated with vignettes. The
amount of information on some subjects, however, is so large that only a very
small selection of examples could be included.

The analysis hereinafter also includes cases that, in the strict sense, are
not abuses of the Holocaust but rather manipulations based on other elements
of Germany’s Nazi past. One example of this type of distortion is comparing
persons with Hitler or other German leaders.

Recent Events

Holocaust-memory-related events and distortions that occurred in the twelve
months before the publication of this book reveal how the memory of the genocide
has become an instrument for many purposes, and also an indicator of both values
and their degradation in various societies. These are two of the many roles that
aspects of the Holocaust fulfill in Western and sometimes also other societies.
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A listing of some Holocaust-related issues that were picked up by the
international media shows their great variety. In September 2008, the genocide-
promoting Iranian president Mahmoud Ahmadinejad once more addressed the
United Nations General Assembly. He again made anti-Semitic remarks and drew
some applause from delegates.” In November, there were ceremonies to mark the
lapse of seventy years since Kristallnacht. In many of these it was mentioned how
this event was an indicator of developments to come in Hitler’s Germany.

During Israel’s Gaza campaign in late December 2008 and January 2009,
there were many anti-Israeli demonstrations. In some of them, calls were heard
for the extinction of Israel and the murder of the Jews. These were often made by
Muslims. In a number of gatherings in Western cities, signs were carried equating
Jews with the Nazis and the Star of David with the swastika.s

On 27 January 2009, the United Nations held its annual ceremony for
International Holocaust Remembrance Day. General Assembly president
Miguel d’Escoco Brockmann of Nicaragua skipped the event. He had hugged
Ahmadinejad at the UN plenary and had often made virulent anti-lIsraeli
statements. He inverted the Holocaust when he described the situation in Gaza as
“genocide.” Various Jewish organizations had come out against his participation.
A press release of the Anti-Defamation League (ADL) was titled: “General
Assembly President Unfit to Participate in U.N. Holocaust Ceremony.”10

Bishop Williamson, Durban 2

In February, Pope Benedict XV lifted the excommunication of four bishops of the
fundamentalist Society of St. Pius X. One of these, Bishop Richard Williamson,
is an outspoken Holocaust denier. Jewish organizations protested against this
step. The canceling of Williamson’s excommunication led to an international
debate that included strong criticism of the pope, from both Catholics and other
gentiles.

The Durban 2 review conference took place in Geneva in April 2009. It was
supposed to deal with the battle against racism. Ahmadinejad, the world’s leading
inciter to genocide, was one of its most prominent speakers. Before the conference
this Holocaust denier was received by Swiss president Hans-Rudolf Merz.

The conference also illustrated another development: increasingly, extreme
positions of current Holocaust abusers are whitewashed in various ways. One
example was when Ahmadinejad spoke at the Geneva conference and the Vatican
representative remained in the room. The reason given was that the Iranian
president left out a sentence from his draft speech about Holocaust denial.
What remained of the text should have been more than sufficient for the Vatican
diplomat to walk out.1t

The United States, Canada, and several European countries did not attend
the conference; the delegations of all other European Union states as well as
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some others, walked out when Ahmadinejad spoke. The Swiss and Norwegians,
however, were among those who stayed.12 Norwegian foreign minister Jonas Gahr
Stare criticized Ahmadinejad in his speech in the plenary. Many other delegates
who remained in the hall applauded the man who, more than any other world
leader, espouses the call for the mass murder of Jews.

The Pope, Facebook, Demjanjuk

In the debate around the visit of Pope Benedict XVI to Jordan, Israel, and the
Palestinian Authority in May, much attention centered on his attitude toward the
Holocaust. In connection to the visit, the Vatican first denied that the pope had
ever been a member of the Hitler Youth but a few hours later said he had been
forced to join the movement. This had been known for a long time.13

Many other recent events drew international attention to Holocaust issues
and Holocaust distortion. Suspected Nazi death-camp guard John Demjanjuk
was taken into custody in Germany in May 2009 after he was deported from the
United States.1 When German doctors decided in July 2009 that Demjanjuk was
fit to stand trial, this again received much international media attention.:

A variety of media also reported on various Holocaust-denial groups on
Facebook. The site managers refused to ban these groups unless they were based
in a country where such denial is a criminal offense.16

The Holocaust was also a topic in a much-discussed speech by U.S. president
Barack Obama in Cairo in June. Some of his remarks were misleading.
Thereafter the president went to Germany where he visited the concentration
camp Buchenwald together with German chancellor Angela Merkel and Elie
Wiesel.18

In the same month a white supremacist shot a security guard at the U.S.
Holocaust Memorial Museum in Washington. This incident drew far more
international attention than if a guard of any other American museum had been
shot. Obama stated that the Kkilling had saddened him.9

Also in June attention was given to the fact that Anne Frank, had she lived,
would have been eighty years old. She was remembered on this occasion in many
places around the world, some far-flung. One of these was Wayanad in the Indian
province of Kerala. There a number of activities for youth aged fifteen to eighteen
were planned in her memory.20

At the end of June, almost fifty countries participated in the Prague
Conference, which urged governments to increase the care of Holocaust
survivors. The conference also called for the return of or compensation for private
property taken from Jews during the Holocaust. Poland, which participated in
the gathering, was seen as the major offender on this issue as it has no private-
property restitution laws.2t This conference was mentioned in hundreds of media
stories around the world.
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In July, Bernie Ecclestone, a billionaire who holds part of the rights to the
promotion of Formula One automobile racing, said that dictators like Adolf Hitler
“got things done.” After much criticism Ecclestone withdrew his words and said,
“I’m just sorry | was an idiot. | sincerely genuinely apologize.”2

The international references to the Holocaust and the Nazi period are
extremely disparate. In July, for instance, German prosecutors launched an
inquiry into whether an artist who had produced garden gnomes, raising their
arms in a Hitler salute, and the Nuremberg gallery that exhibited them, were
breaking the law.23

The next Holocaust-related item that drew some international attention
was the burning down of the barracks where Anne Frank had worked in the
Dutch transit camp Westerbork. The barracks had been used for decades as an
agricultural warehouse but was soon to be reconstructed at the camp’s memorial
site. Anne Frank was deported from Westerbork to the east. She later died in the
German concentration camp Bergen-Belsen.2

A few days later attention was drawn to the mayor of the Romanian city
Constanta, who was seen goose-stepping with his son in German army uniforms
during a weekend fashion show. He was quoted as saying, “I wanted to dress like
a Wehrmacht general because I’ve always liked this uniform, and admired the
rigorous organization of the German army.”’2s

At the end of the month, the American Jewish Committee in Berlin filed a
complaint against the German Amazon site. It asked prosecutors to investigate
whether the site had broken German laws against Holocaust denial by selling
books with far-Right content. Holocaust denial is a crime in Germany that can
lead to punishment of several years in prison.2

At the beginning of August, the American talk-show host Rush Limbaugh
wrote: “Obama’s got a health care logo that’s right out of Hitler’s playbook.” He
went on to make a whole list of similarities between the Democratic Party and the
Nazi Party in Germany. This drew attention from a variety of mainstream papers.2”

Abraham Foxman, national director of the ADL, asserted, “Regardless of
the political differences and the substantive differences in the debate over health
care, the use of Nazi symbolism is outrageous, offensive and inappropriate....
Americans should be able to disagree on the issues without coloring it with Nazi
imagery and comparisons to Hitler.”2s

Afew days later the Central Council of Jews in Germany, the roof organization
of German Jewry, said it wanted Germany to lift the ban on publishing Hitler’s
book Mein Kampf. The group’s secretary-general Stephan J. Kramer stated that a
new scholarly edition of the book should contain comments that would educate
future generations on the evils of Nazism.2e

Although the Holocaust keeps regularly coming to the fore of the international
media, there is simultaneously a certain Holocaust fatigue in parts of Western
society. Many people do not want to be reminded of what happened and now
seems long ago. Yet the past several months prove again that ongoing events
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make mentioning the memory of the Holocaust — be it true or false — almost
unavoidable and likely to remain so.

A Second Holocaust?

The debate about whether the Holocaust can happen again has been waged
for decades at differing levels of intensity, mainly among Jewish communities
but also elsewhere. This discussion about a possible Second Holocaust again
developed in the United States during the major outburst of anti-Semitism —
only in part disguised as anti-lsraelism — in the new century. In April 2002,
American columnist Ron Rosenbaum stated that the “second Holocaust” was a
phrase coined by Philip Roth in his 1993 novel Operation Shylock. Rosenbaum
claimed it was likely — rather than novelistic — that sooner or later a nuclear
weapon would be detonated by Arab fundamentalists in Tel Aviv.3

The writer Leon Wieseltier reacted to this and similar pessimistic articles
by saying that the Jews had found both safety and strength. He concluded: “The
Jewish genius for worry has served the Jews well, but Hitler is dead.”st Rosenbaum
countered by claiming Wieseltier was fleeing into denial as there were many
Hitler-like examples of demonization of the Jews in the Arab world. He referred
to Palestinian justification of the Holocaust, the denial of the Holocaust by an
Egyptian government paper while supporting Hitler if he had indeed exterminated
the Jews, and a Saudi government broadcast of a cleric calling for the annihilation
of the Jews.2

The genocidal remarks by Ahmadinejad have, however, stimulated the
debate on the possibility of a Second Holocaust, which has increasingly become
the subject of speculation.

The sociologist Zygmunt Baumann has offered another perspective linking
the Holocaust to structural elements of modern society. He states that the Holocaust
was a product of men who were educated in the most refined culture of Western
society. It was thus a product of Western society and civilization. Since nothing
fundamental has changed in Western societies, the study of the Holocaust is of
more than academic interest. In Bauman’s view, even though another Holocaust
may not occur, the infrastructure and mechanisms for a similar event are still in
place.®

The Holocaust and Public Discourse

The Holocaust will continue to play an important role in public discourse for a
long time to come. The following analysis of the main categories of Holocaust
distortion can help identify and interpret such manipulations. This may also
facilitate responses against them.
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The various reactions to such distortions also serve as an indicator of the
mood of societies. Examples are the ways in which the Western world responded
to Ahmadinejad’s genocidal pronouncements.34 The names of those in the Western
world who have met with Ahmadinejad should be retained for the future. They
can be confronted with their misbehavior, for instance, when they make public
statements. The Mennonite Central Committee was among those particularly
active in organizing meetings and events with Ahmadinejad.s> Among the
attendants were many prominent representatives of American churches.

We live intimes of major flux and uncertainty. In such periods it is particularly
important to document events. In this way the identity of the hate-mongers and
distorters of Holocaust history will be preserved. This may help in the battle
against future such distorters.

Inreading this book, it will emerge how numerous are the abuses of Holocaust
memory. With no detailed analysis available of many of the phenomena exposed,
one cannot quantify their relative importance. The emphasis must be laid on
qualitatively exposing as many aspects as possible instead of in-depth analysis
of a few of them.
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Chapter One:
Categories of Distortion

Recent years have seen greatly increased attempts to manipulate Holocaust
history and its memory. Among the falsifications, Holocaust denial was the one
that, for several decades, received the most attention. Other distortions of the
Holocaust, however, have also become increasingly important. The number of
their mutations is growing as well.

Many abusers of Holocaust memory come from the world’s currently most
prominent anti-Semitic circles: the Arab and Muslim world, the extreme Right,
and the extreme Left. Yet falsifications of the history of the Holocaust have also
permeated the Western narrative. Among the distorters are leading politicians,
academics, journalists, and so on.

The assault on Holocaust memory can best be analyzed by categories of
distortions. Some manipulations belong to more than one group.

Holocaust: A Term Changes Meaning

The meaning of the term Holocaust has changed over the millennia. Nowadays it
usually refers to the persecution and extermination of the Jews by the Germans
and their allies and supporters during World War II.

The term Holocaust existed, however, long before it was used for the
systematic genocide of six million Jews. Its meaning developed over many
centuries. The expression Holokauston is found in the Septuagint, the Greek
translation of the Hebrew Bible, where it translates the Hebrew word olah, which
signifies a burnt offering.

In the decades before the genocide of the Jews the term was used in disparate
contexts referring, for instance, to such varied events as the 1914 San Francisco
earthquake, a 1918 forest fire in Minnesota, and earlier to the Turkish massacre of
the Armenians. After World War 11, the word was frequently used for a potential
nuclear war. Only after the 1960s did the word Holocaust take on its now-
dominant meaning.:

In France and in a number of other places, scholars and others prefer to use
the Hebrew word Shoah rather than Holocaust. The filmmaker Claude Lanzmann,
for instance, called his nine-hour movie Shoah. Throughout this book, however,
the term Holocaust will mainly be used.

In analyzing the abuses of Holocaust memory and history, its main categories
will be discussed first.
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Holocaust Justification and Promotion

Holocaust justification consists of “explaining” that the Jews were the cause of
theirenemies’ anti-Semitism and later bore responsibility for their own destruction.
The former claim was prominent outside Nazi circles as well even before World
War Il and occasionally returns nowadays. Blaming Jews for the hatred against
them is a common theme in general anti-Semitism as well.

Holocaust promotion consists of the encouragement of genocide against the
Jews or Israel. Sometimes this is done explicitly by stating that Jews should be
killed. On other occasions it is the logical outcome of proposed policies.

Holocaust promotion is not necessarily accompanied by distortion of
Holocaust memory or history. It has to be included in this volume because of its
close relation to the abuses of memory and history that are analyzed.

Campaigning for the mass murder of Jews is often done without specific
reference to the Holocaust. At other times the perpetrators refer to Hitler or the
Germans having failed to complete the extermination of the Jews and say their
activities should be continued. One prominent variant of Holocaust promotion is
propagating the view that the Jewish state has no right to exist. The only way to
achieve this would be by elements of genocide and mass murder. In this context
the perpetrators rarely if ever explicitly use the word Holocaust.

Holocaust Denial

Holocaust denial can be defined as the negation of the main facts of the
extermination of the Jews in World War 1. One frequent statement of deniers
is that the Germans did not use gas chambers to kill people. This is often
accompanied by another false claim that the majority of Jews died of illness
contracted in camps. Other key motifs of such denial are that the Germans
had no intention to Kkill Jews, or that Hitler did not know about the genocidal
anti-Jewish measures, but that people lower in the German hierarchy made the
decisions.

Another category of abuse of Holocaust memory closely linked to Holocaust
denial and often overlapping with it is “minimalization” or “depreciation” of the
Holocaust. This means claiming that far fewer Jews were murdered during World
War 11 than the generally agreed figure of around six million.

Holocaust Deflection and Whitewashing
Holocaust deflection entails admitting that the Holocaust happened while denying

the complicity or responsibilities of specific groups or individuals. The Holocaust
is then blamed on others. This, to a large extent, concerns those countries where,
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during the war, Germans were helped greatly by local citizens in the despoliation,
deportation, and killing of the Jews.

Many nations have tried to present themselves as victims of the Germans and
denied or diluted their responsibility or that of their nationals for the Holocaust.
One extreme case is Austria, which for many years portrayed itself as the first
victim of the Nazis. Another such case is Romania, which under the communist
regime denied or greatly downplayed its role in the Final Solution.2

Deflection also appears in different forms within countries. In West Germany
many false claims were made that the Wehrmacht, the German army, did not
participate in the atrocities.2 This distorting phenomenon sometimes appears
combined with other distortion mechanisms. It was official East German policy to
de-Judaize the Holocaust. It also whitewashed its own population while blaming
West Germany for inadequately dealing with the Nazi heritage.4

Whereas deflection consists of shifting the responsibilities of nations or
specific persons to other parties, whitewashing aims at cleansing an individual of
blame without necessarily accusing others.

Holocaust De-Judaization

Holocaust de-Judaization consists of a variety of distortions of Holocaust memory.
One type of de-Judaization is to void or minimize to a large extent the Jewish
character of the victims. This is accompanied by stressing non-Jewish aspects of
the Holocaust, taking it out of its specific historical context, and giving minimal
attention to its uniqueness.

The Soviet Union made it a policy to de-Judaize the Holocaust by including
Jewish victims among local ones. No attention was given to the fact that they had
been murdered because they were Jewish.

De-Judaization also often results from the desire to draw an overall message
for the human race from the genocide of the Jews. Another subcategory of
Holocaust de-Judaization is the extension of the Holocaust to include many
people other than Jews who were murdered or died in World War 11. The actions
against certain groups did indeed have a genocidal character, yet did not aim at
their systematic and total extermination.

Holocaust Equivalence

Within Holocaust equivalence there are a number of subcategories of distortion
for which the motivations differ. Prewar and wartime Holocaust equivalence are
based on the allegation that the Germans’ genocidal behavior during World War
I was similar to that of other nations before and during the war. The perpetrators
of these distortions mainly aim to whitewash or diminish German crimes.



26 Chapter One: Categories of Distortion

The postwar variant is based on the claim that there are many events in
postwar society that are similar in nature or equivalent to those caused by
Germany under Hitler’s rule. This type of distortion is heterogeneous. One aspect
of it is the broad claim that Nazism and communism were interchangeable. On
the other end of the spectrum are one-line statements that may compare a person
with Hitler or another German leader.

Holocaust Inversion

Holocaust inversion is a category of abuse derived from Holocaust equivalence
specifically targeting Jews and Israel. Demonization is applied against members of
agroup who were the major victims of the criminality of Nazi Germany. Holocaust
inverters often claim that Israel behaves similarly toward the Palestinians to how
Germany behaved toward the Jews in World War 1. Frequently used slogans by
the inverters include: “The victims have become perpetrators” or “The Jews and/
or the Israelis have become the Nazis of today.” These are expressions of rabid
anti-Semitic concepts.5

Holocaust inversion manifests itself in many ways. It is expressed in speech,
writing, and visual media, including cartoons, graffiti, and placards. It employs
sinister characterizations of Israel and lIsraelis, Nazi symbols, and sometimes
takes the form of Nazi genocidal terminology to describe Israel’s actions.

This way of perverting the Holocaust — aimed at Israel — is particularly
prevalent in the Arab and Muslim world, where it is far from limited to government
officials, media, and religious authorities. Holocaust inversion often appears
jointly with other Holocaust distortions. However mutually exclusive they may
seem to be, Holocaust denial and Holocaust inversion are found together in the
Arab world. Goetz Nordbruch points out that “articles denouncing Zionism as
Nazism often include Holocaust denial as well.”s

Holocaust Trivialization

Holocaust trivialization is another category of abuse derived from Holocaust
equivalence. It is a tool for some ideologically or politically motivated activists
to metaphorically compare phenomena they oppose with the industrial-scale
destruction of the Jews in World War 11 by the Germans and their allies. Examples
include environmental problems, abortion, the slaughter of animals, the use of
tobacco, and human rights abuses.

Those abusing Holocaust comparisons for their ideological purposes want to
exaggerate the evil nature of a phenomenon they condemn. With the Holocaust
symbolizing absolute evil for many, they thus use it as an instrument. Trivialization
often does not stem from anti-Semitic motifs but from the perpetrators’ desire to
use the Holocaust for their purposes.
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Holocaust trivialization manifests itself partly in the growing insertion of
Holocaust issues into a large number of disparate events that have no connection
to the genocide of Jews. Other trivializers operate out of commercial or artistic
considerations, or out of a desire to draw attention or even provoke.

Obliterating Holocaust Memory

The common heading of “obliterating Holocaust memory” groups a variety
of different abuses and distortions. The maintaining of collective memory is
attacked directly and indirectly, usually intentionally but not always. One type of
direct attack is the besmirching or destruction of memorials. Another is disturbing
Holocaust ceremonies. Yet another is trying to turn public Holocaust memorial
ceremonies into more general remembrance events.

Another distortion mode that attempts to obliterate Holocaust memory is
“Holocaust silencing.” This consists of stating that Jews talk about the Holocaust
too often. One more form of trying to obliterate Holocaust memory is claiming
that Jews abuse the Holocaust for various purposes.

Indirect attacks on Holocaust remembrance involve the disappearance
of Jewish memorial sites. This occurs particularly in the former communist
countries. It may include leveling former Jewish buildings for new construction
without leaving a memorial plaque at the location. Or, for instance, it could be the
removal of Jewish cemeteries for various local purposes.

Differences between Categories

The aforementioned categories of abuse are not homogeneous. Nor are the
perpetrators, who come from many different camps and also include some Jews.
Some distortion categories are based on the extreme abuse of free speech, others
on attempts to prevent people, in particular Jews, from expressing themselves.
Some concern the forgery of history or interpreting it in extremely distorted ways.
Others have more of a philosophical or “moral” emphasis. Yet others involve
violence or calls for it.

Core elements of some abuses can sometimes be illustrated by analyzing a
single case. The attitudes and narrative of Ahmadinejad embody many aspects
of contemporary Holocaust promotion. Much of the quintessence of Holocaust
denial can be analyzed on the basis of the defamation lawsuit that Holocaust-
denier David Irving brought against historian Deborah Lipstadt and her publisher.
Studying how the Anne Frank story has been interpreted over the decades yields
a wealth of insight into the de-Judaization of the Holocaust and its motivations.
Interpreting the fundamental nature of other abuses, however, requires piecing
together disparate elements from many cases.
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The scholarly attention given to distortions varies greatly among the
categories. Holocaust denial has been the subject of overview books.” A number
of essays on Holocaust deflection have appeared, concerning mainly Central and
Eastern European countries. Other distortions such as Holocaust inversion and
Holocaust trivialization have hardly been analyzed.

Various categories of distortion require widely disparate degrees of effort by
perpetrators. Holocaust deflection may sometimes entail major research efforts so
as to construct a thesis that shifts responsibility for a country’s crimes to others.
Some deniers also go to great lengths to construct their fabrications. On the other
hand, many perpetrators of postwar equivalence or Holocaust trivialization limit
themselves to extremely superficial remarks or acts.

A Distortion of Identity

Not all abuses of Holocaust memory fall into the aforementioned eight categories.
French sociologist Shmuel Trigano maintains that the way the Holocaust is
represented in Europe and particularly in France leads to a structural distortion of
the Jews’ identity. He says:

When Europeans recall the Shoah they mainly stress aspects such as the Jews’
suffering and sacrifice. This emphasis on victimhood enables suppressing the
Shoah’s political aspects.

In France in particular, the prevailing culture does not permit such a
political expression. Remembering the Shoah is the only mode French culture
can accept if the Jews want to manifest their collective identity. The memory
of the Shoah becomes the only way for Europe to recognize the Jews as a
people — a dead and suffering people.

Yet Jews still pay a heavy price, because their enemies now accuse them
of promoting a collective identity by sacralizing the Shoah’s memory.... If
they presented their collective identity in any other way, they would incur
even greater condemnation.

Trigano calls this attitude perverse, saying: “The compassion for the Jewish
victims of the Shoah conceals in a sublimated way the non-recognition of the
Jews as a people, as a political subject.” In an interview later in this volume
Trigano expounds on his views.

Obama’s Speech in Cairo

Another example of a Holocaust distortion that is not included in the above
categories is found in President Obama’s speech in Cairo in June 2009. The
discourse was heavily criticized by experts on Islam who pointed to many



Manfred Gerstenfeld 29

inaccuracies. Obama also connected the Holocaust to the establishment of Israel.
Although Foxman praised the general tenor of the speech, he pointed out that the
president, when speaking of America’s ties to Israel, said they were based on the
“recognition that the aspiration for a Jewish homeland is rooted in a tragic history
that cannot be denied.” Foxman wrote:

He then went on to talk about anti-Semitism in Europe for centuries which
“culminated in an unprecedented Holocaust.”

It is good that the President addressed these themes but it sends the wrong
message to base Israel’s legitimacy simply or essentially on this suffering. The
Arab world for decades has argued that Israel was an illegitimate entity
imposed on the Arab Middle East by the Europeans who, they claimed, were
trying to atone for the murder of six million Jews on European soil. The
Arabs argued: why should they pay the price for what the Europeans did to
the Jews.

It is a phony argument which is not sustainable because the Jewish claim
to Israel doesn’t rest on the Holocaust, even if that tragedy played a role in
the climate surrounding discussions about the idea of a Jewish state. Israel’s
legitimacy rests on the unbroken connection of the Jewish people to the land
of Israel, a physical connection, a religious connection, a cultural connection,
an existential connection. It is hardly too much to say that the Jewish people
would not exist today as a people had we not held hope alive for 2,000 years
about the return to Zion. In other words, there was Herzl before there was
the Holocaust.s

Commemorating Dead Jews as an Alibi

A category apart, in the margins of the subject dealt with in this volume, concerns
the respect paid by anti-Israelis to Jews who died in the Holocaust. These people
de facto use the genocide as a public “legitimization” to “prove” that they are not
anti-Semites.

One among many examples can illustrate this. Norwegian finance minister
Kristin Halvorsen is the leader of the Socialist Left Party. In January 2006, she
supported a consumer boycott of Israel. She was probably the first Western
government minister to do so. The daily Aftenposten reported that subsequently the
U.S. secretary of state threatened Norway with “serious political consequences.”
The paper said this was conveyed to the Norwegian embassy in Washington.
Foreign Minister Jonas Gahr Stgre then wrote to the Israeli government saying
Halvorsen’s position did not represent his government’s stance.

Every year on Holocaust Memorial Day, a major commemorative event is
held at the site of the Holocaust Memorial monument in the port area in Oslo
from where the Norwegian Jews were deported in 1942-1943. At this event
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a government minister gives a keynote speech. In 2007, Halvorsen was the
government speaker at the ceremony.10

The Norwegian reactions to Israel’s 2008—2009 Gaza campaign included a
variety of incidents. Halvorsen was among those who participated in an anti-
Israeli demonstration in Oslo in January. She was the only minister of a European
country to do so. It was noted that there had been shouts of “Death to the Jews”
at this gathering.xt

A few months later a photograph of the rally was published, showing that
someone standing very close to Halvorsen was holding a sign that read “The
greatest axis of evil — USA and Israel.”22 By not leaving such a gathering and
not dissociating herself from it, Halvorsen must be considered as identifying
with it.

The Motivations of the Distorters

The modes used to spread Holocaust-distortion ideas vary. The classic media and
books played a dominant role in the twentieth century. For categories of abuse
such as Holocaust promotion, denial, and inversion, the Internet has become a
major tool in recent years.

The perpetrators of the various Holocaust distortions have manifold
motivations. The most extreme is a mixture of politics and anti-Semitism aiming
at the destruction of Israel.

Although it is difficult to identify all the Holocaust distorters’ motivations, a
number of important categories are:

*  Many major Holocaust manipulators are driven by anti-Semitism and/or
its latest mutation anti-Israelism. To express this they may use Holocaust
justification, promotion, denial, and/or inversion. Many anti-Semites
believe that the Holocaust plays an important role in the attitudes of
those who have positive perceptions of Jews and Israel. Others who hate
Jews may use, for instance, elements of trivialization to provoke Jews or
stir hatred against them.

e An assortment of political reasons. These vary according to the
perpetrators and the environment where they seek to muster support.
For the extreme Right the reasons are often associated with neo-Nazi
or fascist ideas. Holocaust denial or minimization serves to weaken
accusations against Hitler’s Germany, which they admire.

One of Ahmadinejad’s several aims in distorting the Holocaust is to
enhance his standing in the Muslim world, which is so widely suffused
with lies about the Holocaust. It may also help boost his position at
times when his popularity at home is declining. A further political aim
of the Iranian president is to raise his profile in the anti-American and
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anti-Western struggle. Denying the Holocaust shows that he has no fear
of any taboos.

For others, postwar Holocaust equivalence or trivialization can be
political tools in their battle against certain people — for instance,

politicians — or in favor of certain ideas. One aforementioned
example is the battle against global warming presented as the “Climate
Holocaust.”

e Absolving oneself, a country, or one’s ancestors of guilt. This historical
cleansing or “absolution” pertains, for instance, to Holocaust deniers
and whitewashers. The same motive may be shared by some inverters
who claim that Jews also commit Nazi-type deeds. If everybody is guilty
then no one is guilty. Perpetrators of Holocaust deflection and often also
of Holocaust equivalence seek to direct the blame for the Holocaust
at others, or to distribute it more widely and thus deny or diminish
guilt.

e Peer pressure or copycatting. Many people know little about the
Holocaust, Nazis, Jews, or contemporary Israel. Some consider that
certain Holocaust distortions make them acceptable to groups they
belong to. Others are influenced by members of the media and other
societal elites who are Holocaust distorters.

e Distorting the Holocaust is sometimes also an instrument for assessing
a third party’s attitudes toward it. One objective of Ahmadinejad’s
Holocaust manipulations may well be to regularly test the West’s
reactions to his statements about the destruction of Israel and Holocaust
distortion. The fact that the reactions remain verbal may well indicate to
him that not much will happen, either, if Iran goes ahead with nuclear
armament. One might call this a “political litmus test.”3

e Provoking people and/or gaining publicity are among the other
motivations for distortions of the Holocaust.

A variety of motivations thus lead to Holocaust distortion. The consequences of
these manipulations are also manifold and disparate. One example is alleviating
a personal or national conscience. Thus the motivation leads to the desired result.
Others include promoting or supporting activities such as boycott, divestment,
and sanction campaigns against Israel. Yet others involve furthering personal
interests in circles where attacks on the Holocaust are viewed positively. Also in
this case the motivation may yield the desired result.

The analysis of reactions to distortions is of great importance as well. It
often enables improving methods of dealing with or responding to perpetrators.
Furthermore, analyzing reactions to Holocaust-memory abuses can shed much
light on the current societal environment in which these distortions occur. Also,
the categories of distortion used in this volume are valid as well for the analysis
of many other subjects unrelated to Holocaust memory and its abuse.
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Chapter Two:
Holocaust Justification and Promotion

Holocaust justification consists of “explaining” that the Jews caused their enemies’
anti-Semitism and therefore were responsible for their own later destruction. The
first part of this argument was prominent outside Nazi circles as well before World
War 11 and occasionally returns nowadays.

Lipstadt says that:

The first generation of post-war deniers...justified Nazi anti-Semitism
by asserting that the Jews were responsible for their own suffering, since
they had caused Germany’s financial and political problems. Later deniers
abandoned this line of argument, because they felt it undermined whatever
credibility they had.

Sergio Minerbi mentions that the postwar German historian Ernst Nolte claimed
that “the reason for the persecution of the Jews was the provocative declarations
made by the Jews themselves.”

Minerbi adds:

This is certainly not a new expedient — making the victim the guilty
party is a well-known defamatory strategy. Nolte quotes the letter written
by Chaim Weizmann in the British press in September 1939, in which he
declared that in case of a future military conflict, the Jews would side with
the democracies against Nazi Germany. Such an intention by a man, who
did not even represent the majority of the Jews, seems sufficient to Nolte in
order to justify the mass massacres committed in the second half of 1941 in
occupied territories taken from the Soviet Union.

This is a baseless assertion. Not only was Weizmann a king without a
kingdom at the time and could not commit all of the Jews, but he could not
have any right to a war declaration, contrary to what Nolte writes.

Minerbi also notes that “the persecution of the Jews in Germany had commenced
well before 1939.2

A Variety of Postwar Hitler Supporters

Reporting on the 1961 Eichmann trial, Arendt wrote:

The newspapers in Damascus and Beirut, in Cairo and Jordan did not conceal
either their sympathy for Eichmann nor their regret that he “did not finish
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the job”; a radio broadcast from Cairo on the opening day of the trial even
included a little sideswipe at the Germans, reproaching them for the fact
that “in the last war, no German plane had flown over and bombed a Jewish
settlement.”s

Since World War Il some political leaders and others have expressed their
sympathy for Hitler. On 11 September 1972, Ugandan president Idi Amin sent
a telegram to UN secretary-general Kurt Waldheim in which he applauded the
massacre of the Israeli Olympic athletes in Munich. Amin wrote that Germany
was the most appropriate locale for this because it was where Hitler burned more
than six million Jews. “It happened because Hitler and all of the German people
knew that the Israelis are not a people who work for humanity and because of that
they burned them alive and killed them with gas on the soil of Germany.”4

David Ahenakew, an aboriginal leader in Canada said in 2002 that “Jews
were a ‘disease’ and that Adolf Hitler was trying to ‘clean up the world’ when
he “fried’ 6 million of the *guys’ during World War 11.” Initially Ahenakew was
convicted of promoting hatred against an identifiable group, and had to pay a fine.
He apologized but was stripped of the Order of Canada. The Saskatchewan court
of appeals overturned the conviction, ruling that while the remarks about Jews
were “shocking, brutal and hurtful,” they were not illegal.5

Neo-Nazism

There are also those who think the Nazi government was a good one. In addition,
there are moral relativists who argue that the Nazi government had its good sides.
A 2001 poll of Germans aged fourteen to sixteen in former East Germany found
that 15 percent thought the Nazi regime had been a good idea and 62 percent
thought it “wasn’t all bad.” In a poll conducted by the Forsa Agency among 1,106
Germans in the 14-25 age group in 2001, 47 percent in former East Germany and
35 percent in former West Germany thought Nazism had its good points.

In this cultural environment neo-Nazism is on the rise. The German Interior
Ministry reported that in the first ten months of 2008, there were about twelve
thousand incidents — the great majority not against Jews — by far-Right
offenders, a 30 percent increase over the same period in 2007. Many believe
that only a part of these hate-related offenses are recorded. A study found that in
former East Germany prejudice against foreigners is over 30 percent, while in
former West Germany it is 20 percent.”

Holocaust Promotion

Holocaust promotion is the encouragement of genocide against the Jews or
against Israel, the Jewish state. Sometimes this is done explicitly by promoting
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the idea that Jews should be killed. On other occasions it is the logical outcome
of proposed policies. Holocaust promotion is often not based on an abuse of
Holocaust memory. It typically results from perverse “ideological” positions.

Holocaust promotion is not a “distortion category” in the sense in which the
term is used in this book. Yet it has to be included and analyzed because it is often
closely connected to the many abuses of Holocaust memory that are discussed
here.

Campaigning for the mass murder of Jews is often done without specific
reference to the Holocaust. Although most current Holocaust promotion focuses
on the destruction of Israel, it also at times aims at Jews elsewhere. Sometimes
the perpetrators refer to Hitler or the Germans as having failed to complete the
extermination of the Jews and say their activities should be continued. One
prominent variant of Holocaust promotion is propagating the view that the Jewish
state is illegal and has no right to exist. The only possible way of achieving its
elimination is by elements of genocide and mass murder, though this is not usually
stated explicitly.

In the decades after World War 11, the encouragement of the continuing
murder of Jews came mainly from old Nazis, neo-Nazis, and some parts of the
Muslim world. Holocaust promotion, however, remained a marginal phenomenon
in the postwar period of the twentieth century.

Nowadays calling for the murder of Jews has become more commonplace. An
example was San Francisco State University in 2002. Prof. Laurie Zoloth wrote
an email about the violent threats there that was widely circulated on the Internet.
It mentioned a meeting organized by the Jewish student organization Hillel after
which about fifty participants remained for afternoon prayers. Thereafter “counter
demonstrators poured into the plaza, screaming at the Jews to ‘Get out or we will
kill you’ and “Hitler did not finish the job.’”s

Mahmoud Ahmadinejad Calls for Genocide

Ahmadinejad is the first head of state since World War 1l who regularly calls for
actions that are tantamount to genocide. As such he is the prime contemporary
example of a Holocaust promoter. His appeals of the last few years for the
elimination of Israel — which is tantamount to mass murder — were preceded by
those of Ayatollah Khomeini and several other Iranian leaders.

The current Iranian president has greatly increased the intensity of such calls.
On 26 October 2005, he addressed the “World without Zionism” conference —
which preceded the annual Al-Quds (Jerusalem) Day established by Ayatollah
Khomeini — at the Interior Ministry in Teheran stating:

Imam [Khomeini] said: “This regime that is occupying Quds [Jerusalem]
must be eliminated from the pages of history.” This sentence is very wise....
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Today, [Israel] seeks, satanically and deceitfully, to gain control of the front
of war.... If someone is under the pressure of hegemonic power [i.e., the
West] and understands that something is wrong, or he is naive, or he is an
egotist and his hedonism leads him to recognize the Zionist regime, he should
know that he will burn in the fire of the Islamic Ummah [nation].... Oh dear
people, look at this global arena. By whom are we confronted? We must
understand the depth of the disgrace imposed on us by the enemy, until our
holy hatred expands continuously and strikes like a wave.s

Other speakers at the event were terrorist leaders Hassan Nasrallah of Hizballah in
Lebanon and Khaled Mash’al of Hamas, who lives in Syria. Before his statement,
Ahmadinejad told the hundreds of students present to shout the slogan “Death to
Israel.”10

On 28 October of that year, as is usual on the fourth Friday of the month of
Ramadan, the annual Al-Quds Day demonstrations took place in Teheran, with
Ahmadinejad’s participation. He rejected the West’s condemnations and repeated
his words against Israel. State television showed him surrounded by demonstrators
with signs saying “Death to Israel, Death to America.”1t

The lranian president has repeated his genocidal statements many times
since. At the December 2006 Holocaust Conference in Teheran, Ahmadinejad
said: “Just as the Soviet Union was wiped out and today does not exist, so will
the Zionist regime soon be wiped out.”12

Other lranian Leaders

With his calls for murder, Ahmadinejad followed in the footsteps of previous
Iranian leaders including former president Ali Akbar Hashemi Rafsanjani, who
held office from 1989 till 1997. He had said in 2002: “If one day...the world of
Islam comes to possess the weapons currently in Israel’s possession [i.e., nuclear
weapons] — on that day this method of global arrogance would come to a dead
end. This...is because the use of a nuclear bomb in Israel will leave nothing on
the ground, whereas it will only damage the world of Islam.”13 In 2000, Iran’s
supreme leader Ayatollah Ali Khamenei told Muslim worshippers in Teheran,
referring to Israel: “We have repeatedly said that the cancerous tumor of a state
should be removed from the region.”14

Ahmadinejad’s genocidal remarks have drawn far more attention than
those of his predecessors. One explanation may be that his statements are made
more frequently. Also the statements of previous Iranian leaders had been much
less watched in the West. Another factor is that — due to September 11 and
terrorism — there is more sensitivity in the West to many problematic aspects
of the world of Islam than there was ten years ago. Moreover, Ahmadinejad’s
reiteration of his genocidal statements combined with the strong impression that
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Iran is on the way to develop nuclear weapons leads Westerners to observe his
actions and statements.

Not only key Iranian leaders but also many lower-level officials call for
genocide. For example, in June 2002, Iran held the “International Conference
on Imam Khomeini and Support for Palestine,” in which Khamenei participated.
“The Iranian organizer of the conference, Ali Akbar Mohtashemi-Pur, declared,
‘Israel is a cancerous tumor in the heart of the Muslim world which should be
removed,” and lauded the attacks carried out by Palestinian suicide bombers.”15

The leadership of the Iranian regime has encouraged a culture that stimulates
calls for genocide. In fall 2005, Iranian state television broadcast a ten-minute
animated film on a children’s program glorifying the actions of a boy who killed
himself in a suicide action against Israel, as an example for other children to
follow. When carrying out this action, the child shouts: “I place my trust in God.
Allah Akbar.”16

Also in 2005, several commentators on Ahmadinejad’s statements noted that
“a Shahab-3 ballistic missile (capable of reaching Israel) paraded in Teheran ...
bore the slogan: ‘Israel Should Be Wiped Off the Map.’”17

Ahmadinejad has not only repeated his genocidal statements many times.
He also uses other terminology typical of Nazis. The latter often labeled Jews
“vermin”; Ahmadinejad in early 2008 called Israel “a filthy germ.” A few days
before he made this comment, a top commander in Iran’s Revolutionary Guards
dubbed Israel a “cancerous germ” that would be wiped out by Hizballah.zs

Visiting New York and the United Nations

Ahmadinejad has been widely condemned, mainly by Western leaders.
Nevertheless he has been well received in many countries. In September 2007,
he spoke at the General Assembly of the United Nations notwithstanding that
he heads a country that aims to destroy another UN member state. He was even
applauded by many present.

During that visit to the United States, Ahmadinejad also spoke at Columbia
University, where part of the audience applauded. In his introduction to the event,
the university’s president Lee Bollinger severely criticized Ahmadinejad. This
does not change the fact that such speaking invitations legitimize a person who
should have long ago been brought before an international tribunal.z> However,
there is no country that presently intends to do this.

A few days later more than a hundred Christian leaders participated in an
interfaith meeting with Ahmadinejad in New York. This gathering was organized
by the Mennonite Central Committee. Among its endorsers were Pax Christi USA
and the World Council of Churches Commission on International Affairs.2o Little
if anything is known about criticism of Ahmadinejad by the Christian participants
in this meeting.
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Ahmadinejad also attended the Durban 2 review conference in April 2009,
which was supposed to deal with the battle against racism. The EU representatives
leftthe room in protest when he spoke. However, the Vatican, Swiss, and Norwegian
representatives remained seated. Later Norwegian foreign minister Stare publicly
criticized Ahmadinejad.2t As mentioned earlier, before the conference the Iranian
president had been received by Swiss president Hans-Rudolf Merz.22

Arab and Muslim Supporters

Ahmadinejad and his followers are driven by an apocalyptic vision of Islam.
Hate propaganda, lies, violence, destruction, murder, and even genocide are tools
to achieve their aims. Ahmadinejad’s genocidal calls against Israel have deep
roots in fundamentalist Iran and many followers among radical Muslims in other
countries.

There have been some condemnations of Ahmadinejad’s statements by
Muslims, though the most important ones were not very explicit. In 2005, Turkey’s
Foreign Ministry’s spokesman Narnik Tan said: “It is naturally impossible for us
to approve such a statement.... Turkey...believes that regional conflicts can only
be solved...through dialogue and peaceful means.”23

Some Muslims supported Ahmadinejad when he made his initial genocidal
statements. Farid Ahmad Pracha, a Pakistani parliamentarian, commented: “The
words of Mr. Ahmadinejad are the heartfelt wish of all Muslims and are accepted
by all Islamic entities around the world; we are in full support of the president
and we back him up.”24

On 6 November 2005, the Al-Agsa Martyrs Brigade, the armed wing of the
Fatah organization, became the first Palestinian group to openly support Iran’s
genocidal call. They distributed a leaflet in the Gaza Strip that endorsed the
Iranian president’s demand to wipe Israel off the map. It said: “We affirm our
support and backing for the positions of the Iranian president toward the Zionist
state which, by God’s will, will cease to exist.”2s

Murdering Jews

There are many in the Arab world whose extreme verbal attacks on Israel go hand
in hand with similar ones on Jews. This can be illustrated by examples from the
Hamas Charter. Its article 7 lays the groundwork for an ideology of genocide:

Hamas has been looking forward to implement Allah’s promise whatever
time it might take. The prophet, prayer and peace be upon him, said:

The time will not come until Muslims will fight the Jews (and kill them);
until the Jews hide behind rocks and trees, which will cry: O Muslim!
There is a Jew hiding behind me, come on and Kill him!26
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One example of Palestinian calls for a genocidal war against the Jews came in
2004 from Dr. Ahmed Abu Halabiyah, rector of advanced studies at the Islamic
University of Gaza. In a Friday sermon on PA TV, the official television of the
Palestinian Authority, he said:

The Jews are the Jews.... They do not have any moderates or any advocates
of peace. They are all liars. They must be butchered and must be killed....
The Jews are like a spring — as long as you step on it with your foot it
doesn’t move. But if you lift your foot from the spring, it hurts you and
punishes you.... It is forbidden to have mercy in your hearts for the Jews
in any place and in any land, make war on them anywhere that you find
yourself. Any place that you meet them, Kill them.27

When Israel undertook excavations outside the Temple compound in Jerusalem
in 2007, Muslims claimed that it might affect the foundations of the Al-Agsa
Mosque. The Egyptian parliamentarian Mohammed el-Katatny of President
Mubarak’s National Democratic Party said, “Nothing will work with Israel except
for a nuclear bomb that wipes it out of existence.”2s

In 2007, the ADL criticized the Egyptian Press Syndicate for awarding its top
honor to the columnist Ahmed Ragab. Earlier in the year, Ragab had published a
column titled “Thanks to Hitler” in the government daily Al- Akhbar, in which he
praised Hitler for the murder of six million Jews and said “revenge on them was
not enough.”2e

Even among Israeli Arabs only a small majority believes Israel has the right
to exist as an independent country. A study by the University of Haifa in May
2009 found that 54 percent of Israeli Arabs think so.3

Another indication of widespread criminal inclinations is that Hitler’s Mein
Kampf enjoys popularity in many Muslim countries. It has, for instance, become
a bestseller in Turkey where it can be bought in some of the largest supermarket
chains and bookstores.3:

The 2008-2009 Gaza War

Israel’s Gaza war at the end of December 2008 and beginning of 2009 brought
Holocaust promotion and inversion into the public square of many Western
cities. During anti-Israeli demonstrations there were often shouts of “Death to
the Jews” or similar slogans. Several such protests turned violent. Holocaust
inversion came to the fore through frequent equations of Israel with Nazi
Germany.

After many decades, the slogan “Death to the Jews” returned to German
towns, including Berlin. This time it was shouted mainly by Muslims.32 These
murderous calls were sometimes accompanied by efforts to remove any sign of
Jewish or Israeli identity from the public square. During a pro-Palestinian march
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in Duisburg, the German police removed two Israeli flags from the balconies of
private apartments.33

Western Politicians

As mentioned, Norway was the only Western country where a government
minister, Finance Minister Kristin Halvorsen, leader of the Socialist Left Party,
participated in an anti-Israeli demonstration where shouts of “Death to the Jews”
were heard. This was initially largely ignored by the Norwegian media. An Israeli
daily, however, published the story, also mentioning that the Israeli embassy had
protested.3

Inthe Swedish town of Norrkdping, a former Social Democrat party secretary,
Lars Stjernkvist — who had also at one time been a parliamentarian — spoke at
a demonstration where there was a Hizballah flag as well as swastikas in the
background. A blogger captured this with his camera.3s The local Social Democrat
newspaper Folkbladet criticized the blogger for making an issue out of it.3s

In Amsterdam, two parliamentarians of the extreme-Left Socialist Party,
Harry van Bommel and Sadet Karabulut, joined with other demonstrators in
shouting “Intifada, intifada, free Palestine.”s” During that demonstration there
were also shouts of “Hamas, Hamas, Jews to the gas.”

More Anti-Semitic Slogans

On 14 January, in the French town of Mulhouse in Alsace, slogans such as “Death
to Israel,” “Long Live Palestine,” and “F--k France” were scrawled on the wall
of the synagogue.38 In the Turkish capital Ankara, a basketball game between the
Turk Telekom and Israeli Bnei Hasharon teams was canceled after Turkish fans
stormed the court shouting “Allahu Akbar” and “Death to the Jews.”’s

On 30 December, at a busy intersection in Ft. Lauderdale, Florida, a few
hundred supporters of the Palestinians demonstrated against Israel. Besides the
many inciting and aggressive hate manifestations, there were clear examples
of the promotion of a holocaust against the state of Israel. One woman shouted
“Nuke, nuke Israel” and also held up a sign with a similar message. Another
woman shouted: “Go back to the oven...you need a big oven, that’s what you
need.”4

Eyewitnesses in various countries say that in some cases shouts of “Death to
the Jews,” the burning of Israeli flags, and banners equating Jews with Nazis go
unmentioned in the media. For instance, Levi Salomon, a representative of the
Berlin Jewish community, has given examples of such deficient reporting.4

A derivative of Holocaust promotion are graffiti of swastikas and other Nazi
symbols on Jewish institutions and cemeteries. One example among many: in May
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2009, black swastikas were painted on tombstones in the old Sofienberg Jewish
cemetery in Oslo. This cemetery had been in use until 1917 and is considered a
heritage site.#

Palestinian Extremists and “Moderates”

The Palestinian incitement calling for genocide of the Jews goes back well
before World War 11. Haj Amin el-Husseini, the prewar mufti of Jerusalem, was
the most prominent leader of the Palestinian Arab extremists before the War of
Independence and supported Hitler’s actions against the Jews. In the late 1930s, he
was financially and militarily assisted by Hitler’s Germany. As Matthias Kiintzel
put it: “a biography of the Mufti published in 1943 clarified the closeness in world
view between National Socialism and Islamism from a German perspective.”3

For a long time the leader of the Palestinian Arab “moderates” was Ragheb
bey el-Nashashibi, the mayor of Jerusalem, who also came out in favor of the
mass murder of Jews. After the 1929 riots in Mandatory Palestine, the non-Jewish
French writer Albert Londres asked him why the Arabs had murdered the old,
pious Jews in Hebron and Safed, with whom they had no quarrel.

The mayor answered: “In a way you behave like in a war. You don’t Kill
what you want. You kill what you find. Next time they will all be killed, young
and old.” Later on, Londres spoke again to the mayor and tested him ironically
by saying: “You cannot kill all the Jews. There are 150,000 of them.” Nashashibi
answered “in a soft voice, ‘Oh no, it’ll take two days.””’44

This reflected a much broader Arab mindset. It was most succinctly put by
Azzam Pasha, secretary of the Arab League, who announced during the 1948
Arab-Israeli war: “This will be a war of extermination and a momentous massacre
which will be spoken of like the Mongolian massacres and the Crusades.”4

Arab Countries a Haven for Nazis

Many Nazis who escaped from defeated Germany found a new home in Arab
countries. Alois Brunner, an Austrian Nazi war criminal and assistant to Adolf
Eichmann, fled to Syria in the mid-1950s and acted there as a government
adviser.

Egypt in particular became a haven for Nazis. There, they continued their
anti-Semitic activities. Among them was Johannes von Leers, a Goebbels
collaborator, who was brought to Egypt by el-Husseini after World War 1. He
converted to Islam, changed his name to Omar Amin, and became a political
adviser to the Information Bureau of the Egyptian government.4

When in 1953 there was a rumor that Hitler was still alive, Anwar al-
Sadat, later president of Egypt, wrote in deference to him: “I congratulate you
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wholeheartedly.... You can be proud of it that you will be the immortal Fuhrer of
Germany. We will not be surprised when we see you rise again or when after you
a new Hitler emerges.”+

The historian Joel Fishman shows the important role of Nazi propagandists
in transplanting their propaganda themes into the Middle East and particularly
into the media war against Israel. He concludes: “If today’s Arab anti-Israeli and
anti-Jewish propaganda strongly resembles that of the Third Reich, there is a
good reason.”s

Reactions to Holocaust Promotion

Although earlier expressions of Holocaust promotion could often be ignored
by the international community, those of Ahmadinejad could not. His de facto
calls for genocide necessitated official reactions. These were almost all limited
to verbal condemnations by, among others, the United Nations Security Council
and the European Union. No concrete measures were taken against Iran or its
president.

Among the early private initiatives against Ahmadinejad in the Western
world one stands out. In Rome, on 3 November 2005, a torchlight march was held
near the Iranian embassy. This protest was initiated by Giuliano Ferrara, editor of
the conservative daily Il Foglio. An estimated fifteen to twenty thousand people
took part in the demonstration, among them cabinet minister Roberto Calderoli,
who said he represented both the government and his Lega Nord party.

Ferrara, when asked why he took an initiative that, due to its size, was unique
in the world, replied: “I felt it a political, cultural, and civil duty to organize a
protest against Ahmadinejad’s call for genocide. | wanted this demonstration to
have a simple goal: to proclaim that we uphold Israel’s right to exist and object to
a head of state who denies this.”

As to the murderous shouts during anti-Israeli demonstrations at the time of
the Gaza campaign, in some countries complaints were submitted to antiracism
bodies. On 16 February 2008, the CCOJB, the umbrella body of Belgian Jewish
organizations, made a formal complaint concerning racism, anti-Semitism, and
xenophobia to the Center for Equal Opportunities and the Fight against Racism.
The CCOJB made accusations against three of the Wallonian parties — the
socialist PS, the Christian CDH, and the Green Ecolo — as well as trade unions
and eighty-six NGOs that had organized the demonstration in question.s

In the Netherlands, well-known lawyer Bram Moszkowicz filed a complaint
with the attorney-general against the parliamentarians Van Bommel and
Karabalut for incitement to hate, discrimination, and violence. He said they were
both leaders of the demonstration, where shouts of “Hamas, Hamas, Jews to the
gas” could be heard in the background. According to Moszkowicz, since the two
parliamentarians did not dissociate themselves from these calls, they should be
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considered as identifying with them.s2 Among the thirty bodies that had sponsored
this demonstration were several Muslim organizations.

Using Legal Means

There are legal means that can be used against Holocaust promotion. However,
courts often do not rule against such supporters of murder.

Kostas Plevris is a Greek Holocaust promoter. He has written a book, Jews:
The Whole Truth, in which he calls Jews subhuman and says, “I constantly blame
the German Nazis for not ridding our Europe of Jewish Zionism when it was in
their power to do so.” As often happens, such perpetrators promote more than
one Holocaust distortion. Plevris is also a Holocaust denier who wrote, “Free
yourselves from Jewish propaganda that deceives you with falsehoods about
concentration camps, gas chambers, ‘ovens’ and other fairy tales about the
pseudo-holocaust.”s2

In March 2009, a five-member appeals court in Athens acquitted Plevris
of Holocaust denial. He had been convicted in December 2007 and sentenced
to fourteen months in prison and three years’ probation. In a press release the
Central Board of Jewish Communities in Greece expressed its concern that “a
self-confessed promoter of Nazism and racism remains unpunished though he
not only distorts proved historical evidence, but even worse, uses his pen to incite
hatred and provoke discrimination and violence against citizens of Greece and
Europe.”ss

Bringing Ahmadinejad before the International Court

In Ahmadinejad’s case, studies have shown that he could be brought before the
International Court of Justice. Yet no nation, including those that always pretend
to be in the forefront of human rights, has taken this initiative. Justus Weiner, an
international human rights lawyer who coordinated an analysis of Ahmadinejad’s
incitement to genocide, writes that:

One of the relevant legal sources is the convention on the Prevention and
Punishment of the Crime of Genocide, which came into force on 12 January
1951. This Convention is one of the most widely accepted treaties in the realm
of international law, having been ratified by 138 states, including Iran.

The Genocide Convention defines the crime of genocide, and stipulates
that certain acts related to genocide are punishable. One of these prohibited
acts is incitement to commit genocide. By including this as a crime the
drafters sought to create an autonomous breach of international law, which is
an inchoate crime — a crime in the absence of any substantive offence having
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been committed or consummated. Thus, in order to succeed in a case of
incitement, a prosecutor need not prove that genocide has in fact transpired.
It is sufficient to prove that incitement to genocide has occurred.

In analyzing the Genocide Convention and relevant case law, it is
indisputable that Ahmadinejad is engaged in and responsible for direct and
public incitement to commit genocide. The challenge now is averting this
imminent disaster. Sadly, the historical record shows that the international
community has consistently delayed action until after thousands or even
millions were already slain. This shameful record must be, and can be,
improved upon, by implementing the existing international and/or national
laws.5
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Chapter Three:
Holocaust Denial

Holocaust denial can be defined as the rejection of the main facts of the
extermination of the Jews in World War Il. One frequently heard statement is
that the majority of them died of illnesses contracted in the death camps. Another
argument central to denial is that the Nazis did not plan to kill all Jews. A third
often-heard claim is that even if there was such a plan, there is no proof that Hitler
knew about the crimes committed against the Jews.

The essence of Holocaust denial can be summarized in one sentence of
the Holocaust-denier David Irving: “more women died in the backseat of
Edward Kennedy’s car at Chappaquiddick than ever died in a gas chamber at
Auschwitz.”: One category of distortion closely linked to Holocaust denial and
often overlapping with it is “minimalization” or “depreciation” of the Holocaust.
This means claiming that far fewer Jews were murdered during that period than
the generally agreed-upon figure of around six million.

These types of distortion were publicized almost immediately after the end
of the war. Maurice Bardéeche, a French fascist, asserted that people had only died
in concentration camps because of war-related events but not because they were
murdered. He claimed that when the Germans spoke about the “Final Solution of
the Jewish problem,” they meant that the Jews would be transferred to ghettos in
Eastern Europe. Bardéche also said the gas chambers were used to “disinfect” the
concentration camps’ inmates and not to kill them.2

Several of the initial Holocaust deniers were French. Paul Rassinier, who had
been a communist before the war and later became a socialist, had been a member
of the French Resistance. He was arrested and interned in concentration camps,
among them Buchenwald. In 1948 he published a book, Crossing the Line, in
which he argued that while people had been killed in camps, the perpetrators had
acted on their own and not on orders from above.3

Another well-known French Holocaust denier was Louis Darquier de
Pellepoix, who had been the Vichy government’s commissioner of Jewish affairs
for several years. In a 1978 interview, he told the French weekly L’Express that
the Holocaust was a hoax and only lice were gassed at Auschwitz.4

Robert Faurisson is a well-publicized French Holocaust denier who taught
literature at Lyons 3 University. He became the inspiration for several Holocaust
deniers in other countries.s In later years there were also several other Holocaust-
distortion incidents at that university. In 2001, the French minister of national
education Jack Lang appointed a commission headed by the historian Henry
Rousso to investigate racism and Holocaust denial at Lyons 3. The resulting
report analyzes a number of such cases in detail.
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Ahmadinejad Gives New Impetus

Holocaust deniers were largely marginal figures in society and for a long time
were expected to remain so. President Ahmadinejad has, however, given a new
impetus to Holocaust denial. He was the first head of state to say the Holocaust
did not happen.

Ahmadinejad started his public Holocaust denial in December 2005 when he
gave a press conference in Mecca. He attended an extraordinary meeting there
of the fifty-seven members of the Organization of the Islamic Conference. The
conference was devoted to the Muslim world’s need to fight — according to Saudi
foreign minister Saud al-Faisal — against sentiments of hatred toward Islam. It
was meant to be a show of Muslim moderation toward the outside world.

On 8 December, Ahmadinejad said: “Certain European countries insist on
saying that Hitler has killed millions of Jews in gas chambers. They go so far as to
say that whoever states the contrary must be condemned and thrown into prison.”
He denied that the Holocaust had occurred: “We do not believe this assertion,
but even if it were true, we ask the Europeans the following question: is the
murder of innocent Jews by Hitler the reason for the support of the occupiers
of Jerusalem?” Ahmadinejad added: “The Europeans should offer part of their
territory, from Germany, Austria, or other countries, so that the Jews can install
their state there.””

On 13 December, Ahmadinejad repeated his Holocaust denial in Zahedan in
southeastern Iran. There he also said the Europeans “created a myth in the name
of the Holocaust and valued that higher than God, religion and the prophets.”s
This speech was broadcast on Iranian television. Since then Ahmadinejad and
other Iranian officials have expressed several variations on the same core motif.
As mentioned earlier, Holocaust denial is a central element in the genocidal
expressions toward Israel by the president of Iran.

Teheran Conference and Cartoon Competition

A conference supposedly for the study of the Holocaust, but in fact focusing on its
denial and minimization, was held on 11-12 December 2006 in Teheran. It was
titled the “International Conference on Review of the Holocaust Global Vision.”
This conference was one more step in Ahmadinejad’s genocidal strategy against
Israel. The organizer was the Foreign Office’s Iranian Institute for Political and
International Studies (IP1S), headed by Rasul Mosavi.

The conference was opened by Foreign Minister Manouchehr Mottaki, who
said that questioning the Holocaust is one more way of attacking the United States,
along with others such as criticizing the U.S. presence in Iraq and Afghanistan.?
He also claimed that “if the official version of the Holocaust is thrown into doubt,
then the identity and nature of Israel will be thrown into doubt. And if, during this
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review, it is proved that the Holocaust was a historical reality, then what is the
reason for the Muslim people of the region and the Palestinians having to pay the
cost of the Nazis’ crimes?”10

Cartoons are often an effective tool in understanding the essence of an
issue. In August 2006, a Holocaust cartoon competition opened in Teheran. It
was organized by the leading Iranian daily Hamashahri, owned by the Teheran
municipality.

The cartoonist A-Chard of France won a shared second prize for a caricature
expressing Holocaust denial. It showed a panel of smoking gas chambers lying
on the ground. Written on its side was “The myth of the gas chambers.” An ultra-
Orthodox Jew asks, “Who has put it on the ground?” and somebody answers,
“Faurisson.” A-Chard is a regular cartoonist for Rivarol, a French extreme-Right
publication.n

Muslim Promoters of Holocaust Denial

Like all other major motifs of anti-Semitism, Holocaust denial has been promoted
for many decades in the Arab and Muslim world. Nordbruch has analyzed the
sociohistorical background of such denial in Arab countries. He points out that
both Holocaust denial and revisionism are common, writing: “Far from being an
argument applied temporarily within the Arab-Israeli conflict, various forms of
Holocaust denying statements remain widespread.”12 He sees Holocaust denial
as a binding element between different Arab political groups.:3 It “has to be
explained within the context of more general ideological developments.”14

Holocaust denial is widespread in Egypt as well, despite its being at peace
with Israel. For instance, in 2005 Mohammed Mahdi Akef, the leader of the
Muslim Brotherhood, the main opposition party, said the Holocaust was a myth.
He added: “Western democracies have slammed all those who don’t see eye to eye
with the Zionists regarding the myth of the Holocaust.”:5 This text was published
on the Brotherhood’s official website.

During the same week the website carried an article by another leading
Brotherhood member, Gaber Komeha. He claimed that the 1966 execution of
the leading postwar ideologist of the Muslim Brotherhood, Sayed Qutb, by the
Egyptian regime of President Gamal Abdel Nasser, was a “Holocaust.”16

Sheikh Zayed

One well-known Arab sponsor of Holocaust denial was the late Sheikh Zayed Bin
Sultan al-Nahyan of the United Arab Emirates. This gained much attention when
a student, Rachel Fish, fought his promised donation to Harvard Divinity School,
which ultimately led to its withdrawal. Sheikh Zayed had become the dictatorial
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ruler of the emirate of Abu Dhabi in 1966 and established a think tank called the
Zayed Center of Coordination and Follow-up.

“Based in Abu Dhabi, the Zayed Center was headed by the deputy prime
minister, Sheikh Zayed’s son. It was established in 1999 as the official think tank
of the Arab League...and it represented, according to its website, ‘the fulfillment
of the vision of the President of U.A.E. His Highness, Sheikh Zayed Bin Sultan
al-Nahyan. 17

The Zayed Center has promoted Holocaust denial, anti-Semitism, anti-
American conspiracy theories, and hate speech in its lectures, symposia, and
publications. The Los Angeles Times quoted the center’s director as saying: “Jews
are the enemies of all nations.”1& Former U.S. president Jimmy Carter was one of
those who lectured at the Zayed Center.19

Furthermore, in 1998, Zayed’s wife donated $50,000 to the defense of
Holocaust-denier Roger Garaudy in a French court. In his book The Founding
Myths of Modern Israel, Garaudy maintained that there was no Nazi program of
genocide during World War |1 and that Jews had fabricated the Holocaust.20

Holocaust Denial among Israeli Arabs

A May 2009 poll by the University of Haifa showed both how profound Holocaust
denial is even among Israeli Arabs and that it is expanding. It was found that over
40 percent of Israeli Arabs believe the Holocaust never happened, while in 2006
this was the case for 28 percent.2

Historian Mikael Tossavainen considers that

as Holocaust denial has developed and been refined internationally, the
new forms of more sophisticated denial have also reached the Arab world.
Outright denial of the Holocaust is something best kept for preaching to the
faithful. When in mixed company, Holocaust deniers have developed a more
sophisticated strategy which runs less of a risk of alienating their audiences.
This strategy, cultivated internationally as well as in the Arab world, aims
at minimizing the Holocaust, either by arguing that the Germans had no
genocidal intent, and that Jews were not targeted qua Jews, or by minimizing
the number of Jewish victims.22

He mentions that, in the Arab world, state-controlled media also propagate
Holocaust denial. In 2004, the paper Al-Liwaa Al-Islami, of Egypt’s ruling
National Democratic Party, published two articles by Dr. Rif’at Sayyed Ahmad
who asserted that there had been no Holocaust. He wrote that there was no plan
to kill the Jews and they were not targeted more than any other people.z

In 1983, Palestinian Authority president Mahmoud Abbas published a book in
Avrabic titled The Other: The Secret Relations between Nazism and the Leadership
of the Zionist Movement, based on his doctoral dissertation at Moscow Oriental
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College. In this book he denied that gas chambers were used to murder Jews,
basing himself on Faurisson. He also claimed falsely that many scholars said the
number of Jewish victims was a few hundred thousand.2+

Other Countries

Holocaust deniers express their views publicly in many countries. For instance,
there are three organizations in Australia for which “Holocaust denial is a central
belief: the Australian League of Rights, the Australian Civil Liberties Union
(ACLU), and the Adelaide Institute.”s

These organizations have chosen rather neutral and inoffensive names to
render a certain air of respectability to their work. This is a common strategy,
also reflected in the American-based Journal of Historical Review, whose only
purpose, in fact, is to spread Holocaust denial.2s

There are also individual Holocaust deniers who do not operate in an
organizational framework. One of them was the late world chess champion Bobby
Fischer. This notorious anti-Semite of Jewish ancestry wrote on his website, “The
so-called “Holocaust’ of the Jews during World War Il is a complete hoax!... It
never happened.”27

The Lipstadt Trial

ALondon court case became a landmark in the battle against Holocaust denial. The
historian Deborah Lipstadt and her publisher Penguin Books were the defendants
in a trial initiated by the Holocaust distorter and historical writer David Irving.
Irving claimed that they had participated in a “conspiracy” to ruin his career.
Lipstadt had stated that Irving knew the evidence about the Holocaust period but
distorted it until it coincided with his ideological leanings and political agenda.zs

Irving had been found guilty by a German court in 1992, having declared at a
1990 public meeting in Munich that there had been no gas chambers at Auschwitz.
After this verdict he was banned from Germany, and has since been refused entry
to several other countries including Canada. Another of his central theses was
that Hitler neither ordered nor approved the murder of the Jews. Irving further
claimed that, for a long time, Hitler knew nothing about the killings and that those
Germans who murdered Jews did so without authorization.

Irving further asserted that at most six hundred thousand Jews had been killed
in the Holocaust and that Auschwitz was not a death camp but a slave-labor camp
with a high mortality rate. This, and the huge death toll at Treblinka, were due
to natural causes, such as typhus epidemics. In these positions he displayed all
the key elements of Holocaust denial. Beyond that, Lipstadt also mentioned that
Irving referred to the Jews as “the traditional enemies of the truth.”



52 Chapter Three: Holocaust Denial

Judge Charles Grey, in an over-three-hundred-page judgment in April 2000,
described Irving as an anti-Semite who had “for his own ideological reasons,
persistently and deliberately misrepresented and manipulated historical evidence.”
He ruled that Holocaust denial can be defined as the rejection of the main facts of
the extermination of the Jews in World War 1. Grey also ruled that Lipstadt and
the publisher had justified their claims.2e

Motivations of the Deniers

The proceeding and its aftermath gave Lipstadt the opportunity to expose not
only Irving’s methodology but also his motivations. In an interview she said:

He apparently loved the Nazis enough to actually want to reestablish
National Socialism as a viable political system.... Irving realized that a
pre-condition for Nazism’s resurrection was to strip and wash it of its worst
elements. The first important tool to accomplish this was the creation of
immoral equivalencies. For instance, in the same breath, one mentions that,
while the Nazis bombarded London in 1940 the Allies bombed Germany in
1945.30

The aim of many deniers is probably to rehabilitate the Third Reich or even to
repeat Nazi crimes. The historical facts about the Holocaust are a hindrance to
this. Casting doubt on them is thus essential. Lipstadt says that other false claims
may include, for instance, that crimes were not committed mainly by Germans
but by others “such as Estonians, Latvians, Ukrainians, as well as some rogue
Germans.”

Another “supporting argument” is that toward the end of the war the Germans
could not take care of the people detained in the camps because the Allies had
bombed the roads toward them. This explains, according to deniers, why the
survivors looked so terrible in the pictures. Lipstadt observes: “The final step in
denial methodology concerns atrocities which simply cannot be excused by any
of the above stratagems; hence they must be denied.”s

The Holocaust-denial propaganda emanating from Iran may influence anti-
Israeli Westerners in various directions. This is explored by Dave Rich in an
essay in the second part of this book. He writes:

It is the utility of Holocaust denial as an anti-Zionist propaganda weapon that
leaves European leftists vulnerable to Iranian encouragement to challenge
the scale, nature, meaning, and consequences of the Holocaust. This is not
the usual dynamic of anti-Zionism leading to anti-Semitism; this is anti-
Semitism being used to generate anti-Zionism, which could profoundly
affect the direction and tone of anti-Zionist and anti-Semitic activity in the
West.32
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Holocaust Minimalization

Holocaust minimalization, also called “depreciation” or “downscaling,” refers to
belittling the severity of the Holocaust. Jean Marie Le Pen, leader of the National
Front Party in France, for instance, has expressed such attitudes a number of
times.

At the beginning of 2008, he was given a three-month suspended sentence
and was also fined for calling the Nazi occupation of France “not particularly
inhumane.” Le Pen made this comment in a 2005 interview with the earlier-
mentioned Rivarol.34 By that time he had been convicted at least six times for
racism or anti-Semitism. Le Pen had also called the Nazi gas chambers “a detail
of the history of World War 11.”35

Holocaust denial and minimalization are more widespread phenomena than
is commonly known. An Italian poll by Paolo Merulla in fall 2003 found that
10 percent of Italians think Jews are lying when they say that Nazism murdered
millions of Jews.36

Another example of Holocaust minimalization was found by a 2003 poll
of two thousand young Italians (aged fourteen to eighteen). Sponsored by the
umbrella organization of Italian Jewry under the auspices of Italy’s President
Carlo Azeglio Ciampi, it showed that a significant percentage of Italian youth
held beliefs based on anti-Semitic stereotypes. For instance, more than 17 percent
of those polled believed that reports of the extermination of Jews during the
Holocaust were “exaggerated.”s?

Methods of Distribution

Michael Whine, a senior executive of the Community Security Trust of Great
Britain observes that

the media for promoting denial had been revamped in light of technological
advances, just as the nature of the propaganda itself was changing. New
forms of this propaganda encompassed pseudoscientific books and papers;
crude denial material, usually published in leaflet form by small neo-Nazi
groups; and what can be called political denial, which includes the most
recent and increasingly potent source, namely, Islamists as well as Internet
and television transmissions within some Muslim states.ss

Whine observes that an increasing amount of Holocaust-denial propaganda
comes from the Middle East. It is being transmitted primarily through the
Internet, and also through print media and television. This, in turn, appears to be
encouraging the far Right in several countries to resume promoting denial after a
lull of several years, and even after the criminal convictions of some of its earlier
proponents.3?
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He adds that a major challenge of *“online Holocaust denial is one of
jurisdiction, even if states have laws that criminalize it.... But jurisdictions stop
at states’ borders. Hence, denial and racist sites have relocated to jurisdictions
where no supervisory regime exists or where there are no legal sanctions.”+

Facebook

In May 2009, a discussion developed about the frequent appearance of Holocaust
denial on Facebook. At that time Facebook was encountering mounting criticism
in many countries because they had refused to ban Holocaust-denial groups from
the site. Facebook started to remove Holocaust-denial content in countries where
itis illegal, such as Israel and Germany.

Facebook defended itself by saying that the goal of its policies “is to strike
a very delicate balance between giving Facebook users the freedom to express
their opinions and beliefs — even those that are controversial or that we may find
repulsive — while also ensuring that individuals and groups of people do not feel
threatened or endangered.”s

Andre Oboler, an expert on online anti-Semitism, commented:

Facebook has demonstrated once again that it is media pressure and not its
own Terms of Service or ethical deliberations that cause action to be taken
against online hate. The company has watered down the provisions against
various types of hateful content and dropped its promise to provide a “safe
place on the internet.” Most alarmingly, despite still prohibiting hateful
content, Facebook has decided as policy to allow Holocaust denial on the
platform. This demonstrates a lack of understanding regarding anti-Semitism
and Holocaust denial in particular, and a lack of engagement with the problem
of anti-Semitism 2.0.42

Denial Continues

In the meantime Holocaust denial has been going on in many places, of which
only some examples can be given. In 2006, a Holocaust denier named Larry Darby
was the runner-up in the Democratic primary for Alabama attorney-general. In
the vote, held on 6 June, he received 44 percent.

Darby had claimed that no more than 140,000 Jews died in the Holocaust. He
added that there was no evidence of the mass extermination of Jews. In 2005, he
had organized a meeting at which Irving was the keynote speaker.4

On 26 May 2009, TV2, Norway’s largest commercial television station,
devoted more than fifteen minutes to an interview with Irving.4 The station paid
for his travel and hotel costs.4s The journalist who interviewed him seemed to
have little knowledge of the subject.



Manfred Gerstenfeld 55

Bernt Hagtvedt, a Norwegian scholar, wrote that true Holocaust scholars
are not flashy enough compared to Irving. He added: “Moreover there are no
longer journalists [in Norway] who know enough to interview them.... There are
journalists who are so lacking in knowledge that they only drift with the tide like
seaweed, carried by the latest fashion.... Unnoticeably the decay in the Norwegian
media had advanced so far as to allow Irving to dominate for days on end.”#

The Williamson Affair

One occurrence of Holocaust denial in 2009 received so much international
exposure that it can serve as a case study for both this distortion method and
society’s reactions to it. It also shows that, while we live in times of a major
erosion in values, we have not yet reached a situation where “everything goes.”

In January 2009, Pope Benedict XVI lifted the excommunication of four
bishops who had been consecrated by the ultraconservative Archbishop Marcel
Lefebvre. This was part of the pope’s effort to end the conflict with the Society of
St. Pius X, founded by Lefebvre, of which these bishops were spiritual leaders.
One of them was the Holocaust-denier Richard Williamson.

Inan interview broadcast on Swedish TV on 21 January 2009, Williamson had
said that no Jews were gassed during the Holocaust and added that the number of
those killed was not six million but about two hundred to three hundred thousand.
Williamson had questioned the Holocaust earlier as well .47

The ADL stated that Williamson had declared that “Jews made up the
Holocaust, Protestants get their orders from the devil and the Vatican has sold its
soul to liberalism.” This led to a number of condemnations, initially mainly from
Jewish sources. There had already been much criticism earlier when the pope had
readmitted the Latin Mass so as to accommodate the St. Pius X Society.*s

The Williamson Holocaust-denial case rapidly caused outrage in wide circles
internationally, including among some Catholics. French president Nicolas
Sarkozy, a Catholic, criticized Williamson but did not refer to the role of the
Vatican. He said: “It is incredible, shocking and inadmissible to be able to find in
the 21st century somebody who dares question the gas chambers, the Holocaust,
the martyrdom of Jews. It is inadmissible.”#® German chancellor Angela Merkel
also condemned the Vatican.s°

Reactions to Denial

The hope of those who thought the Lipstadt trial would once and for all push
Holocaust denial even more to the margins than it had been before has faded
away. With the expansion of Holocaust denial, the arguments of deniers seem to
be further permeating Western society.
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This is partly indicative of a state of mind that comes with postmodern
society. Anything that has happened can be denied, even if it occurred before our
eyes. One only has to read the various books published in the West claiming the
United States was behind the September 11 attack.5t Similar opinions also prevail
in unfree societies including many Muslim states. At the same time, Holocaust
denial is also an indication of how important the Holocaust has become in
contemporary society’s historical consciousness.

With his Holocaust denial, Irving may have aimed to make neo-Nazism
acceptable. Lipstadt remarked in this context that denial is a threat to documenting
responsible history. “If one history can be denied, any history can be denied.
History then becomes totally subjective. It becomes negotiable, i.e. whatever
one states, it is.”52 Michael Shermer and Alex Grobman sum it up in a single
sentence: “Holocaust denial is a harsh lesson in historical skepticism gone down
the slippery slope into nihilism.”s3

This is one more example of the sensor role that Jews frequently play in
Western society. The Jews are often among the first to be attacked, but they are
rarely the last. The importance of the Irving trial for society at large, not only
Jews, was recognized by Lipstadt’s barrister Richard Rampton.

Lipstadt mentioned that Rampton, who is Scottish, said:

“We must fight the battle against deniers because otherwise none of us will
be safe in our beds.” When he said that, he was not expressing a personal fear
of persecution. He was expressing his understanding of the kind of liberal
democratic society in which he wants to live. That society is threatened by
the likes of David Irving. | was very appreciative that Rampton realized that
Holocaust denial is not only a threat to Jews, but also to his own society.5

Setting up Data Banks

In 1945, when the American army liberated the concentration camps, General
Dwight D. Eisenhower had the foresight to have the atrocities documented.ss
Denial of the Holocaust, however, continues, despite the huge amount of
documentation available.

In recent years data banks and major websites have been set up to fight denial.
Emory University operates a sizable website, “Holocaust Denial on Trial: Using
History to Confront Distortions.”s¢ After the Holocaust Conference in Teheran
in 2006, the university announced that it would translate its website into Farsi as
well as Arabic and Russian. It said it hoped to expand the site into the languages
of other countries where Holocaust denial is widespread.s? In addition to the
languages just mentioned, the site is now also available in Turkish.

In spring 2009, the Dutch Center for Information and Documentation Israel
(CIDI) announced that, together with the umbrella organization of Dutch Jewry
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(CJO), a data bank on the Holocaust has been established to counter the increase
in Holocaust denial. CIDI’s Elise Friedmann said this information is needed
because negation of the Holocaust is very much alive.ss

This battle has become necessary for the uninformed public. In its framework

one also has to point out that Holocaust deniers act out of bad faith, knowing that
they are wrong but trying to advance a political agenda that demands that the
Holocaust be stricken from history.
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Chapter Four:
Holocaust Deflection and Whitewashing

Holocaust deflection entails admitting that the Holocaust happened while denying
the complicity or various types of participation of countries, specific groups, or
individuals, despite ample evidence to the contrary. Major examples of deflection
occur in those countries where, during the war, Germans were helped by important
segments of the local populations in the despoliation, deportation, and Killing of
the Jews.

Many European nations have tried to present themselves exclusively as victims
of the Germans and have denied or diluted their participation and responsibility
or that of their nationals for the role they played in the Holocaust. Michael Shafir
calls this “deflective negationism.” He and others have analyzed the phenomenon
in various countries of Eastern and Central Europe in the communist and post-
communist periods.t

Shafir observes that

whereas outright negationism rejects the very existence of the Holocaust, its
deflective alternative does not; or, to some extent it does, but more perversely
so. Rather than negate the Holocaust, deflective negationism transfers the
guilt for the perpetration of crimes to members of other nations or it minimizes
own-nation participation in their perpetration to insignificant “aberrations.”
It is thus particularistic rather than universal, as well as self-defensive.2

Perpetrator and Collaborator Countries

Deflection mechanisms often lead to complex distortions of the Holocaust’s
significance. Exposing them frequently requires an extensive study of how
history has been corrupted or suppressed. For many who do not have detailed
knowledge of the manipulated subject, deflection is difficult to detect. Among
the contemporary Holocaust distortions this is the one that, to be counteracted,
usually requires the most additional study.

One extreme case of Holocaust deflection is Austria, which portrayed itself
for many years as a victim of the Nazis. Another is Romania, which, under its
communist regimes, denied or greatly downplayed its role in the genocide of the
Jews.3 From here on, attention will be given to Holocaust deflection in a number
of countries.

An important differentiation, however, is between whether the beneficiaries
of deflection are major perpetrators such as Germany or Austria or collaborators
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such as Lithuania, Romania, or Hungary. Nor can the collaboration in a country
such as Lithuania, where the collaborators were usually fully integrated in the
killing mechanism, be compared with the collaboration of locals in, say, Poland
where they were not.

For the countries under communist rule, its fall and the breakup of the Soviet
Union were watershed events that made it possible to start facing their Holocaust
past more honestly. Efraim Zuroff, who coordinates worldwide research on war
crimes for the Simon Wiesenthal Center, considers that there are six stages in this
process. The first is acknowledgment of complicity by the local population in the
murder of the Jews and an apology for those crimes. The next is commemoration
of the victims, followed by prosecution of the perpetrators. The fourth stage is the
documentation of the crimes. Thereafter should follow the introduction of Holocaust
education into the curriculum and the preparation of appropriate educational
materials, as well as restitution of communal and individual property.s

The Restitution Negotiations

The restitution negotiations of the 1990s played an important role in exposing
attempts at Holocaust deflection and whitewashing by several countries. In many
countries they also forced a change in attitudes toward their past. As Arieh Doobov
notes: “At the London Conference on Nazi gold, delegation after delegation, with
varying degrees of willingness, acceded to the consensus demand that light must
be brought to national histories even when they are shameful. Only the Vatican
declined.”s

Avi Beker, a former secretary-general of the World Jewish Congress who
was involved in several restitution negotiations, says:

Austria created one of the strongest national myths, presenting itself as one
of the Nazis’ first victims, rather than as their partner and fellow perpetrator.
Another major legend was that Vichy France was not the “real” France. The
Swiss national myth centered on its fake neutrality. Once organized Jewry
presented claims based on documented figures, everyone realized that many
countries still possessed major amounts of stolen Jewish property. The
financial negotiations thereafter also led to a discussion of national myths.?

It is arguable whether the restitution negotiations were the dominant factor in
fostering a more honest approach to the past or whether it derived mainly from
other considerations. Beker also mentions other factors, one of which is that “the
generation of those guilty or responsible for what happened during the war left
the stage to younger representatives who were more willing to break longstanding
national myths about the Second World War.”s

Admission of the historical truth by governments or parliaments is
important for countering many of the Holocaust distortions including its denial,
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minimization, deflection, and whitewashing. Although official admissions of a
nation’s Holocaust crimes are significant, apologies lend even greater emphasis
to such confessions. These will remain well documented for future generations
after all survivors have passed away.?

Zuroff mentions several frequently recurring factors in deflection attempts
by Eastern European countries:

the attribution of Holocaust crimes entirely to German and Austrian Nazis
(as opposed to locals); the exaggeration of the number of, and scope of, the
assistance provided by local Righteous Gentiles; and attempts to claim that
the only local participants in Holocaust crimes were criminals or totally
peripheral elements of society.10

Instances of each tendency may be found in practically every post-
Communist society. For example... in Lithuania, local officials opposed
the inclusion of the phrase “and their local accomplices” on a memorial
monument at Ponar (Paneriai), the site of the mass murder of the Jews of
Vilnius, which attributed the killings to the Nazis.... In Estonia, the local
media invested much effort to disprove the findings of the international
commission of historians that established that the 36th battalion of the
Estonian Security Police actively participated in the murder of the Jews of
Nowogrudok, Belarus.1

The main characteristics of deflection can best be understood through examples
from various European countries. In addition, some other cases illustrate how
deflection has been applied to parts of societies as well as individuals.

Austria

In presenting its Holocaust history, Austria was for a long time an extreme example
of deflection of guilt. Simon Wiesenthal claimed that the Austrians were involved
in killing nearly half of the six million Jews murdered in the Holocaust.:2 After
the Anschluss, Austrians represented 8 percent of the German population; yet
they constituted 40 percent of the staff and 75 percent of the commandants of the
death camps. They were also notoriously overrepresented in the SS. The Austrian
method of systematically robbing the Jews of all their possessions became a
model for the German Nazis.13

In the Moscow Declaration that resulted from the Moscow Conference of
30 October 1943, Austria was described as the first country to fall victim to the
aggression of Nazi Germany. This element was included in the Declaration of the
Provisional Government of Austria of 27 April 1945.

For several decades many Austrian politicians, academics, and other public
figures have been promoting the idea that the Austrian people were victims of the
Nazis. With that came attacks on the Allies who had liberated Austria and installed
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a four-power administration. This was then followed by the promotion of the
perception that, once the Allied administration was removed, Austria had thereby
“end[ed] a 17-year-long path of bondage full of thorns” as Austrian chancellor
Leopold Figl put it at the time. He thus combined the Nazi period with the Allied
period as two rather similar facets of foreign occupation. These views, in various
degrees, represented the majority of Austrian public opinion.:4

Deflection attitudes do not only concern the falsification of Holocaust history
and the creation of a distorted collective memory. They may also have practical
consequences. Zuroff says: “The number of Austrians was proportionately high
among the main perpetrators of war crimes. Yet the country made a ‘career’
out of claiming to be a victim of Nazism. Its leaders had no political interest
in investigating war criminals since prosecution would prove the opposite. On
philosophical, moral and historical levels, that only changed in the 1990s.”15

Romania

For many decades Romania, under the communist regime as well as later, denied
or greatly downplayed its role in the Holocaust.16 There were about eight hundred
thousand Jews in prewar Romania, almost 5 percent of the general population.
About half of the Jewish population were murdered in the Holocaust. As
Romanian-born historian Radu loanid explained:

World War 11 transformed what might otherwise have remained a period of
severe anti-Semitic outbreaks into a true Romanian Holocaust that, while
part of the broader German-European Holocaust, remained at the same time
a specifically Romanian story. As in Germany, the immediate background to
Romania’s Holocaust tapped archaic anti-Semitic traditions and was crafted
by militant agitation of anti-Semitic parties, itself followed by State legislation
and then compounded by wartime circumstances. Bloody mob violence was
the result, but now drawing in government elements, the riots took on the
character of a social enterprise and thus invited takeover by the State.

This transition phase, when mass robbery and mass murder evolved
from a societal to a governmental enterprise, took place in the months
immediately preceding and immediately following Romania’s entrance into
the war. The tempering of the Romanian-German diplomatic alliance into
one of wartime fraternity augured more deliberate and more systematic ill
for Romania’s Jews. Finally, during this time, the Antonescu regime became
more directly involved in encouraging the violence, though still more in the
sense of indirect inspiration. Soon, however, it would openly take things
over.\7

One typical example of an atrocity in which Romania’s Legionnaires were heavily
involved was the pogrom in lasi in June 1941. This pogrom was undertaken by
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a combination of the local authorities, the Romanian army, the Legionnaires, as
well as the SS. The number of Jews who were killed was estimated at eight to
twelve thousand. Another almost three thousand died of thirst or asphyxiation
while traveling for days in sealed cattle cars of trains. For decades communist
historians blamed the pogrom largely on the German SS and reduced the number
of victims.18

Questioning the Holocaust

In mid-2001, a symposium was held in Bucharest that had the questionable title
“Has There Been a Holocaust in Romania?” Its final resolution stated that Jews
had “suffered almost everywhere in the Europe of those years, but not in Romania
[sic!],” and it added that “the testimony of trustworthy Jews” demonstrates that
“the Romanian people had in those years a behavior honoring the human dignity
[sicl].”10

When asked in 2003 to clarify a Romanian government declaration that
“within the borders of Romania between 1940 and 1945 there was no Holocaust,”
then-Romanian president lon lliescu asserted: “The Holocaust was not unique to
the Jewish population in Europe. Many others, including Poles, died in the same
way.... Jews and Communists were treated equally.... However it is impossible
to accuse the Romanian people and the Romanian society of this [massacre of
Jews].”20

The deflection process in Romania was undermined when the International
Commission on the Holocaust in Romania, chaired by Elie Wiesel, released a
report in November 2004 that unequivocally points to Romanian culpability. It
declares: “Of all the allies of Nazi Germany, Romania bears responsibility for
the deaths of more Jews than any country other than Germany itself.”2t The
report recognizes the isolated examples of Romanian individuals and institutions
who have struggled to correct the record, and whose influence on the general
population had been marginal thus far.

Laurence Weinbaum writes:

Iliescu praised the commission’s findings and was himself praised in Jewish
circles for convening it and accepting the results. However, in one of his
last acts as president, he conferred the state’s prize for Faithful Service on
Holocaust-denier [Gheorghe] Buzatu. He also awarded the state’s highest
decoration, the Order of the Star of Romania, to Corneliu Vadim Tudor, the
[far-Right party] Romania Mare leader long known for his virulent anti-
Semitism. It was a fitting end to the Iliescu regime, one that epitomized
its clumsy attempts to comply with international pressure while pandering
to Romanian nationalist sentiment seemingly oblivious to the evident
contradictions in such a policy.2
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Hungary

Hungary remained an ally of the Germans until 1944. The historian Randolph
Braham asserts that the Hungarian method of deflection is partly based on
conveying a generous and false picture of the way Hungary had treated its Jews
since 1867. The whitewashing included “largely overlooking the many anti-
Semitic legal and physical measures that were taken against them during all those
years.”23

Braham claims that various judicial decisions and governmental policies in
the postcommunist era have negatively affected the memory of the Holocaust
as well as the interests of the Jewish community. These include court decisions
in war-crimes cases, discriminatory handling of restitution issues, difficulties
concerning the acquisition of archives, and the original plan for a new exhibit at
the Hungarian pavilion in Auschwitz.

Material had been prepared for this new pavilion since 1998. When the
proposed documentation was transmitted to five experts for evaluation, their
main conclusions were that it falsified the history of the Jews in Hungary
and, in particular, during the Holocaust. Furthermore, these experts concluded
individually that the script’s political objective seemed to be the rehabilitation
of the Horthy era, achieved by transferring almost all responsibility for whatever
crimes had been committed in Hungary to the Germans.2

In 2001, Braham wrote about the then government of the right-wing FIDESZ

party:

In the climate of political anti-Semitism fostered since the inauguration of
the Orban government in 1998, history cleansers appear to have been given
the green light to proceed with their drive to bring about the rehabilitation
of the Horthy regime, including the major law-enforcement agencies that
were involved in the Final Solution. As part of this drive, history cleansers
have expended considerable effort to bring about the absolution of the
gendarmerie — which played a crucial role in the roundup and deportation
of the Jews — by placing all responsibility onto the Germans.

Another highly controversial issue concerns the House of Terror. This museum
was opened in 2001. It was supported by the then center-right government and
directed by Maria Schmidt, an adviser to Prime Minister Viktor Orban. The
museum documents the Arrow Cross terror of late 1944 as well as the Stalinist
terror of the late 1940s to early 1950s, allegedly led by people whose Jewish
origins are clearly evident. The museum ignores the anti-Semitic policies and
legislation of the Horthy period.2s
Braham sums up the Hungarian wartime history concerning the Jews:

The Hungarian chapter of the Holocaust of European Jewry constitutes not
only the greatest tragedy in the history of Hungarian Jewry but also the
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darkest chapter in the history of Hungary. Never before in the history of the
Hungarian nation were so many people expropriated and murdered in so short
a time as in 1944. In contrast to the calamities of the past, when Hungary
was subjected to foreign occupation, the hundreds of thousands of people
victimized in 1944 fell prey to the connivance of their own government.2?

Poland

For a long time, Polish society at large did not think it carried any guilt related to
the Holocaust.
Historian James E. Young writes:

Martyrdom plays a central role in the Polish national consciousness, and
this — in combination with the extremely harsh treatment of Poles by the
Germans during the War — created a self-image among the Poles in the years
immediately following the War of themselves as suffering at least en par with
the Jews. Later, when confronted with the Jewish memories of the Holocaust,
this created tension among some Poles since it challenged some deeply held
understandings of themselves.2s

Weinbaum formulates it differently:

Most Poles continued to see themselves as entirely blameless for the tragedy
that had befallen the Jews of Poland; and continued to speak of Poland as
a “land without Quislings.” If anything, much of Polish society saw Jews
guilty of “anti-Polonism.” And here it is significant to point out that this view
was shared by both dogmatic Communists and Catholics alike — whatever
their differences on other issues.2?

He adds: “...Jews living abroad had often presented bitter indictments of Poles,
often accusing them of collaboration, not ‘merely’ crimes of omission (failing to
rescue their neighbors) but also commission (actual murders). For the most part
(but with notable exceptions), these accusations were never accepted by Polish
society.”

Only after the fall of the communist regime did an opportunity arise for
different attitudes. At the start of the year 2000, Polish-born American scholar Jan
Tomasz Gross published his book Sasiedzi (Neighbors), which would become
a landmark in this process. It was followed by a similarly named movie by
Agnieszka Arnold, which was shown on primetime national Polish television. The
book revealed that, in the small town of Jedwabne in 1941, the local population
had slaughtered the members of the Jewish community.

Weinbaum observes:

Significantly, this was largely an internal debate. People living outside
Poland (Jews and non-Jews) did contribute to the discussion, but above all it
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was Polish voices coming from within Poland that dominated the discourse.
The Polish intelligentsia had been grappling with many of these issues for
some years before but the Jedwabne revelations finally brought them to the
grassroots level.30

The historian Joanna Michlic considers the debate on the book and the Jedwabne
massacre

a reflection of the process of democratization of Poland’s political and social
life after 1989. Moreover, it reflects the increasing importance of the critical
approach toward the previous biased representation of Polish-Jewish relations
and toward the collective self-image of Poles as victims. The critical approach
was endorsed by segments of the mainstream political and cultural elite, as
well as others, particularly in the younger generation. The investigation
into the massacre by the IPN [Institute of National Memory], and the
sixtieth anniversary commemoration show beyond doubt that an important
part of Polish elites is capable of coming to terms with the country’s dark
past.3

Michlic, however, balances her judgment, noting that the truth about the Jedwabne
massacre was rejected by the nationalist and conservative political elite and certain
important church representatives, while the fact that respectable historians also
took the same position made the matter even worse.32 Polish president Aleksander
Kwasniewski, however, apologized “in the name of those Poles whose conscience
is moved by the crime.”’ss

As we have seen, far from all Poles were moved. Barbara Tornquist-Pleva
suggests that the memory of Jedwabne served various groups in different ways:

Historians wanted to establish facts and discuss various interpretations of the
past (the scholarly use of history). They were encouraged by broad groups in
society who were eager to deal with the lies and silences in history writing, to
rehabilitate victims and seek reconciliation (the moral use of history). Groups
within the political élite and intellectuals used the memory of Jedwabne in
order to give legitimacy to their ideas and visions of society and/or acquire
a positive political image at home and abroad (the ideological and political
use of history). Perhaps the most important function of the use of history in
this context was that it became the catalyst for a broad discussion, albeit led
by intellectuals, about Polish national identity, its contents and its future (the
existential use of history).s

Lithuania

In Lithuania, more than 95 percent of the 220,000 Jews were murdered during
the Holocaust. Zuroff says: “A significant part of those victims were murdered
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by fellow Lithuanians, initially in spontaneous pogroms led primarily by armed
vigilantes, and later by security police units.”ss

The massacres of the Jews were started by the local population before the
German army arrived in June 1941. Dov Levin, an expert on the Holocaust in the
country, said: “The local population, the Lithuanians, helped the Nazis. Before
the first German soldier entered Lithuania, the Lithuanians, at different levels of
organization, already harassed the Jews.” He added: “Once the Germans arrived,
Lithuanian collaborators ‘not only murdered, but murdered and stole and raped.
Even the military and police helped the Germans.’’’s

On 8 May 1990, the Lithuanian Supreme Council passed a declaration
condemning “the annihilation of the Jewish people during the years of the Nazi
occupation in Lithuania.” Zuroff observes that

though the declaration specifically stated that it was being issued “on behalf
of the Lithuanian people,” it attributes guilt for the crimes committed in
Lithuania during the Holocaust to “Lithuanian citizens,” a category clearly
not restricted to those of Lithuanian nationality, which could even (by a twist
of perverted logic) include Jews. Thus the Lithuanian parliament sought to
differentiate between the ostensibly blameless “Lithuanian people” and the
murderers who were “Lithuanian citizens,” a distinction that is not supported
by the historical record.3”

Zuroff remarks:

The government’s approach to Lithuania’s Holocaust past reveals a stubborn
reluctance to honestly confront the crimes committed by local Nazi
collaborators, and what amounts to an aggressive campaign to minimize
Lithuanian guilt by distorting history.... When Lithuania was admitted to
NATO and the European Union, things only became worse. Freed from
their fear of failing to become part of these bodies, the Lithuanians began
an aggressive campaign to downplay their responsibility for Holocaust
atrocities, and maximize recognition for their suffering under the Soviets.38

In the Lithuanian case Holocaust deflection is largely combined with postwar
Holocaust equivalence. This issue will be discussed in more detail later in this
volume. This blend of abuses also exists in Latvia and Estonia.

Yet another version of deflection and whitewashing had its origins in the
communist world. It was practiced by Soviet ideologues, other communists, as
well as a number of Trotskyites in the Western world. As Braham writes:

While the representatives of the extreme left do not deny the atrocities
committed by the Nazis, they are involved in another historical obscenity:
they place much of the blame for the Holocaust on the Zionists, who are
accused not only of collaboration with the Nazis during the pre- and wartime
periods, but also of pursuing — through Israel — a racist-imperialist policy
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after the war. In several socialist countries, above all the Soviet Union, the
Holocaust is sunk in the memory hole of history.3?

East Germany

In communist East Germany, much of the blame for not properly dealing with the
Holocaust aftermath was assigned to West Germany. The German Democratic
Republic (GDR) supposedly constituted a radical break from the Nazi past. It
tried to present West Germany as the successor state of Nazi Germany.

In this ideological framework the GDR published a Brown Book in 1965
with incriminating material on the Nazi past of West German officials. It aimed to
convey the impression that the GDR had eliminated all Nazi influences.4

Besides Holocaust deflection the official GDR policy also minimized
attention to the Holocaust. As Thomas Haury, a German scholar of anti-Semitism,
notes: “The GDR emphasized the workers, the party, and the Soviet population as
having suffered most from National Socialism. The genocide of the European Jews
was only one crime among many, to which the GDR hardly paid attention.”

Haury adds: “The GDR drew a clear line between the “criminal Hitler regime’
and the ‘enticed German people,” declaring them innocent and indeed the first
victims of Hitler’s rule. In the eastern part of Germany there was no debate on the
German people’s participation in discrimination, confiscation, and mass murder
until 1989.”4

The Wehrmacht in West Germany

In West Germany, it was long maintained by many that the mass murders of
the Jews during the Holocaust had been executed by the SS and the SA (storm
troopers), who in many countries were helped by locals. However, historians had
long known that the Wehrmacht (the regular German army) had been involved in
the mass murders to a great extent.

In 1995, under the leadership of its founder Jan Philipp Reemtsma, the
Hamburg Institute for Social Research put together an exhibition based on already
available material. Titled “War of Annihilation, Crimes of the Wehrmacht 1941-
1944” (“Vernichtungskrieg, Verbrechen der Wehrmacht 1941-1944"), it sparked
a huge debate in German society. Neo-Nazis demonstrated against the exhibition
at venues where it was shown.#

The initial exhibition contained a number of substantial errors that damaged
its credibility. In November 1999, the exhibition was withdrawn.4® It would take
two years until it was reopened. In 2007, the German ZDF television channel
broadcast a series of documentaries about the Wehrmacht. It brought out new
material about the regular German army’s substantial involvement in the murder
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of Jews. One of these was a protocol in which the Wehrmacht general Dietrich von
Choltitz said the liquidation of the Jews had been his most difficult assignment.
He added that he had executed it until its “final consequences.”#

Heidegger’s Projection

German historian Clemens Heni tells how the German philosopher Martin
Heidegger deflected German guilt. In a lecture published in 1949, he said:
“Agriculture is nowadays a motorized nutritional industry, by nature the same as
the production of corpses in gas chambers and extermination camps, the same as
the blockade and the starving out of countries, the same as the production of the
H-bomb.”s

Heni observes:

Beyond [the] well-known projection of guilt on the USSR and the USA,
something else stands out: the unprecedented crime of the destruction of
European Jews in the gas chambers is equated with modern agriculture. This
represented a new kind of anti-Semitism, which Heidegger promoted in
1949, a few years after the Shoah....

For scientific research Heidegger’s 1949 lecture is of great importance,
not only because Heidegger is arguably the world’s most widely taught
philosopher of the 20t century, but also and especially because he was one
of the founders of the concept of rejection and universalization of German
guilt. He attributed the responsibility for the crimes of the Second World War
on modernity in general, which then made it possible to deemphasize the
responsibility of the German mass murderers.4

Franklin D. Roosevelt

Many cases of Holocaust deflection consist of countries or major bodies
blaming a third party for war crimes. There are also examples of individuals
whose responsibilities during the Holocaust have been deflected to others. So,
for instance, the Franklin Delano Roosevelt Presidential Library and Museum
in Hyde Park, New York, has long blamed the State Department for American
inaction during the Holocaust. Whereas the above cases deal with the deflection
of responsibilities of perpetrators and collaborators, this case concerns a bystander
who could have acted far more than he did.

In 2005, a number of historians wrote a letter, under the auspices of the
David S. Wyman Institute for Holocaust Studies, to the Roosevelt Museum.
They mentioned that there was a panel in the museum on the Holocaust that
stated:
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During the 1930s, as many European Jews were looking for a safe haven
from official anti-Semitism, members of the State Department enforced the
bloodless immigration laws with cold rigidity. Yet even Roosevelt’s bitterest
critics concede that nothing he could have done — including bombing the
rails leading to Auschwitz in 1944 — would have saved significant numbers
from annihilation. Let alone dissuaded the Nazis from doing what they were
so intent on doing.4”

The historians’ letter asserted that these statements were inaccurate. It said the
American immigration policy — “which kept immigration far below the legal
limits set by Congress — had the full knowledge and approval of President
Roosevelt himself through the Holocaust years.”s

The historians added:

There are numerous steps that the Roosevelt administration could have
taken to save lives, such as granting refugees temporary haven in America
or in Allied-controlled regions; pressuring the British to open Palestine to
refugees; ordering the bombing of the gas chambers at Auschwitz or the
railways leading to them; and giving broader funding and power to the War
Refugee Board.+°

The historians requested that the wording of the panel be corrected.

The museum replied two weeks later to say the wording of the panel had
been changed as follows: “Historians today continue to debate whether specific
actions FDR and the United States could have taken — including bombing the
rails leading to Auschwitz in 1944 — might have saved significant numbers from
annihilation.”so

Holocaust Whitewashing

Whitewashing is a type of Holocaust distortion that aims at cleansing certain
groups or persons of blame regarding the Holocaust without necessarily accusing
others. There are many examples of this, a few of which convey the nature of this
distortion phenomenon.

One such case concerned U.S. president Ronald Reagan’s 1985 visit to the
German military cemetery of Bitburg. When his visit to Germany was announced,
it was also specifically mentioned that he would not visit a concentration camp.
Initially the impression was that only soldiers and officers of the Wehrmacht were
buried in this cemetery. This planned visit was a clear act of whitewashing. The
Wehrmacht gave support to the SS, which carried out most of the mass murder of
Jews. Only years later would it become more widely known that the Wehrmacht
itself had played such a major part in the murders. 51

Shortly after the visit was announced, it transpired that members of the
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Waffen SS were also buried in this cemetery. This led to huge protests against the
visit. Reagan had agreed to go to Bitburg in order to show that the United States
now had normal relations with Germany and its pro-American chancellor Helmut
Kohl. Because of the protests he later visited the concentration camp Bergen-
Belsen as well.

In his memoirs Elie Wiesel devotes an entire chapter to the Bitburg affair. He
summarizes the essence of whitewashing:

The German tactic is obvious; to whitewash the SS. It is the final step in a
carefully conceived plan. To begin with, Germany rehabilitated the “gentle,”
“innocent” Wehrmacht. And now, thanks to Kohl, it was the turn of the SS.
First of all, the “good” ones. And then would come the turn of the others. And
once the door was open, the torturers and the murderers would be allowed in as
well. Bitburg is meant to open that door.... Officials in the State Department
tell me that Kohl bears full responsibility for this debacle; he convinced
Reagan that if the visit were canceled it would be his, Kohl’s defeat, and
hence that of the alliance between the United States and Germany.52

Kurt Waldheim

Kurt Waldheim, the former UN secretary-general and Austrian president, is a
paradigmatic figure for whitewashing one’s wartime past by the omission of
essential data. The historian Robert Edwin Herzstein is quoted as saying, “Kurt
Waldheim did not, in fact, order, incite or personally commit what is commonly
called awar crime.... But this non-guilt must not be confused with innocence. The
fact that Waldheim played a significant role in military units that unquestionably
committed war crimes makes him at the very least morally complicit in those
crimes.”ss

One of Waldheim’s lies was the claim that he had never been a member of
a Nazi-affiliated organization. In fact he had enrolled in the National Socialist
German Students League. He also became a member of the paramilitary
Sturmabteilung (SA), known as the Brownshirts.

Waldheim was wounded during his military service in Russia at the end
of 1941. After the war he falsely claimed that his military service concluded
at that time. Actually he became an intelligence officer in the Balkans. When
information about his service there became known, Waldheim denied it until
documents proved the contrary. Both the U.S. and Soviet intelligence services
had damaging information about his wartime past, but did not disclose it, while
his career progressed.5

In 1987, in the second year of his Austrian presidency, the U.S. Justice
Department barred Waldheim’s entry into the country. In 1988, an Austrian-
appointed international commission of historians concluded that he must have
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been aware of atrocities committed and had facilitated these crimes by doing
nothing about them. Waldheim, however, continued to insist on his innocence,
blaming an American Jewish conspiracy for his being barred from the United
States.5

Vatican Pressure on Yad Vashem

Another example of attempts at whitewashing is the Vatican’s pressure on the
Israeli memorial institute Yad Vashem to change the text under a picture of Pope
Pius XII in its museum. The caption says:

Pius X1I’s reaction to the murder of the Jews during the Holocaust is a matter
of controversy. In 1933, when he was secretary of the Vatican State, he was
active in obtaining a Concordat with the German regime to preserve the
Church’s rights in Germany, even if this meant recognizing the Nazi racist
regime. When he was elected Pope in 1939, he shelved a letter against racism
and anti-Semitism that his predecessor had prepared. Even when reports
about the murder of Jews reached the Vatican, the Pope did not protest either
verbally or in writing. In December 1942, he abstained from signing the
Allied declaration condemning the extermination of the Jews. When Jews
were deported from Rome to Auschwitz, the Pope did not intervene. The
Pope maintained his neutral position throughout the war, with the exception
of appeals to the rulers of Hungary and Slovakia toward its end. His silence
and the absence of guidelines obliged churchmen throughout Europe to
decide on their own how to react.s

In 2007, the Papal Nuncio in Israel, Antonio Franco, said he would not attend
the annual Holocaust Remembrance Day state ceremony at Yad Vashem because
the museum had rejected his demand to alter the caption. He later changed his
mind. Yad Vashem reacted to the Nuncio’s initial statement saying that it was
inconceivable that diplomatic pressure should be used on a matter of historical
research. Italso had informed the Vatican representative that the caption accurately
reflected history and that Yad VVashem would be willing to reconsider if the Vatican
would open its archives to its researchers. These archives still remain closed after
almost sixty-five years.5?

During the war Pope Pius XII had an ambivalent attitude toward Ante Paveli¢,
who headed a Croatian Catholic regime that committed many cruel murders and
other extreme crimes. The historian Robert Wistrich points out that the pope
never publicly censored Paveli¢’s atrocities. He adds: “The Vatican is alleged to
have helped him and some of his murderous henchmen to escape justice and flee
to South America after 1945 — a point that has yet to be convincingly refuted.”ss
After the war Catholic officials also helped some other major war criminals
escape to South America. This issue has not been fully investigated.
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The major efforts to whitewash the pope’s silence during World War 11
must be seen in the framework of the Vatican’s desire to have Pius XII beatified.
The Catholic Church can make this pope a saint in view of what he did for the
Church. This is an internal religious process in which outsiders should have
no say. However, the Church is well aware that in the public eye such an act
would prompt many negative reactions — and not only from Jews — regarding
this pope’s historical record toward the extermination of the Jews during the
Holocaust.

Knut Hamsun

The attempts to whitewash Waldheim’s past were mainly his own doing.

The partial whitewashing of Knut Hamsun, a Norwegian Nobel Prize winner
for literature, was a national government-sponsored effort. The New York Times
noted that he “welcomed the brutal German occupation of Norway during World
War 11 and gave his Nobel Prize in Literature as a gift to the Nazi propaganda
minister, Joseph Goebbels. Hamsun later flew to meet Hitler at Hitler’s mountain
lair in Bavaria.”s®

In February 2009, Norway’s Queen Sonja opened the “year-long, publicly
financed commemoration of Hamsun’s 150t birthday called Hamsun 2009...the
gueen spent a highly specific half-hour with Hamsun family members at the
National Library. Together they viewed the author’s handwritten manuscripts. s
The Times added: “It’s all you would expect of a national jubilee: street theater,
brass bands, exhibitions and commemorative coins. A statue is to be unveiled,
and a $20 million architectural gem of a museum is under construction.”’s:

There is more than one level of significance to this act. First, a Labor-
dominated government rehabilitates an admirer of Hitler and the National
Socialists. Second, the queen participates in the celebration, as if the royal family
did not flee abroad when the Germans conguered their homeland in 1940 and then
brutally abused it.

The German Jewish author Max Tau, who fled to Norway before the war,
tells how Hamsun — a former friend of his — was despised by many Norwegians
when he showed his sympathy for Hitler-ruled Germany after its invasion of
Norway. A friend of Tau, the medical head of a hospital, told him, “Today | have
burned all Hamsun’s books.” Others told him they would never read one more
sentence Hamsun had written.62

Whitewashing in Contemporary Germany

Heni discusses a case of whitewashing of the Holocaust past in contemporary
Germany.
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The most important prize for literature in Germany is the Buchner prize,
named after the famous revolutionary Georg Buchner, who lived in the early
19t century. The prizewinner in 2007 was German writer Martin Mosebach,
a little-known author. This announcement was a surprise for many.ss

In his acceptance speech he compared a 1793 text by the French
Revolutionary Saint-Just in which he threatened his rivals with violence
and death, with an unprecedented address in modern world history — the
speeches of the chief of the SS Heinrich Himmler in Posen in October 1943.
There, the chief of the Schutzstaffel (SS) praised German mass murderers
having “behaved themselves.” The Shoah is justified and for him, German
perpetrators are heroes.

To compare these unprecedented crimes with a typical text of the French
Revolution has two effects: first, the remembrance of the crimes Germans
committed is reduced and veiled, if one can compare one of the ugliest
speeches in world history with any text of the French Revolution. Second,
conservative Mosebach pleads for an aggressive anti-Utopian stance, because
in his view both the French Revolution and National Socia