Theme who whiteash Hitler

Academically unnoticed, the pseudo-intellectual Right is creating an under-
world of contemparary history. Their claim, pressed with fresh masses of
‘evidence’, is denial of the Nazi war against the Jews: we, like others, receive
numerous mock-scholarly letters, akin to that (below) from Richard Verrall of
the National Front. Here cira sereny demolishes the neo-Nazi apologists,
together with the commercial frivolity which provides their opportunities. .

THERE IS A DEGREE OF indecency in

entertaining a dialogue with individuals such Dear Sir, . |

as Richard Verrall and those of his persua- _1do not propose to reply to Dr Gewirtz of
sion. Nonetheless, it is necessary. We may the Board of Deputies of British Jews, since
despise them, but only at our peril do we Qfe:'a;;:if"fa?ﬁﬁﬂw‘f m?e:l:;?]uarximg
mock or under-rate them, for the best — or be by now), instead of a‘;;g' yssing himselfto

worst — of them lack neither intelligence nor the reaf fssire..- _
resources. According to the farmer and part- Much more to the point is to reply to the -
time publisher Robin Beauclerc (one of the specific qqe'sﬁ,,-ng put by David Rose. Firstly,
original backers of the National Front), whose a vanished six million Jews is not a “demo-
busy printing press produced not only Ver- graphic fact”. The 1951 World Almanac cal-

rall's obnoxious pamphlet Did Siv Million - eulates the world Jewish population in 1939
Really Die?, but also A. R, Butz's book The as 16.643,120. But eccording to figures pub- -

Hoax of the Twentieth Century, almost a mil- ;;S?edm th:"Nevy'Yq,_rf Times by Hanson
lion copies of the pamphlet have been distri- Saidwin and basad on UM sotees,
buted i 40 counties. T have seen of Wwere between 15 and 18 million Jews
anres. | nave Sseen TEm - world in 1948. Allowing for natural inere

myself, as well as the Butz book, in schools, that hardly leaves room far six
universities and libraries in Western Europe ‘have vanished between those ye.
as well as the United States. Notoriously, both As for trial testimonies, so-call
have arrived in Australia. ses” testified at Nuremburg that

People who consider themselves gencrally ~ bers were in operation at Belsen, Bughen-
well-informed say: ‘But why go on with this wald and Dachau, Fiftesn years later the
ridiculous argument? If there is anything we !r:jstituteaig:atn_tempq:ahrvl:;stq;y !?Ig:‘;“fh
know soed Giofl we kuow: admitted that no such things existed in

now, surely, good God, we know ahout the PR e had only

horrible camps and ihe six million?" It is not been used in Poland. That revision reduced

only the World War 11 generation: an intelli- _ to nothing the thousands of “testimonies”
gent young person, glancing at the materialon  and “proofs” of gassings in Germany. Why,
my desk, also said: ‘But WHY does the NEW  therefore, shotld we. ept “testimonies”
STATESMAN give him space? WHY take him about Auschwitz or other Polish camps
scriously? Why spend precious time and space  when testimonies about Belsen and Dachay
on refuting obvicus lies?” - have proved to be worthless lies?

Time and space are indeed precious, and ~ The “still standing camps and crematoria”
neither writers nor editors should squander ap:r?::n:c:}?l;g =Wh:;::§r' Thleritiiha s
them. There 7 ; : r documentation about the con-

ere are two weighty reasons wh_\-‘ one strisction of crematoria T the; purpose :pf

must pursue these debates with the Verralls, disposing of the dead in the normal way,

the Irvings, the Butzes and their like. - ‘sspecially those who diad in typhus epidem-
The first is that they are by no means ics, but there is not 2 single order, inv =
motivated by an ethical or intellectual preoc-  plan or blusprint for a “gas chamber”.
cupation with the historical truth, but rather  Neither has any such device been shown to
by precise political aims for the future. As all exist. ] 5

Yad Vashem, an lIsrazii Government

. source, has collected the names of around
. 2.5 million Jews, not six million. Countless
of these are names provided by “friends’”

political philosophics have needed their pre-
cursors, and parties their prophets, so they
require a model, a hero, and it is of course

g“m‘b‘fh}‘"‘_ they o verve I that Tole.  who hava filled in “testimony sheets” about
ut, because _people in general are good - people with whom they have lost contact,
rather than evil, it must be a Hitler shown to That is not evidence of anything. As for
have been not only powerful, but moral. Hiss, the commandant of Auschwitz, under.
It does not matter that he created a police torture by the Communists he “confessed”
state — justification can be cobbled up for to all sorts of contradictory nonsense, such
something which others have also done. It as that peaple entered gas chambers satu--

rated with hydrocyanic acid “immediately
afterwards” and “while smoking and eat-
ing” ie. without masks. That is quite
impossible, and preof positive of the “gas

does not matter that he appropriated neigh-
bouring lands and peoples. Ideological and
demographic justifications can be devised.

And it does not matter that he provoked and chamber” hoax. :
fought a bitter war, which cost the lives of Yours sincerely,
millions. Wars have always been fought, they : ' . Richard Verrall

= NEVS C 5 = v Tiue - S -
have always cost oo MY lives, and }‘1‘3‘0 Letter 1o the NEW STATESMAN from the editor of Spear-
always been ‘justified’. None of these things.  jeaa,

10t even the ruthlessness with which he first

sursued these aims. detract from Hitler's fil-  exterminate the Jews.

1ess to be the hero they seek and need. Time and again in their diatribes - here
There is one thing only for which there was  again in Verrall's letters — regardless of the

10 reason of war; no precedent: no justifica-  mountains of evidence. regardless of the living

fon. One thing of pure evil, and this they  wimess, they harp on their obsessional elaim:

annot afford to accept: the murderous gas- there was no holocaust: there were no gas-

“hambers in occupied Poland, the attempt to  chambers, not Lo speak of, And of course they
70

return to their polemic about the six millior
figure, with which they perform degrading
mental acrobatics.

THE SECOND REASON why we must come
to grips with both the substance and detail of
the neo-Nazi claims is that sometimes mis-
takes have been made, have been piven
immense publicity. and become part of
holocaust lore. At the risk of offence, we must
correct and explain these mistakes, in order
that they cannot be exploited again.

The likes of Verrall and Butz have shown a
considerable talent for mixing truth with lies,
by repetitive injecting of some truth into all
lies, and lies into the truth. They make astute
use of human errors (and of latent prejudice).
So, they have succeeded to some extent in
exploiting a terrible and astonishing fact,
which is that after 35 years and billions of
words, confusion still abounds on the subject
of Hitler's genocide.

This has never shown up more plainly than
in the case of the American television film
Holocaust. As a member of a BBC panel of
the night of its showing. I voiced misgivings
about its factual errors, and tried to explain
why these would be particularly difficult for
the Germans to accept. Via satellite, the pro-
ducer was more than impatient with my
remarks. The film was highly successtul, and
useful in that it provided an emotional link,
for millions of people, with events which many
of them had rejected because they were
impossible to visualise, But, after much
expenditure on research, Holocaus: could not
lay the misunderstandings to rest.

The current argument with Mr Verrall, for
example, deals with one main element in this
confusion. He makes much of what he calls
the ‘admission’ by the Institute for Contem-

porary History in Munich that . . . no such
things (as gas chambers) existed in . . . Belsen,
Buchenwald and Dachau . . . etc cle’.

This so-called ‘admission’ stems from a
letter which the historian Martin Broszat, now
Director of the Institute, addressed in 1962 to
the weekly Die Zeit. Professor Broszat
remembers the letter well — ‘How could |
forget it? Neo-Nazi and far-right publications
have used it out of context ever since . . .’

The letter was written in yet anocther
attempt — many have been made, by many
people — to set the record straight. What
Broszat was trying to do, he explains

was Lo hammer home, once more, the persistently
ignored or denied difference between concentra-
tion and extermination camps; the fundamental
distinction between the methodical mass murder
of millions of Jews in the extermination camps in
occupied Poland on the one hand, and on the
other the individual disposals of concentration
camp inmates in Germany — not necessarily, o1
even primarily Jews - who were no longer useful
as workers.

Most of the concentration camps in Germany
proper had no gas chambers, Dachau had one
which was never used. ‘Mathausen, Natz-
weiler, had one. Sachsenhausen, too, I think’,
Says Broszat. ‘They used them towards the
end. to replace the shootings and injections of
small groups of prisoners, which had become
s0 demoralizing for the staff’




HOW I8 IT THEN that the myth of gassing in
the camps in Germany has been so universally
accepted, thereby providing the neo-Nazis
with their most treasured ammunition (the
opportunity to refute what was never the
case)? The explanation is both simple and
infinitely complex.

German concentration camps, set up at first
as SS-controlled detention centres for politi-
cal, criminal and religious dissidents. and for
sexual devianis and Jews, were neither then
nor later primarily used for the imprisonment
of Jews.

After 1940, as the need arose for an
immense work-foree for the war industries,
the small penral camps, until then used only for
Germans, Austrians and Czechs (including
Jews from those countries) grew into huge
installations with many hundreds of thousands
of Russians, Poles and ‘undesirables’ from
occupied Western Europe making up 2 vast
slave-labour population.

Harshness of treatment varisd between
categories of prisoners. The German criminals
were usually at the top of the camp hierarchy.
‘Politicals’ were in the middle, followed by
religious and sexual deviants; with the Poles,
the Russians and the Jews — in that order — at
the bottom.

Millions of people died in these
concentration-plus-labour camps: some — the
most publicised — by torture, brutality or
hideous medical experiments. But far more of
them died from sickness and disease.

These were the camps that all Germans
knew about and dreaded. These were the
corpses found by the horrified Allied armies
as they entered Germany. These made the
photos and films we have principally seen.
These emaciated skeletons, some still some-
how upright, some lying on bunks in stupor,
still others piled in naked, tumbled heaps
ready for burmning — these are the images that
haunt us.

These people died by the million, but they
were not ‘exterminated’ in the sense that the
Nazis made uniquely their own. Thess camps
had gas-oven crematoria, to disposc of the
badies. The chimneys belched out the smell of
burning flesh, and the guards, in threat or
mockery, told the prisoners: “The only way
you'll get out of here is through the chimneys’.

‘Gassing’ had been a part of the vocabulary

in central Europe, and particularly in Ger-

many proper, since the Mazis® destruction by
gas of 80,000 physically and mentally hand-
icapped people (children and adults) between
1939 and 1941. Thus, when sick or disabled
prisoners in the German camps disappeared,
when the chimneys smoked, and prisoner-
workers reported that those missing had ‘gone
into the gas’ — this was among men and
women living in constant, deadly fear — it was
not hard for ‘gassing’ to become a general
term, used without much distinction.

The Allied troops who entercd the camps
had no idea what ‘gassing’ really was. All they
knew was what they saw or heard about: the
Sk_c}elons. some gaschambers, and hundreds
of thousands of agonised tales and memories.
As a welfare officer with UNRRA in 1945-6,
I saw many of those sights, heard many of
those tales, and tried to visualise those fear-
Some memories.

AND THEN THERE was Auschwitz, and
later Majdanek: the two, the only two, where
the Nazis combined enormous labour installa-
tions and nearby facilities for extermination.

New Statesman 2 November 1979

Auschwitz, because so many people survived
it, has added most to our knowledge, but also
most to onr confusion as between the two
types of camps. What exactly was Auschwitz,
which has become for many people the
symbol-word for the whole Nazi horror?

Tt was, above all, by 1943 the largest slave-
labour camp the Nazis had. with a population
of 100,000 workers who were treated worse
than animals, and whose expectation of life
varied between ten days — if they were Jews or
Russians — and a few weeks or months, Until
spring 1942 it was just a small workeamp. with
only the most rudimentary gassing instal-
lation, Then, I. G. Farben began to build a
synthetic fuel and rubber factory — the
‘Bunawerke' — on the adjacent marches, and
ever-larger numbers of slave-labourers were
dragged in, to build and then to operate it.

It was under the cover of constructing the
Bunawerke that the Nazis made the slaves
build the gaschambers at Birkenan, in a
wooded area three miles from the main camp.
called Camp I1. It was here that, mainly in
1943, the ‘selected’ — mostly Jews, and some
Russians — were brought from the railway
sidings several miles away, and from the main
camp. Also from Camp . uniquely, came
thousands of sick and feeble: not, for some
mysterious reason, to die at once. but to be
kept in utter squalor. virtually without rations,
until they finally slipped away.

By the autumn of 1944, just over 700,000
Jews had died in the gaschambers at Birkenaut
(Camp I1), and 20,000 Russians had been
killed, but not gassed (that method was
reserved for Jews). And by the time of liber-
ation, 146,200 more Jews and several

hundred thousand others had died of over-
work and disease in Camp L,

Richard Verrall, busy with his vile numbers
game, asserts that the confessions of Rudolf

HOSS, COMIMAEnddnt ol Auscllwits,  wol
obtained ‘under torture” in Poland, were ‘not
sense” and are thus ‘proof positive’ of a hoax

Whatever may be said about Héss, his ro
and his later manic pretensions, what reall
couts is that his statements to the America
psychiatrist Dr G. M. Gilbert at Nurembet
were made before he was handed over |
Poland. and that he said at Nuremberg almo
exactly what he said in Poland — including tw
sets of estimates for the dead at Auschwit
The second figure he cited each time, a tot
of about 1.3 million dead, comes very close |
Gerald Reitlinger's most careful estimat
700,000 Jews gassed in Camp IL, and 500,00
prisoners (including 146.000 Jews) dead fro
exhaustion and disease in Camp I'.

But this is in a sense beside the poir
because Verrall and Butz, while trying -
discredit Hiss, cite him whenever they hoj
to make a point. As they totally deny o
existence of the other extermination camps
occupied Poland. Auschwitz is something of
beam in their eye. But it is important for tho
of us interested in the truth to recall th
Auschwitz, despite its emblematic name, w
not primarily an extermination camp for Jew
and is not the central case through which
study extermination policy.

THE FIRST MASS MURDERS occurn
while Auschwitz was still a penal labou
camp;: they followed the ‘Commissar Orde
of March and July 1941, which command:
the liquidation of Soviet political commissa:
gypsies, racial inferiors, ‘asocials’ and Jew
These killings — and none of the neo-Na:
have much to say about them — were pr
sented as para-military operations. The hu
dreds of thousands of naked men, women ai

The Final Solution, Yallentine Mit

1. Gerald Reithi
ell.

EET,




hildren who were shot on the edge of mass
raves were described. even to their murder-
rs the Einsarzgruppen. as ‘partisans’ and
randits’.

But the Einsatzgruppen actions showed the
fazis that this pseudo-military method could
ot work for the great masses of Jews yet to be
ealt with, As we know from hundreds of
tatements by German witnesses in the Ein-
zgruppen trials in West Germany. the kil-
ngs put an intolerable strain on personnel —
espite liberal supplies of aleohol and sex —
nd provoked protests from the Wehrmacht,

However, the Nazis had a tesied solution at
and. Of the 80,000 unwanted people killed
1 the ‘Euthanasia Programme’ some (but
nly small children) had been killed by injee-
ons in special hospital wards. Most had died
1 gas chambers in the Euthanasia Institutes.
wer 400 men and women — police, medical
ad administrative staff, under the direct
uthority of the Fahrer-Chancellery, in
‘epartment T-4 - had done these murders.

Here was a technique, and a staff to operate
. The ‘specialists’ who had been prepared to
Il helpless Germans and Austrians could
ifely be entrusted with the slaughter of mil-
ms of Jews and thousands of gypsies:
-adicating, as Hitler put it, ‘the bacilli on the
»dy politic of the German race’.

Mr Verrall complains that among the vast
yeumentation surviving ‘there is not a single
‘der. .. ete for a “gas chamber™. Typically,
:0-Nazi diatribes claim that there is no
cord of the vast transportation arrange-
ents which would have been required to
IrTy oul an extermination programme.

Few of those who read this rubbish have an
sportunily te examine the record them-
Ives. But anyone who has actually worked in
€ archives is familiar with the hundreds of
ilway signals which survive, describing with
rrible monotony the destination and con-
nts of the trains to Sobibor and Trehlinka.
And all researchers are only too familiar
ith the countless documents,
voices, plans’, and indeed ‘blueprints’ con-
ring precisely the construction of gas-
ambers,

One of the documents (N. Q. 365), the
tliest T know of concerning gassing camps
nd significantly linking them to T-4) is dated

October 1941, and states that ‘Victor

ack (Chief of Section 11 of T-4) is ready to
llaborate in the installation of the necessary
ildings and gassing machinery . . .* The long-
1 letter, which concerns camps to be erected
Riga and Minsk, is quite explicit in the use
2 equipment is to be put to.
Thus between December 1941 and April
42 ninety-six of Brack’s T-4 men were
sted to Ocecupied Poland and the ‘Aktion
:inhard” (named afrer Reinhard Heydrich,
led in Czechoslovakia). They were assigned
the four specialised extermination camps,
iich were Chelmno, Belzee, Sobibor and
eblinka. These had been built under the
mmand of the 8§ chief in Lublin, Odilo
aboenik,

IESE WERE NOT concentration or labour
nps. The facilities provided housing for just
ew German Waffen-55, less than 100 Baltic
Ukrainian 5SS overseers, and a constantly-
anging group of a few ‘work-Jews'
though millions arrived, no-one else lived
1g enough to eat, wash or sleep. These were
sticulously-planned killing-plants, The offi-
1 Polish estimates (which probably err on

the conservative side) are that 2,000,000 Jews
and 52,000 gypsies, at least one-third of them
children, were killed in these four installations
between December 1941 and October 1943,
Of all those who reached them. 82 survived.

I am able to bear some witness to these
events. My knowledge comes from research [
did for my book Into That Darkness?, the story
of Franz Stangl. commandant of Treblinka, T
talked with Stangl for weeks in prison; I

GITTA SERENY has
been a pioneer in
investigating MNazi
genccides. Her book
fnto That Darkness is
a study (based on
personal interviews)
of Frans Stangl,
commandant of
Treblinka, and the
origins ‘of the
death-camp pro-

gramme.

‘orders,

talked to others who worked under him, and
to their families. I talked to people who,
otherwise uninvolved, witnessed these events
in Poland. And I talked 1o a few of those very
few who survived.

Butz claims in his Hoax that those (hun-
dreds) who admitted taking part in extermin-
ation were doing so as plea-bargaining, in
order to get lighter sentences. But those 1
talked to had been tried. Many had served
their sentences, and none of them had any-
thing to gain — except shame — by what they
told me. Stangl himself wanted only to talk,
and then to die. And Stangl is dead. But if
Verrall, Butz & Co were really interested in
the truth, Stangl’s wife, and many other wit-
nesses are still able to testify.

The *Aktion Remhard’ camps existed for
one purpose only, totally unconnected with
any requirement of war, and they were totally
eradicated when their purpose was served,
The buildings were pulled down, and trees
were planted in the earth which had become
so rich. Thirty-five years later they have
crown tall. A letter from Globocnik to
Himmler survives, dated Trieste 5 January
1944, and carefully phrased:

For reasons of surveillance a small farm has been

built en the site of each of the (former) camps, 10

be occupied by a farmer to whom an annuity must

be assured in order to encourage him to maintain

the farm . .

In his own letter of commendation to Globoc-
nik, dated 30 November 1943 Himler used his
pet name for Globoenik:
Dear Globus,
I confirm your letter of 4.11.43 and your report
on the completion of the Aktion Reinhardt
(sic) .. .1 want to express o you my gratitude and

appreciation for the great and unique services you

have rendered the whole of the German people
by carrying through the Aktion Reinhardt.

Heil Hitler!

Cordially yours, H.H.

HERE, THEN, IS THE TRUTH for those
who desite knowledge. Within one terrible
universe of oppression and death — known to
us through words like Belsen, Natthausen,
Dachau - there was another universe. of
methodically crazy slaughter of an unpre-
cedented kind the place-names being
Chelmno, Belzee, Sobibor and Treblinka.
Auschwitz, the most-cited. was a complex,

transitional example. There are reasons why
the worst names are least cited: one, complex
in its roots. is that the Third Reich tried to
present its (marginally) less hideous face
towards the West, and the western armies
never reached the territory of the death-
camps. And well-run extermination camps
leave few survivors to tell their stories.

The situation therefore presents some pos-
sibilities for confusion to pseudo-historians
and neo-Nazi apologists. And they are
assisted further by the fact that events of such
magnitude lend themselves to dramatic ‘use’,
are therefore used, and not-infrequently mis-
used. In turn the Verralls and Butzes can
allege that all such misuses are part of a
‘Zionist’ conspiracy.

It is vital for them to believe that anyone
who is involved with this question must be
Jewish. and thus unreliable. This to begin
with, is nonsense: (a) many of the leading
authorities on the Third Reich are not Jewish,
and (b) many of those who are, are as
abjective as anyone can be. (In their anti-
semitic outpourings, these individuals never
refer to ‘Jews’, but almost invariably to *Zion-
ists’. They know that 35 years after Hitler
many people will not accept the attack on
‘Jews’, but many be persuaded by the more
‘political” label ‘Zionist’. Of course. many
Jews are not Zionists.)

But it &5 true that, along with many authen-
tic works, there have been books or films
which were only partly true, or even were
partly faked, And unfortunately, even reput-
able historians often fail in their duty of care.
For instance Martin Gilbert (biographer of
Churchill) offers in Final Journey® what is in
many ways an admirably-presented resumé of
what happened to the European Jews.

But by quoting supposed ‘eyewitnesses’
who in fact are repeating hearsay, Gilbert
perpetuates errors which — because they are so
easily disproved ~ provide revisionists’ oppor-
tunities. For instance, from his chapter The
Treblinka Deathcamp: none of the ‘Nazis in
the camp ... lived in the camp together’ with
their families; SS Hauptsturmfithrer von
Eupen was never commandant of Treblinka,
but of the nearby training-camp Trawniki; the
‘cries of the victims and the weeping of the
children’ could net be heard in the neighbour-
ing villages, for with good reason the murder-
ers ensured there were no villages within
miles; and the Germans did nor bring ‘the
most famous musicians in the world from the
Warsaw ghetto’ to ‘play when the transports
arrived’. There were such orchestras, for
instance at Auschwitz, which plaved when the
slave-labourers marched to and from work.
But there was no need for such a thing at any
pure extermination camp.

David Trving’s Hirer's War falls into the
category of ‘partly true’. It had some interest-
ing historical material, but sold (admirably)
both here and overseas because of its bold and
spurious claim that Hitler himself was largely
unaware of the ‘Final Solution’. Such books
do better than, for example, Helen Fein’s
scholarly socio-history Accounting for Geno-
cide®, which is surely essential for any serious
reseacher. But this is an area in which
commercially-motivated rubbish can have
terrible long-term consequences.

‘Personal’ accounts, such as the recently-
published Dora®, heavily-publicised in the
Guardian are not rtubbish in themselves.

2. André Deutsch/Picador, £1.50.

3, George Allen & Unwin, £7.95.




Jean Michel, no doubt at all, was a labourer at
the terrible slave-camp in the Harz Mountains
where the V-weapons were built. The prob-
lem with books like this is that they are
‘ghosted” by professional wordsmiths — the
French are especially adept - who have
neither interest in nor capacity for conveying
truth with restraint. It is less the exaggerations
than the false emphases and cheap humour
which disqualify them.

WORSE AGATN are the partial or complete
fakes, such as Jean Francois Steiner’s Treb-
finka® or Martin Gray's For Those [ Loved’.
Steiner’s book on the surface even scems
right: he is a man of talent and conviction, and
it is hard to know how he could go so wrong.
But what he finally produced was a
hodgepodge of truth and falsehood, libelling
both the dead and the living. The original
French book had to be withdrawn and re-
issued with all names changed. But it retained
its format of imagined conversations and reac-
tions — ie pure fiction — incredibly remaining,
nonetheless, in serious bibliographies.
Gray’s For Those I Loved was the work of
Max Gallo the ghostwriter, who also produced
Papillon. During the research for a Sunday
Times inquiry into Gray's work, M. Gallo
informedme coolly thathe ‘needed’alongchap-
ter on Treblinka because the book required
something strong for pulling in readers. When
I myself told Gray, the ‘author’, that he had
manifestly never been to, nor escaped from
Treblinka, he finally asked, despairingly: ‘But

4, Collier-Macmillan, London.

5. Weidenfeld & Nicolson, £8.50.
6. Weidenfeld & Nicolson/Corgi,
7, Bodley Head.

does it matter?” Wasn't the only thing that
Treblinka did happen. that it shouwld be writ-
ten about, and that some Jews should be
shown to have been heroic?

It happened. and indeed many Jews were
heroes. But untruth always matters. and not
just because it is unnecessary to lie when so
much terrible truth is available. Every falsifi-
cation, every error, every slick re-write job is
an advantage to the neo-Nazis.

Omne other thing assists the revisionists:
many Jews. including survivers from the War-
saw Ghetto and Treblinka, are unwilling to
bear witness and expose people like Gray for
what they are. Understandably, they do not
wish to bring back their fearsome experiences
into the lives they have rebuilt. Tragically,
they fear renewed anti-semitism.

TO RETURN TO BRITAIN, now sadly
enough a kind of neo-Nazi centre: who are the
‘growing number of academic and public fig-
ures’ whom Richard Verrall cites (NS Letters

.21 September) as moving towards his posi-

tion? 1 think David Irving's silly claim has
been adequately dealt with in the Sunday
Times, and he at least did not deny that the
murders oceurred.

The Australian lawyer John Bennett has
been dealt with adequately by Ken Buckley
{(Ns 5 October) and may be left to his fellow
Australians. Robert Faurisson, an associate
professor of Literature at Lyons, author of
some light literary guides (As t'on lu Rimbaud
etc) is certainly a study: [ had a long telephone
conversation with him recently in which he
sought an urgent meeting with me, on the
grounds that the ‘artistry’ of my work fnto
That Darlness had produced “final proof that

the gas-chambers neverexisted’. The mecha
ism of double-think is admittedly fascinatin

A principal authority for Verrall is Pa
Rassinier, whose work has been wel
described by Raul Hilberg as ‘a mixture
error, fantasy and fabrication’. Rassinier, ne
dead, ‘was a historian and was for a whi
imprisoned at Buchenwald. But neither
those facts place him necessarily on the side,
the angels: when he sued for defamatic:
writer who said that he had made comni
cause with neo-Nazis. the allegation w
found proved.

And the ‘respected German historian He
mut Diwald’ is in fact just that. His fiel
however, is the period from Charlemagne
Wallenstein (the Thirty Years' War), a
when his Geschichte der Deutschen (Histo
of the Germans) appeared early this year, b
chapter on the Third Reich was almost unive
sally found to be defective and incomplet
The publishers withdrew the book: issuii
jointly with Diwald an apology and a promi
that a new edition would deal ‘unequivo
ally. .. with the persecution and murder
the Jews in the Third Reich’.

Finally, A. R. Butz, who is an associa
professor of engineering at Northweste
University, Illinois. His Hoax of the Twentie
Century makes, as Hugh Trevor-Rop
observed ‘a great parade of scholarsh
(but). .. most of the book is irrelevant, at
the central issue is evaded.” Northwesterr
admirable response was to initiate, in tl
year Butz's tirade reached the US, firsta cour
and then a summerschool on their own can
pus, dealing with the facts of the holocau:
Always, the proper reply to these dishonou
able men begins with knowledge.



