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I. Introduction. A canard in its ordinary usage is
a general term for a sensational, extravagant, even an
absurd report, fabrication or misrepresentation which
is disseminated for the purpose of deceiving the public.
In the course of history canards have been employed
(1) to stir up hatred against an acknowledged enemy,
(2) 10 furnish a credible and easily understood explana-
tion for a natural calamity or a disastrous political sit-
vation by supplying a scapegoat, (3) to ereate an imag-
inary enemy of society for the purpose of facilitating
the seizure of power by a group that seeks it, (4) by
those in power to act as a lightning rod against a
storm that was threatening the regime.

The canard s one of the oldest devices known in
human history for arousing enmity. It has appeared at
the tme of practically every great war in the form of
atrocity stories and 10 conjure up a scapegoat. It was
emploved by Nero at the burning of Rome, to avert a
possible revolt on the part of his people, by thrusting
the blime upon the Christians. For the Black Death in
Central Europe (14th cent.) the simplest explanation
which appeased the anger of and gave comfort o the
muasses was that the Jews had poisoned the wells.

In the United States the social and economic uncer-
tainty and insecurity reflected in the late 1880% and
1800"s pave rise o the anti-Catholic American Protec-
tive Association (A.P.A.), which propagated the old
canard about the sccondary political allegiance of Cath-
olics and added the sensational canard that the base-
ments of Catholic churches were caches of arms col-
leeted against the day when the Catholics would bring
the Pope w rule in America. Economic distress, polit-
ical tension and social upheaval were simultaneously
instrumental in ercating  these anti-Catholic canards.
In the presidential campaign of 1920 a political canard
that Warren G. Harding, the Republican candidate, was
of negro extraction, was invented and cireularized for
purcly partisan purposes.

The successful activity of Christian missionaries in
China caused the recreation and the dissemination in
the Far Fast of the old canard at one time circulated
against Jews (1st cent. B.C.E.) and at another against
Christians (15t cent. C.E.) that children were being kid-
napped and killed for religious purposes.

Typical of the minor canards was the so-called
Knights of Columbus oath, in which, it was charged,
members of the order pledged themselves to enmity to
the United States.

2. The Background of Anti-Jewish Canards.
a. Peculiar Status of the Jews. The form which
anti-Jewish canards take and the frequency with which
they repeat themselves are due to sceveral principal
canses: (1) A small; closeknit group living within a
vastly greater community is always subject to suspicion;
(2) the religion of the Jews was a veiled and mysterious
set of beliefs and practices, unknown or misrepresented
to the masses of the people in any country where Jews
lived, up to modern times; (3) weir social isolation in
the ghettos, their peculiar customs, especially their
Sabbath and dietary laws, set them apart; (4) among
themselves, up to modern times, they spoke a language
different from the vernacular, and their literature was
in Hebrew; (5) their interests and relationships, both
personal and commercial, extended beyond the bound-
aries of the city or state in which they lived; (6) they
were forced to pursue unpopular and despised occu-
pations.

b. Economic and Political Conditions. This
anomalous position of the Jews furnished the oppor-
wnity for the fabrication of canards against them in
times of political tension, economic distress, religious
conflict and social unrest. The accusations of Manetho
that the Jews were all atheistic arose out of the back-
ground of the decadent Prolemaic kingdom in Egypt
(3rd to 18t centuries I‘;.C.l.",.) which had lost its original
power and was slipping into decay. The canard that
the Jews were responsible for the Black Death arose
at a time when the masses were suffering from an epi-
demic which they did not understand and of which
those who owed money to Jews took advantage. The
modern canard thar the Jews, as international financiers,
control the stock exchanges through which they aim at
the domination of world finance, was a product of the
financial crash in Germany in 1873, reappeared at the
Panama Canal scandals (1893), and was spread again in
the United States after the debacle of 1929. The canard
of the Jewish conspiracy to attain political world domi-
nation originated at the time when the Tsarist regime
was threatened with revolution (1gos) and has been
repeated ever since in most countries of the world at
umes of politeal instability. The distressed condition
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of Germany after the World War stimulated the circu-
lation of the canard that the Jews were responsible for
Germany's defeat. The rise of Communism, with the
social and econotic revolution it involved, brought the
canard that Communism and Judaism were identical,
The dread of war on the part of the people of such
countries as France, Great Britain and the United States
wias capitalized by the Nazis and their Fascist allies in
the various countries in the years 1939 and 1940 to
spread the canards that the Jews were war-mongers, that
the war of those years was entirely the Jews' war—a
canard that even appeared in the closing moments of
the 1940 presidential campaign in the United States,

3. Pattern of Anti-Jewish Canards. a. The
Charges. Anti-Jewish canards form a pattern condi
tioned by certain historical situations. They are varia-
tions on three main themes: (1) That the Jews are
hostile to their non-Jewish neighbors and hence may
be expected to commit every possible crime against their
neighbors. (2) That the Jews are aliens who can never
become true citizens of the country where they live.
(3) That the Jews are engaged in a world-wide con-
spiracy to destroy socicty or to seize power. Which one
of these three forms happens to be the predominant
one and how it is expressed depend upon the eredulity
of the people who are to be influenced.

Thus the Jew in ancient times is never charged with
secking 1o dominate the world but only with being
hostile and alien; while the accusation of atheism, which
was a stock canard in ancient times, disappears with
the rise of the Christians to power, since Christianity
itself had developed out of Judaism.

b. The Proofs. The types of proofs which the per-
petrators of anti-Jewish canards have advanced in sup-
port of their fabrications fall into the following classes:
(1) Assertions such as that of Haman that the Jews do
not obey the laws of the king (Esther 3:8) or that the
Jews are commanded to hate their enemies (Matt. 5:43).
(2) Distortions of passages from Jewish literature such
as Manetho's statement that the Jews were a race of
lepers, hased on a misreading of the Bible (Ex. 4:6-7),
or the canard that the Jews regard the non-Jews as
beasts, a distortion of a passage from the Talmud (B.A.
118b), or a statement that a Jew may cheat a non-Jew,
which is based on an absolute inversion of a passage in
the Shulhan Aruch (Hoshen Mishpar 348). (3) “Con-
fessions” extracted by torture to force the accused to
admit such charges as host desecration, ritual murder
and well-poisoning. (4) Wholesale appropriation of pas-
sages which have nothing to do with the Jews and in
which the word “Jew™ is written in, such as Protocols
of the Elders of Zion, which came from a French book
about Napoleon I11. Similarly, the Nazi philosopher, Al
fred Rosenberg, took a passage referring to the ancient
Etruscans, and substituted for “Etruscans™ the word
“Tews.”

An unusual method of documenting canards was
devised by Theodor Fritsch, owner of the anti-Semitic
publishing house, Der Hammer-Verlag, in Leipzig, He
signed his works variously as Thomas Frey, Theodor
Kaempfer, Fritz Thor or F. Roderich-Stoltheim. By
referring in one pamphlet to his own statement under
a different pseudonym elsewhere, he served as his own,
four-fold authority.
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None of these proofs has ever been substantiated. In
fact every time that they have been submitted to the
judgment of a reputable court they have been branded
as wholly baseless fabrications. The maost important of
such trials by courts was the libel suit of Rohling versyg
Bloch (Vienna, 1885), at which, on the testimony of
the Christian scholars Theador Naldeke and Augugt
Wiinsche, all of Rohling's anti Jewish canards were s
thoroughly discredited that Rohling was compelled g
withdraw the suit and resign from his position  at
Prague University. The Beilis trial (Kiey, 1913) wit.
nessed the collapse of the attempt w prove the bloed
accusation.  The tial as to the authenticity of the
Protocols of the Elders of Zion (Bern Cantonal Court,
1935) utterly demolished the contention that this doeu.
ment originated with Jewish elders and branded the
Protocols as “false and obvious plagiarism” and as
“incredible nonsense.”

Despite repeated discreditings of canards against the
Jews, these falsehaods continue to be circulated by indi.
viduals who capitalize on them and continve to be
accepted by the credulous.

4. Circulation of Anti-Jewish Canards. 4. Their
Makers. AntiJewish canards usually can be traced to
two types of originators: non-Jews and rencgade Jews,
Non-Jewish makers of canards generally lack knowledge
of Jewish religion and literature. Their canards are
cither pure invention or copied blindly from canards
previously in circulation. These are generally respon-
sible for such ant-Jewish canards as rape, murder, cone
spiracies for world domination, vilification of Chris-
tianity or humanity in general.  Frequently these
canards are what is known in psychiatry as “projection
of intention,” that is, they are often invented as a
means of vicarious self-enjoytent,

Renegade Jews usually wrench passages from their
context in Jewish literature, mistranslate them. distort
them or misinterpret them to answer the purposes e
inventors have in view, An interesting note with regard
to the quotations made by renegades in their formula-
tion of canards is that they universally quote from the
tabylonian Talmud or the Shuthan Aruch or other
Hebrew books which form the content of instruction
in the schools and the Yeshivas but never from the
Talmud Yerushalmi, because the Talmud Yerushalpi
is not generally studied except by scholars.

Makers of canards are usually motivated by desige
for personal gain, cither monctary or political; some
have sought to blackmail Jewish communitics. Thuys
Johann Andreas Eisenmenger (1654-1704), to whose
Entdecktes Judenthum many current canards are trace-
able, approached Jewish communitics in Germany and
offered to suppress his work on the payment of _%u_.ooo
florins. Similarly, Boris Brasol (1920), who brought the
spurious Protocols of the Elders of Zion to the United
States, offered 1o suppress them if the Jews of America
would pay him $50,000. Originators, {or the most
part, fabricate their canards for the purpose of obtaip
ing money for themselves from eredulous Christians
who are led 0 believe that they are cnlisting in 2
crusade to fight a monstrous evil.

b. Genealogy of Canards. The majority of the
canards in circulation at any given time can be traced
to a handful of originators, since thase who circulate
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them, being unable to consult other sources, copy
blindly from these predecessors.  The  anti-Jewish
statements of Cicero and Tacitug, for example, are
taken from Manetho, Apollonius and Apion. Again,
Rohling copicd fram Eisenmenger, the American Chris
tian Frontists and Christian Mobilizers copied  fram
both, the Nazi philosophers copied from every source,
particularly the Protocols of the Elders of Zion, which
in itself is derived from a French political pamphlet
aimed against Napoleon LA still miore recent ex
ample s that of the Benjamin Franklin “prophlicey”
myth, which was exploded by the historian Charles A.
yeard. Williame Dudley Pelley perpetrated this forgery
in the United States in 1934, Weltdienst, 1 German
pews service, carried it to France, Switzerland, Eng
land and Germany where Streicher reported it in Der
Stiirmer as his own discovery. Robert 1. Edmondson,
the American anti-Semitic pamphleteer, then circulated
it in the United States.

The same works are repeatedly used as source ma-
terial for the contemporaries who circulate anti-Jewish
canards. These include, chicfly, the Protocols, Fisen
menger's Entdecktes Judenthum, Alfred Rosenberg’s
Myth of the Twenticth Century, Rohling’s writings,
Aaron (or Ahren) Briman's (Dr. Justus') Twlmudic
Wisdom, the writings of Arthur Dinter, Bralman’s
Knige Kahal (Book of the Kahal), The International
feae, Mein Kampf, various issucs of Der Stiirmer, Soctal
Justice, Liberation (published by William Dudley Pel
ley). a Canadian pamphlet called The Key, and a
pamphlet distributed by the Nationalist Press Associa-
ion (New York), Why Ave Jews Perseeuted for Their
Religion?

5. Anti-Jewish Canards as a Weapon in World
Politics. With the rise of organized anti-Semitism
during the last part of the 1gth cent. anti-Jewish
canards have Leen employed as weapons in the game
of politics. At first they were used merely locally 1o
advance the interest of individual candidates. In Ger-
many and Austria during the final quarter of the cen-
tury, this technique developed with the organization
of anti-Semitic political parties. In 1gos the Russian
government expanded the employment of canards as a
political program to divert the wrath of the people
from the oppressive government to the Jewish scape-
goat. The Nazi philosophers widened the use of the
anti-Jewish canards from the local and the national to
a weapon in world politics. Hitler exalts the eflicacy
of the brazen lie as a political weapon (Mein Kampf,
Munich, 1933, pp. 252-53), saying:

“This follows from the very valid principle that
inherent in the magnitude of the lie there is always
a certain factor of credibility. For the vast masses of
people are, in the innermost depths of their hearts,
more easilv corruptible than consciously and pur-
posely wicked; consequently, by the very primitive
nature of their dispositions, they fall prey more read-
ily to a big lie than to a little lie, in which they are
prone sometime to indulge themselves, whereas they
are loath to question a big lie. Such untruth swould
never occur to them, nor would they believe others
capable of the enormous brazenness of the most in-
famous distortion.” (Cf. translation in Reynal and
Hitchcock ed., p. 313.)

To Herman Rauschning he said: “Anti-Semitic prop
aganda in all countries is an almost indispensable
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medium for the extension of our political campaign.
You will see how little time we shall need in order 1o
upset the ideas and the criteria of the whole world,
simply and purely by attacking Judaism” (The Voice
of Destruction, p. 236).

6. Refutation of Anti-Jewish Canards. The task
of refuting anti-Jewish canards has occupied the atten-
tion of both Jews and non-Jews. The earliest recorded
rebuttal was that of Josephus against Apion (1st cent.
C.E.). During the Middle Ages, when the Jews were
not allowed to speak for themselves, certain Popes came
to their defense, combatting the ritual murder accusa-
tion; and nonJewish scholars, such as Johann von
Reuchlin, defended the Jews against canards based on
the Talmud. In modern times such Christian scholars
as Strack, Noldeke, Wiinsche, Danby, Wagenseil,
Kautzsch, Beard, Delitzsch, Masaryk and Travers Her-
ford refuted individual canards and groups of them.
Jewish scholars, beginning with Joseph Bloch, have
openly  discussed  canards, have exposed their falsity,
and have sought o clear up the mysteries, misunder-
standings and  falsifications about Jews and Judaism
that serve as the basis for canards.

The problem of refutation is complicated by these
[actors: (1) Barefaced lics, Leing sensational, can be
circulated much faster than the scholarly arguments
that answer them. (2) Many of the canards are couched
in the form of the old American catch-question: “Have
vou stopped beating your wife?”, where any kind of
denial is a tacit admission of guilt. (3) While in com-
mon law the burden of proof is always on a party
making a charge, in the case of anti-Jewish canards
the Jews are expected to furnish proof against wholly
unsupported charges. Thus, although no trace of the
so-called “unwritten seeret doctrines™ has been found,
Jews are expected to prove that they never have existed,
a Jogical impossibility; similarly, Jews are expected to
prove that people long dead never made statements
attributed to them. (4) It is possible to impute a
malicious motive to cvery human action. Thus, if the
Jew is cager to send his children to school, he is accused
of trying to monopolize the intellectual professions; if
he refuses to send his children to school, he is accused
of spurning modern culture. 1f he keeps apart from
political Tife he is “lacking in public spirit”; if he par-
ticipates in political life he is “secking to dominate.”
If he supports the party in power he is “currying favor™;
if he supports the opposition he is a “revolutionary.”

The following tabulation presents a number of typical
anti-Jewish canards, arranged according to subject, and
their refutations.  Special attention has been paid to
answering those canards which have been industricusly
circulated since the inauguration of the Nazi campaign.
Extensive additional refutation is to be found in the
cross-references and the bibliography.

1. Canards a. Ass

Worship
CANARD

Against the Jewish Religion.

Tacr

The origin of this {alse-
hood, which was also lev-
cled against the carly Chris-
tians, 15 unknown. It was
amply  refuted by Josephus
in his Agarnst Apion, and
by the testimony of cvery

In  ancient  times,  Jows
were  accused  of  worship-
ping the image of an ass,
which was kept in the Haly
of Holies.
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non-Jew who took the trouble to acquaint himself with the
Jewish religion. Thus Antiochus Epiphanes, Pompey, Cras-
sus and Titus all entered the Holy of Holies and were aston-
ished to find that there was no image whatsoever in the

shrine.

b. Atheism
CANARD
The Jews were frequently
charged in ancient times with
being atheists.

Faer

T'his canard 1s directly con-
Il';ldictrrl‘y o the one [J['L‘L‘l’ti’
ing. It arose among the ig-
norant pagans whe could not
conceive of a people wor-
shipping a deity who was not visibly represented. Secing that
the Jews paid no worship to the pagan gods, they concluded
that they believed in no gods at all,

¢. Blood Accusation. This canard raged with particular
virulence during the Middle Ages and has been revived by
ant-Semites in modern tmes. Despite the absolute prohibi-
tion of the eating of blood in all Jewish law (Leviticus 17:10)
and the fact that all Jewish literature, such as the Shalhan
Aruch, forbids the Jews cven to cat an egg in the yolk of
which there is a drop of blood, this stock charge was made
against Jews cvery time a child was missing or killed, and
inhuman tortures were applicd to force them o “admit”
this crime. Impartial investigations have produced numerous
decrees of kings and papal bulls labeling the accusation as
false, and every modern tial has resulted in the acquittal of
the Jewish defendants,

A sample of the “evidence” offered for this canard is the
following:

Facr
This statement is the best
proof that there are no pas-
sages whatsoever in the Tal-

CANARD
There are blank pages in
the Talmud, and when the
Jewish futher comes to them,

he is to instruct his children  mud  that command  ritual
as to the duty of the ritual  murder.  Furthermore,  no
murder of Christians. cdition of the Talmud has

cver been assued with blank
pages.
See also the illustration on page 5 and the artcle Broon
ACCUSATION.

d. Host Desecration. The origin of this canard goes
back to the natural phenomenon of a germ, mcrococus
prodigiosus, which in multplying on the surface of wafers
such as the hosts, produced a blood-like stain. From this
came the assumpuion that the hosts had bled when pierced
by enemies, and the charge that these enemics were Jews,
Tortures were applied to make the accused Jews admit this
utterly false charge, which, incidentally, was abandoned
after the middle of the 16th cent.

See also Host Diskerarion,

e. Blasphemy Against Christianity
CANARD

The Talmud is full of ha-
tred and blasphemy against
Christianity.,

Facr

Johann Christophh Wagen-
seil, a Christian  professor
who took pains to hunt up
Jewish writings which criti-
cized Christianity, definitely
stated, “And again and again T contend that there is not a
breath in the whole Mishnah to hurt or slight whart i holy
to the Christian™ (Tela Ignea Sutanae, vol, 1, p. 59). The
Talmud s full of remarks against idolatry and iclul:nnrs;
but the prevailing opinion of the rabbis is that by idelators
are meant only those in Palestine, and not those pagans out-
side of Palestine, who merely adhere to the customs of their
fathers (Hullin 13b: Abodaly Zarah 2a). Sull less would
the term apply to Christinng, who are not pagans at all,
Jesus is mentioned but rarely in the Talmud: there are
some derogatory remarks, but on the other hand two dis.
tinguished rabbis, Eliezer ben Hyreanus and Judah  hen
N:l_knsn, express approval of some of Jesuy’ teachings, The
definitely hostile Toledoth Yeshu is the work of an indj-
vidual Jew of the Middle Ages, and had linle circulation
and no authority whatsoever among Jews in general,
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2, Canards Declaring that Jews are Enemies of g
ciety: a. In Terms of Vilification

CANARD
The Jews are human be-
ings, but the nations of the
world are not human beings
but beasts,
Referenee,
114b.

Buba  Metzra

Fact

The passage in questin
involves a ruling by Simegs
ben Yohai (2nd cent.) thy
the graves of non-Jews g
not ritwally  defiling o 4
member of a priestly fanyly
It nowhere calls the ngp
Jews beasts. In addingy

the opinion of Simeon is recorded merely as the view of
an individual; 1t was rejected by the other tachery gf
his day and in later vmes (Ohaloth 18:9; Tosafoth p

Yebamath G1a).

The general  Jewish

view is  that

wherever the tem

“man" occurs in the Scriptures it refers o mankind in gep
eral (Tosafoth w Yebumoth Gia).

Eating with a non-Jew is
like cating with a dog.

Reference,  Tosaforh
Yebamoth g4b.

Lverything a Jew needs
for his church ritual no Goy
(non-Jew) is permitted o
manufacture, but only a Jew,
because this must be manu-
factured by human beings,
and the Jew is not permit-
ted to consider the Goyim
as human beings,

Reference, Shathan Aruch,
Orah Hayim 14, 20, 33, 39.

There 15 no statement i
cither  this  Talmudic  pas
sage or the Tosafoth the
even remotely resembles this
{raudulent citation.

The passages in Orah
Hayim 1411, 33:4 and 3g:
refer to the making of the
Tallith and Tefllin, In order
that these might be prop
erly prepared, it was fr.-lt_ by
the rabbis that only pious
Jews should  munutacture
them. Some would even pro-
hibit pious Jewish women
from producing them, as the
commandment to wear Tal
lith and Tefillin does nat
apply to women.

The passage in 20:1 expressly permits a Tallith to be
purchased from a non-Jewish merchant. Nowhe.re in any
of these passages is there a word about Goyim not

being human beings,

b. Alleged Secret Doctrines

CANARD

Every Goy who studies
the Talmud and every Jew
who helps him in i, ought
to die,

References: Sanhedrin s9a,
Abodah Zarah B-6; Szapipa
I3,

Faer

There is no such refers
ence in Abodah }{rrr':r)}..

Sunhedrin 594 15 an in-
dividual opinion of Johanan,
and reads: “A Gentile who
takes up the Torah is tl(;‘
serving of death.” Tmmedi-
ately after this  statement,
and on the very same pige,

Johanan's opinion is directly contradicted by that of Meir,
who declares, “A Gentle who takes up the study rrf_ the
Torah is equal to a high priest” (also given in Buba Kt
ma 38a; Abodah Zarah 3a). Numerous other passages in-
dicate that the laws of the Bible and Jewish literawre are
to be taught w all who desire them, Indeed, thousands of
Christian scholars, from the time of the Church Fathers ta
the present, have received  instruction on Talmudic lore
from Jews. The Christian scholars . Kautzsch :n_lfl leﬂl-
stein, of Halle, wrote, “There is within the whole of Judaism
neither a written nor an oral tradition inaceessible to
learned Christians.”

The other reference is to Hagigah 133, which lays down
the principle that certain mystical and eosmological specu
lations should not be taught to anyone who has not re.
ceived a previous extensive course of study, Ammi thereupon
adds that they should not be taught to a non-Jew, but Pim
is again only an individual opinion, and not authoritatve,

The whole passage is a
brazen forgery. There 15 no
such work as Libbre David.
The closest possible Hebrew
title to this alleged work s
Dibre David, which is cited

To communicate anything
to a Goy about our religious
relations would be equal to
the killing of all Jews, for
il the Goyim knew whar we
teach about them they would



Kill us openly, oL I g Jew
be called upon o explain
any  part ol the  rabbinic
books, he vught 10 pive anly
a false explanation. Who-
ever will violate this order
shall be put o death.

Reference,  Libbre  David
37

A Jew should and must
make a false oath when the
Govim ask i our books con-
win anything against them.

Reference, Szauforh-Utsza-
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in some anti-Semitic litera-
twre as the reference. There
are three Hebrew books that
bear this ntle: the Christan
scholar Hermann  Strack
searched all three and found
not the shightest trace of such
statements.

The reference is appar-
ently to the Tebrew term
Sheeloth Utechuboth, which
15 used to indicute responsa
made by the rabbis o ques-

tions of Jewish law. There
are thousands of such vol-
umes in Jewish  literatore,
The reference s as indefinite and meaningless as saying:
Chee o wrnungs i public librares,”  withour indicatng an
author,

The other reference seems to be to Shalban Aruch, Yoreh
Deah 17, which deals solely with the problem of the slangh-
tering of an animal that is in danger of dying,

No such statement as the one cited here is found anywhere
in Jewish literature, and the purposely meaningless reference
merely accentuates the obvious forgery.

bot, the book of Jore Dia 17,

e. Acts Permitted Against Individual Non-Jews.
1) False Oaths
CANARD Facr
Fven Eisenmenger, who
misrepresented  so much of
Jewish teachings, was aware
of the falsity of this stare-
ment.  1e definitely  stated
that the Kol Nidre does not
refer to oaths made
either to a Jew or a Christian, but solely 1o vows re-
ferring 1o fasting or some similar purely personal obliga-

ton (Eutdechtes fudenthunm, part 2, pp. jo8-501),
Throughout Jewish literature emphasis is laid upon the
sanctity of an oath made in court or to a non-Jew. Thus
Maimonides, after discussing the four kinds of oaths, states
that whoever assents to an oath, even to a nen-Jew or a
child, is bound by it (Hidchoth Shebuoth 2:1). According
w Bahyva ben Asher, he who swears 1o a non-Jew and
breaks his oath profanes the name of God (Kad Hakemabh,

An oath made by a Jew
to a non-Jew is not hinding,
since it can be annulled by
the Kol Niudre formula on
Yam Kippur.

capuon Oaths).
See also Kon Nipne,

2] Murder
CANARD

Every Jew who sheds the
blood of a godless man (non-
Jlew) is offering a saerifice
1o Ciod,

Reference, Midrash Nem-
bers 21y Yalkue, vol, 2, no,
772

Those who da not eonfess
the Torah and the Prophets
must be killed. Who has the
power to kill them, let them
kill them openly with the
sword, I not, let them use
artifices, ull they are done
away with,

Reference, Shalhan Aruch,
Haoshen Mishpat y25:5.

Facr

The passage s correctly
cited, exeept that the one
significant  word  “non-
Jew” is fraudulently in-
serted, The reference is 1w
the story of Phinchas’ killing
a wicked Tsraelite (Nem,
25:7-8),

The implication is that this
injunction  applics to non-
Jews. Towever, the passage
actually reds: “As {or those
Jews who deny the Torah
and prophecy, it is a meri-
torious act to kill them. If
one 15 able to kil them, he
should do so publicly, with
a sword; if not, he ought to
use some  artifice o bring
about their death.”

This mjuncuon, which s reminiscent of mecieval injunc-

tons o kil heretics, is long obsolete, In the same passage
oceurs the express statement, “but as for non-Jews with
whom we are not at war' (sinee in war-time killing of
enemies s permitted) *, , , one does not bring abour their
death,”

CANARDS

|] The Alleged Ritual Murder Law II
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Tikkune Zohar, p. 88h

Farstiien TRANSLATIONS

“Ferner gibt es cin Gebor (11 D, Schr.) des Schiichtens an
Fremden, die dem Vieh gleichen. Dieses Schiichten ge-
schicht in gesetzlich giiltiger Weise, Denn dicjenigen, die
sich nicht mit dem jiidischen Religionsgesetz beschiiftigen,
muss man_dem gebeuebeiten Gott als Opfer darbringen. s
gilt von ihnen der Psalm g4:23: ‘Deinetwegen sind  wir
gemordet. Wir sind geschachtet wie Schafe auf der Schlacht-
bank" " (Der Stivmer, May, 1934),

The English translation cirenlated in America: “Further-
more, there is o commandment pertaining o the killing of
strangers, who are hke beasts. This killing has to be done
in the lawlul method, Those who do not ascribe themselves
to the Jewish religious law must be offered up as sacrifices
to the Exalted God, Psalm gq:23 apphies to them: ‘We are
murdered in thy behalf, We are butchered like sheep on the
slaughtering block, ™

Cornuer TRANSLATION
(with deleted and distorted passages in hold face)

“This is the law pertaining to the ritual of slaughtering,
which may be performed even by non-priests (ordi-
nary lIsraelites), or (according to another version),
even by women, although these may be as ignorant as
animals when they do not study the Torah. But they
are obliged to offer prayers by which they are brought
closer to God; and, when they are brought closer to
God by prayers, they bear the burden in keeping with
Psalmn 44: ‘Bur for thy sake we are killed all the day; we
are accounted as sheep for the slaughter, They live up (o
the verse in Exodus 20, which says: ‘Thou shalt sac-
rifice thy burnt offerings, and thy peuce offerings, thy
sheep and thine oxen.” This saves them from death
at the hands of the angel of death, in accordance with
the verse in Psalm 36: ‘Man and beast thou pre-
servest, O Lord. But for those who behave like
animals, who eat without prayers, their death shall be
like that of animals, and the angel of death will
slaughter them accordingly. Furthermore, he will
slaughter them with a defective knife, and they will
be called ‘carcass,’ as in Isaiah 26, which says: ‘My
dead bodies shall rise.'”

The obvious meamng ol this from the Tik-
hene Zohar s that prayer takes the place of sacrifice,
and with the same atoning power. Those Jews, however,
who neither study the Torah nor offer up pravers, are
considered the equivalent of beasts, and o them certain
Seriptural verses are applied by the author, There s not
the slightest reference o non-Jews and cerminly not

passage

any idea of human sacrifice,
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3) Theft and Cheating

CaNarp

All the property of other
nations belongs to the Jewish
nation, which, consequently,
is entitled to scize upon it
without any scruples, An
orthodox Jew is not bound to
observe principles of morality
towards  people  of  ather
tribes, Fle may act conary
to morality, if profitable to
himself or to Jews in general,

Reference, Shulhan Aruch,
Hoshen Mishpar 548,

THE UNIVERSAL JEWISH ENCYCLOPEDIA

Facr

The boldness of this falsi-
fication is seen from a literal
vanslation of the passage in
question  (Hoshen  Mishpat
348:2), which reads, “Who.
ever steals what s worth as
much as a Perutah™  (the
smitllest coin)  “transgresses
the  commandment,  You
shall not steal,” and  must
pay back the amount stolen.
It is one and the same
if he steal from Jews
and  Christians, great or
small,”

Hoshen Mishpat 228:0 poes even further and forbids the
deception of either Jew or non-Jew by making false or
misleading statements in any business transaction.

Hullin g4a states: “One is forbidden o deceive (even in
mind) any man, even a heathen.”

_To rob a heathen is considered a graver offense than rob-
bing a Jew, because it is not only theft, but also desecration
of the Nume of God (Tosefta Baba Kamma 10:15).

At the time of 1lol
Hamoed (the middle days of
the week-long festivals) the
transaction of any kind of
business is forbidden. But
it is permitted to cheat a
Goy, because  cheating  of
Goyim ar any time pleases
the Lord.

Reference, Shaulhan Arech,
Orahr Hayim 539,

The entire section in ques-
tion deals with what types of
business are permitted  dur-
ing Hol Tlamoed. While
transactions  that  can  be
safely  postponed  are  for-
bidden, business may be car-
ried on if there is danger of
loss. The only passages that

refer o non-Jews are the
following:
(539:2) “Onc may col-

lect back on ol Hamoed

money that he has loaned 1o a Jew, and it is unnecessary to
say that one may colleet o debt from a non-Jew.”

(539:13) “On Hol Tamoed one may lend money m o
non-Jew who is o regular customer so as not ta lose his
custom; one may also make loans to non-fews who are new

accounts,”

4) Rape

A Gentile girl who is three
vears old can be violated.
Reference, Abodak Zural

37-

The Talmudic passage says
the direct opposite, that a

Jew must not even be
alone in the same room
with a non-Jewish girl

over the age of three, 1o

guard againse any possible sexual contace,
According o the Shuthan Aruch (Eben Haeser 1601, 2,
a Jew having sexual intercourse with a non-Jewess is to be

punished by flogging.

Samhedrin g:x states that the Zealots (st and 2nd cen-
turies) would kill a Jew who had sexual intercourse with

a heathen  woman, even

with

her consent; the Gemara

states that inoany ease he will be subject to the curse of God

(¢hid. Baa).

A Jew may do o a non-
Jewess what he can do. Te
may treat her as he treats o
piece of meat,

Reference, Nadarine 20l

The passage to which al-
lusion is made 15 Nedarim
204, What it actaally says is:
YA man may have sexual
relations with  his  own

A Jew may violate but not
marry a non-Jewish girl.
Reference, Gad. Shas. 212,

A Jew may misuse the
non-Jewess in her state ol
unbelief,

Reference, Maimonides,

fake. Chasaka 2:2.

[6]

The correct passage 1o
which these distorted refg-
ences point 1s Maimonide.
Yud Hasakah, Hilchoth M-
aehim B:2, It states exagly
the opposite of the accus-
tion, providing that 1if,
the heat of warfare, 2 Jey
ish soldier violates a nope
Jewess, he must marey

her. This regulation is based on the law in Dewteronomp

21:10-14,

5) In Matters of Testimony

Cananp

If a Goy wants a Jew to
stand witness against a Jew
in a court of law, and o the
Jew could give fair evidence,
he is forbidden to do ity but
il a Jew wants a Jew to be
witness  in o similar  case
against a Goy, he may do it

Reference, Shulhan Aruch,
Hoshen Mishpar 28:3, 4.

Goy's) favor, s

excommunicatetl.

Facr

The point in question 1§ o
the collection of a debt
Jewish law required that twe
witnesses certify to a deby
the Talmud, on which the
passage  quoted s based,
therefore  rules  as  follows
(B.K. r13b): “A Jew who
has something to depose jg
favor of a Goy and, accord:
ing to the laws of the
Goyim, testifies in his (the
Why?  Because the

Goyim, on the evidence of one person, pronounce for the
payment of the money sued for. But this applics only ©
one witness, not to two; even in the case of one witness, jt
ﬂpplicx rm])-' before a \'i”;l;:(' magistrate; in a ruguf:il' law
court this is not so, because the latter in the case of one
witness requires that the plaintfl make an oath.”
Hoshen Mishpat 28: cxpressly requires a Jew to give evi
dence in favor of a non-Jew who is sued by a Jew for a deb

d. Acts Permitted Against the General Community,

1) Disobedience to Law
CANARD

A Jew is permitted 1o
rape, cheat and perure him-
self; but he must ke care
that he is not found out, so
that Isracl may not suffer,

Reference, Shullwn Arach,
Yareh Deah.

Five things Canaan recom
mended o his sons: Love
cach  other,  love  robbery,
love immorality, hate your
masters and never 1wl the
truth.

Reference, Pesahim 11 3b.

2) Mass Murder
Canarnp
According to the Talmud,

the best among  the none
Jews should be killed,
References, Soferim 13b,

Mbodalh Zuval 20,

Faer
The reference is no rels
erence, since it is 0 @

whole book of hundreds o
pages.  Needless to say, no
such passage s found in it

The implication s that
Canaan is the father of the
Jews. Actually he is the
ancestor of  the  Canpanites,
whom the Jews fought and
cnslaved, so thar the whale
sentence is an epitome of
what Jews considered o be
slave morality, in  contrast
to their own,

Facr

The full text of the state-
ment (one of Simeon ben
Yohai) is given in Soferim
15:10 and reads: “Kill the
hest  of  the non-Jews in
time of war.”" This state
ment merely  expresses  the

Shulhan — Adruch,  Chuszen  wife in any manner he pre-
Huamiszpar 348, fers. It is the same as in
cating meat: some like it
salted, some  roasted,  some

conked, some sodden.”

The other reference is v Shulhan Arneh, Hoshen Mishpar
348, a chapter dealing with the prohibition of theft from
Jew and non-Jew alike, which has nothing 1o do with this
subject. .

general maxim that in war one kills one’s enemies, irre-
spective of their personal character, Simeon ben Yohai dis-
cusses the story of the Exodus, and concludes from it that
in war the sparing of a righteous enemy only operates to
aid a wicked enemy (Mechilta Beshallah 14:7). Hence he 1
concerned only with open war between Jews and non-Jews,
The passage is not found in Abodah Zarah 26a, but in the
Tosaforh to it, which makes clear that the maxim applies
only in case of actual war.



A classic instance of the canard of mass murder oceurred
in the period of the Black Death (1348-49) when the
Jews were accused of poisoning the wells, The absurdity
of this charge is evident because the Jews themselves used
the very wells they were accused of poisoning. The only
“proof” was confessions extracted by torture,

See Brack Deati,

3) Aiding Enemies of the Community

This canard bobs up again and again in various countries
and under the most contradictory forms. In Poland the
Jews were accused of aiding Germany; in Germany, of
being sympathizers with France; in France, of being Ger-
man  hirclings. They were accused of being  both the
enemies of the Czar and the hirelings of the Czar. There
is never any proof of these allegations; they are simply a
convenient way of explaining national lack of success.

4) Lack of Patriotism
CANARD Facr

This saying is given not
as a law, but as a popular
proverb.  Compare the mod-
ern, “Tle who fights and
runs away will live to fight
another day.”

When you go to war, go
not as the first but as the
last, so that you may return
as the first

Reference, Pesalum 1130,

The actual facts are that
the Jews served in the va-
they live. They we un-  rious World War armies in
patriotic, slackers, far greater numbers  than

would be expected from the

proportion they formed in
the population of the countries of the world. The 1,055,600
Jews in the Allied armics were 2,5%, of the wualy the 450,-
poo Jews in the armics of the Central Powers were 2%, of
the total armed forces. Jews constituted only 1% of the
population of the belligerent countrics.

Jews have served in the armed forees of the United States
since the Revolutionary War. In the Civil War armies of
the Union and Confederacy, 7,038 Jewish veterans are
known by name; there undoubtedly were more. Among
the officers wha achieved distinction were Brevet Major
General  Frederic Knefler, Brigadier General  Edward 8.
Solomon and Assistant Adjutant General Myer Asch; seven
Jews received the coveted Congressional Medal of Honor, the
highest award for bravery granted by the United States,

Although at the time of the World War the Jews of the
United States comprised about 3% of the total population,
Jews formed more than 4% of the nation's armed forces, At
least 200,000 of them served; three quarters of them were
in active combatant branches of their country's forces. Forty-
cight per cent were in the infantry, although only 26.6%
of the whole American army was infantry, 6.2% of the en-
tire army was in the quartermaster corps; but only 5.9%
of the Jews were in this relatively inactive service.

There were no more than 500,000 Jews in the British Em-
pire—men, women, children and aliens not eligible to serve
—but 50,000 Jews fought for England in the World War,
Five won the Victoria Cross, 49 the Distinguished Service
Order, 263 the Military Cross, 329 the Military Medal.
Licutenant-General - Sir John Monash  was  supreme  com-
mander of the Australian forces on the Western Front.

The Jews in the German army included about 17.6%, of
the tot] German Jewish population.  This figure was
seven tenths of 19 less than that of the entre country,
but in 1914 there was a disproportionate number of Jews
over sixty years of age, The 12,000 German Jewish war
casualties were in direct proportion to the total number of
Jews in the German population,

In Austria-IHungary 20%, of the Jewish population served
in the army; the corresponding figure for the general popu-
lation was only 18%,.

See: Consorrerion: Sorviei, Jrw As

Jews do nat serve as sol-
diers in the countries where

3. Allegations About Non-Jewish Individuals. a.
That Individuals Are Jews

Three types of non-Jews are labelled by the makers of
canards as Jews: (1) very successful persons, who are called

THE UNIVERSAL JEWISH ENCYCLOPEDIA
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Jews 1o accentunte the canard of Jewish economic domina-
tion: (2) individuals whose names are associated  with
crimes or with national disasters which visit suffering upon
the masses; (3) great liberals and humanitarians, who are
often called Jews in order to strike at the prineiples for
which they stand by utilizing existent anti-Jowish hatred.

Canarp
Pope Tius XI is a Jew
whose real name is Lipp-
mann (Valkischer Beobach-
ter).

Fact
This absurdity was broad-
cast when the Pope labelled
anti-Semitisi s unchristian
and said (Seprember, 1938),

“Anti-Semitism s . . . oA
movement in which we can-
not, we Christians, have any part whatsoever, . . . Spiritu-
ally we are all Semites.”
Biographics of the Popes are available in any library.

J. P. Morgan amd Com-
pany is a “Jewish banking- an old Lnglish and Ameri-
house.”  Morgan's name is  can family, There are no
Morganstern, Jewish partners in the Mor-

gan firm.,

Morgan is the name of

There are no  Kalmuck
Jews. The Kalmucks are a
Mongolian  wibe,  The  de-
scent of Lenin from a Russian noble family is established.

Lenin was a Kalmuck Jew,

The American  Roosevelt
family can be waced back
200 years to its non-Jewish
Dutch origin,

Franklin D. Roosevelt is a
Jew. IHis real name is Rosen-
feld.

b. Noted Individuals Who Were Anti-Jewish
Benjamin Franklin proph-
esied  ar the constitutional
convention of 178y that if
Jews were not  excluded
from the United States, they

This clumsy forgery actu-
ally contains words that be-
long to contemporary Ger-
many rather than to the
America of the 18th cent,

would  undermine  Chris-  Charles A, Beard, the Amer-
tianity  and  dominate  the  ican historian, wrote: “1 can-
country, not find a single original

source that gives the slight-

est justification for believing
that the “Prophecy™ is anything more than a bare-faced
forgery, . . . His (Pranklin's) well-known liberality in mat-
ters of religious opinions would, in fact, have precluded the
kind of utterances put in his mouth by this palpable
forgery.”

4. Jewish Domination. a. Political

CANARD Facr

This is not a  canard
against the Jews; it is a
slander  against the  whole
democratic structure of the
United States,

Jews have held a large
number of public offices in
America: more than fifty Jews have sat in Congress; at one
Lme (_1935) Jews were governors of four states. But these
were clecuive offices, and the incumbents were duly chosen
by the voters to represent and serve their fellow-citizens. In
no sense can this be termed “domination™; in no large city
has the controlling political machine been headed by a Jew.
Men who reached high places in the judiciary of the several
states were almost always elected by a state-wide vote. Of
the three Jews who served on the Supreme Court, two were
appointed by Democratic presidents, one by a Republican.
All three were approved by the popularly elected Senate of
the United States. The Jews in the diplomatie service of the
United States and in the cabinet were all appointed by non-
Jewish presidents (both Democrats and Republicans) and
approved by the Senate (very few of whose members were
Jewish). Of the appointive and Civil Service employees of
the federal government in Washington, about two per cent
were Jewish in 1939,

It is clear that the Jews in public office represent, not any

Jows have “more than
their share™ of political and
judicial offices in the United
States, and are domnating
the government.
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scheme of “Jewish domination,” but the will of the American
electorate,
b. Journalism

THE UNIVERSAL JEWISH ENCYCLOPEDIA

[8]
standing foreign loans.  Seven non-Jewish houses, eag)y of

which was larger than Kuhn, Loch & Co., conrealled ay g
gregate of almost 70%.

Cananrn
Jews control the press of
the United States and thus
mold public opinion o their
own cnds.

Facr
Save for the New York
Trmes, “which must rank
on any basis of real distine-
tion as the leading American

Jews dominate  English

banking and finance.

house represented on dts board,

In 1938 there was Nt &
single Jew among the ;e
tors of the Bank ol Engj,mt
and  no  Jewish b.‘mkim;
There were only e

newspaper,” the interest of

Jews in the field is small
(Fortune, February, 1936). The most influential factors in
the newspaper world are the press services, controlled by
individual non-Jews (Hearst, International News Serviee,
Howard, United Press) or by the member newspapers them-
selves  (Associated Press). The wo Jewish-owned news-
paper chains are the Lee Syndicate (Emanuel P. Adler) with
papers in such cities as Davenport, lowa, Hannibal, Mo.,
Madison, Wis,, and Kewanee, 11, and the Paul Block
papers, including the Pisburgh Post-Gazette, Toledo Blade
and Toledo Times. Virtually the only newspapers in other
large cities controlled by Jews are the Philadelphia Record
and Camden Courier-Post, Chattanooga Tines, Washington
Post and New York Pos,

Moses  Monteliore  was
never in Cracow. The first

Moses Montefiore  deliv-
ered a specch before a meet-

Jews among the 150 dircetors of the “Big Five” banks, i

ing of rabbis in Cracow, urg-
ing them to get possession
of the press of the entire
world as a means of scizing
power.

e. As Capitalists.

Canann

Jews have a strangle hold
on  American  industry  and
business,

meeting of rabbis i Cracow
took plice in 1gol, twenty-
three years after Montefiore's
death.

1) Industry

Facr
“There is no basis what-
ever for the suggestion that
Jews monopolize U, S, busi-
ness and industry ., . They

the other clearing house banks had no Jewish directorg.

The Rothschilds proposed
to divide the United States
in the Civil War and to con-
trol it financially thereaftor,
Disracli, addressing the fam-
ily, said: “Under this rool
are the heads of the family
of Rothschild—a name {a-
mous in every capital of
Europe and every division of
the plobe. If you like we
shall divide the United States
into two parts, one for vou,
James, and one for vou,
Lionel.  Napoleon will o
exactly and all thar T shall
advise m." (Social Justice,
February 12, 1940, p. 8.)

The statenment was g ged
to have been quuluf fr.ﬂm
John Reeves' The .‘x’n!)’.‘:g-}”‘lld;
(1887), p. 228, The teg o
the  book  actually Figgs:
“Under this roof are the
heads of the name and fyn
ily of Rothschild—a nype
famous i every capita]
Furope and every divigan
of the globe—a family ot
more regarded for i
riches than esteemed for
its honor, virtues, inggf
rity and public spipjy”
The  publishers  of Reeyes'
book, A. C. l\rk{‘.hu'_:; & i
of Chicago, in commengjpg
on the discrepancy betwpen
the statement in Socjul s

tice and the true text, added: “The tone of this book g 4l
of such o mauure that it would be difficult to believe that
in any subscquent edition or in any copies that we do pot
know about ar the present time, an attack on the Rothschyld

family would be made”

Jewish financiers had a
strangle hold  on Germam
before the World War (Nazi

(see allustration opposite ).

Of the hundred-odd -
tels  which  dominated e
ceonomic life of  Gertiggy

do not run banking . . .
They have an even more inconspicuous place in heavy in-
dustry . . . The clothing business is the spectacular and
outstanding  exception to the statement that Jewish indus-
trial interests are generally in the minority . ., In retailing,
though easily dominant in New York and in the northeast-
ern citics, Jews are in a definite minority over the coun-
try. . . " (excerpted  from  Fortune, Vebruary, 1936).
According to Harper's Magazine (April, 1939) only two
per cent of the country's leading non-financial corporations
were headed by Jews,

before the World War, aply
onc was cven partly eope
tolled by a Jew. Albent
Ballin, with the encouragement of the Kaiser, had Nego-
tated an agreement between Morgan's shipping trust gpd
the Hamburg-American and North German  Lloyd linest
this saved German shipping from being crippled by cope

canard ).

The Jews of the United
States are disproportionately
wealthy  and  wield  great
power,

Of the leading American
capitalist  families  discussed
in detail by Ferdinand Lund-
berg (a non-Jew) in Amer-

petition.  The other cartels were preponderantly free pf
Jews.

Walther Rathenau boasted Rathenau  actually  staged
that “three hundred Jewish  that “three  hundred men |
bank directors who all know — who all know each other

cich other control the ceo
nomic destiny of the Con-
tinent” (Roesicke in Bund

control the cconomic destipy
of the Continent.” The stage-
ment was part of a warnipg

rew’s o Families: there were

no Jewish families among
the ten wealthiest and most influential in the country; only
two were included in the first vwenty-five. Fifieen Family
groups were each assessed more than a million dollars in-
come tax in the boom year 1924, according to Lundberg;
not one of these leading money-makers was Jewish.

2) Finance
Canann Facr

Of the 93,000 bankers and
banking  officials  in  the
United States, not quite (oo
(slightly less than two-thirds
of 1%) were Jewish,

None of the five member banks of the New York Clear-
ing House with the largest capitalization can be considered
to be dominated by Jews (1939). Only thirty of the 420
dircetors of the various member banks were Jewish in 1933;
this number decreased during the late 1930's.

Jews dominate American

banking.

:IIL:.'lill*-'l the course of Ftirg:
pean finance, and the article
matle no reference 1o Jews
{(Newe Frete Presse, Decomber 35, 1909).

der Landuwiree).

d. As Communists
Facr {

Karl Marx was Jewish by |
birth, but he was baptized
as a child, educated as g
Protestant Christian, and was
outspokenly oppased 10 evervthing Jewish. Engels, co-authar
of The Communist Manifesto, was not Jewish, nor were
Herzen, Biclinsky, Pisarey, Tchernyshevsky and  Bakunin,
Trotsky was Jewish, but Lenin and Staling, both of whom
towered above Trotsky in importance in the Communist
party's history and ideology, were not,

Cananrp
Communism is 0 Jewish
invention,

Circulators of this canard
cliim to be quoting from
British ~ White  Paper

The Jewish banking firm
of Kuhn, Loch & Co. fi-
nanced the Bolshevist (No-  the

“International Jewish
bankers" control  America’s
foreign trade.

The Jewish banking house
with the greatest volume of
foreign  business in 1935
(Kuhn, Loch & Co.) had
exactly 2 88% of the out-

vember) Revolution in Rus-
st (cireulated by the Nazi
propaganda  bulletin - Welr-
dienst and by Father Cough-
lin).

Kussiw No. 1, A Collection
of Reports on Bolsheviem in
Regssie (1919) (on hle in the
New York Public Library
and elsewhere in the United
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CANARDS

States).  Actually the name Kuhn, Loch & Co, s no-
where mentioned in the document. Section eight, most fre-
quently cited by the spreaders of canards, deals not with
finance but with the exccution of the Crar.

Attempts o connect the Jews with the establishment and
financing of the Kerensky government are not canards
against the Jews, The Kerensky government was the war-
ume ally of the United States of America: the overthrow
of Czarism was hailed by Wilson, Hughes, "Taft, Root and
Theodore Roosevelt, and by the Vatican (March 22, 1917).

The Jews led the Com-

munist (November) Revolu-
tion in Russia,

All three orgunizations of
Jewish  Workers in Russia
declared against Bolshevism:
the Bund, the Serz and the
Ziwanist Poale-Zion, On March
15, 1918, Lenin's Commissariat for the administration of
Jewish affairs issued a manifesto attacking the Jewish work-
ers for their anti-Bolshevise attitude,
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about o preferential treatment of the Jews in Russit g
cither the product of abysmal ignorance or of malicigy
spreading of false invention,”

In the 1920's abour 35 per cent of the Russian Jewy Weg
reduced o the status of Hihentsy (deprived of all fil-.'}h;).
whercas the percentage of liihentzy in the non-Jewish Fiag-
ulation was less than six per cent. Zionism was cnmidi\ud
an adjunet of Dritish imperialism, and was proscribedd,

Anti-Semitism, which had been encouraged by the Ctiyriat
regime, was immediately forbidden under the Soviets, ot
as an example of favoritism but merely as a governMeqr
act of simple justice and decency.

5. Greed and Sacrilege

Canann Facr

Rabbi Wise wrote in the
Deborah: “If the Holy Vir-
gin only had consented to

Dr. Joshua Bloch, chiet of
the Jewish Division t_!f the
New York Public Libfyry,

In 1917, twenty-four of
the twenty-five “quasi cab-
inet members”  of Russia
were Jews  (Father Charles
E. Coughlin,

Frank Alfred Golder, in
his Documents of Russian
History, 19r4-17  (New
York, 1927, p. 61y), states
that there were fifteen, not

twenty-five, members of the

Soviet of People’s Commis-
sars, which was to “govern the country until the meeting
of the Constituent Assembly.” One of these, Leon Trowsky,
was Jewish, All the others—Lenin, Rykov, Miliutin, Shhap-
nikoy, Ovscenko, Krylenko, Dybenko, Nogin, Lunacharski,
Skvortsov, Oppokov, Teodorovich, Avilov and Stalin—were
not Jews. Coughlin®s list of names is traceable cither o the
German propaganda office or to Denis Fahey's The Mystical
Body of Christ in the Modern World, 4 book which Mon-
signor John A. Ryan called “definitely anti-Semitic.” Father
Fahey obtained the list from the London  antd-Semitic
weekly, the Patrior, which copied from the unofficial journal,
the Documentation Catholique of Paris. The Documentation
claimed as its source the American Seeret Service, but on
November 28, 1938, Frank [, Wilson, Chicf of the Secret
Service, stated officially (Press Service document No. 15-45)
that “it is quite certain that ne such report was ever made
by the United States Secret Service.,” This canard, five times
repeated, s thus traced back to a source that never existed,

“Jewish Communism" In the last two German

brought about the rise of
Fascism in Germany, “The
necessity of combatting Bol-
shevism is one of the funda-
mental  reasons for Jewish
legislation — in Germany”
(Adoll Hitler, Father Cough-

Reichstags (before the ascent
o power of the Nazi party)
there was not o single Jew-
ish deputy belonging to the
Canmmunist Party,

The last free election held
i Germany was in Novem-

ber, 1932, In that clection
fooo,000 Communist votes
were cast. The Jewish popu-
lation in 1932 was approximately son,oo0; the wal Com-
munist vote, accordingly, was twelve times as preat as the
total number of Jews (including children and aliens) in
the Reich.

lin and others).

Coughlin's  sttement s
sheer assertion, as the Com-
munist Party keeps no record
of the religious origin of its
members or oflicials. 1t may
be stated, however, that only
five of the seventy-one
members of  the Exccutive
Committee in 1930 appeared
to have been Jewish, that the number of Jews active in the
government dwindled in the 1930, and that in 1940 Lazar
Kaganovitch was definitely the sole Jewish member of the
Polithurean, supreme organ of the Communist Party.

In 1935 “the central com-
mittee of  the Communist
Party  operating  in Russia
consisted of fifty-nine mem-
bers, among  whom  were
fifty-six ~ Jews”  (Father
Charles E, Coughling.

Communism is beneficial
only to the Jews of Russia,

This was denicd by the
official Catholic newspaper of
Germany, Germania, on Jan-
wry 5, 1932; “We wish o
state with all possible emphasis that after thorough investi-
gation we have arrived at the conclusion thar all stories

states:

“In 1881, in an issut of
Deborak (German periodicl
of Jewish interest, published
in Cincinnati), Rabbi [sqe
M. Wise, editor, printed 2 leter from a correspondent Prg.
testing against the sucrilegious statement, said o have Dren
made by a vandeville comedian on the stage. The vatlde
villian's jest was picked up in Germany and falsely anribited
to Isaac M. Wise himself, who repudiated it publicly, ¢
was revived by Jew-baiters in the 1920's, imputed to R-‘_i)bi
Stephen S, Wise, and exploited in the annually recurring
pre-Christmas *Buy Gentile” campaign.”

have a boy born of her also
mn summer, we could have
had a Christmas time twice.”

See also: Avovan Zarar: ALENU; ANTI-SEMITISM

ArioN; Awrvamisng Berrer  UnpersTanping; Blot,
Joserit 8.5 Broop Accusarion and  the individugl
blood  accusations  enumerated:  Brotieriood  of
Man: Caprravisa:  CHRISTIANS, Jupaism's  ATTipOpg

Towarns; Conmmuonisar;  Eisenmencer, Jouann  An

mrEAS; FiNance) Frankein, Benjasing GENTILES; Josg-
pHUs; ManeTio; Paran Bures; Revenning JormanN voy;
Suvraan Arvcns Tarauon,

(The foregoing survey of anti-Jewish canards s a
product of collaboration, cach section having  been
written after consultation and collaboration by twao or
more individuals, The chicl task of shaping the ma
terial into final form was performed by Isaac Landman,
The editorial staT of the encyclopedia compiled the
material, assisted by Joshua Bloch, Sol Bernstein, Max
Lisenkramer, Solomon Landman and Max Reichler,)
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