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FOREWORD

by The British Anti-Zionist Organization - Palestine
Solidarity (BAZO-PS) 1981

The British Anti-Zionist Organization - Palestine Solidarity (BAZO-PS) being
founded in 1975 by, mostly, young people tended to concentrate its activities in
support of the PLO by exposing the imperialist nature of the Zionist enemy which
was, and still is, standing against Palestinian Self-Determination.

At that time, the leadership of the Organization had little real understanding
of the nature of the Zionist State and the mechanisms by which Zionism strives to
retain political control over the indigenous Jewish Communities throughout the
world. Such understandings were simply beyond us then.

However, we did notice one consistent Zionist theme, which was this:
Whenever the Zionist State is in political trouble either by being progressively
isolated in the U.N. by the Afro-Asian bloc or when under tactical pressure from its
friends in Western Europe to ‘see sense’ and agree to the formation of a Palestinian
Bantustan on the West Bank & Gaza, it resorts to its favorite excuse and raison
d’etre viz. ‘The State of Israel is the homeland of The Jewish People’ and ‘The only
way to prevent a second Holocaust is to defend the State against the world if
necessary’.

Using such ‘justifications’, Begin and his Nazi-like friends indiscriminately
bomb the Lebanon and selectively murder their political opponents throughout the
world. All in the name of protecting Jewry.

There was a time in the history of BAZO-PS when we had little to say about
the murder of millions of people by the Hitlerite Nazis, other than completely
opposing it as is expected of any anti-racist organization.

As for the disgraceful Zionist attempts to utilize the tragedy of the Holocaust
to boost the political prestige of ‘Israel’, we merely restricted ourselves to noting
that Nazism was a European phenomenon and that the Palestinian Arabs, having
no complicity in the murder of European Jewry, should not have been penalized by
having their homeland occupied by European colonial settlers.

In a word, if a Zionist State was to be established (which as an anti-racist
group we disagree with in principle), then it should have been established on the
European lands of the Nazi exterminators, and not on Palestinian lands.* The
opportunist attempts to exploit the tragedy of the Holocaust in the service of
Zionist ‘Israel’ by promoting the film series of the same name was the breaking
point with BAZO-PS.

The film series caused us to reconsider the accepted (Zionist) history of the
tragedy. In this we were encouraged by our Orthodox Jewish colleagues of Neturei
Karta who have been struggling against all manifestations of Zionist interference in
the life of the Jewish communities.

We imported and publicized their book, The Holocaust Victims Accuse,
written by Rabbi Moshe Shonfeld, throughout Britain. At one point, an advert for
the book was refused publication by the pro-Zionist periodicals, the Jewish
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Chronicle and Jewish Echo. The reader might well ask why such papers should
refuse to accept a paid advert for a book which deals with the Holocaust from the
Orthodox Jewish point of view and which was written by an Orthodox rabbi ?

In addition, our Organization suddenly found itself exposed to a major
slander campaign financed by ‘Israeli’ money : our members were termed ‘anti-
Semites’ except when they were of a Jewish origin they were characterized as ‘self-
haters’.

Since our initial baptism in such vicious slander we have read more and
more about the situation surrounding the tragedy of the Holocaust. So much so
that we are now capable of understanding the symbiotic relationship between
Zionism and anti-Semitic Nazism.

In Britain we are now the foremost accusers of Zionist-Nazi collaboration
and we mean to prove our views to the public. In this context we are convinced
that the following pamphlet, Zionist-Nazi Collaboration which was written by our
colleagues of the ‘Jews Against Zionism and Anti-Semitism’ group (JAZA) in
Australia and which was submitted in evidence in support of the Community 3CR
radio station in Australia, says it all.

3CR radio was accused by Zionist sympathizers of being anti-Semitic by
transmitting pro-Palestine broadcasts.

The so-called ‘Victoria Jewish Board of Deputies’ (VJBD) long since
dominated by pro-Zionist political attitudes complained about 3CR’s exposure of
the Zionist-Nazi collaboration issue.

In view of the fact that the truth of the matter has been extensively verified by
anti-racist organizations over the past two decades, yet public awareness of the
Issue is, to say the least, non-existent, we have no hesitation in publishing this
JAZA document in Britain with their permission and in cooperation with AZAN
(Anti-Zionists Against the Nazis).

It is in the interests of Zionism to hush up the whole matter, yet the issue
keeps coming to the fore in the most unlikely journals. For example, the respected
and widely-read magazine History Today ran what it described as a ‘fascinating’
article by Dr. Jacob Boas entitled ‘A Nazi Goes to Palestine’ in its January, 1980
issue. (see p. iv).

This brought the predictable and dreary outcry from Zionist agents in this
country. But the truth will come out. Even the pro-Zionist Jewish Chronicle ran a
three-part series entitled ‘Holocaust - The Hidden Truth’. Dubbed ‘a disturbing
and startling enquiry’, its author and so-called expert, Walter Laqueur purported
to investigate ‘how the news of the ‘Final Solution’ became known to, and was dealt
with by, the leaders of world Jewry.’ (see p. V).

Needless to say our Mr. Laqueur stayed far away from any suggestion of
Zionist-Nazi Collaboration which resulted in his series being rather contradictory.
Our attempt at unraveling Mr. Laqueur’s contradictions, which took the form of a
letter to the Jewish Chronicle, was ignored. Understandably from a Zionist’s point
of view.

Well, Zionism may decide it could ignore our letter, but we will see if it can
ignore this pamphlet. It is our view that only a dishonest person can read this
pamphlet through to the end, with all its evidence, and still support racist Zionism.

BAZO-PS 1981

* Note that it is exactly what the Iranian President Ahmadinejed just said
(Dec. 2005), triggering an uproar in the Western media.
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Nazi-Zionist Collaboration:

Authors' preface

Readers solely interested in the historical question of Zionist-Nazi
Collaboration could start reading from chapter 5, 'The Kastner Case’. However, the
earlier sections are of some interest in describing how a typical Zionist ‘campaign’
works and why many Jews and others are deceived into supporting them. So this
submission to the Australia Broadcasting Tribunal is reprinted here unchanged
except for minor sub-editing and the addition of reference notes.

Community Radio 3CR in Melbourne, Australia is a federation of many
affiliates with varying political views. It is biased towards the working class and
opposed to imperialism and racism. Therefore, Zionist organizations are refused
affiliation or air-time.

Anti-Zionist affiliates such as the Palestine-Australia Solidarity Committee
and the Palestine Arab Club are allowed to broadcast their views uncensored.

Unable to accept this open reversal of the usual situation, the Zionist
movement through the ‘Victorian Jewish Board of Deputies’, (VJBD ) launched an
extremely vicious smear campaign against 3CR. This centered on allegations of
anti-Semitism, but also ‘terrorism’ and all the rest of it.

Since 3CR is entirely self-supporting and has a public and democratic
decision-making process, the normal means of pressure and manipulation did not
work, although they did do a great deal of damage and exacerbated the Station’s
internal problems.

Consequently, an all-out campaign was launched in the Australian media
which resulted in a public enquiry by the Australian Broadcasting Tribunal into
whether the Station’s license to broadcast should be revoked. The Zionist
‘Victorian Jewish Board of Deputies’, (VJBD) claimed at this enquiry that
allegations of ‘Nazi-Zionist collaboration’ during the Holocaust were the most
offensive material broadcast by 3CR affiliates, being simply a paranoid anti-
Semitic conspiracy theory intended to bait the Melbourne Jewish Community.

The only ‘evidence’ submitted by the VIBD to refute such broadcasts was a
brief statement by a Melbourne University academic, Dr. John Foster. We have
reprinted this statement in full in Appendix A., (Address deleted for digital
reproduction) since reference is made to it in this booklet, and readers should be
able to judge for themselves what weighty arguments for censoring radio
broadcasts were being replied to.

Although evidence by Rabbi's Levi and Gutnick, Mr. Bloch and other VIBD
witnesses has been referred to in passing, they are not reprinted here as they were
simply expressing general outrage and did not even attempt to refute specific
allegations. To substantiate the broadcasts ‘Jews Against Zionism and Anti-
Semitism’, (JAZA) another 3CR affiliate, prepared a detailed study on ‘Nazi-Zionist
Collaboration’.

This submission was prepared rather hurriedly, and specifically for the public
enquiry into 3CR, rather than as a comprehensive survey of the question.
Nevertheless, we are reprinting it here unchanged except for minor sub-editing
and the edition of reference notes.

Although by no means comprehensive, the evidence submitted by JAZA was
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apparently sufficient for the VIBD to decide it did not want a public enquiry into
these allegations at any cost.

As explained in Appendix B, the VIBD withdrew from the enquiry with none
of its demands met, after a unilateral declaration by Radio 3CR, which reaffirmed
its original position. (Appendix C).

For more than a year since then, anti-Zionist broadcasts by 3CR affiliates
have continued unchanged and Zionists have been given no right of reply. So far,
the Zionists have done nothing to resume their media campaign against 3CR, and
VJBD President, Arnold Bloch has resigned his position.

Since the same allegations have been repeated on the air many times, there is
no doubt that Zionists still find them 'offensive’. But they no longer want a public
enquiry into them. Anyone reading this book will understand why.

In addition to the 'Nazi-Zionist Collaboration' material, JAZA and other 3CR
affiliates presented a good deal of material on other aspects of Zionism,
substantiating broadcasts alleging that it is a racist movement and so forth.

This included some material on the history of Zionism, and how it came to
dominate Jewish communities, and particular reference to the role played by 'left-
wing Zionism' in confusing the issues.

Some of this material is being prepared for publication by BAZO-PS and will
appear as a separate book.

Many people, both in JAZA and outside it assisted in preparing this material
and commenting on it. Most will have to remain nameless for various reasons
(including Zionist terrorism).

Mention should be made of the assistance of Frans Timmermann in sub-
editing and preparing the reference notes and, of course, BAZO-PS for re-typing,
publishing and distributing.

A further edition is planned for wider circulation and dealing with Nazi-
Zionist Collaboration in its own right, quite apart from the 3CR enquiry. Any
comments and suggestions should be sent to JAZA, Melbourne. (post 2005
enquiries to Lastsuperpower.)

Finally, questions have been raised about reference to Jews as an ethnic or
national minority group rather than simply as adherents of a particular religion.
These questions come from PLO supporters as well as the usual queries from
Zionists as to how some JAZA members can call themselves Jews if they are not
Zionists and not religious. This is an important issue which has a bearing on the
future status of Israeli Jews in a democratic solution to the Palestine problem.

Space precludes a proper analysis here, but a few words are necessary. Most
of the people in countries like Australia and the USA who are generally called
'‘Jews' are more accurately 'people of Jewish origin'. Most are already quite fully
assimilated into the nations in which they live but they still retain some specifically
'‘Jewish’ cultural characteristics which have very little to do with religion.

What they have in common is not membership of the mythical Zionist ‘world-
wide Jewish Nation' but parents, grandparents or great grandparents who once
spoke the Yiddish language and were part of recognized national minorities in
Eastern European countries like Poland and Russia (this, of course, has nothing to
do with 'race’).

A comparison could be made with people of Gypsy origin (another European
minority people who were wiped out by the Nazis). But it is quite misleading, and
plays into the hands of Zionism, to define Jews by 'religion’ as the only alternative
to Zionism.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The Victorian Jewish Board of Deputies has emphasized accusations of Nazi-
Zionist collaboration as the material it finds most offensive and has claimed that
3CR broadcasters take delight in driving the Jewish community, into frenzy, by
making such allegations. We in Jews Against Zionism and Anti-Semitism have
made a detailed study of this question and wish to present our findings to this
inquiry.

Although we do not even speak the necessary foreign languages to be able to
survey the primary sources, we do claim to know a lot more about it than Dr.
Foster does, having carefully studied the secondary sources on both sides instead
of only one side.

Our evidence will show that claims of Nazi-Zionist collaboration broadcast on
some 3CR programs are well founded and thoroughly documented in a substantial
literature accessible to non-experts with a bit of hard work.

They are not fantasies, let alone anti-Semitic fantasies.

Broadcasts about Nazi-Zionist collaboration are a reflection on the airwaves
of Australia of written material long accepted as part of the serious literature on
the subject, and which has long been legally available in the State of Israel.

Any apparent strangeness and ‘extremism’, of these broadcasts, is not
because they reflect the views of a lunatic fringe, but because this serious literature
Is not readily available in Australia and is therefore unfamiliar to listeners.

In passing, we should mention that allegations of Nazi-Zionist collaboration
do not originate, as is often claimed and widely assumed, from Arab answers to
Israel's use of the Holocaust as a propaganda weapon.

Nor, as should be obvious from 3CR's hostile attitude to the Soviet Union, are
they a result of Soviet propaganda on this subject.

Nor are these allegations meant to excuse Palestinian Arab collaborators with
Nazism, such as the Grand Mufti of Jerusalem.

Only Zionists, with their fundamentally racialist outlook, imagine that
collaboration is an accusation one can level against a whole ethnic group, or that
one can refute such accusations by proving that people of the same ethnic origin as
the accuser are also guilty of the same crime.

Since Israel's exploitation of the Holocaust for propaganda is so blatant, the
assumption, that accusations of Zionist collaboration must be a propaganda reply,
seems fairly natural. But in fact most of the available English language literature
on this subject was written by Jews long before the modern Palestinian revolution
got going.

The issue was first raised on 3CR, in the second edition of Palestine Speaks
that went to air, by two Palestinian Jews, one of whom happened to have worked
in the law office that handled the most famous Israeli court case concerning Nazi
collaboration. The debate has since escalated, with increasingly hysterical Zionist
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accusations against 3CR, being used to provoke more comments on this subject in
reply.

Presumably the Zionist assumption was that no hard evidence would be
available to back these allegations up. If so, we will now refute that assumption.

In doing so, we have deliberately avoided relying much on the substantial
amount of material recently published by the Soviet Union and its supporters for
their own reasons.

Among the sources we have relied on are the publications of the '‘Guardians of
the City' or 'Neturei Karta' - orthodox religious Jews who live strictly according to
Torah. These include the book; The Holocaust Victims Accuse by Reb Moshe
Shonfeld, (*) which was first published as a series of articles in the Israeli Hebrew
magazine Digleinu in the years 1961 to 1964, and the article 'Some of my Best
Friends are Nazis' by N. Glaserz, published in the New York Jewish Guardian,
Volume 2, Number 2. (?)

We have also used the book Perfidy _by Ben Hecht, (3) an extreme Zionist of
the Menachem Begin (‘Revisionist’) variety. (4) This was originally published in
English in New York in 1961, and has since been reprinted in Hebrew in Israel in
1970. It is now available in an English reprint edition from the Neturei Karta.

This material is virtually inaccessible in Australia due to active Zionist
suppression, and does not circulate at all, either within the Jewish community or
outside it.

We have also made some use of Eichmann in Jerusalem by Dr. Hannah
Arendt, (°) who also supports the existence of the State of Israel, and a number of
other serious works, generally written from a pro-Zionist standpoint.

None of these writers could be even remotely described as 'left-wing’, and
their books have nothing to do with the Arab-Israeli dispute. So far as Ben Hecht
and Rabbi Shonfeld are concerned, there are probably no other subjects we could
agree on, except the fact that the top Zionist leadership did collaborate with the
Nazis and that this fact should be known to the public.

We have provided copies of these and other related works to the Tribunal and
we ask that they be read carefully before any decision is contemplated that might
inhibit 3CR from permitting its affiliates to continue broadcasting these
allegations.

Before documenting the allegations themselves, we would like to comment on
the reactions to them within the Jewish community, based on our own
experiences, talking to relatives and friends.

! Reb Moshe Shonfeld, The Holocaust Victims Accuse: Documents and Testimony on Jewish War
Criminals Part 1, Neturei Karta of USA, New York, 1977.

%N, Glaser, Some of my best friends are Nazis, Jewish Guardian Vol.2, No. 2 (Nov. 1978), p. 22-24.
® Ben Hecht, Perfidy, Julian Messner, Inc., New York, 1961.

* This does not refer to a departure from Marxism. The Union of Zionists-Revisionists was founded
in the early 1920s as an extreme right-wing split-off from the official Zionist movement.

® Hannah Arendt, Eichmann in Jerusalem. The Viking Press, New York, 1965.
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2. JEWISH COMMUNITY REACTIONS

There is no doubt that Zionists have become rather frenzied about these
allegations of Nazi collaboration and do consider them offensive. Any Zionist who
believes the allegations to be false is naturally offended about a movement he or
she supports being accused of collaborating with something so vile as Nazism.

Most people who call themselves Zionists see Zionism as just a sort of Jewish
cultural and philanthropic movement friendly to the State of Israel, and have very
little idea of what it really involves.

The very small number of hard core Zionists who know anything about
Zionist-Nazi collaboration also find it offensive to be reminded about this, and are
naturally in a frenzy to prevent others finding out about it, although why they
imagine that a public hearing will help suppress the information remains a
mystery.

Thus there is no doubt that Zionist indignation about these particular
broadcasts is quite genuine, even though a great deal of their outrage about other
aspects of 3CR programs is somewhat synthetic.

As for the Jewish community as a whole, there is also no doubt a widespread
hostile reaction on this question.

However, it is not all that widespread, and even more important, it is not a
hostile reaction to what is actually broadcast on 3CR, but to what Jews have been
told is being broadcast on 3CR.

2.1  Anti-Semitism and Anti-Zionism

There are two major anti-Semitic conspiracy theories, which are well known
within the Jewish community and give particular offence to Jews. One is that the
holocaust never happened and is essentially a 'Zionist Hoax', as for example put
forward by the neo-Nazi Professor Butz in his book The Hoax of the Twentieth
Century. (8)[note by aaargh: of course, Prof. Butz is not neo-nazi
anymore than the leftist authors of the present pamphlet. ] The other is
that the Holocaust was deliberately arranged by the Zionists who more or less
tricked the Nazis into it in order to win sympathy. This theory, based on the
Protocols of the Elders of Zion, () has been put forward by the notorious
[Australian] anti-Semite Eric Butler in his book The International Jew. (8)

Both these conspiracy theories use the term 'Zionist' primarily as a code
word, or else a euphemism, for 'Jew', if they use it at all.

Both draw sustenance from reference to some actual facts about connections

® Arthur R. Butz, The Hoax of the Twentieth Century, Historical Review Press, Warwickshire, 1976.
" The Protocols of the Elders of Zion is an anti-Semitic tract falsely purporting to uncover an
international Jewish conspiracy aimed at world power. It was written in the 1890s by an agent of
the Russian secret police.

® Eric D. Butler, The International Jew: The truth about the Protocols of Zion, Adelaide, New
Times, 1947.

- 10 -
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between Jews, or Zionists and Nazis, but intertwine them with various fantasies,
and are quite clearly examples of anti-Semitic paranoia rather than any genuine
analysis of Zionism as a specific political movement.

People in the Jewish community are very conscious that the use of 'Zionist' as
a code word for 'Jew' is now quite common in anti-Semitic literature, whether
done subtly as, by Professor Butz, and the modern Eric Butler, or crudely as in the
old Eric Butler; or in modern neo-Nazi publications such as the newspaper Attack
which is freely distributed without legal interference in Australia.

This common use of the term 'Zionist', has been used, for example in 'The
Australian League of Rights’, (°) by Andrew Campbell, an intelligence officer in the
'Civil Service', to suggest that left wing anti-Zionism is strikingly similar to the
anti-Semitic views of the League of Rights.

In fact some of Eric Butler's material is strikingly similar, for the simple
reason that it is copied directly from anti-Zionist publications, even to the point of
enthusiastically endorsing the views of anti-Zionist Jews.

No doubt our evidence at this inquiry will also be used by Eric Butler in that
way, but this cannot be helped.

The point is that if one wants to discredit Jews as an ethnic group, it makes a
good deal of sense to talk about Zionism and the savage atrocities it has
committed, just as it would make sense to talk about Nazism if one wished to
discredit Germans.

An examination of League of Rights publications shows quite clearly that
there is no flow of anti-Semitic ideas into genuine anti-Zionist material, but simply
an adoption of some anti-Zionist arguments by anti-Semites.

There is a flow the other way in some propaganda from the more reactionary
Arab governments a decade or so ago. We have included in our evidence a sample
from Israel's good friend of today, the Egyptian Government, in order to highlight
the contrast between this sort of material and the purely anti-Zionist, not anti-
Semitic material published by the Palestinian liberation forces and used in 3CR
broadcasts.

Nevertheless, considerable emphasis has been given in Zionist propaganda,
to the existence of such Arab anti-Semitic literature, even years after it stopped
coming out. For example see Isi Liebler's book The Case for Israel, which is
virtually a text book at Mount Scopus College. (1)

This does create an atmosphere in which broadcasts apparently attacking
'Zionists' rather than 'Jews' will be viewed with some suspicion, rather than simply
being taken at face value, within the Jewish community.

It would not be surprising if some anti-Semites did try to attach themselves to
genuine anti-Zionist activities as an opportunity to have a go at Jews, just as anti-
Catholics may have tended to line up with the left-wing of the Australian Labour
Party (ALP) in the 1955 split.

In fact no such tendency has been observed in Australia to our knowledge,
and it would not be tolerated if it ever did emerge. On the contrary, it has always
been noticeable that people with anti-Semitic inclinations have tended to favour
Zionism, which confirms their prejudice that Jews are somehow alien 'to Australia
and belong elsewhere. Mr. B.H. for example, reflected a much more anti-Semitic
attitude than is common in Australia, when as a child he got into a fight with
another school student simply because the latter was Jewish, and he also reflects a

° Andrew Campbell, The Australian League of Rights, Outback Press, Melbourne, 1978.
19si Leibler, The Case for Israel, Executive Council of Australian Jewry, Melbourne, 1972.
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much more pro-Zionist attitude than is common in Australia.

He has admitted publicly that his earlier anti-Semitism is connected with his
later pro-Zionism. But most Australians who are not particularly interested in
bashing Jewish school students are not particularly interested in sponsoring
Jewish emigration to the State of Israel either.

Another factor relevant to Jewish reactions to 3CR is widespread concern
within the Jewish community about allegedly 'anti-Zionist' campaigns in the Soviet
Union and Eastern Europe which appear to have little to do with Middle East
politics and have been characterized as essentially anti-Semitic.

Despite 3CR's exclusion of the Australia Soviet Friendship Society in the
same way that it excludes 'Paths to Peace’, there is a lot of Zionist propaganda
within the Jewish community about a sort of 'Soviet, Arab, Left-Wing Conspiracy’,
rather like the 'International Zionist, Communist Conspiracy'. This lends
plausibility to Zionist efforts to picture attacks on Zionism in 3CR broadcasts as a
form of anti-Semitism similar to the 'anti-Zionist' campaigns of Eastern Europe.

In fact, anti-Semitic use of the term 'Zionist' as a code word for 'Jew’, has
nothing whatever in common with the correct use of this term on 3CR programs
dealing with the activities of the State of Israel, and its supporters in Australia, just
as normal references to 'Nazism' on 3CR and in other media has nothing to do with
anti-German hate propaganda.

'Zionism', and 'Zionist' are simply the only correct terms that can be used in
the context 3CR programs use them, and they cannot be avoided simply because
anti-Semites also use these terms in a quite different way. All 3CR programs can
do about it is repeatedly state that they do not mean 'Jews', or 'Judaism’, which is
precisely what those programs do in fact repeatedly say.

2.2 How Zionists stir up hostility to 3CR

The whole difficulty is that this situation is being deliberately exploited by
Zionists, who themselves believe that a Jew is or ought to be automatically a
Zionist, and who repeatedly confuse the issue by spreading deliberate lies within
the Jewish community, saying that this is also the way 3CR programs use the term
Zionist.

The responsibility for that clearly lies with the people who are doing it, not
with 3CR.

Indeed, there is a problem that 3CR broadcasters tend to bend over
backwards not to talk about Jews at all when it would be perfectly legitimate to
discuss the fact that most Jews tend to be strongly pro-Israel, and to discuss the
influence of the Jewish community in Australia, as an important factor biasing
public debate against the Palestinian viewpoint.

The distinction between ‘Zionist’ and ‘Jew’ is perfectly clear when the pro-
Palestinian broadcasts talk about Zionism in connection with the activities of the
state of Israel and its supporters in Australia, while anti-Semites also talk about
Zionism in connection with the fluoridation of water supplies and other related
matters.

The distinction is also clear when pro-Palestinian broadcasts talk about the
pro-Zionist and anti-Palestinian bias of the media in Australia and the various
attempts by Zionists to manipulate and control the public debate on Palestine.

Nevertheless, this does leave the way open for Zionists to pick isolated

- 12 -
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phrases out of context and misrepresent the situation to the Jewish community as
though 3CR programs were referring to the familiar anti-Semitic fantasies about a
'‘Jewish owned press' etc.

This does stimulate some reaction against 3CR, but not a great deal because
most people, whether Jewish or not, have at least heard of allegations about the
pro-Israeli bias of the media and can understand the distinction between this
guestion and fantasies about 'Jewish ownership'.

Thus, when Rabbi Levi points, out that 'not one Jew owns or controls a
daily newspaper or TV or radio station in Australia’, most people hearing
him, are not likely to take it for granted that this is really a refutation of anything
said on 3CR.

But when 3CR programs talk about 'Zionist-Nazi collaboration' during the
Holocaust, they are NOT using the term 'Zionist' in a similar context to its use in
anti-Semitic conspiracy theories well known within the Jewish community, and in
a context which has nothing directly to do with the Palestine question, but, which
is well known to be a common theme in the propaganda of the Soviet Union, a
country whose policies are now widely believed to be anti-Semitic.

Since most people, whether Jewish or not, have never even heard of
accusations that there was collaboration between Nazis and Zionists during the
Holocaust, except in the context of anti-Semitic conspiracy theories or Soviet
propaganda, this is a situation where people are far more likely to readily accept
that 3CR programs are saying what Zionists claim they are saying, and it is an
almost ideal situation for Zionists to exploit.

Naturally Zionists do not wish to have to actually answer accusations of
collaboration, and have in fact scrupulously avoided doing so - preferring to set up
the 'expert witness' Dr. Foster as fall guy instead. They have every reason to wish to
create confusion as to what allegations have actually been made on 3CR, and have
done so in their usual expert way by quoting isolated accusations without quoting
the supporting evidence.

Not only have Zionists managed to create a widespread impression that 3CR
Is in some way associated with the anti-Semitic conspiracy theories of Professor
Butz, in a way documented in Nation Review of 7 June, but within the Jewish
community at least, Zionists have been able to create an impression that 3CR is in
some way associated with the theories of Eric Butler.

What is really striking however, is that it is the very people who have been
quite deliberately confusing this issue in order to stir up hostility within the Jewish
community, who now appear before the Broadcasting Tribunal claiming to be
offended! Moreover, they are 'offended’ mainly by broadcasts which have quite
clearly been made in direct response to a debate provoked by them, and which are
mainly angry responses to the vicious accusations of anti-Semitism that have
constantly been made.

Thus, when Rabbi Levi says, ‘the anti-Semitic content of the 3CR
programme has included the theory that the Jews murdered
themselves in World War Two’, he is not commenting on the content of 3CR
programs, as can be seen from the transcripts, but is simply repeating what he has
been telling members of the Jewish community over and over again.

When such lies, supported by quotations taken out of context are circulated
widely within the Jewish community over a long period of time, it is not surprising
that they can provoke some real indignation which would never have resulted from
the actual broadcasts themselves.

Zionists may not be quite as respected within the Jewish community as they
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like to think they are, but when they loudly and repeatedly claim that 3CR
programs are ‘exterminatory anti-Semitism, similar to Nazi propaganda during the
holocaust’, that the Station 'spews forth anti-Semitic material’, and has a 'ban on
Jewish groups affiliating' and so on; and when these claims are taken up in the
national press, people in the Jewish community, like most others, will not readily
assume that those making these statements are simply telling breathtaking lies.

We have submitted as evidence some genuine examples of Nazi propaganda
and other examples of what Rabbi Levi calls ‘exterminatory anti-Semitism’ so that
the Tribunal can see for itself just how much truth there is in his accusations.

The extreme viciousness of this accusation may also help the Tribunal to
understand why some 3CR broadcasters have been provoked, unwisely perhaps,
into replying with such terms of abuse as 'lying Zionist' etc.

2.3 How Zionist Misrepresentation of 3CR Can Be
Effective

Our main point is that these accusations of Rabbi Levi and company go far to
explain whatever hostility there is towards 3CR within the Jewish community. The
plain fact is that Rabbi Levi and company have a very much wider audience within
the Jewish community than 3CR does, and most people who have heard the
accusations against 3CR and signed petitions etc have never even heard the
allegedly offensive programs.

Repeated and well advertised statements that 3CR continually ‘spews forth’
anti-Semitic material will not be taken literally by most Jews, any more than it will
by most other Australians.

But there are substantial numbers of Jewish people in Melbourne, as Mr.
Bloch, Rabbi Levi, Rabbi Gutnick, Sam Lipski and company well know, who have
lived through a time when radio stations and newspapers really did spew forth
such material, and who will not take such accusations with the necessary grain of
salt and will not feel particularly inclined to tune into the station to check it out.

Quite a few such people do not speak English as a first language and are
doubly vulnerable to this kind of cynical political manipulation.

On tuning in to a pro-Palestinian 3CR program and finding that it does attack
'Zionism' and 'Zionists' in a very hostile and uncompromising way, which
unfortunately is sometimes not very sophisticated or persuasive, and is always
totally opposed to the thoughts and feelings towards Israel of the large majority of
Jews in Melbourne, it is not surprising if many Jewish people in Melbourne
assume that they are not being lied to by messieurs Bloch, Levi, Gutnick, Lipski
and company, and that other broadcasts they have not actually heard really do
contain the juicy anti-Semitic sentiments they allege.

Since many people cannot distinguish clearly between being strongly opposed
to the views someone else is expressing, and being personally insulted and
offended by something 'offensive’, it is really rather surprising that the campaign
by Rabbi Levi and company, the 'well orchestrated campaign' described by Mr.
Bloch, has not been more successful.

Some insight into the way indignation can be provoked by a dishonest
campaign of this sort is provided by the evidence of Kim Beazley, of Perth,
(Update-2005-leader of the ALP opposition) who would presumably be reliant on
the VJIBD rather than a radio receiver, for information as to what 3CR broadcasts
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in Melbourne have been saying, (from some 4500 km away).
According to Mr. Beazley:

'‘By the strange perversion of fact which makes the station
suggest that Hitler was an instrument of Zionism they would
logically have to suggest Arab governments were instruments of
Zionism, if persecutions and expulsions are Zionist strategy. With
a twisting of fact which is purely startling, they turn the
undoubted fact that persecution of Jews has built up the migration
flow to Israel into a plot by the persecuted, as if they were
responsible for their own persecution.’

Of course, no 3CR program has ever suggested that Hitler was an instrument
of Zionism, just as there has been no claim that Zionists welcomed the Holocaust,
let alone organized it. That Mr. Beazley should believe these are issues raised by
3CR is testimony to the efficiency of the Zionist propaganda machine rather than
the transmitting power of that radio station.

Mr. Beazley, may be pleased to note however that Palestinian supporters have
denounced reactionary Arab governments for persecuting and expelling Jews,
pointing out that this does aid Zionism and has been actively promoted by
Zionists.

Let us get it quite clear. The accusation that has been made in some 3CR
programs is that some Zionists, including the top Zionist leadership, actively
collaborated with the Nazis even to the point of assisting them to exterminate
European Jewry. That is a very strong accusation and there is no need to confuse it
with any stronger ones.
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3. WHAT IS COLLABORATION ?

The term ‘collaboration’ has a definite meaning which does not always imply
common aims, voluntary cooperation or equal partnership.

Marshal Pétain, Head of State of Vichy France, for example, is generally held
to have been a Nazi collaborator because he assisted the Nazis to do their dirty
work in France, although it is not suggested that he actually had the common aim
of wanting to see the Germans rule France, or that he was an equal partner, or that
his collaboration was not the involuntary result of France being defeated in the
war.

The point is that while most French people either resisted or just went about
their business and did what they had to, to survive, Petain and his associates
actively collaborated with the enemy that had occupied France, and for that they
stand condemned.

Another term, ‘Quisling’, is sometimes used, especially in Israeli literature
about Jewish collaborators with Nazism, although it should properly be applied
only to collaborators who had exactly the same aims as the enemy.

It is well known within the Jewish community, although less widely known
outside, that there were many Jewish collaborators with the Nazis, just as there
were collaborators among all other people subjected to the Nazi jackboot. These
included members of the so-called ‘Judenrat’, or Jewish Councils in the ghettoes,
almost all the Jewish Police in the ghettoes, and all the Jewish Gestapo agents and
concentration camp trustees or ‘Kapos’.

The only dispute is a semantic one as to whether ‘collaborator’ is the
appropriate term for people who were not actually Quislings, and who usually
collaborated primarily in order to save their own necks. There is no real dispute
that ‘collaborator’ is the proper term in many of these cases; and it can be applied
to certain Jews who actively assisted the Nazis, even though they did not have the
same aims as the Nazis and were in many cases exterminated along with the rest
when their usefulness had ended.

The State of Israel even has a special law for dealing with these people, which
IS unique in applying to crimes committed outside Israeli territory and before the
State came into existence, and also unique in providing for the death penalty and
being exempted from the statute of limitations.

The only dispute is whether top Zionist leaders are guilty of collaboration and
whether they should be executed in accordance with this law. Naturally, most
Zionists deny it, although by no means all, since the facts about Nazi-Zionist
collaboration have been exposed by prominent Zionists including the present
Israeli Minister for Justice, Shmuel Tamir. (1) Those who deny it often get quite
frenzied about it and pretend that Zionism is being accused of responsibility for
Nazism so as to avoid answering the accusations of collaboration with Nazism.

Y Tamir has since resigned.
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4. HANNAH ARENDT

The fuss about 3CR is not the first time Zionists have responded to
accusations of Nazi collaboration by confusing the issue, and it is worth studying
an earlier example to understand the techniques used.

In her book Eichmann in Jerusalem, Dr. Hannah Arendt, who is neither left-
wing nor pro-Palestinian, and who supports the existence of Israel as a Jewish
State, touched on some of the questions involved, although she did not really hit
the sore spots and did not directly accuse the Zionist movement of collaboration
with Nazism.

4.1 Zionist emigration and Gestapo expulsion
Hannah Arendt wrote:

'During its first few years, Hitler’s rise to power appeared to the Zionists
chiefly as ‘the decisive defeat of assimilationism’. Hence, the Zionists could,
for a time, at least, engage in a certain amount of non-criminal cooperation
with the Nazi authorities; the Zionists too believed that ‘dissimilation’,
combined with the emigration to Palestine of Jewish youngsters and, they
hoped, Jewish capitalists, could be a ‘mutually fair solution.” At the time,
many German officials held this opinion, and this kind of talk seems to have
been quite common up to the end. A letter from a survivor of Theresienstadt,
a German Jew, relates that all leading positions in the Nazi-appointed
'Reichsvereinigung’ were held by Zionists (whereas the authentically Jewish
‘Reichsvertretung’ had been composed of. both Zionists and non-Zionists),
because Zionists, according to the Nazis, were the ‘decent’ Jews since they too
thought in 'national’ terms. To be sure, no prominent Nazi even spoke
publicly in this vein ; from beginning to end, Nazi propaganda was fiercely,
unequivocally, uncompromisingly anti-Semitic, and eventually nothing
counted but what people who were still without experience in the mysteries of
totalitarian government dismissed as ‘mere propaganda’. There existed in
those first years a mutually highly satisfactory agreement between the Nazi
authorities and the Jewish Agency for Palestine - a 'Ha'avarah', or Transfer
Agreement, which provided that an emigrant to Palestine could transfer his
money there in German goods and exchange them for pounds upon arrival.

It was soon the only legal way for a Jew to take his money with him (the
alternative then being the establishment of a blocked account, which could be
liguidated abroad only at a loss of between fifty and ninety-five percent). The
result was that in the thirties, when American Jewry took great pains to
organize a boycott of German merchandise, Palestine, of all places, was
swamped with all kinds of ‘goods made in Germany’. Of greater importance
for Eichmann were the emissaries from Palestine, who would approach the
Gestapo and the S.S. on their own initiative, without taking orders from
either the German Zionists or the Jewish Agency for Palestine. They came in
order to enlist help for the illegal immigration of Jews into British-ruled
Palestine, and both the Gestapo and the S.S were helpful.

They negotiated with Eichmann in Vienna, and they reported that he
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was ‘polite’, ‘not the shouting type’, and that he even provided them with
farms and facilities for setting up vocational training camps for prospective
immigrants. (‘On one occasion, he expelled a group of nuns from a convent to
provide a training farm for young Jews’, and on another ‘a special train was
made available and Nazi officials accompanied’ a group of emigrants,
ostensibly headed for Zionist training farms in Yugoslavia, to see them safely
across the border.) According to the story told by Jon and David Kimche,
with ‘the full and generous cooperation of all the chief actors’ (The Secret
Roads: The ‘lllegal’ Migration of a People, 1938-1948, London, 1954), these
Jews from Palestine spoke a language not totally different from that of
Eichmann. They had been sent to Europe by the communal settlements in
Palestine, and they were not interested in rescue operations: ‘That was not
their job’ they wanted to select ‘suitable material’, and their chief enemy,
prior to the extermination program, was not those who made life impossible
for Jews in the old countries, Germany or Austria, but those who banned to
the new homeland; that enemy was definitely Britain and not Germany.
Indeed, they were in a position to deal with the Nazi authorities on a footing
amounting to equality, which native Jews were not, since they enjoyed the
protection of the mandatory power; they were probably among the first Jews
to talk openly about mutual interests and were certainly the first to be given
permission ‘to pick young Jewish pioneers’ from among the Jews in the
concentration camps. Of course, they were unaware of the sinister
implications of this deal, which still lay in the future; but they too somehow
believed that if it was a question of selecting Jews for survival, the Jews
should do the selecting themselves. It was this fundamental error in
judgment that eventually led to a situation in which the non-selected majority
of Jews inevitably found themselves confronted with two enemies - the Nazi
authorities and the Jewish authorities.’ (12)

4.2 The Jewish Councils

On collaboration by the Judenrat officials, Dr. Arendt wrote:

‘To a Jew this role of the Jewish leaders in the destruction of their own
people is undoubtedly the darkest chapter of the whole dark story. It had
been known about before, but it has now been exposed for the first time in all
its pathetic and sordid detail by Raul Hilberg, whose standard work The
Destruction of the European Jews | mentioned before. In the matter of
cooperation, there was no distinction between the highly assimilated Jewish
communities of Central and Western Europe and the Yiddish-speaking
masses of the East. In Amsterdam as in Warsaw, in Berlin as in Budapest,
Jewish officials could be trusted to compile the lists of persons and of their
property, to secure money from the deportees to defray the expenses of their
deportation and extermination, to keep track of vacated apartments, to
supply police forces to help seize Jews and get them on trains, until, as a last
gesture, they handed over the assets of the Jewish community in good order
for final confiscation. They distributed the Yellow Star badges, and
sometimes, as in Warsaw, ‘the sale of the armbands became a regular
business; there were ordinary armbands of cloth and fancy plastic armbands

2 Hannah Arendt, Eichmann in Jerusalem, pp. 59-61.
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which were washable’. In the Nazi-inspired, but not Nazi-dictated,
manifestoes they issued, we still can sense how they enjoyed their new power
— ‘The. Central Jewish Council has been granted the right of absolute disposal
over all Jewish spiritual and material wealth and over all Jewish manpower’,
as the first announcement of the Budapest Council phrased it. We know how
the Jewish officials felt when they became instruments of murder - like
captains ‘whose ships were about to sink and who succeeded in bringing them
safe to port by casting overboard a great part of their precious cargo’; like
saviors who ‘with a hundred victims save a thousand people, with a thousand
ten thousand’. The truth was even more gruesome. Dr. Kastner, in Hungary,
for instance, saved exactly 1,684 people with approximately 476,000 victims.
In order not to leave the selection to ‘blind fate’, ‘truly holy principles’ were
needed ‘'as the guiding force of the weak human hand which puts down on
paper the name of the unknown person and with this decides his life or
death’. And whom did these ‘holy principles’ single out for salvation? Those
‘who had worked all their lives for the zibur' (community)' - i.e., the
functionaries - and the ‘most prominent Jews’, as Kastner says in his report.

No one bothered to swear the Jewish officials to secrecy; they were
voluntary ‘bearers of secrets’, either in order to assure quiet and prevent
panic, as in Dr. Kastner's case, or out of ‘humane’ considerations, such as that
‘living in the expectation of death by gassing would only be the harder’, as in
the case of Dr. Leo Baeck, former Chief Rabbi of Berlin. During the Eichmann
trial, one witness pointed out the unfortunate consequences of this kind of
‘humanity’ - people volunteered for deportation from Theresienstadt to
Auschwitz and denounced those who tried to tell them the truth as being ‘not
sane’. We know the physiognomies of the Jewish leaders during the Nazi
period very well ; they ranged all the way from Chaim Rumkowski, Eldest of
the Jews in Lodz, called Chaim I, who issued currency notes bearing his
signature and postage stamps engraved with his portrait, and who rode
around in a broken-down horse-drawn carriage; through Leo Baeck,
scholarly, mild-mannered, highly educated, who believed Jewish policemen
would be ‘more gentle and helpful’ and would ‘make the ordeal easier
(whereas in fact they were, of course, more brutal and less corruptible, since
so much more was at stake for them); to, finally, a few who committed suicide
- like Adam Czerniakow, chairman of the Warsaw Jewish Council, who was
not a rabbi but an unbeliever, a Polish-speaking Jewish engineer, but who
must still have remembered the rabbinical saying: ‘Let them Kkill you, but
don'tcross the line’. (13)

Dr. Arendt's conclusion was that without this collaboration, many lives could
have been saved:

'‘But the whole truth was that there existed Jewish community
organizations and Jewish party and welfare organizations on both the local
and the international level. Wherever Jews lived, there were recognized
Jewish leaders and this leadership, almost without exception, cooperated in
one way or another, for one reason or another, with the Nazis. The whole
truth was that if the Jewish people had leally been unorganized and
leaderless, there would have been chaos and plenty of misery but the total

B 1bid., pp. 117-119.
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number of victims would hardly have been between four and a half, and six
million people.' (*4)

4.3 The Zionist response to Arendt

Initially, Dr. Arendt's book received a sympathetic reaction from the Israeli
press, but almost immediately the Zionist propaganda machine was turned on full
blast to attack it because the ‘concept about Jewish participation in the Nazi
Holocaust...may plague Jews for years to come’. (*) On 11 March 1963 the B'nai
Brith Anti-Defamation League issued a ‘summary’ recommended to ‘book
reviewers and others when the volume appears’ which accused Hannah Arendt of
saying, among other things:

‘That Europe's Jewish organizations in the main played a 'disastrous
role’ by cooperating with the Nazi extermination machine. As a result the
Jews, themselves, bear a large share of the blame.' (emphasis added).

(*°)

As Hannah Arendt comments in the New York Review of Books, 20 January,
1966:

‘In other words, as everybody soon knew and repeated, my ‘thesis’ was
that the Jews had murdered themselves.’ (*7)

Exactly as Rabbi Levi now says about 3CR. This line was repeated by almost
every reviewer of Arendt's book, as though, in Mary McCarthy's telling phrase, they
came out of a ‘mimeographing machine’, which in fact they did. Eichmann's
prosecutor Gideon Hausner, even announced in the New York Daily News (20
May, 1963):

"The author would have you believe that Eichmann really wasn't a Nazi,
that the Gestapo aided Jews, that Eichmann actually was unaware of Hitler's
evil plans'. (18)

This sort of response is fairly typical of the Zionist reaction when questions
about Nazi collaboration are raised. Although the first attacks on Hannah Arendt's
book described it as an ‘otherwise masterly report’ and said that ‘Dr. Arendt is a
recognized scholar’ and ‘a person of eminent respectability’, by the end of the
campaign they had to prove that the ‘evil book’ was written by an ‘evil person’.

Whole books were written by various ‘experts’ to refute her. (1)

“ Ibid., p. 125.
12 Hannah Arendt, The Jew as Pariah, Grove Press, New York, 1978.

Ibid.
7 Arendt, Eichmann in Jerusalem, p.283.
'8 Arendt, The Jew as Pariah.
9 See, for example, Jacob Robinson, And the Crooked Shall be made Straight: The Eichmann
Trial, the Jewish Catastrophe, and Hannah Arendt's Narrative Macmillan, New York, 1965. This
is a vitriolic page-by-page attempted rebuttal but is, however, a disjointed apologia as far as the
facts are concerned.
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In The Jew as Pariah she describes the campaign against her. Some of her
comments shed interesting light on how the VIBD has been able to create a certain
image about 3CR within the Jewish community in Melbourne :

'No one will doubt the effectiveness of modern image-making, and no
one acquainted with Jewish organizations and their countless channels of
communication outside, their immediate range will underestimate their
possibilities in influencing public opinion. For greater than their direct power
of control is the voluntary outside help upon which they can draw from Jews
who, though they may not be at all interested in Jewish affairs, will flock
home, as it were, out of age-old fears (no longer justified, let us hope, but still
very much alive) when their people or its leaders are criticized. What | had
done, according to their lights was the crime of crimes. | had told ‘the truth in
a hostile environment,’ as an Israeli official told me, and what the A.D.L. and
all the other organizations did was to hoist the danger signal... (%)

4.4 The campaign backfires

According to Dr. Arendt, the campaign ‘was of course a farce, but it was
effective.’

'Or was it? After all, the denunciation of book and author, with which
they achieved great, though by no means total, success, was not their goal. It
was only the means with which to prevent the discussion of an issue ‘which
may plague Jews for years to come.” And as far as this goal was concerned,
they achieved the precise opposite. If they had left well enough alone, this
issue, which | had touched upon only marginally, would not have been
trumpeted all over the world. In their efforts to prevent people, from reading
what | had written, or, in case such misfortune had already happened, to
provide the necessary reading glasses, they blew it up out of all proportion,
not only with reference to my book but with reference to what had actually
happened. They forgot that they were mass organizations, using all the means
of mass communication, so that every issue they touched at all, pro or contra,
was liable, to attract the attention of masses whom they then no longer could
control. So what happened after a while, in these meaningless and mindless
debates was that people began to think that all the nonsense the image-
makers had made me say was the actual historical truth. ‘Thus, with the
unerring precision with which a bicyclist on his first ride will collide, with the
obstacle he is most afraid of, Mr. Robinson's formidable supporters have put
their whole power at the service of propagating what they were most anxious
to avoid. So that now, as a result of their folly, literally everybody feels the
need for a ‘major work’ on Jewish conduct in the face of catastrophe. (2%)

Likewise, already one effect of the VIBD's activities to discredit 3CR has been
to give publicity and credence to Professor Butz's neo-Nazi apologetics about the
Holocaust. However, another effect has been to draw attention to the question of
Nazi-Zionist collaboration. Since the VIBD has given us the opportunity, we in

? Hannah Arendt, The Jew as Pariah, p. 275.
21 -
Ibid.
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JAZA would like to take up this question. We will go into it in more detail than
other questions, partly because it is of special concern to us as Jews, and partly

because this may make it less necessary to go into some of the other issues in
detail.
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5. THE KASTNER CASE

5.1 Introduction

Rather than answer every complaint in the same detail, we are taking up the
issue which the Victorian Jewish Board of Deputies (VJBD) has declared to be the
most offensive of all, and will show that on this question; ‘The documentation
available is overwhelming and its message is thundering’, just as Palestine Speaks
claimed in one of the extracts complained about by the VJBD.

Since the accusation of direct Zionist cooperation and assistance in the
extermination of hundreds of thousands of Jewish people, and the accusation that
this flowed logically from shared aims, are clearly the most ‘extreme’ and
‘offensive’ accusations of Nazi-Zionist collaboration broadcast on 3CR programs,
we will deal with this first, and in greater detail.

Since the ‘Kastner case’ is the subject of most of the broadcasts concerning
collaboration which have been specifically complained about, we shall go into this
in greatest detail, and have put some books in as evidence about it.

Having answered the VJBD where its case appears strongest, and on the
points to which it has given greatest emphasis, we hope it may become apparent to
the Tribunal that things are not quite what they may have appeared before this
inquiry began.

The most notorious case of Nazi-Zionist collaboration is that involving Rudolf
Kastner.

Most Jewish people in Australia have never heard of Rudolf Kastner. Those
who have, are generally under the impression that there is some ‘controversy’
about negotiations he undertook for ; ‘the purchase of Jewish lives for money and
military equipment’, but that he was ‘fully rehabilitated’, by the Supreme Court of
Israel.

That is exactly the line taken by Dr. John Foster, the Victorian Jewish Board
of Deputies expert witness, in his evidence condemning 3CR for anti-Semitism.

It is quite clear from this evidence, that Dr. Foster does not know anything at
all about the Kastner case, since he does not even know what Kastner was accused
of.

This may not be his fault however, since one cannot read an accurate account
of the Kastner case in any of the widely available works dealing with the Holocaust,
either in bookshops or libraries. Apart from 3CR, the suppression of information
has been so complete, that even an expert like Dr. Foster, specifically asked to give
evidence on the matter, has been unable to find out what it is all about.

5.2 The Accusations

Briefly, the accusations against Kastner are as follows:
Dr. Rudolf Verba, a Doctor of Science now serving at the British Medical

Research Council, was one of the few escapees from Auschwitz. In his memoirs
published in February, 1961, in the London Daily Herald he wrote :
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I am a Jew. In spite of that - indeed because of that - | accuse certain
Jewish leaders of one of the most ghastly deeds of the war.

This small group of quislings knew what was happening to their
brethren in Hitler’'s gas chambers and bought their own lives with the price of
silence. Among them was Dr. Kastner, leader of the council which spoke for
all Jews in Hungary...

While | was prisoner number 44070 at Auschwitz - the number is still
on my arm - | compiled careful statistics of the exterminations... | took these
terrible statistics with me when | escaped in 1944 and | was able to give
Hungarian Zionist leaders three weeks notice that Eichmann planned to send
a million of their Jews to his gas chambers... Kastner went to Eichmann and
told him, 'l know of your plans: spare some Jews of my choice and I shall
keep quiet.'

Eichmann not only agreed, but dressed Kastner up in S.S. uniform and
took him to Belsen to trace some of his friends. Nor did the sordid bargaining
end there.

Kastner paid Eichmann several thousand dollars. With this little
fortune, Eichmann was able to buy his way to freedom when Germany
collapsed, to set himself up in the Argentine..." (22)

These accusations are confirmed by the ‘Eichmann Confessions’_published in
Life magazine, 28 November and 5 December, 1960 :

I resolved to show how well a job could be done when the commander
stands 100% behind it. By shipping the Jews off in a lightning operation, |
wanted to set an example for future campaigns elsewhere... In obedience to
Himmler's directive 1 now concentrated on negotiations with the Jewish
political officials in Budapest... Among them Dr. Rudolph Kastner, authorized
representative of the Zionist movement. This Dr. Kastner was a young man
about my 