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A  bestseller throughout Europe, the M iddle East, and the A m ericas, and
already translated into sixteen languages, The H olocaust Industry w as hailed
by the G uardian new spaper in London as ñthe m ost controversial book of the
yearò w hen it w as originally published in 2000. In a devastating postscript for
this second paperback edition, N orm an G . Finkelstein docum ents the
H olocaust industryôs scandalous cover-up of the blackm ail of Sw iss banks,
and in a new  appendix dem olishes an influential apologia for the H olocaust
industry.

ñ. . . its courageous attacks on the financial extortions of groups like the
W [orld]J[ew ish]C [ongress] are of great im portance and, one hopes, w ill have
an im pact. Its strident tone, attacked by m ost of the bookôs hostile critics,
strikes m e as highly appropriate, especially given the authorôs careful
sourcing of m ost of his claim s.ò ï Professor W illiam  R ubenstein, U niversity
of W ales

ñThese fraudsters need to be unm asked, and Finkelstein believes that he is the
m an to do it. In 150 short pages he sets out to expose their m achinations. If
his indictm ent is a true one, it should prom pt prosecutions, sackings, protest.
The book shouts scandal. It is a polem ic, com m unicated at m axim um
volum e.ò ï The Tim es

ñ. . . Finkelstein has raised som e im portant and uncom fortable issues . . .
exam ples cited . . . can be breathtaking in their angry accuracy and irony.ò ï
Jew ish Q uarterly

ñInto this m inefield, through w hich m ost have trodden perhaps a little too
gingerly, has burst N orm an Finkelstein, a Jew  and a self-professed iconoclast,
heretic and enem y of the A m erican-Jew ish establishm ent ï and he is lobbing
grenades.ò ï The Spectator

ñ. . . a short, sharp and copiously noted polem ic.ò ï Tim es H igher
Educational Supplem ent

ñFinkelstein is at his best w hen he skew ers those w ho w ould sacralize the
H olocaust.ò ï Los Angeles Tim es Book Review



ñ. . . his basic argum ent that the m em ories of the H olocaust are being debased
is serious and should be given its due.ò ï The Econom ist

ñ. . . clever, explosive, som etim es even w ryly funny.ò ï Salon

ñThis is, in short, a lucid, provocative and passionate book. A nyone w ith an
open m ind and an interest in the subject should ignore the critical brickbats
and read w hat Finkelstein has to say.ò ï N ew  Statesm an

ñ. . . his allegations that som e people are getting fat off the business sounds
plausible and, if he is prepared to back it up, w orth saying.ò ï Jew ish
C hronicle

ñH e deserves to be heard . . . he is m aking som e profound points that m any
younger and m ore thoughtful Jew s have quietly been attem pting to debate,
but w hose voices have been stilled by the establishm ent, particularly in the
U S.ò ï Evening Standard

ñFinkelsteinôs dow nright pugilistic book delivers a w allop ï m ostly because
few  authors have had the courage or nerve to say, as he does, that the N azi
genocide has been distorted and robbed of its true m oral lessons and instead
has been put to use as óan indispensable ideological w eapon.ô Itôs a
provocative thesis that m akes you w ant to reject it even as you are com pelled
to keep reading by the strength of his case and the bravura of his assertions.ò
ï LA W eekly

ñFinkelstein should be credited for w riting a w ell-researched book that can
help shut dow n the H olocaust Industry w hen the public becom es aw are of its
dishonesty and its vulgar exploitation of Jew ish suffering.ò ï Z M agazine

ñH e is scathing in his denunciation of the institutions and individuals w ho
have cropped up around the issue of reparations in the last several years.ò ï
N ew  York Press

ñThe reality of the N azi holocaust rem ains. M em ory can still enable us to
recognise new  victim s, extend sensitivity and m onitor signs of im pending
genocide. B ooks like The H olocaust Industry can help us if w e let them .ò ï



Red Pepper

Norman G. Finkelstein currently teaches political science at D ePaul
U niversity in C hicago. H e is the author of Im age and Reality of the Israel ï
Palestine C onflict and (w ith R uth B ettina B irn) A N ation on Trial, nam ed a
notable book for 1998 by the N ew  York Tim es Book Review .



ñIt seem s to m e the H olocaust is being sold ï it is not being taught.ò

R abbi A rnold Jacob W olf, H illel D irector, Y ale U niversity

 M ichael B erenbaum , After Tragedy and Trium ph (C am bridge: 1990), 45.
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FOREW ORD TO THE SECOND PAPERBACK
EDITION

T his w ill alm ost certainly be m y last w ord on the H olocaust industry. In
prior editions of this book I said pretty m uch everything I w anted for m any
years to say: it w as finally ï pardon the clich® ï off m y chest. O n the other
hand, I requested of m y publishers, and they generously consented, to put out
a second paperback edition focusing on the Sw iss banks case. M y m ain
concern is to provide readers and, especially, future researchers w ith a clear
picture of w hat happened and a guide to w hat to look for am id the heaps of
disinform ation. R egrettably, the trial record cannot be fully trusted. The
presiding judge in the case elected ï for reasons not divulged but fairly
sim ple to deduce ï not to docket crucial docum ents. In addition, the C laim s
R esolution Tribunal (C R T), w hich could have produced an objective
assessm ent of the charges against the Sw iss banks, also canôt any longer be
trusted. M idw ay in its w ork and heading tow ards vindicating the Sw iss
banks, the C R T w as radically revam ped by key figures in the H olocaust
industry. Its only function now  is to protect the blackm ailersô reputation.
These developm ents are copiously docum ented in the new  postscript for this
edition. U sing as m y foil an authoritative account of the H olocaust
com pensation cam paign, I present in the new  appendix a com prehensive
overview  of this ñdouble shakedow nò of European countries and survivors of
the N azi holocaust. A lthough I w ould be m ost curious to read a refutation by
som eone from  the H olocaust industry of m y findings, I suspect ï again, for
reasons not difficult to discern ï that none w ill be forthcom ing. Y et silence,
as m y late m other used to say, is also an answ er.
A part from  an abundance of ad hom inem  slurs, criticism  of m y book has

fallen largely into tw o categories. M ainstream  critics allege that I conjured a
ñconspiracy theory,ò w hile those on the Left ridicule the book as a defense of
ñthe banks.ò N one, so far as I can tell, question m y actual findings. A lthough
the explanatory value of conspiracy theories is m arginal, this does not m ean
that, in the real w orld, individuals and institutions donôt strategize and



schem e. To believe otherw ise is no less naive than to believe that a vast
conspiracy m anipulates w orldly affairs. In The W ealth of N ations, A dam
Sm ith observes that capitalists ñseldom  m eet together, even for m errim ent
and diversion, but the conversation ends in a conspiracy against the public, or
in som e contrivance to raise prices.ò  D oes this m ake Sm ithôs classic a
ñconspiracy theoryò? Indeed, ñconspiracy theoryò has becom e scarcely m ore
than a term  of abuse to discredit a politically incorrect sequencing of facts: to
m aintain that pow erful A m erican Jew ish organizations, institutions and
individuals, in league w ith the C linton adm inistration, coordinated their
assault on the Sw iss banks is thus alleged to be prim a facie a conspiracy
theory (not to m ention anti-Sem itic); but to m aintain that Sw iss banks
coordinated an assault on Jew ish victim s of the N azi holocaust and their heirs
canôt be called a conspiracy theory.
It is often w ondered w hy I, a person of the Left, w ould defend Sw iss

bankers. In fact I subscribe to B ertolt B rechtôs credo: ñW hatôs robbing a bank
com pared to ow ning one?ò Y et m y concern in the book is not at all w ith
Sw iss bankers or, for that m atter, G erm an industrialists. R ather, it is restoring
the integrity of the historical record and the sanctity of the Jew ish peopleôs
m artyrdom . I deplore the H olocaust industryôs corruption of history and
m em ory in the service of an extortion racket. Leftist critics claim  that I have
m ade com m on cause w ith the R ight. They seem  not to have noticed the
com pany theyôre keeping ï a repellent gang of w ell-heeled hoodlum s and
hucksters as w ell as egregious apologists for A m erican and Israeli violence.
R ather than help expose them , m y critics on the Left rant about ñthe banks,ò
regardless of the facts. It is a sad (but telling) com m entary on how  little
respect for truth and the dead counts in their m oral calculus.
A part from  those already acknow ledged in prior editions of this book, I

w ould like to thank M ichael A lvarez, C am ille G oodison, M aren H ackm ann
and Jason C oronel for their assistance.

N orm an G . Finkelstein

April 2003

C hicago
 A dam  Sm ith, The W ealth of N ations (N ew  Y ork: 2000), intro. by R obert R eich, p. 148.
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FOREW ORD TO THE FIRST PAPERBACK
EDITION

The H olocaust Industry evoked considerable reaction internationally after
its publication in June 2000. It prom pted a national debate and reached the
top of the bestseller list in m any countries ranging from  B razil, B elgium  and
the N etherlands to A ustria, G erm any and Sw itzerland. Every m ajor B ritish
publication devoted at least a full page to the book, w hile Franceôs Le M onde
devoted tw o full pages and an editorial. It w as the subject of num erous radio
and television program s and several feature-length docum entaries. The m ost
intense reaction w as in G erm any. N early 200 journalists packed the press
conference for the G erm an translation of the book and a capacity crow d of
1,000 (half as m any m ore w ere turned aw ay for lack of space) attended a
raucous public discussion in B erlin. The G erm an edition sold 130,000 copies
w ithin w eeks and three volum es bearing on the book w ere published w ithin
m onths.  C urrently, The H olocaust Industry is scheduled for sixteen
translations.
In contrast to the deafening roar elsew here, the initial response in the

U nited States w as a deafening silence. N o m ainstream  m edia outlet w ould
touch the book.  The U S is the corporate headquarters of the H olocaust
industry. A  study docum enting that chocolate caused cancer w ould
presum ably elicit a sim ilar response in Sw itzerland. W hen the attention
abroad proved im possible to ignore, hysterical com m entaries in select venues
effectively buried the book. Tw o in particular deserve notice.
The N ew  York Tim es serves as the m ain prom otional vehicle of the

H olocaust industry. It is prim arily responsible for having advanced the
careers of Jerzy K osinski, D aniel G oldhagen, and Elie W iesel. For frequency
of coverage, the H olocaust places a close second to the daily w eather report.
Typically, The N ew  York Tim es Index 1999 listed fully 273 entries for the
H olocaust. B y com parison, the w hole of A frica am ounted to 32 entries.  The
6 A ugust 2000 issue of The N ew  York Tim es Book Review  featured a m ajor
review  of The H olocaust Industry (ñA  Tale of Tw o H olocaustsò) by O m er
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B artov, an Israeli m ilitary historian turned H olocaust expert. R idiculing the
notion of H olocaust profiteers as a ñnovel variation of óThe Protocols of the
Elders of Zion,ôò B artov let loose a barrage of invective: ñbizarre,ò
ñoutrageous,ò ñparanoid,ò ñshrill,ò ñstrident,ò ñindecent,ò ñjuvenile,ò ñself-
righteous,ò ñarrogant,ò ñstupid,ò ñsm ug,ò ñfanatic,ò and so forth.  In a
priceless sequel som e m onths later, B artov suddenly reversed him self. N ow
he railed against the ñgrow ing list of H olocaust profiteers,ò and put forth as a
prim e exam ple ñN orm an Finkelsteinôs óThe H olocaust Industry.ô ò
In Septem ber 2000, C om m entary senior editor G abriel Schoenfeld

published a blistering attack entitled ñH olocaust R eparations ï A  G row ing
Scandal.ò R etracing the ground covered in the third chapter of this book,
Schoenfeld chastised H olocaust profiteers inter alia for ñunrestrainedly
availing them selves of any m ethod, how ever unseem ly or even disreputable,ò
ñw rapping them selves in the rhetoric of a sacred cause,ò and ñstoking the
fires of anti-Sem itism .ò A lthough his bill of indictm ent precisely echoed The
H olocaust Industry, Schoenfeld denigrated the book and its author in this and
a com panion C om m entary piece  as ñextrem ist,ò ñlunatic,ò ñcrackpotò and
ñbizarre.ò A  subsequent op-ed article for the W all Street Journal, by
Schoenfeld again, blasted ñThe N ew  H olocaust Profiteersò (11 A pril 2001),
concluding that ñone of the m ost serious assaults on m em ory these days
com es not from  H olocaust deniers . . . but from  literary and legal am bulance
chasers.ò This charge also precisely echoed The H olocaust Industry. In
gracious acknow ledgm ent, Schoenfeld lum ped m e w ith H olocaust deniers as
an ñobvious crackpot.ò
To both savage and appropriate a bookôs findings is no m ean achievem ent.

The perform ances of B artov and Schoenfeld recall a piece of w isdom
im parted by m y late m other: ñItôs not an accident that Jew s invented the w ord
chutzpah.ò O n an altogether different note, it w as m y rare good fortune that
the undisputed dean of N azi holocaust scholars, R aul H ilberg, repeatedly lent
public support to controversial argum ents in The H olocaust Industry.  Like
his scholarship H ilbergôs integrity hum bles. Perhaps itôs not an accident that
Jew s also invented the w ord m ensch.

N orm an G . Finkelstein

June 2001
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N ew  York C ity
 Ernst Piper (ed.), G ibt es w irklich eine H olocaust-Industrie? (M unchen: 2001), Petra Steinberger
(ed.), D ie Finkelstein-D ebatte (M unchen: 2001), R olf Surm ann (ed.), D as Finkelstein-Alibi (K oln:
2001).

 See C hristopher H itchens, ñD ead Souls,ò in The N ation (18ï25 Septem ber 2000).

 A ccording to a LexisïN exis search for 1999, m ore than a quarter of the dispatches of the Tim esôs
correspondent in G erm any, R oger C ohen, hearkened back to the H olocaust. ñListening to D eutsche
W elle [a G erm an radio program ],ò R aul H ilberg w ryly observed, ñI experience a totally different
G erm any than w hen Iôm  reading the N ew  York Tim es.ò (Berliner Zeitung, 4 Septem ber 2000)
Incidentally, w hen the N azi exterm ination w as actually unfolding, the Tim es pretty m uch ignored it
(see D eborah Lipstadt, Beyond Belief [N ew  Y ork: 1993]).

 Indeed, even the author of M ein K am pf fared rather better in the Tim es book review . A lthough highly
critical of H itlerôs anti-Sem itism , the original Tim es review  aw arded ñthis extraordinary m anò high
m arks for ñhis unification of the G erm ans, his destruction of C om m unism , his training of the young,
his creation of a Spartan State anim ated by patriotism , his curbing of parliam entary governm ent, so
unsuited to the G erm an character, his protection of the right of private property.ò (Jam es W . G erard,
ñH itler A s H e Explains H im self,ò in The N ew  York Tim es Book Review  [15 O ctober 1933])

 O m er B artov, ñD id Punch C ards Fuel the H olocaust?ò in N ew sday (25 M arch 2001).

 ñH olocaust R eparations: G abriel Schoenfeld and C riticsò (January 2001).

 See the H ilberg interview s posted on w w w .N orm anFinkelstein.com  under ñThe H olocaust Industry.ò
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INTRODUCTION

T his book is both an anatom y and an indictm ent of the H olocaust industry.
In the pages that follow , I w ill argue that ñThe H olocaustò is an ideological
representation of the N azi holocaust.  Like m ost ideologies, it bears a
connection, if tenuous, w ith reality. The H olocaust is not an arbitrary but
rather an internally coherent construct. Its central dogm as sustain significant
political and class interests. Indeed, The H olocaust has proven to be an
indispensable ideological w eapon. Through its deploym ent, one of the
w orldôs m ost form idable m ilitary pow ers, w ith a horrendous hum an rights
record, has cast itself as a ñvictim ò state, and the m ost successful ethnic
group in the U nited States has likew ise acquired victim  status. C onsiderable
dividends accrue from  this specious victim hood ï in particular, im m unity to
criticism , how ever justified. Those enjoying this im m unity, I m ight add, have
not escaped the m oral corruptions that typically attend it. From  this
perspective, Elie W ieselôs perform ance as official interpreter of The
H olocaust is not happenstance. Plainly he did not com e to this position on
account of his hum anitarian com m itm ents or literary talents.  R ather, W iesel
plays this leading role because he unerringly articulates the dogm as of, and
accordingly sustains the interests underpinning, The H olocaust.
The initial stim ulus for this book w as Peter N ovickôs sem inal study, The

H olocaust in Am erican Life, w hich I review ed for a B ritish literary journal.
In these pages the critical dialogue I entered in w ith N ovick is broadened;
hence, the extensive num ber of references to his study. M ore a congeries of
provocative aper­us than a sustained critique, The H olocaust in Am erican
Life belongs to the venerable A m erican tradition of m uckraking. Y et like
m ost m uckrakers, N ovick focuses only on the m ost egregious abuses.
Scathing and refreshing as it often is, The H olocaust in Am erican Life is not a
radical critique. R oot assum ptions go unchallenged. N either banal nor
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heretical, the book is pitched to the controversial extrem e of the m ainstream
spectrum . Predictably, it received m any, though m ixed, notices in the
A m erican m edia.
N ovickôs central analytical category is ñm em ory.ò C urrently all the rage in

the ivory tow er, ñm em oryò is surely the m ost im poverished concept to com e
dow n the academ ic pike in a long tim e. W ith the obligatory nod to M aurice
H albw achs, N ovick aim s to dem onstrate how  ñcurrent concernsò shape
ñH olocaust m em ory.ò O nce upon a tim e, dissenting intellectuals deployed
robust political categories such as ñpow erò and ñinterests,ò on the one hand,
and ñideology,ò on the other. Today, all that rem ains is the bland,
depoliticized language of ñconcernsò and ñm em ory.ò Y et given the evidence
N ovick adduces, H olocaust m em ory is an ideological construct of vested
interests. A lthough chosen, H olocaust m em ory, according to N ovick, is
ñm ore often than notò arbitrary. The choice, he argues, is m ade not from
ñcalculation of advantages and disadvantagesò but rather ñw ithout m uch
thought for . . . consequences.ò  The evidence suggests the opposite
conclusion.
M y original interest in the N azi holocaust w as personal. B oth m y father

and m other w ere survivors of the W arsaw  G hetto and the N azi concentration
cam ps. A part from  m y parents, every fam ily m em ber on both sides w as
exterm inated by the N azis. M y earliest m em ory, so to speak, of the N azi
holocaust is m y m other glued in front of the television w atching the trial of
A dolf Eichm ann (1961) w hen I cam e hom e from  school. A lthough they had
been liberated from  the cam ps only sixteen years before the trial, an
unbridgeable abyss alw ays separated, in m y m ind, the parents I knew  from
that. Photographs of m y m otherôs fam ily hung on the living-room  w all.
(N one from  m y fatherôs fam ily survived the w ar.) I could never quite m ake
sense of m y connection w ith them , let alone conceive w hat happened. They
w ere m y m otherôs sisters, brother and parents, not m y aunts, uncle or
grandparents. I rem em ber reading as a child John H erseyôs The W all and
Leon U risôs M ila 18, both fictionalized accounts of the W arsaw  G hetto. (I
still recall m y m other com plaining that, engrossed in The W all, she m issed
her subw ay stop on the w ay to w ork.) Try as I did, I couldnôt even for a
m om ent m ake the im aginative leap that w ould join m y parents, in all their
ordinariness, w ith that past. Frankly, I still canôt.
The m ore im portant point, how ever, is this. A part from  this phantom

4



presence, I do not rem em ber the N azi holocaust ever intruding on m y
childhood. The m ain reason w as that no one outside m y fam ily seem ed to
care about w hat had happened. M y childhood circle of friends read w idely,
and passionately debated the events of the day. Y et I honestly do not recall a
single friend (or parent of a friend) asking a single question about w hat m y
m other and father endured. This w as not a respectful silence. It w as sim ply
indifference. In this light, one cannot but be skeptical of the outpourings of
anguish in later decades, after the H olocaust industry w as firm ly established.
I som etim es think that A m erican Jew ry ñdiscoveringò the N azi holocaust

w as w orse than its having been forgotten. True, m y parents brooded in
private; the suffering they endured w as not publicly validated. B ut w asnôt
that better than the current crass exploitation of Jew ish m artyrdom ? B efore
the N azi holocaust becam e The H olocaust, only a few  scholarly studies such
as R aul H ilbergôs The D estruction of the European Jew s and m em oirs such
as V iktor Franklôs M anôs Search for M eaning and Ella Lingens-R einerôs
Prisoners of Fear w ere published on the subject.  B ut this sm all collection of
gem s is better than the shelves upon shelves of shlock that now  line libraries
and bookstores.
B oth m y parents, although daily reliving that past until the day each died,

lost interest by the end of their lives in The H olocaust as a public spectacle.
O ne of m y fatherôs lifelong friends w as a form er inm ate w ith him  in
A uschw itz, a seem ingly incorruptible left-w ing idealist w ho on principle
refused G erm an com pensation after the w ar. Eventually he becam e a director
of the Israeli H olocaust m useum , Y ad V ashem . R eluctantly and w ith genuine
disappointm ent, m y father finally adm itted that even this m an had been
corrupted by the H olocaust industry, tailoring his beliefs for pow er and profit.
A s the rendering of The H olocaust assum ed ever m ore absurd form s, m y
m other liked to quote (w ith intentional irony) H enry Ford: ñH istory is bunk.ò
The tales of ñH olocaust survivorsò ï all concentration cam p inm ates, all
heroes of the resistance ï w ere a special source of w ry am usem ent in m y
hom e. Long ago John Stuart M ill recognized that truths not subject to
continual challenge eventually ñcease to have the effect of truth by being
exaggerated into falsehood.ò
M y parents often w ondered w hy I w ould grow  so indignant at the

falsification and exploitation of the N azi genocide. The m ost obvious answ er
is that it has been used to justify crim inal policies of the Israeli state and U S

5



support for these policies. There is a personal m otive as w ell. I do care about
the m em ory of m y fam ilyôs persecution. The current cam paign of the
H olocaust industry to extort m oney from  Europe in the nam e of ñneedy
H olocaust victim sò has shrunk the m oral stature of their m artyrdom  to that of
a M onte C arlo casino. Even apart from  these concerns, how ever, I rem ain
convinced that it is im portant to preserve ï to fight for ï the integrity of the
historical record. In the final pages of this book I w ill suggest that in studying
the N azi holocaust w e can learn m uch not just about ñthe G erm ansò or ñthe
G entilesò but about all of us. Y et I think that to do so, to truly learn from  the
N azi holocaust, its physical dim ension m ust be reduced and its m oral
dim ension expanded. Too m any public and private resources have been
invested in m em orializing the N azi genocide. M ost of the output is w orthless,
a tribute not to Jew ish suffering but to Jew ish aggrandizem ent. The tim e is
long past to open our hearts to the rest of hum anityôs sufferings. This w as the
m ain lesson m y m other im parted. I never once heard her say: D o not
com pare. M y m other alw ays com pared. N o doubt historical distinctions m ust
be m ade. B ut to m ake out m oral distinctions betw een ñourò suffering and
ñtheirsò is itself a m oral travesty.ñY ou canôt com pare any tw o m iserable
people,ò Plato hum anely observed, ñand say that one is happier than the
other.ò In the face of the sufferings of A frican-A m ericans, V ietnam ese and
Palestinians, m y m otherôs credo alw ays w as: W e are all holocaust victim s.

N orm an G . Finkelstein

April 2000

N ew  York C ity
 In this text, N azi holocaust signals the actual historical event, The H olocaust its ideological
representation.

 For W ieselôs sham eful record of apologetics on behalf of Israel, see N orm an G . Finkelstein and R uth
B ettina B irn, A N ation on Trial: The G oldhagen Thesis and H istorical Truth (N ew  Y ork: 1998),
91n83, 96n90. H is record elsew here is no better. In a new  m em oir, And the Sea Is N ever Full (N ew
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spite of considerable pressure, I have refused to take a public stand in the IsraeliïA rab conflictò
(125). In his finely detailed survey of H olocaust literature, literary critic Irving H ow e dispatched
W ieselôs vast corpus in one lone paragraph w ith the faint praise that ñElie W ieselôs first book, N ight,
[is] w ritten sim ply and w ithout rhetorical indulgence.ò ñThere has been nothing w orth reading since
N ight,ò literary critic A lfred K azin agrees. ñElie is now  all actor. H e described him self to m e as a
ólecturer in anguish.ô ò(Irving H ow e, ñW riting and the H olocaust,ò in N ew  Republic [27 O ctober
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C H A PTER  1

CAPITALIZING THE HOLOCAUST

In a m em orable exchange som e years back, G ore V idal accused N orm an
Podhoretz, then-editor of the A m erican Jew ish C om m ittee publication
C om m entary, of being un-A m erican.  The evidence w as that Podhoretz
attached less im portance to the C ivil W ar ï ñthe great single tragic event that
continues to give resonance to our R epublicò ï than to Jew ish concerns. Y et
Podhoretz w as perhaps m ore A m erican than his accuser. For by then it w as
the ñW ar A gainst the Jew s,ò not the ñW ar B etw een the States,ò that figured
as m ore central to A m erican cultural life. M ost college professors can testify
that com pared to the C ivil W ar m any m ore undergraduates are able to place
the N azi holocaust in the right century and generally cite the num ber killed.
In fact, the N azi holocaust is just about the only historical reference that
resonates in a university classroom  today. Polls show  that m any m ore
A m ericans can identify The H olocaust than Pearl H arbor or the atom ic
bom bing of Japan.
U ntil fairly recently, how ever, the N azi holocaust barely figured in

A m erican life. B etw een the end of W orld W ar II and the late 1960s, only a
handful of books and film s touched on the subject. There w as only one
university course offering in the U nited States on the topic.  W hen H annah
A rendt published Eichm ann in Jerusalem  in 1963, she could draw  on only
tw o scholarly studies in the English language ï G erald R eitlingerôs The Final
Solution and R aul H ilbergôs The D estruction of the European Jew s.
H ilbergôs m asterpiece itself just m anaged to see the light of day. H is thesis
advisor at C olum bia U niversity, the G erm an-Jew ish social theorist Franz
N eum ann, strongly discouraged him  from  w riting on the topic (ñItôs your
funeralò), and no university or m ainstream  publisher w ould touch the
com pleted m anuscript. W hen it w as finally published, The D estruction of the
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European Jew s received only a few , m ostly critical, notices.
N ot only A m ericans in general but also A m erican Jew s, including Jew ish

intellectuals, paid the N azi holocaust little heed. In an authoritative 1957
survey, sociologist N athan G lazer reported that the N azi Final Solution (as
w ell as Israel) ñhad rem arkably slight effects on the inner life of A m erican
Jew ry.ò In a 1961 C om m entary sym posium  on ñJew ishness and the Y ounger
Intellectuals,ò only tw o of thirty-one contributors stressed its im pact.
Likew ise, a 1961 roundtable convened by the journal Judaism  of tw enty-one
observant A m erican Jew s on ñM y Jew ish A ffirm ationò alm ost com pletely
ignored the subject.  N o m onum ents or tributes m arked the N azi holocaust in
the U nited States. To the contrary, m ajor Jew ish organizations opposed such
m em orialization. The question is, W hy?
The standard explanation is that Jew s w ere traum atized by the N azi

holocaust and therefore repressed the m em ory of it. In fact, there is no
evidence to support this conclusion. N o doubt som e survivors did not then or,
for that m atter, in later years w ant to speak about w hat had happened. M any
others, how ever, very m uch w anted to speak and, once the occasion availed
itself, w ouldnôt stop speaking.  The problem  w as that A m ericans didnôt w ant
to listen.
The real reason for public silence on the N azi exterm ination w as the

conform ist policies of the A m erican Jew ish leadership and the political
clim ate of postw ar A m erica. In both dom estic and international affairs
A m erican Jew ish elites  hew ed closely to official U S policy. D oing so in
effect facilitated the traditional goals of assim ilation and access to pow er.
W ith the inception of the C old W ar, m ainstream  Jew ish organizations jum ped
into the fray. A m erican Jew ish elites ñforgotò the N azi holocaust because
G erm any ï W est G erm any by 1949 ï becam e a crucial postw ar A m erican
ally in the U S confrontation w ith the Soviet U nion. D redging up the past
served no useful purpose; in fact it com plicated m atters.
W ith m inor reservations (soon discarded), m ajor A m erican Jew ish

organizations quickly fell into line w ith U S support for a rearm ed and barely
de-N azified G erm any. The A m erican Jew ish C om m ittee (A JC ), fearful that
ñany organized opposition of A m erican Jew s against the new  foreign policy
and strategic approach could isolate them  in the eyes of the non-Jew ish
m ajority and endanger their postw ar achievem ents on the dom estic scene,ò
w as the first to preach the virtues of realignm ent. The pro-Zionist W orld
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Jew ish C ongress (W JC ) and its A m erican affiliate dropped opposition after
signing com pensation agreem ents w ith G erm any in the early 1950s, w hile the
A nti-D efam ation League (A D L) w as the first m ajor Jew ish organization to
send an official delegation to G erm any, in 1954. Together these organizations
collaborated w ith the B onn governm ent to contain the ñanti-G erm an w aveò of
Jew ish popular sentim ent.
The Final Solution w as a taboo topic of A m erican Jew ish elites for yet

another reason. Leftist Jew s, w ho w ere opposed to the C old W ar alignm ent
w ith G erm any against the Soviet U nion, w ould not stop harping on it.
R em em brance of the N azi holocaust w as tagged as a C om m unist cause.
Strapped w ith the stereotype that conflated Jew s w ith the Left ï in fact, Jew s
did account for a third of the vote for progressive presidential candidate
H enry W allace in 1948 ï A m erican Jew ish elites did not shrink from
sacrificing fellow  Jew s on the altar of anti-C om m unism . O ffering their files
on alleged Jew ish subversives to governm ent agencies, the A JC  and the A D L
actively collaborated in the M cC arthy-era w itch-hunt. The A JC  endorsed the
death penalty for the R osenbergs, w hile its m onthly publication,
C om m entary, editorialized that they w erenôt really Jew s.
Fearful of association w ith the political Left abroad and at hom e,

m ainstream  Jew ish organizations opposed cooperation w ith anti-N azi
G erm an social-dem ocrats as w ell as boycotts of G erm an m anufactures and
public dem onstrations against ex-N azis touring the U nited States. O n the
other hand, prom inent visiting G erm an dissidents like Protestant pastor
M artin N iem ºller, w ho had spent eight years in N azi concentration cam ps
and w as now  against the anti-C om m unist crusade, suffered the obloquy of
A m erican Jew ish leaders. A nxious to boost their anti-C om m unist credentials,
Jew ish elites even enlisted in, and financially sustained, right-w ing extrem ist
organizations like the A ll-A m erican C onference to C om bat C om m unism  and
turned a blind eye as veterans of the N azi SS entered the country.
Ever anxious to ingratiate them selves w ith U S ruling elites and dissociate

them selves from  the Jew ish Left, organized A m erican Jew ry did invoke the
N azi holocaust in one special context: to denounce the U SSR . ñSoviet [anti-
Jew ish] policy opens up opportunities w hich m ust not be overlooked,ò an
internal A JC  m em orandum  quoted by N ovick gleefully noted, ñto reinforce
certain aspects of A JC  dom estic program .ò Typically, that m eant bracketing
the N azi Final Solution w ith R ussian anti-Sem itism . ñStalin w ill succeed
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w here H itler failed,ò C om m entary direly predicted. ñH e w ill finally w ipe out
the Jew s of C entral and Eastern Europe. . . . The parallel w ith the policy of
N azi exterm ination is alm ost com plete.ò M ajor A m erican Jew ish
organizations even denounced Soviet repression in H ungary as ñonly the first
station on the w ay to a R ussian A uschw itz.ò

Everything changed w ith the June 1967 A rabïIsraeli w ar. B y virtually all
accounts, it w as only after this conflict that The H olocaust becam e a fixture
in A m erican Jew ish life.  The standard explanation of this transform ation is
that Israelôs extrem e isolation and vulnerability during the June w ar revived
m em ories of the N azi exterm ination. In fact, this analysis m isrepresents both
the reality of M ideast pow er relations at the tim e and the nature of the
evolving relationship betw een A m erican Jew ish elites and Israel.
Just as m ainstream  A m erican Jew ish organizations dow nplayed the N azi

holocaust in the years after W orld W ar II to conform  to the U S governm entôs
C old W ar priorities, so their attitude to Israel kept in step w ith U S policy.
From  early on, A m erican Jew ish elites harbored profound m isgivings about a
Jew ish state. U pperm ost w as their fear that it w ould lend credence to the
ñdual loyaltyò charge. A s the C old W ar intensified, these w orries m ultiplied.
A lready before the founding of Israel, A m erican Jew ish leaders voiced
concern that its largely Eastern European, left-w ing leadership w ould join the
Soviet cam p. A lthough they eventually em braced the Zionist-led cam paign
for statehood, A m erican Jew ish organizations closely m onitored and adjusted
to signals from  W ashington. Indeed, the A JC  supported Israelôs founding
m ainly out of fear that a dom estic backlash against Jew s m ight ensue if the
Jew ish D Ps in Europe w ere not quickly settled.  A lthough Israel aligned
w ith the W est soon after the state w as form ed, m any Israelis in and out of
governm ent retained strong affection for the Soviet U nion; predictably,
A m erican Jew ish leaders kept Israel at arm ôs length.
From  its founding in 1948 through the June 1967 w ar, Israel did not figure

centrally in A m erican strategic planning. A s the Palestinian Jew ish leadership
prepared to declare statehood, President Trum an w affled, w eighing dom estic
considerations (the Jew ish vote) against State D epartm ent alarm  (support for
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a Jew ish state w ould alienate the A rab w orld). To secure U S interests in the
M iddle East, the Eisenhow er A dm inistration balanced support for Israel and
for A rab nations, favoring, how ever, the A rabs.
Interm ittent Israeli clashes w ith the U nited States over policy issues

culm inated in the Suez crisis of 1956, w hen Israel colluded w ith B ritain and
France to attack Egyptôs nationalist leader, G am al A bdel N asser. A lthough
Israelôs lightning victory and seizure of the Sinai Peninsula drew  general
attention to its strategic potential, the U nited States still counted it as only one
am ong several regional assets. A ccordingly, President Eisenhow er forced
Israelôs full, virtually unconditional w ithdraw al from  the Sinai. D uring the
crisis, A m erican Jew ish leaders did briefly back Israeli efforts to w rest
A m erican concessions, but ultim ately, as A rthur H ertzberg recalls, they
ñpreferred to counsel Israel to heed [Eisenhow er] rather than oppose the
w ishes of the leader of the U nited States.ò
Except as an occasional object of charity, Israel practically dropped from

sight in A m erican Jew ish life soon after the founding of the state. In fact,
Israel w as not im portant to A m erican Jew s. In his 1957 survey, N athan
G lazer reported that Israel ñhad rem arkably slight effects on the inner life of
A m erican Jew ry.ò  M em bership in the Zionist O rganization of A m erica
dropped from  the hundreds of thousands in 1948 to the tens of thousands in
the 1960s. O nly 1 in 20 A m erican Jew s cared to visit Israel before June 1967.
In his 1956 reelection, w hich occurred im m ediately after he forced Israelôs
hum iliating w ithdraw al from  the Sinai, the already considerable Jew ish
support for Eisenhow er increased. In the early 1960s, Israel even faced a
drubbing for the Eichm ann kidnaping from  sections of elite Jew ish opinion
like Joseph Proskauer, past president of the A JC , H arvard historian O scar
H andlin and the Jew ish-ow ned W ashington Post. ñThe kidnaping of
Eichm ann,ò Erich From m  opined, ñis an act of law lessness of exactly the
type of w hich the N azis them selves . . . have been guilty.ò
A cross the political spectrum , A m erican Jew ish intellectuals proved

especially indifferent to Israelôs fate. D etailed studies of the left-liberal N ew
Y ork Jew ish intellectual scene through the 1960s barely m ention Israel.
Just before the June w ar, the A JC  sponsored a sym posium  on ñJew ish
Identity H ere and N ow .ò O nly three of the thirty-one ñbest m inds in the
Jew ish com m unityò even alluded to Israel; tw o of them  did so only to dism iss
its relevance.  Telling irony: just about the only tw o public Jew ish
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intellectuals w ho had forged a bond w ith Israel before June 1967 w ere
H annah A rendt and N oam  C hom sky.
Then cam e the June w ar. Im pressed by Israelôs overw helm ing display of

force, the U nited States m oved to incorporate it as a strategic asset. (A lready
before the June w ar the U nited States had cautiously tilted tow ard Israel as
the Egyptian and Syrian regim es charted an increasingly independent course
in the m id-1960s.) M ilitary and econom ic assistance began to pour in as
Israel turned into a proxy for U S pow er in the M iddle East.
For A m erican Jew ish elites, Israelôs subordination to U S pow er w as a

w indfall. Zionism  had sprung from  the prem ise that assim ilation w as a pipe
dream , that Jew s w ould alw ays be perceived as potentially disloyal aliens. To
resolve this dilem m a, Zionists sought to establish a hom eland for the Jew s. In
fact, Israelôs founding exacerbated the problem , at any rate for diaspora
Jew ry: it gave the charge of dual loyalty institutional expression.
Paradoxically, after June 1967, Israel facilitated assim ilation in the U nited
States: Jew s now  stood on the front lines defending A m erica ï indeed,
ñW estern civilizationò ï against the retrograde A rab hordes. W hereas before
1967 Israel conjured the bogy of dual loyalty, it now  connoted super-loyalty.
A fter all, it w as not A m ericans but Israelis fighting and dying to protect U S
interests. A nd unlike the A m erican G Is in V ietnam , Israeli fighters w ere not
being hum iliated by Third W orld upstarts.
A ccordingly, A m erican Jew ish elites suddenly discovered Israel. A fter the

1967 w ar, Israelôs m ilitary ®lan could be celebrated because its guns pointed
in the right direction ï against A m ericaôs enem ies. Its m artial prow ess m ight
even facilitate entry into the inner sanctum s of A m erican pow er. Previously
Jew ish elites could only offer a few  lists of Jew ish subversives; now , they
could pose as the natural interlocutors for A m ericaôs new est strategic asset.
From  bit players, they could advance to top billing in the C old W ar dram a.
Thus for A m erican Jew ry, as w ell as the U nited States, Israel becam e a
strategic asset.
In a m em oir published just before the June w ar, N orm an Podhoretz giddily

recalled attending a state dinner at the W hite H ouse that ñincluded not a
single person w ho w as not visibly and absolutely beside him self w ith delight
to be there.ò  A lthough already editor of
the leading A m erican Jew ish periodical, C om m entary, his m em oir includes

only one fleeting allusion to Israel. W hat did Israel have to offer an am bitious
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A m erican Jew ? In a later m em oir, Podhoretz rem em bered that after June
1967 Israel becam e ñthe religion of the A m erican Jew s.ò  N ow  a prom inent
supporter of Israel, Podhoretz could boast not m erely of attending a W hite
H ouse dinner but of m eeting te°te-a¨-te°te w ith the President to deliberate on
the N ational Interest.
A fter the June w ar, m ainstream  A m erican Jew ish organizations w orked

full tim e to firm  up the A m ericanïIsraeli alliance. In the case of the A D L,
this included a far-flung dom estic surveillance operation w ith ties to Israeli
and South A frican intelligence.  C overage of Israel in The N ew  York Tim es
increased dram atically after June 1967. The 1955 and 1965 entries for Israel
in The N ew  York Tim es Index each filled 60 colum n inches. The entry for
Israel in 1975 ran to fully 260 colum n inches. ñW hen I w ant to feel better,ò
W iesel reflected in 1973, ñI turn to the Israeli item s in The N ew  York
Tim es.ò  Like Podhoretz, m any m ainstream  A m erican Jew ish intellectuals
also suddenly found ñreligionò after the June w ar. N ovick reports that Lucy
D aw idow icz, the doyenne of H olocaust literature, had once been a ñsharp
critic of Israel.ò Israel could not dem and reparations from  G erm any, she
railed in 1953, w hile evading responsibility for displaced Palestinians:
ñM orality cannot be that flexible.ò Y et alm ost im m ediately after the June
w ar, D aw idow icz becam e a ñfervent supporter of Israel,ò acclaim ing it as
ñthe corporate paradigm  for the ideal im age of the Jew  in the m odern
w orld.ò
A  favorite posture of the post-1967 born-again Zionists w as tacitly to

juxtapose their ow n outspoken support for a supposedly beleaguered Israel
against the cravenness of A m erican Jew ry during The H olocaust. In fact, they
w ere doing exactly w hat A m erican Jew ish elites had alw ays done: m arching
in lockstep w ith A m erican pow er. The educated classes proved particularly
adept at striking heroic poses. C onsider the prom inent left-liberal social critic
Irving H ow e. In 1956 the journal H ow e edited, D issent, condem ned the
ñcom bined attack on Egyptò as ñim m oral.ò A lthough truly standing alone,
Israel w as also taken to task for ñcultural chauvinism ,ò a ñquasi-m essianic
sense of m anifest destiny,ò and ñan undercurrent of expansionism .ò
A fter the O ctober 1973 w ar, w hen A m erican support for Israel peaked,

H ow e published a personal m anifesto ñfilled w ith anxiety so intenseò in
defense of isolated Israel. The G entile w orld, he lam ented in a W oody A llen-
like parody, w as aw ash w ith anti-Sem itism . Even in U pper M anhattan, he
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lam ented, Israel w as ñno longer chicò: everyone, apart from  him self, w as
allegedly in thrall to M ao, Fanon and G uevara.
A s A m ericaôs strategic asset, Israel w as not w ithout critics. B esides the

increasing international censure of its refusal to negotiate a settlem ent w ith
the A rabs in accordance w ith U nited N ations resolutions and its truculent
support of A m erican global am bitions,  Israel had to cope w ith dom estic U S
dissent as w ell. In A m erican ruling circles, so-called A rabists m aintained that
putting all the eggs in the Israel basket w hile ignoring A rab elites underm ined
U S national interests.
Som e argued that Israelôs subordination to U S pow er and occupation of

neighboring A rab states w ere not only w rong in principle but also harm ful to
its ow n interests. Israel w ould becom e increasingly m ilitarized and alienated
from  the A rab w orld. For Israelôs new  A m erican Jew ish ñsupporters,ò
how ever, such talk bordered on heresy: an independent Israel at peace w ith
its neighbors w as w orthless; an Israel aligned w ith currents in the A rab w orld
seeking independence from  the U nited States w as a disaster. O nly an Israeli
Sparta beholden to A m erican pow er w ould do, because only then could U S
Jew ish leaders act as the spokesm en for A m erican im perial am bitions. N oam
C hom sky has suggested that these ñsupporters of Israelò should m ore
properly be called ñsupporters of the m oral degeneration and ultim ate
destruction of Israel.ò
To protect their strategic asset, A m erican Jew ish elites ñrem em beredò The

H olocaust.  The conventional account is that they did so because, at the tim e
of the June w ar, they believed Israel to be in m ortal danger and w ere thus
gripped by fears of a ñsecond H olocaust.ò This claim  does not w ithstand
scrutiny.
C onsider the first A rabïIsraeli w ar. O n the eve of independence in 1948,

the threat against Palestinian Jew s seem ed far m ore om inous. D avid B en-
G urion declared that ñ700,000 Jew sò w ere ñpitted against 27 m illion A rabs ï
one against forty.ò The U nited States joined a U N  arm s em bargo on the
region, solidifying a clear edge in w eaponry enjoyed by the A rab arm ies.
Fears of another N azi Final Solution haunted A m erican Jew ry. D eploring that
the A rab states w ere now  ñarm ing H itlerôs henchm an, the M ufti, w hile the
U nited States w as enforcing its arm s em bargo,ò the A JC  anticipated ñm ass
suicide and a com plete holocaust in Palestine.ò Even Secretary of State
G eorge M arshall and the C IA  openly predicted certain Jew ish defeat in the
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event of w ar.  A lthough the ñstronger side, in fact, w onò (historian B enny
M orris), it w as not a w alkover for Israel. D uring the first m onths of the w ar,
in early 1948, and especially as independence w as declared in M ay, Israelôs
chances for survival w ere put at ñfifty-fiftyò by Y igael Y adin, H aganah chief
of operations. W ithout a secret C zech arm s deal, Israel w ould likely not have
survived.  A fter fighting for a year, Israel suffered 6,000 casualties, one
percent of its population. W hy, then, did The H olocaust not becom e a focus
of A m erican Jew ish life after the 1948 w ar?
Israel quickly proved to be far less vulnerable in 1967 than in its

independence struggle. Israeli and A m erican leaders knew  beforehand that
Israel w ould easily prevail in a w ar w ith the A rab states. This reality becam e
strikingly obvious as Israel routed its A rab neighbors in a few  days. A s
N ovick reports, ñThere w ere surprisingly few  explicit references to the
H olocaust in A m erican Jew ish m obilization on behalf of Israel before the
w ar.ò  The H olocaust industry sprung up only after Israelôs overw helm ing
display of m ilitary dom inance and flourished am id extrem e Israeli
trium phalism .  The standard interpretative fram ew ork cannot explain these
anom alies.
Israelôs shocking initial reverses and substantial casualties during, and

increasing international isolation after, the O ctober 1973 A rabïIsraeli w ar ï
conventional accounts m aintain ï exacerbated A m erican Jew ish fears of
Israelôs vulnerability. A ccordingly, H olocaust m em ory now  m oved center
stage. N ovick typically reports: ñA m ong A m erican Jew s . . . the situation of a
vulnerable and isolated Israel cam e to be seen as terrifyingly sim ilar to that of
European Jew ry thirty years earlier. . . . [T]alk of the H olocaust not only
ótook offô in A m erica but becam e increasing [sic] institutionalized.ò  Y et
Israel had edged close to the precipice and, in both relative and absolute
term s, suffered m any m ore casualties in the 1948 w ar than in 1973.
True, except for its alliance w ith the U S, Israel w as out of favor

internationally after the O ctober 1973 w ar. C om pare, how ever, the 1956 Suez
w ar. Israel and organized A m erican Jew ry alleged that, on the eve of the
Sinai invasion, Egypt threatened Israelôs very existence, and that a full Israeli
w ithdraw al from  Sinai w ould fatally underm ine ñIsraelôs vital interests: her
survival as a state.ò  The international com m unity nonetheless stood firm .
R ecounting his brilliant perform ance at the U N  G eneral A ssem bly, A bba
Eban ruefully recalled, how ever, that ñhaving applauded the speech w ith
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sustained and vigorous applause, it had gone on to vote against us by a huge
m ajority.ò  The U nited States figured prom inently in this consensus. N ot
only did Eisenhow er force Israelôs w ithdraw al, but U S public support for
Israel fell into ñfrightening declineò (historian Peter G rose).  B y contrast,
im m ediately after the 1973 w ar, the U nited States provided Israel w ith
m assive m ilitary assistance, m uch greater than it had in the preceding four
years com bined, w hile A m erican public opinion firm ly backed Israel.  This
w as the occasion w hen ñtalk of the H olocaust . . . ótook offô in A m erica,ò at a
tim e w hen Israel w as less isolated than it had been in 1956.
In fact, the H olocaust industry did not m ove center stage because Israelôs

unexpected setbacks during, and pariah status follow ing, the O ctober 1973
w ar prom pted m em ories of the Final Solution. R ather, Sadatôs im pressive
m ilitary show ing in the O ctober w ar convinced U S and Israeli policy elites
that a diplom atic settlem ent w ith Egypt, including the return of Egyptian
lands seized in June 1967, could no longer be avoided. To increase Israelôs
negotiating leverage the H olocaust industry increased production quotas. The
crucial point is that after the 1973 w ar Israel w as not isolated from  the U nited
States: these developm ents occurred w ithin the fram ew ork of the U SïIsraeli
alliance, w hich rem ained fully intact.  The historical record strongly
suggests that, if Israel had truly been alone after the O ctober w ar, A m erican
Jew ish elites w ould no m ore have rem em bered the N azi holocaust than they
did after the 1948 or 1956 w ar.
N ovick provides ancillary explanations that are even less convincing.

Q uoting religious Jew ish scholars, for exam ple, he suggests that ñthe Six D ay
W ar offered a folk theology of óH olocaust and R edem ption.ô ò The ñlightò of
the June 1967 victory redeem ed the ñdarknessò of the N azi genocide: ñit had
given G od a second chance.ò The H olocaust could em erge in A m erican life
only after June 1967 because ñthe exterm ination of European Jew ry attained
[an] ï if not happy, at least viable ï ending.ò Y et in standard Jew ish accounts,
not the June w ar but Israelôs founding m arked redem ption. W hy did The
H olocaust have to aw ait a second redem ption? N ovick m aintains that the
ñim age of Jew s as m ilitary heroesò in the June w ar ñw orked to efface the
stereotype of w eak and passive victim s w hich . . . previously inhibited Jew ish
discussion of the H olocaust.ò  Y et for sheer courage, the 1948 w ar w as
Israelôs finest hour. A nd M oshe D ayanôs ñdaringò and ñbrilliantò 100-hour
Sinai cam paign in 1956 prefigured the sw ift victory in June 1967. W hy, then,
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did A m erican Jew ry require the June w ar to ñefface the stereotypeò?
N ovickôs account of how  A m erican Jew ish elites cam e to instrum entalize

the N azi holocaust is not persuasive. C onsider these representative passages:

A s A m erican Jew ish leaders sought to understand the reasons for Israelôs
isolation and vulnerability ï reasons that m ight suggest a rem edy ï the
explanation com m anding the w idest support w as that the fading of the
m em ories of N azism ôs crim es against the Jew s, and the arrival on the
scene of a generation ignorant of the H olocaust, had resulted in Israelôs
losing the support it had once enjoyed.

[W ]hile A m erican Jew ish organizations could do nothing to alter the
recent past in the M iddle East, and precious little to affect its future, they
could w ork to revive m em ories of the H olocaust. So the ñfading
m em oriesò explanation offered an agenda for action. [em phasis in
original]

W hy did the ñfading m em oriesò explanation for Israelôs post-1967
predicam ent ñcom m and[] the w idest supportò? Surely this w as an im probable
explanation. A s N ovick him self copiously docum ents, the support Israel
initially garnered had little to do w ith ñm em ories of N azism ôs crim es,ò  and,
anyhow , these m em ories had faded long before Israel lost international
support. W hy could Jew ish elites do ñprecious little to affectò Israelôs future?
Surely they controlled a form idable organizational netw ork. W hy w as
ñreviv[ing] m em ories of the H olocaustò the only agenda for action? W hy not
support the international consensus that called for Israelôs w ithdraw al from
the lands occupied in the June w ar as w ell as a ñjust and lasting peaceò
betw een Israel and its A rab neighbors (U N  R esolution 242)?
A  m ore coherent, if less charitable, explanation is that A m erican Jew ish

elites rem em bered the N azi holocaust before June 1967 only w hen it w as
politically expedient. Israel, their new  patron, had capitalized on the N azi
holocaust during the Eichm ann trial.  G iven its proven utility, organized
A m erican Jew ry exploited the N azi holocaust after the June w ar. O nce
ideologically recast, The H olocaust (capitalized as I have previously noted)
proved to be the perfect w eapon for deflecting criticism  of Israel. Exactly
how  I w ill illustrate presently. W hat deserves em phasis here, how ever, is that
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for A m erican Jew ish elites The H olocaust perform ed the sam e function as
Israel: another invaluable chip in a high-stakes pow er gam e. The avow ed
concern for H olocaust m em ory w as as contrived as the avow ed concern for
Israelôs fate.  Thus, organized A m erican Jew ry quickly forgave and forgot
R onald R eaganôs dem ented 1985 declaration at B itburg cem etery that the
G erm an soldiers (including W affen SS m em bers) buried there w ere ñvictim s
of the N azis just as surely as the victim s in the concentration cam ps.ò In
1988, R eagan w as honored w ith the ñH um anitarian of the Y earò aw ard by
one of the m ost prom inent H olocaust institutions, the Sim on W iesenthal
C enter, for his ñstaunch support of Israel,ò and in 1994 w ith the ñTorch of
Libertyò aw ard by the pro-Israel A D L.
The R everend Jesse Jacksonôs earlier outburst in 1979 that he w as ñsick

and tired of hearing about the H olocaustò w as not so quickly forgiven or
forgotten, how ever. Indeed, the attacks by A m erican Jew ish elites on Jackson
never let up, although not for his ñanti-Sem itic rem arksò but rather for his
ñespousal of the Palestinian positionò (Seym our M artin Lipset and Earl
R aab).  In Jacksonôs case, an additional factor w as at w ork: he represented
dom estic constituencies w ith w hich organized A m erican Jew ry had been at
loggerheads since the late 1960s. In these conflicts, too, The H olocaust
proved to be a potent ideological w eapon.
It w as not Israelôs alleged w eakness and isolation, not the fear of a ñsecond

H olocaust,ò but rather its proven strength and strategic alliance w ith the
U nited States that led Jew ish elites to gear up the H olocaust industry after
June 1967. H ow ever unw ittingly, N ovick provides the best evidence to
support that conclusion. To prove that pow er considerations, not the N azi
Final Solution, determ ined A m erican policy tow ard Israel, he w rites: ñIt w as
w hen the H olocaust w as freshest in the m ind of A m erican leaders ï the first
tw enty-five years after the end of the w ar ï that the U nited States w as least
supportive of Israel. . . . It w as not w hen Israel w as perceived as w eak and
vulnerable, but after it dem onstrated its strength, in the Six D ay W ar, that
A m erican aid to Israel changed from  a trickle to a floodò (em phasis in
original).  That argum ent applies w ith equal force to A m erican Jew ish
elites.
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There are also dom estic sources of the H olocaust industry. M ainstream
interpretations point to the recent em ergence of ñidentity politics,ò on the one
hand, and the ñculture of victim ization,ò on the other. In effect, each identity
w as grounded in a particular history of oppression; Jew s accordingly sought
their ow n ethnic identity in the H olocaust.
Y et, am ong groups decrying their victim ization, including B lacks, Latinos,

N ative A m ericans, w om en, gays and lesbians, Jew s alone are not
disadvantaged in A m erican society. In fact, identity politics and The
H olocaust have taken hold am ong A m erican Jew s not because of victim
status but because they are not victim s.
A s anti-Sem itic barriers quickly fell aw ay after W orld W ar II, Jew s rose to

preem inence in the U nited States. A ccording to Lipset and R aab, per capita
Jew ish incom e is alm ost double that of non-Jew s; sixteen of the forty
w ealthiest A m ericans are Jew s; 40 percent of A m erican N obel Prize w inners
in science and econom ics are Jew ish, as are 20 percent of professors at m ajor
universities; and 40 percent of partners in the leading law  firm s in N ew  Y ork
and W ashington. The list goes on.  Far from  constituting an obstacle to
success, Jew ish identity has becom e the crow n of that success. Just as m any
Jew s kept Israel at arm ôs length w hen it constituted a liability and becam e
born-again Zionists w hen it constituted an asset, so they kept their ethnic
identity at arm ôs length w hen it constituted a liability and becam e born-again
Jew s w hen it constituted an asset.
Indeed, the secular success story of A m erican Jew ry validated a core ï

perhaps the sole ï tenet of their new ly acquired identity as Jew s. W ho could
any longer dispute that Jew s w ere a ñchosenò people? In A C ertain People:
Am erican Jew s and Their Lives Today, C harles Silberm an ï him self a born-
again Jew  ï typically gushes: ñJew s w ould have been less than hum an had
they eschew ed any notion of superiority altogether,ò and ñit is extraordinarily
difficult for A m erican Jew s to expunge the sense of superiority altogether,
how ever m uch they m ay try to suppress it.ò W hat an A m erican Jew ish child
inherits, according to novelist Philip R oth, is ñno body of law , no body of
learning and no language, and finally, no Lord . . . but a kind of psychology:
and the psychology can be translated in three w ords: óJew s are better.ô ò  A s
w ill be seen presently, The H olocaust w as the negative version of their
vaunted w orldly success: it served to validate Jew ish chosenness.
B y the 1970s, anti-Sem itism  w as no longer a salient feature of A m erican
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life. N onetheless, Jew ish leaders started sounding alarm  bells that A m erican
Jew ry w as threatened by a virulent ñnew  anti-Sem itism .ò  The m ain exhibits
of a prom inent A D L study (ñfor those w ho have died because they w ere
Jew sò) included the B roadw ay show  Jesus C hrist Superstar and a
counterculture tabloid that ñportrayed K issinger as a faw ning sycophant,
cow ard, bully, flatterer, tyrant, social clim ber, evil m anipulator, insecure
snob, unprincipled seeker after pow erò ï in the event, an understatem ent.
For organized A m erican Jew ry, this contrived hysteria over a new  anti-

Sem itism  served m ultiple purposes. It boosted Israelôs stock as the refuge of
last resort if and w hen A m erican Jew s needed one. M oreover, the fund-
raising appeals of Jew ish organizations purportedly com bating anti-Sem itism
fell on m ore receptive ears. ñThe anti-Sem ite is in the unhappy position,ò
Sartre once observed, ñof having a vital need for the very enem y he w ishes to
destroy.ò  For these Jew ish organizations the reverse is equally true. W ith
anti-Sem itism  in short supply, a cutthroat rivalry betw een m ajor Jew ish
ñdefenseò organizations ï in particular, the A D L and the Sim on W iesenthal
C enter ï has erupted in recent years.  In the m atter of fund-raising,
incidentally, the alleged threats confronting Israel serve a sim ilar purpose.
R eturning from  a trip to the U nited States, the respected Israeli journalist
D anny R ubinstein reported: ñA ccording to m ost of the people in the Jew ish
establishm ent the im portant thing is to stress again and again the external
dangers that face Israel. . . . The Jew ish establishm ent in A m erica needs
Israel only as a victim  of cruel A rab attack. For such an Israel one can get
support, donors, m oney. . . . Everybody know s the official tally of the
contributions collected in the U nited Jew ish A ppeal in A m erica, w here the
nam e of Israel is used and about half of the sum  goes not to Israel but to the
Jew ish institutions in A m erica. Is there a greater cynicism ?ò A s w e w ill see,
the H olocaust industryôs exploitation of ñneedy H olocaust victim sò is the
latest and, arguably, ugliest m anifestation of this cynicism .
The m ain ulterior m otive for sounding the anti-Sem itism  alarm  bells,

how ever, lay elsew here. A s A m erican Jew s enjoyed greater secular success,
they m oved steadily to the right politically. A lthough still left-of-center on
cultural questions such as sexual m orality and abortion, Jew s grew
increasingly conservative on politics and the econom y.  C om plem enting the
rightw ard turn w as an inw ard turn, as Jew s, no longer m indful of past allies
am ong the have-nots, increasingly earm arked their resources for Jew ish
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concerns only. This reorientation of A m erican Jew ry  w as clearly evident in
grow ing tensions betw een Jew s and B lacks. Traditionally aligned w ith black
people against caste discrim ination in the U nited States, m any Jew s broke
w ith the C ivil R ights alliance in the late 1960s w hen, as Jonathan K aufm an
reports, ñthe goals of the civil rights m ovem ent w ere shifting ï from  dem ands
for political and legal equality to dem ands for econom ic equality.ò ñW hen the
civil rights m ovem ent m oved north, into the neighborhoods of these liberal
Jew s,ò C heryl G reenberg sim ilarly recalls, ñthe question of integration took
on a different tone. W ith concerns now  couched in class rather than racial
term s, Jew s fled to the suburbs alm ost as quickly as w hite C hristians to avoid
w hat they perceived as the deterioration of their schools and neighborhoods.ò
The m em orable clim ax w as the protracted 1968 N ew  Y ork C ity teachersô
strike, w hich pitted a largely Jew ish professional union against B lack
com m unity activists fighting for control of failing schools. A ccounts of the
strike often refer to fringe anti-Sem itism . The eruption of Jew ish racism  ï not
far below  the surface before the strike ï is less often rem em bered. M ore
recently, Jew ish publicists and organizations have figured prom inently in
efforts to dism antle affirm ative action program s. In key Suprem e C ourt tests
ï D eFunis (1974) and Bakke (1978) ï the A JC , A D L, and A J C ongress,
apparently reflecting m ainstream  Jew ish sentim ent, all filed am icus briefs
opposing affirm ative action.
M oving aggressively to defend their corporate and class interests, Jew ish

elites branded all opposition to their new  conservative policies anti-Sem itic.
Thus A D L head N athan Perlm utter m aintained that the ñreal anti-Sem itism ò
in A m erica consisted of policy initiatives ñcorrosive of Jew ish interests,ò
such as affirm ative action, cuts in the defense budget, and neo-isolationism ,
as w ell as opposition to nuclear pow er and even Electoral C ollege reform .
In this ideological offensive, The H olocaust cam e to play a critical role.

M ost obviously, evoking historic persecution deflected present-day criticism .
Jew s could even gesture to the ñquota system ò from  w hich they suffered in
the past as a pretext for opposing affirm ative action program s. B eyond this,
how ever, the H olocaust fram ew ork apprehended anti-Sem itism  as a strictly
irrational G entile loathing of Jew s. It precluded the possibility that anim us
tow ard Jew s m ight be grounded in a real conflict of interests (m ore on this
later). Invoking The H olocaust w as therefore a ploy to delegitim ize all
criticism  of Jew s: such criticism  could only spring from  pathological hatred.
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Just as organized Jew ry rem em bered The H olocaust w hen Israeli pow er
peaked, so it rem em bered The H olocaust w hen A m erican Jew ish pow er
peaked. The pretense, how ever, w as that, there and here, Jew s faced an
im m inent ñsecond H olocaust.ò Thus A m erican Jew ish elites could strike
heroic poses as they indulged in cow ardly bullying. N orm an Podhoretz, for
exam ple, pointed up the new  Jew ish resolve after the June 1967 w ar to ñresist
any w ho w ould in any w ay and to any degree and for any reason w hatsoever
attem pt to do us harm . . . . W e w ould from  now  on stand our ground.ò  Just
as Israelis, arm ed to the teeth by the U nited States, courageously put unruly
Palestinians in their place, so A m erican Jew s courageously put unruly B lacks
in their place.
Lording it over those least able to defend them selves: that is the real

content of organized A m erican Jew ryôs reclaim ed courage.

 G ore V idal, ñThe Em pire Lovers Strike B ack,ò in N ation (22 M arch 1986).

 R ochelle G . Saidel, N ever Too Late to Rem em ber (N ew  Y ork: 1996), 32.

 H annah A rendt, Eichm ann in Jerusalem : A Report on the Banality of Evil, revised and enlarged
edition (N ew  Y ork: 1965), 282. The situation in G erm any w asnôt m uch different. For exam ple,
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cam ps. (Joachim  C . Fest, H itler [N ew  Y ork: 1975], 679ï82)
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m ainstream  Jew ish organizations crucified H annah A rendt for pointing up the collaboration of
aggrandizing Jew ish elites during the N azi era? R ecalling the perfidious role of the Jew ish C ouncil
police force, Y itzhak Zuckerm an, a leader of the W arsaw  G hetto uprising, observed: óThere w erenôt
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 See, for exam ple, A lexander B loom , Prodigal Sons (N ew  Y ork: 1986).
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 ñEruption in the M iddle East,ò in D issent (W inter 1957).
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C H A PTER  2

HOAXERS, HUCKSTERS, AND HISTORY

ñH olocaust aw areness,ò the respected Israeli w riter B oas Evron observes,
is actually ñan official, propagandistic indoctrination, a churning out of
slogans and a false view  of the w orld, the real aim  of w hich is not at all an
understanding of the past, but a m anipulation of the present.ò In and of itself,
the N azi holocaust does not serve any particular political agenda. It can just
as easily m otivate dissent from  as support for Israeli policy. R efracted
through an ideological prism , how ever, ñthe m em ory of the N azi
exterm inationò cam e to serve ï in Evronôs w ords ï ñas a pow erful tool in the
hands of the Israeli leadership and Jew s abroad.ò  The N azi holocaust
becam e The H olocaust.
Tw o central dogm as underpin the H olocaust fram ew ork: (1) The H olocaust

m arks a categorically unique historical event; (2) The H olocaust m arks the
clim ax of an irrational, eternal G entile hatred of Jew s. N either of these
dogm as figured at all in public discourse before the June 1967 w ar; and,
although they becam e the centerpieces of H olocaust literature, neither figures
at all in genuine scholarship on the N azi holocaust.  O n the other hand, both
dogm as draw  on im portant strands in Judaism  and Zionism .
In the afterm ath of W orld W ar II, the N azi holocaust w as not cast as a

uniquely Jew ish ï let alone a historically unique ï event. O rganized
A m erican Jew ry in particular w as at pains to place it in a universalist context.
A fter the June w ar, how ever, the N azi Final Solution w as radically refram ed.
ñThe first and m ost im portant claim  that em erged from  the 1967 w ar and
becam e em blem atic of A m erican Judaism ,ò Jacob N eusner recalls, w as that
ñthe H olocaust . . . w as unique, w ithout parallel in hum an history.ò  In an
illum inating essay, historian D avid Stannard ridicules the ñsm all industry of
H olocaust hagiographers arguing for the uniqueness of the Jew ish experience
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w ith all the energy and ingenuity of theological zealots.ò  The uniqueness
dogm a, after all, m akes no sense.
A t the m ost basic level, every historical event is unique, if m erely by virtue

of tim e and location, and every historical event bears distinctive features as
w ell as features in com m on w ith other historical events. The anom aly of The
H olocaust is that its uniqueness is held to be absolutely decisive. W hat other
historical event, one m ight ask, is fram ed largely for its categorical
uniqueness? Typically, distinctive features of The H olocaust are isolated in
order to place the event in a category altogether apart. It is never clear,
how ever, w hy the m any com m on features should be reckoned trivial by
com parison.
A ll H olocaust w riters agree that The H olocaust is unique, but few , if any,

agree w hy. Each tim e an argum ent for H olocaust uniqueness is em pirically
refuted, a new  argum ent is adduced in its stead. The results, according to
Jean-M ichel C haum ont, are m ultiple, conflicting argum ents that annul each
other: ñK now ledge does not accum ulate. R ather, to im prove on the form er
argum ent, each new  one starts from  zero.ò  Put otherw ise: uniqueness is a
given in the H olocaust fram ew ork; proving it is the appointed task, and
disproving it is equivalent to H olocaust denial. Perhaps the problem  lies w ith
the prem ise, not the proof. Even if The H olocaust w ere unique, w hat
difference w ould it m ake? H ow  w ould it change our understanding if the
N azi holocaust w ere not the first but the fourth or fifth in a line of
com parable catastrophes?
The m ost recent entry into the H olocaust uniqueness sw eepstakes is Steven

K atzôs The H olocaust in H istorical C ontext. C iting nearly 5,000 titles in the
first of a projected three-volum e study, K atz surveys the full sw eep of hum an
history in order to prove that ñthe H olocaust is phenom enologically unique
by virtue of the fact that never before has a state set out, as a m atter of
intentional principle and actualized policy, to annihilate physically every
m an, w om an and child belonging to a specific people.ò C larifying his thesis,
K atz explains: ñ  is uniquely C .  m ay share A , B . D , . . . X  w ith ﬞ  but not C .
A nd again  m ay share A , B , D , . . . X  w ith all ﬞ  but not C . Everything
essential turns, as it w ere, on  being uniquely C  . . . [H 9266] lacking C  is not 
. . . . B y definition, no exceptions to this rule are allow ed. ﬞ  sharing A , B , D ,
. . . X  w ith  m ay be like  in these and other respects . . . but as regards our
definition of uniqueness any or all ﬞ  lacking C  are not . . . . O f course, in its
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totality  is m ore than C , but it is never  w ithout C .ò Translation: A  historical
event containing a distinct feature is a distinct historical event. To avoid any
confusion, K atz further elucidates that he uses the term  phenom enologically
ñin a non-H usserlian, non-Shutzean, non-Schelerian, non-H eideggerian, non-
M erleau-Pontyan sense.ò Translation: The K atz enterprise is phenom enal
non-sense.  Even if the evidence sustained K atzôs central thesis, w hich it
does not, it w ould only prove that The H olocaust contained a distinct feature.
The w onder w ould be w ere it otherw ise. C haum ont infers that K atzôs study is
actually ñideologyò m asquerading as ñscience,ò m ore on w hich presently.
O nly a fleaôs hop separates the claim  of H olocaust uniqueness from  the

claim  that The H olocaust cannot be rationally apprehended. If The H olocaust
is unprecedented in history, it m ust stand above and hence cannot be grasped
by history. Indeed, The H olocaust is unique because it is inexplicable, and it
is inexplicable because it is unique.
D ubbed by N ovick the ñsacralization of the H olocaust,ò this

m ystificationsôs m ost practiced purveyor is Elie W iesel. For W iesel, N ovick
rightly observes, The H olocaust is effectively a ñm ysteryò religion. Thus
W iesel intones that the H olocaust ñleads into darkness,ò ñnegates all
answ ers,ò ñlies outside, if not beyond, history,ò ñdefies both know ledge and
description,ò ñcannot be explained nor visualized,ò is ñnever to be
com prehended or transm itted,ò m arks a ñdestruction of historyò and a
ñm utation on a cosm ic scale.ò O nly the survivor-priest (read: only W iesel) is
qualified to divine its m ystery. A nd yet, The H olocaustôs m ystery, W iesel
avow s, is ñnoncom m unicableò; ñw e cannot even talk about it.ò Thus, for his
standard fee of $25,000 (plus chauffeured lim ousine), W iesel lectures that the
ñsecretò of A uschw itzôs ñtruth lies in silence.ò
R ationally com prehending The H olocaust am ounts, in this view , to

denying it. For rationality denies The H olocaustôs uniqueness and m ystery.
A nd to com pare The H olocaust w ith the sufferings of others constitutes, for
W iesel, a ñtotal betrayal of Jew ish history.ò  Som e years back, the parody of
a N ew  Y ork tabloid w as headlined: ñM ichael Jackson, 60 M illion O thers, D ie
in N uclear H olocaust.ò The letters page carried an irate protest from  W iesel:
ñH ow  dare people refer to w hat happened yesterday as a H olocaust? There
w as only one H olocaust. . . .ò In his new  m em oir W iesel, proving that life can
also im itate spoof, reprim ands Shim on Peres for speaking ñw ithout hesitation
of óthe tw o holocaustsô of the tw entieth century: A uschw itz and H iroshim a.
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H e shouldnôt have.ò  A  favorite W iesel tag line declares that ñthe
universality of the H olocaust lies in its uniqueness.ò  B ut if it is
incom parably and incom prehensibly unique, how  can The H olocaust have a
universal dim ension?
The H olocaust uniqueness debate is sterile. Indeed, the claim s of

H olocaust uniqueness have com e to constitute a form  of ñintellectual
terrorism ò (C haum ont). Those practicing the norm al com parative procedures
of scholarly inquiry m ust first enter a thousand and one caveats to w ard off
the accusation of ñtrivializing The H olocaust.ò
A  subtext of the H olocaust uniqueness claim  is that The H olocaust w as

uniquely evil. H ow ever terrible, the suffering of others sim ply does not
com pare. Proponents of H olocaust uniqueness typically disclaim  this
im plication, but such dem urrals are disingenuous.
The claim s of H olocaust uniqueness are intellectually barren and m orally

discreditable, yet they persist. The question is, W hy? In the first place, unique
suffering confers unique entitlem ent. The unique evil of the H olocaust,
according to Jacob N eusner, not only sets Jew s apart from  others, but also
gives Jew s a ñclaim  upon those others.ò For Edw ard A lexander, the
uniqueness of The H olocaust is ñm oral capitalò; Jew s m ust ñclaim
sovereigntyòoverthis ñvaluable property.ò
In effect, H olocaust uniqueness ï this ñclaim ò upon others, this ñm oral

capitalò ï serves as Israelôs prize alibi. ñThe singularity of the Jew ish
suffering,ò historian Peter B aldw in suggests, ñadds to the m oral and
em otional claim s that Israel can m ake . . . on other nations.ò  Thus,
according to N athan G lazer, The H olocaust, w hich pointed to the ñpeculiar
distinctiveness of the Jew s,ò gave Jew s ñthe right to consider them selves
specially threatened and specially w orthy of w hatever efforts w ere necessary
for survival.ò  (em phasis in original) To cite one typical exam ple, every
account of Israelôs decision to develop nuclear w eapons evokes the specter of
The H olocaust.  A s if Israel otherw ise w ould not have gone nuclear.
There is another factor at w ork. The claim  of H olocaust uniqueness is a

claim  of Jew ish uniqueness. N ot the suffering of Jew s but that Jew s suffered
is w hat m ade The H olocaust unique. O r: The H olocaust is special because
Jew s are special. Thus Ism ar Schorsch, chancellor of the Jew ish Theological
Sem inary, ridicules the H olocaust uniqueness claim  as ña distasteful secular
version of chosenness.ò  V ehem ent as he is about the uniqueness of The
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H olocaust, Elie W iesel is no less vehem ent that Jew s are unique. ñEverything
about us is different.ò Jew s are ñontologicallyò exceptional.  M arking the
clim ax of a m illennial G entile hatred of Jew s, The H olocaust attested not
only to the unique suffering of Jew s but to Jew ish uniqueness as w ell.
D uring and in the afterm ath of W orld W ar II, N ovick reports, ñhardly

anyone inside [the U S] governm ent ï and hardly anyone outside it, Jew  or
G entile ï w ould have understood the phrase óabandonm ent of the Jew s.ô ò A
reversal set in after June 1967. ñThe w orldôs silence,ò ñthe w orldôs
indifference,ò ñthe abandonm ent of the Jew sò: these them es becam e a staple
of ñH olocaust discourse.ò
A ppropriating a Zionist tenet, the H olocaust fram ew ork cast H itlerôs Final

Solution as the clim ax of a m illennial G entile hatred of Jew s. The Jew s
perished because all G entiles, be it as perpetrators or as passive collaborators,
w anted them  dead. ñThe free and ócivilizedô w orld,ò according to W iesel,
handed the Jew s ñover to the executioner. There w ere the killers ï the
m urderers ï and there w ere those w ho rem ained silent.ò  The historical
evidence for a m urderous G entile im pulse is nil. D aniel G oldhagenôs
ponderous effort to prove one variant of this claim  in H itlerôs W illing
Executioners barely rose to the com ical.  Its political utility, how ever, is
considerable. O ne m ight note, incidentally, that the ñeternal anti-Sem itism ò
theory in fact gives com fort to the anti-Sem ite. A s A rendt says in The O rigins
of Totalitarianism , ñthat this doctrine w as adopted by professional
antisem ites is a m atter of course; it gives the best possible alibi for all
horrors. If it is true that m ankind has insisted on m urdering Jew s for m ore
than tw o thousand years, then Jew -killing is a norm al, and even hum an,
occupation and Jew -hatred is justified beyond the need of argum ent. The
m ore surprising aspect of this explanation is that it has been adopted by a
great m any unbiased historians and by an even greater num ber of Jew s.ò
The H olocaust dogm a of eternal G entile hatred has served both to justify

the necessity of a Jew ish state and to account for the hostility directed at
Israel. The Jew ish state is the only safeguard against the next (inevitable)
outbreak of hom icidal anti-Sem itism ; conversely, hom icidal anti-Sem itism  is
behind every attack or even defensive m aneuver against the Jew ish state. To
account for criticism  of Israel, fiction w riter C ynthia O zick had a ready
answ er: ñThe w orld w ants to w ipe out the Jew s . . . the w orld has alw ays
w anted to w ipe out the Jew s.ò  If all the w orld w ants the Jew s dead, truly
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the w onder is that they are still alive ï and, unlike m uch of hum anity, not
exactly starving.
This dogm a has also conferred total license on Israel: Intent as the G entiles

alw ays are on m urdering Jew s, Jew s have every right to protect them selves,
how ever they see fit. W hatever expedient Jew s m ight resort to, even
aggression and torture, constitutes legitim ate self-defense. D eploring the
ñH olocaust lessonò of eternal G entile hatred, B oas Evron observes that it ñis
really tantam ount to a deliberate breeding of paranoia. . . . This m entality . . .
condones in advance any inhum an treatm ent of non-Jew s, for the prevailing
m ythology is that óall people collaborated w ith the N azis in the destruction of
Jew ry,ô hence everything is perm issible to Jew s in their relationship to other
peoples.ò
In the H olocaust fram ew ork, G entile anti-Sem itism  is not only ineradicable

but also alw ays irrational. G oing far beyond classical Zionist, let alone
standard scholarly, analyses, G oldhagen construes anti-Sem itism  as
ñdivorced from  actual Jew s,ò ñfundam entally not a response to any objective
evaluation of Jew ish action,ò and ñindependent of Jew sô nature and actions.ò
A  G entile m ental pathology, its ñhost dom ainò is ñthe m ind.ò (em phasis in
original) D riven by ñirrational argum ents,ò the anti-Sem ite, according to
W iesel, ñsim ply resents the fact that the Jew  exists.ò  ñN ot only does
anything Jew s do or refrain from  doing have nothing to do w ith anti-
Sem itism ,ò sociologist John M urray C uddihy critically observes, ñbut any
attem pt to explain anti-Sem itism  by referring to the Jew ish contribution to
anti-Sem itism  is itself an instance of anti-Sem itism !ò (em phasis in original)
The point, of course, is not that anti-Sem itism  is justifiable, nor that Jew s are
to blam e for crim es com m itted against them , but that anti-Sem itism  develops
in a specific historical context w ith its attendant interplay of interests. ñA
gifted, w ell-organized, and largely successful m inority can inspire conflicts
that derive from  objective inter-group tensions,ò Ism ar Schorsch points out,
although these conflicts are ñoften packaged in anti-Sem itic stereotypes.ò
The irrational essence of G entile anti-Sem itism  is inferred inductively from

the irrational essence of The H olocaust. To w it, H itlerôs Final Solution
uniquely lacked rationality ï it w as ñevil for its ow n sake,ò ñpurposelessò
m ass killing; H itlerôs Final Solution m arked the culm ination of G entile anti-
Sem itism ; therefore G entile anti-Sem itism  is essentially irrational. Taken
apart or together, these propositions do not w ithstand even superficial
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scrutiny.  Politically, how ever, the argum ent is highly serviceable.
B y conferring total blam elessness on Jew s, the H olocaust dogm a

im m unizes Israel and A m erican Jew ry from  legitim ate censure. A rab
hostility, A frican-A m erican hostility: they are ñfundam entally not a response
to any objective evaluation of Jew ish actionò (G oldhagen).  C onsider
W iesel on Jew ish persecution: ñFor tw o thousand years . . . w e w ere alw ays
threatened. . . . For w hat? For no reason.ò O n A rab hostility to Israel:
ñB ecause of w ho w e are and w hat our hom eland Israel represents ï the heart
of our lives, the dream  of our dream s ï w hen our enem ies try to destroy us,
they w ill do so by trying to destroy Israel.ò O n B lack peopleôs hostility to
A m erican Jew s: ñThe people w ho take their inspiration from  us do not thank
us but attack us. W e find ourselves in a very dangerous situation. W e are
again the scapegoat on all sides. . . . W e helped the blacks; w e alw ays helped
them . . . . I feel sorry for blacks. There is one thing they should learn from  us
and that is gratitude. N o people in the w orld know s gratitude as w e do; w e
are forever grateful.ò  Ever chastised, ever innocent: this is the burden of
being a Jew .
The H olocaust dogm a of eternal G entile hatred also validates the

com plem entary H olocaust dogm a of uniqueness. If The H olocaust m arked
the clim ax of a m illennial G entile hatred of the Jew s, the persecution of non-
Jew s in The H olocaust w as m erely accidental and the persecution of non-
Jew s in history m erely episodic. From  every standpoint, then, Jew ish
suffering during The H olocaust w as unique.
Finally, Jew ish suffering w as unique because the Jew s are unique. The

H olocaust w as unique because it w as not rational. U ltim ately, its im petus w as
a m ost irrational, if all-too-hum an, passion. The G entile w orld hated Jew s
because of envy, jealousy: ressentim ent. A nti-Sem itism , according to N athan
and R uth A nn Perlm utter, sprang from  ñgentile jealousy and resentm ent of
the Jew sô besting C hristians in the m arketplace . . . large num bers of less
accom plished gentiles resent sm aller num bers of m ore accom plished
Jew s.ò  A lbeit negatively, The H olocaust thus confirm ed the chosenness of
Jew s. B ecause Jew s are better, or m ore successful, they suffered the ire of
G entiles, w ho then m urdered them .
In a brief aside, N ovick m uses ñw hat w ould talk of the H olocaust be like in

A m ericaò if Elie W iesel w ere not its ñprincipal interpreterò?  The answ er is
not difficult to find: B efore June 1967 the universalist m essage of
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concentration cam p survivor B runo B ettelheim  resonated am ong A m erican
Jew s. A fter the June w ar, B ettelheim  w as shunted aside in favor of W iesel.
W ieselôs prom inence is a function of his ideological utility. U niqueness of
Jew ish suffering/uniqueness of the Jew s, ever-guilty G entiles/ever-innocent
Jew s, unconditional defense of Israel/unconditional defense of Jew ish
interests: Elie W iesel is The H olocaust.

A rticulating the key H olocaust dogm as, m uch of the literature on H itlerôs
Final Solution is w orthless as scholarship. Indeed, the field of H olocaust
studies is replete w ith nonsense, if not sheer fraud. Especially revealing is the
cultural m ilieu that nurtures this H olocaust literature.
The first m ajor H olocaust hoax w as The Painted Bird, by Polish ®m igr®

Jerzy K osinski.  The book w as ñw ritten in English,ò K osinski explained, so
that ñI could w rite dispassionately, free from  the em otional connotation oneôs
native language alw ays contains.ò In fact, w hatever parts he actually w rote ï
an unresolved question ï w ere w ritten in Polish. The book w as purported to
be K osinskiôs autobiographical account of his w anderings as a solitary child
through rural Poland during W orld W ar II. In fact, K osinski lived w ith his
parents throughout the w ar. The bookôs m otif is the sadistic sexual tortures
perpetrated by the Polish peasantry. Pre-publication readers derided it as a
ñpornography of violenceò and ñthe product of a m ind obsessed w ith
sadom asochistic violence.ò In fact, K osinski conjured up alm ost all the
pathological episodes he narrates. The book depicts the Polish peasants he
lived w ith as virulently anti-Sem itic. ñB eat the Jew s,ò they jeer. ñB eat the
bastards.ò In fact, Polish peasants harbored the K osinski fam ily even though
they w ere fully aw are of their Jew ishness and the dire consequences they
them selves faced if caught.
In the N ew  York Tim es Book Review , Elie W iesel acclaim ed The Painted

Bird as ñone of the bestò indictm ents of the N azi era, ñw ritten w ith deep
sincerity and sensitivity.ò C ynthia O zick later gushed that she ñim m ediatelyò
recognized K osinskiôs authenticity as ña Jew ish survivor and w itness to the
H olocaust.ò Long after K osinski w as exposed as a consum m ate literary
hoaxer, W iesel continued to heap encom ium s on his ñrem arkable body of
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w ork.ò
The Painted Bird becam e a basic H olocaust text. It w as a best-seller and

aw ard-w inner, translated into num erous languages, and required reading in
high school and college classes. D oing the H olocaust circuit, K osinski
dubbed him self a ñcut-rate Elie W iesel.ò (Those unable to afford W ieselôs
speaking fee ï ñsilenceò doesnôt com e cheap ï turned to him .) Finally
exposed by an investigative new sw eekly, K osinski w as still stoutly defended
by the N ew  York Tim es, w hich alleged that he w as the victim  of a C om m unist
plot.
A  m ore recent fraud, B injam in W ilkom irskiôs Fragm ents,  borrow s

prom iscuously from  the H olocaust kitsch of The Painted Bird. Like K osinski,
W ilkom irski portrays him self as a solitary child survivor w ho becom es m ute,
w inds up in an orphanage and only belatedly discovers that he is Jew ish. Like
The Painted Bird, the chief narrative conceit of Fragm ents is the sim ple,
pared-dow n voice of a child-naif, also allow ing tim e fram es and place nam es
to rem ain vague. Like The Painted Bird, each chapter of Fragm ents clim axes
in an orgy of violence. K osinski represented The Painted Bird as ñthe slow
unfreezing of the m indò; W ilkom irski represents Fragm ents as ñrecovered
m em ory.ò
A  hoax cut out of w hole cloth, Fragm ents is nevertheless the archetypal

H olocaust m em oir. It is set first in the concentration cam ps, w here every
guard is a crazed, sadistic m onster joyfully cracking the skulls of Jew ish
new borns. Y et, the classic m em oirs of the N azi concentration cam ps concur
w ith A uschw itz survivor D r. Ella Lingens-R einer: ñThere w ere few  sadists.
N ot m ore than five or ten percent.ò  U biquitous G erm an sadism  figures
prom inently, how ever, in H olocaust literature. D oing double service, it
ñdocum entsò the unique irrationality of The H olocaust as w ell as the fanatical
anti-Sem itism  of the perpetrators.
The singularity of Fragm ents lies in its depiction of life not during but

after The H olocaust. A dopted by a Sw iss fam ily, little B injam in endures yet
new  torm ents. H e is trapped in a w orld of H olocaust deniers. ñForget it ï itôs
a bad dream ,ò his m other scream s. ñIt w as only a bad dream . . . . Y ouôre not
to think about it any m ore.ò ñH ere in this country,ò he chafes, ñeveryone
keeps saying Iôm  to forget, and that it never happened, I only dream ed it. B ut
they know  all about it!ò
Even at school, ñthe boys point at m e and m ake fists and yell: óH eôs
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raving, thereôs no such thing. Liar! H eôs crazy, m ad, heôs an idiot.ô ò (A n
aside: They w ere right.) Pum m eling him , chanting anti-Sem itic ditties, all the
G entile children line up against poor B injam in, w hile the adults keep
taunting, ñY ouôre m aking it up!ò
D riven to abject despair, B injam in reaches a H olocaust epiphany. ñThe

cam pôs still there ï just hidden and w ell disguised. Theyôve taken off their
uniform s and dressed them selves up in nice clothes so as not to be
recognized. . . . Just give them  the gentlest of hints that m aybe, possibly,
youôre a Jew  ï and youôll feel it: these are the sam e people, and Iôm  sure of it.
They can still kill, even out of uniform .ò M ore than a hom age to H olocaust
dogm a, Fragm ents is the sm oking gun: even in Sw itzerland ï neutral
Sw itzerland ï all the G entiles w ant to kill the Jew s.
Fragm ents w as w idely hailed as a classic of H olocaust literature. It w as

translated into a dozen languages and w on the Jew ish N ational B ook A w ard,
the Jew ish Q uarterly Prize, and the Prix de M ®m oire de la Shoah. Star of
docum entaries, keynoter at H olocaust conferences and sem inars, fund-raiser
for the U nited States H olocaust M em orial M useum , W ilkom irski quickly
becam e a H olocaust poster boy.
A cclaim ing Fragm ents a ñsm all m asterpiece,ò D aniel G oldhagen w as

W ilkom irskiôs m ain academ ic cham pion. K now ledgeable historians like R aul
H ilberg, how ever, early on pegged Fragm ents as a fraud. H ilberg also posed
the right questions after the fraudôs exposure: ñH ow  did this book pass as a
m em oir in several publishing houses? H ow  could it have brought M r.
W ilkom irski invitations to the U nited States H olocaust M em orial M useum  as
w ell as recognized universities? H ow  com e w e have no decent quality control
w hen it com es to evaluating H olocaust m aterial for publication?ò
H alf-fruitcake, half-m ountebank, W ilkom irski, it turns out, spent the entire

w ar in Sw itzerland. H e is not even Jew ish. Listen, how ever, to the H olocaust
industry post-m ortem s:

A rthur Sam uelson (publisher): Fragm ents ñis a pretty cool book. . . . Itôs
only a fraud if you call it non-fiction. I w ould then reissue it, in the fiction
category. M aybe itôs not true ï then heôs a better w riter!ò

C arol B row n Janew ay (editor and translator): ñIf the charges . . . turn out
to be correct, then w hatôs at issue are not em pirical facts that can be
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checked, but spiritual facts that m ust be pondered. W hat w ould be
required is soul-checking, and thatôs an im possibility.ò

Thereôs m ore. Israel G utm an is a director of Y ad V ashem  and a H olocaust
lecturer at H ebrew  U niversity. H e is also a form er inm ate of A uschw itz.
A ccording to G utm an, ñitôs not that im portantò w hether Fragm ents is a fraud.
ñW ilkom irski has w ritten a story w hich he has experienced deeply; thatôs for
sure. . . . H e is not a fake. H e is som eone w ho lives this story very deeply in
his soul. The pain is authentic.ò So it doesnôt m atter w hether he spent the w ar
in a concentration cam p or a Sw iss chalet; W ilkom irski is not a fake if his
ñpain is authenticò: thus speaks an A uschw itz survivor turned H olocaust
expert. The others deserve contem pt; G utm an, just pity.
The N ew  Yorker titled its expos® of the W ilkom irski fraud ñStealing the

H olocaust.ò Y esterday W ilkom irski w as feted for his tales of G entile evil;
today he is chastised as yet another evil G entile. Itôs alw ays the G entilesô
fault. True, W ilkom irski fabricated his H olocaust past, but the larger truth is
that the H olocaust industry, built on a fraudulent m isappropriation of history
for ideological purposes, w as prim ed to celebrate the W ilkom irski
fabrication. H e w as a H olocaust ñsurvivorò w aiting to be discovered.
In O ctober 1999, W ilkom irskiôs G erm an publisher, w ithdraw ing

Fragm ents from  bookstores, finally acknow ledged publicly that he w asnôt a
Jew ish orphan but a Sw iss-born m an nam ed B runo D oessekker. Inform ed
that the jig w as up, W ilkom irski thundered defiantly, ñI am  B injam in
W ilkom irski!ò N ot until a m onth later did the A m erican publisher, Schocken,
drop Fragm ents from  its list.
C onsider now  H olocaust secondary literature. A  telltale sign of this

literature is the space given over to the ñA rab connection.ò A lthough the
M ufti of Jerusalem  didnôt play ñany significant part in the H olocaust,ò
N ovick reports, the four-volum e Encyclopedia of the H olocaust (edited by
Israel G utm an) gave him  a ñstarring role.ò The M ufti also gets top billing in
Y ad V ashem : ñThe visitor is left to conclude,ò Tom  Segev w rites, ñthat there
is m uch in com m on betw een the N azisô plans to destroy the Jew s and the
A rabsô enm ity to Israel.ò A t an A uschw itz com m em oration officiated by
clergy representing all religious denom inations, W iesel objected only to the
presence of a M uslim  qadi: ñW ere w e not forgetting . . . M ufti H ajj A m in el-
H usseini of Jerusalem , H einrich H im m lerôs friend?ò Incidentally, if the M ufti
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figured so centrally in H itlerôs Final Solution, the w onder is that Israel didnôt
bring him  to justice like Eichm ann. H e w as living openly right next door in
Lebanon after the w ar.
Especially in the w ake of Israelôs ill-fated invasion of Lebanon in 1982 and

as official Israeli propaganda claim s cam e under w ithering attack by Israelôs
ñnew  historians,ò apologists desperately sought to tar the A rabs w ith N azism .
Fam ed historian B ernard Lew is m anaged to devote a full chapter of his short
history of anti-Sem itism , and fully three pages of his ñbrief history of the last
2,000 yearsò of the M iddle East, to A rab N azism . A t the liberal extrem e of
the H olocaust spectrum , M ichael B erenbaum of the W ashington H olocaust
M em orial M useum  generously allow ed that ñthe stones throw n by Palestinian
youths angered by Israelôs presence . . . are not synonym ous w ith the N azi
assault against pow erless Jew ish civilians.ò
The m ost recent H olocaust extravaganza is D aniel Jonah G oldhagenôs

H itlerôs W illing Executioners. Every im portant journal of opinion printed one
or m ore review s w ithin w eeks of its release. The N ew  York Tim es featured
m ultiple notices, acclaim ing G oldhagenôs book as ñone of those rare new
w orks that m erit the appellation landm arkò (R ichard B ernstein). W ith sales of
half a m illion copies and translations slated for 13 languages, H itlerôs W illing
Executioners w as hailed in Tim e m agazine as the ñm ost talked aboutò and
second best nonfiction book of the year.
Pointing to the ñrem arkable research,ò and ñw ealth of proof . . . w ith

overw helm ing support of docum ents and facts,ò Elie W iesel heralded H itlerôs
W illing Executioners as a ñtrem endous contribution to the understanding and
teaching of the H olocaust.ò Israel G utm an praised it for ñraising anew  clearly
central questionsò that ñthe m ain body of H olocaust scholarshipò ignored.
N om inated for the H olocaust chair at H arvard U niversity, paired w ith W iesel
in the national m edia, G oldhagen quickly becam e a ubiquitous presence on
the H olocaust circuit.
The central thesis of G oldhagenôs book is standard H olocaust dogm a:

driven by pathological hatred, the G erm an people leapt at the opportunity
H itler availed them  to m urder the Jew s. Even leading H olocaust w riter
Y ehuda B auer, a lecturer at the H ebrew  U niversity and director of Y ad
V ashem , has at tim es em braced this dogm a. R eflecting several years ago on
the perpetratorsô m indset, B auer w rote: ñThe Jew s w ere m urdered by people
w ho, to a large degree, did not actually hate them . . . . The G erm ans did not
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have to hate the Jew s in order to kill them .ò Y et, in a recent review  of
G oldhagenôs book, B auer m aintained the exact opposite: ñThe m ost radical
type of m urderous attitudes dom inated from  the end of the 1930s onw ard. . . .
[B ]y the outbreak of W orld W ar II the vast m ajority of G erm ans had
identified w ith the regim e and its antisem itic policies to such an extent that it
w as easy to recruit the m urderers.ò Q uestioned about this discrepancy, B auer
replied: ñI cannot see any contradiction betw een these statem ents.ò
A lthough bearing the apparatus of an academ ic study, H itlerôs W illing

Executioners am ounts to little m ore than a com pendium  of sadistic violence.
Sm all w onder that G oldhagen vigorously cham pioned W ilkom irski: H itlerôs
W illing Executioners is Fragm ents plus footnotes. R eplete w ith gross
m isrepresentations of source m aterial and internal contradictions, H itlerôs
W illing Executioners is devoid of scholarly value. In A N ation on Trial, R uth
B ettina B irn and this w riter docum ented the shoddiness of G oldhagenôs
enterprise. The ensuing controversy instructively illum inated the inner
w orkings of the H olocaust industry.
B irn, the w orldôs leading authority on the archives G oldhagen consulted,

first published her critical findings in the C am bridge H istorical Journal.
R efusing the journalôs invitation for a full rebuttal, G oldhagen instead
enlisted a high-pow ered London law  firm  to sue B irn and C am bridge
U niversity Press for ñm any serious libels.ò D em anding an apology, a
retraction, and a prom ise from  B irn that she not repeat her criticism s,
G oldhagenôs law yers then threatened that ñthe generation of any publicity on
your part as a result of this letter w ould am ount to a further aggravation of
dam ages.ò
Soon after this w riterôs equally critical findings w ere published in N ew  Left

Review , M etropolitan, an im print of H enry H olt, agreed to publish both
essays as a book. In a front-page story, the Forw ard w arned that
M etropolitan w as ñpreparing to bring out a book by N orm an Finkelstein, a
notorious ideological opponent of the State of Israel.ò The Forw ard acts as
the m ain enforcer of ñH olocaust correctnessò in the U nited States.
A lleging that ñFinkelsteinôs glaring bias and audacious statem ents . . . are

irreversibly tainted by his anti-Zionist stance,ò A D L head A braham  Foxm an
called on H olt to drop publication of the book: ñThe issue . . . is not w hether
G oldhagenôs thesis is right or w rong but w hat is ólegitim ate criticism ô and
w hat goes beyond the pale.ò ñW hether G oldhagenôs thesis is right or w rong,ò
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M etropolitan associate publisher Sara B ershtel replied, ñis precisely the
issue.ò
Leon W ieseltier, literary editor of the pro-Israel N ew  Republic, intervened

personally w ith H olt president M ichael N aum ann. ñY ou donôt know  w ho
Finkelstein is. H eôs poison, heôs a disgusting selfhating Jew , heôs som ething
you find under a rock.ò Pronouncing H oltôs decision a ñdisgrace,ò Elan
Steinberg, executive director of the W orld Jew ish C ongress, opined, ñIf they
w ant to be garbagem en they should w ear sanitation uniform s.ò
ñI have never experienced,ò N aum ann later recalled, ña sim ilar attem pt of

interested parties to publicly cast a shadow  over an upcom ing publication.ò
The prom inent Israeli historian and journalist, Tom  Segev, observed in
H aaretz that the cam paign verged on ñcultural terrorism .ò
A s chief historian of the W ar C rim es and C rim es A gainst H um anity

Section of the C anadian D epartm ent of Justice, B irn next cam e under attack
from  C anadian Jew ish organizations. C laim ing that I w as ñanathem a to the
vast m ajority of Jew s on this continent,ò the C anadian Jew ish C ongress
denounced B irnôs collaboration in the book. Exerting pressure through her
em ployer, the C JC  filed a protest w ith the Justice D epartm ent. This
com plaint, joined to a C JC -backed report calling B irn ña m em ber of the
perpetrator raceò (she is G erm an-born), prom pted an official investigation of
her.
Even after the bookôs publication, the ad hom inem  assaults did not let up.

G oldhagen alleged that B irn, w ho has m ade the prosecution of N azi w ar
crim inals her lifeôs w ork, w as a purveyor of anti-Sem itism , and that I w as of
the opinion that N azism ôs victim s, including m y ow n fam ily, deserved to
die.  G oldhagenôs colleagues at the H arvard C enter for European Studies,
Stanley H offm ann and C harles M aier, publicly lined up behind him .
C alling the charges of censorship a ñcanard,ò The N ew  Republic

m aintained that ñthere is a difference betw een censorship and upholding
standards.ò A N ation on Trial received endorsem ents from  the leading
historians on the N azi holocaust, including R aul H ilberg, C hristopher
B row ning and Ian K ershaw . These sam e scholars uniform ly dism issed
G oldhagenôs book; H ilberg called it ñw orthless.ò Standards, indeed.
C onsider, finally, the pattern: W iesel and G utm an supported G oldhagen;

W iesel supported K osinski; G utm an and G oldhagen supported W ilkom irski.
C onnect the players: this is H olocaust literature.
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A ll the hype notw ithstanding, there is no evidence that H olocaust deniers
exert any m ore influence in the U nited States than the flat-earth society does.
G iven the nonsense churned out daily by the H olocaust industry, the w onder
is that there are so few  skeptics. The m otive behind the claim  of w idespread
H olocaust denial is not hard to find. In a society saturated w ith The
H olocaust, how  else to justify yet m ore m useum s, books, curricula, film s and
program s than to conjure up the bogy of H olocaust denial? Thus D eborah
Lipstadtôs acclaim ed book, D enying the H olocaust,  as w ell as the results of
an ineptly w orded A m erican Jew ish C om m ittee poll alleging pervasive
H olocaust denial,  w ere released just as the W ashington H olocaust
M em orial M useum  opened.
D enying the H olocaust is an updated version of the ñnew  anti-Sem itism ò

tracts. To docum ent w idespread H olocaust denial, Lipstadt cites a handful of
crank publications. H er pī ce de r®sistance is A rthur B utz, a nonentity w ho
teaches electrical engineering at N orthw estern U niversity and w ho published
his book The H oax of the Tw entieth C entury w ith an obscure press. Lipstadt
entitles the chapter on him  ñEntering the M ainstream .ò W ere it not for the
likes of Lipstadt, no one w ould ever have heard of A rthur B utz.
In fact, the one truly m ainstream  holocaust denier is B ernard Lew is. A

French court even convicted Lew is of denying genocide. B ut Lew is denied
the Turkish genocide of A rm enians during W orld W ar I, not the N azi
genocide of Jew s, and Lew is is pro-Israel.  A ccordingly, this instance of
holocaust denial raises no hackles in the U nited States. Turkey is an Israeli
ally, extenuating m atters even further. M ention of an A rm enian genocide is
therefore taboo. Elie W iesel and R abbi A rthur H ertzberg as w ell as the A JC
and Y ad V ashem  w ithdrew  from  an international conference on genocide in
Tel A viv because the academ ic sponsors, against Israeli governm ent urging,
included sessions on the A rm enian case. W iesel also sought, unilaterally, to
abort the conference and, according to Y ehuda B auer, personally lobbied
others not to attend.  A cting at Israelôs behest, the U S H olocaust C ouncil
practically elim inated m ention of the A rm enians in the W ashington
H olocaust M em orial M useum , and Jew ish lobbyists in C ongress blocked a
day of rem em brance for the A rm enian genocide.
To question a survivorôs testim ony, to denounce the role of Jew ish

collaborators, to suggest that G erm ans suffered during the bom bing of
D resden or that any state except G erm any com m itted crim es in W orld W ar II
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ï this is all evidence, according to Lipstadt, of H olocaust denial.  A nd to
suggest that W iesel has profited from  the H olocaust industry, or even to
question him , am ounts to H olocaust denial.
The m ost ñinsidiousò form s of H olocaust denial, Lipstadt suggests, are

ñim m oral equivalenciesò: that is, denying the uniqueness of The H olocaust.
This argum ent has intriguing im plications. D aniel G oldhagen argues that
Serbian actions in K osovo ñare, in their essence, different from  those of N azi
G erm any only in scale.ò  That w ould m ake G oldhagen ñin essenceò a
H olocaust denier. Indeed, across the political spectrum , Israeli com m entators
com pared Serbiaôs actions in K osovo w ith Israeli actions in 1948 against the
Palestinians.  B y G oldhagenôs reckoning, then, Israel com m itted a
H olocaust. N ot even Palestinians claim  that anym ore.
N ot all revisionist literature ï how ever scurrilous the politics or

m otivations of its practitioners ï is totally useless. Lipstadt brands D avid
Irving ñone of the m ost dangerous spokespersons for H olocaust denialò (he
recently lost a libel suit in England against her for these and other assertions).
B ut Irving, notorious as an adm irer of H itler and sym pathizer w ith G erm an
national socialism , has nevertheless, as G ordon C raig points out, m ade an
ñindispensableò contribution to our know ledge of W orld W ar II. B oth A rno
M ayer, in his im portant study of the N azi holocaust, and R aul H ilberg cite
H olocaust denial publications. ñIf these people w ant to speak, let them ,ò
H ilberg observes. ñIt only leads those of us w ho do research to re-exam ine
w hat w e m ight have considered as obvious. A nd thatôs useful for us.ò

A nnual D ays of R em em brance of the H olocaust are a national event. A ll 50
states sponsor com m em orations, often in state legislative cham bers. The
A ssociation of H olocaust O rganizations lists over 100 H olocaust institutions
in the U nited States. Seven m ajor H olocaust m useum s dot the A m erican
landscape. The centerpiece of this m em orialization is the U nited States
H olocaust M em orial M useum  in W ashington.
The first question is w hy w e even have a federally m andated and funded

H olocaust m useum  in the nationôs capitol. Its presence on the W ashington
M all is particularly incongruous in the absence of a m useum  com m em orating
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crim es in the course of A m erican history. Im agine the w ailing accusations of
hypocrisy here w ere G erm any to build a national m useum  in B erlin to
com m em orate not the N azi genocide but A m erican slavery or the
exterm ination of the N ative A m ericans.
It ñtries m eticulously to refrain from  any attem pt at indoctrination,ò the

H olocaust m useum ôs designer w rote, ñfrom  any m anipulation of im pressions
or em otions.ò Y et from  conception through com pletion, the m useum  w as
m ired in politics.  W ith a reelection cam paign loom ing, Jim m y C arter
initiated the project to placate Jew ish contributors and voters, galled by the
Presidentôs recognition of the ñlegitim ate rightsò of Palestinians. The
chairm an of the C onference of Presidents of M ajor A m erican Jew ish
O rganizations, R abbi A lexander Schindler, deplored C arterôs recognition of
Palestinian hum anity as a ñshockingò initiative. C arter announced plans for
the m useum  w hile Prim e M inister M enachem  B egin w as visiting W ashington
and in the m idst of a bruising C ongressional battle over the A dm inistrationôs
proposed sale of w eaponry to Saudi A rabia. O ther political issues also
em erge in the m useum . It m utes the C hristian background to European anti-
Sem itism  so as not to offend a pow erful constituency. It dow nplays the
discrim inatory U S im m igration quotas before the w ar, exaggerates the U S
role in liberating the concentration cam ps, and silently passes over the
m assive U S recruitm ent of N azi w ar crim inals at the w arôs end. The
M useum ôs overarching m essage is that ñw eò couldnôt even conceive, let
alone com m it, such evil deeds. The H olocaust ñcuts against the grain of the
A m erican ethos,ò M ichael B erenbaum  observes in the com panion book to the
m useum . ñW e see in [its] perpetration a violation of every essential A m erican
value.ò The H olocaust m useum  signals the Zionist lesson that Israel w as the
ñappropriate answ er to N azism ò w ith the closing scenes of Jew ish survivors
struggling to enter Palestine.
The politicization begins even before one crosses the m useum ôs threshold.

It is situated on R aoul W allenberg Place. W allenberg, a Sw edish diplom at, is
honored because he rescued thousands of Jew s and ended up in a Soviet
prison. Fellow  Sw ede C ount Folke B ernadotte is not honored because,
although he too rescued thousands of Jew s, form er Israeli Prim e M inister
Y itzak Sham ir ordered his assassination for being too ñpro-A rab.ò
The crux of H olocaust m useum  politics, how ever, bears on w hom  to

m em orialize. W ere Jew s the only victim s of The H olocaust, or did others
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w ho perished because of N azi persecution also count as victim s?  D uring
the m useum ôs planning stages, Elie W iesel (along w ith Y ehuda B auer of Y ad
V ashem ) led the offensive to com m em orate Jew s alone. D eferred to as the
ñundisputed expert on the H olocaust period,ò W iesel tenaciously argued for
the preem inence of Jew ish victim hood. ñA s alw ays, they began w ith Jew s,ò
he typically intoned. ñA s alw ays, they did not stop w ith Jew s alone.ò  Y et
not Jew s but C om m unists w ere the first political victim s, and not Jew s but
the handicapped w ere the first genocidal victim s, of N azism .
Justifying preem ption of the G ypsy genocide posed the m ain challenge to

the H olocaust M useum . The N azis system atically m urdered as m any as a
half-m illion G ypsies, w ith proportional losses roughly equal to the Jew ish
genocide.  H olocaust w riters like Y ehuda B auer m aintained that the G ypsies
did not fall victim  to the sam e genocidal onslaught as Jew s. R espected
holocaust historians like H enry Friedlander and R aul H ilberg, how ever, have
argued that they did.
M ultiple m otives lurked behind the m useum ôs m arginalizing of the G ypsy

genocide. First: one sim ply couldnôt com pare the loss of G ypsy and Jew ish
life. R idiculing the call for G ypsy representation on the U S H olocaust
M em orial C ouncil as ñcockam am ie,ò executive director R abbi Seym our
Siegel doubted w hether G ypsies even ñexistedò as a people: ñThere should be
som e recognition or acknow ledgm ent of the gypsy people . . . if there is such
a thing.ò H e did allow , how ever, that ñthere w as a suffering elem ent under
the N azis.ò Edw ard Linenthal recalls the G ypsy representativesô ñdeep
suspicionò of the council, ñfueled by clear evidence that som e council
m em bers view ed R om  participation in the m useum  the w ay a fam ily deals
w ith unw elcom e, em barrassing relatives.ò
Second: acknow ledging the G ypsy genocide m eant the loss of an exclusive

Jew ish franchise over The H olocaust, w ith a com m ensurate loss of Jew ish
ñm oral capital.ò Third: if the N azis persecuted G ypsies and Jew s alike, the
dogm a that The H olocaust m arked the clim ax of a m illennial G entile hatred
of Jew s w as clearly untenable. Likew ise, if G entile envy spurred the Jew ish
genocide, did envy also spur the G ypsy genocide? In the m useum ôs
perm anent exhibition, non-Jew ish victim s of N azism  receive only token
recognition.
Finally, the H olocaust m useum ôs political agenda has also been shaped by

the IsraelïPalestine conflict. B efore serving as the m useum ôs director, W alter
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R eich w rote a paean to Joan Petersôs fraudulent From  Tim e Im m em orial,
w hich claim ed that Palestine w as literally em pty before Zionist
colonization.  U nder State D epartm ent pressure, R eich w as forced to resign
after refusing to invite Y asir A rafat, now  a com pliant A m erican ally, to visit
the m useum . O ffered a subdirectorôs position, H olocaust theologian John
R oth w as then badgered into resigning because of past criticism  of Israel.
R epudiating a book the m useum  originally endorsed because it included a
chapter by B enny M orris, a prom inent Israeli historian critical of Israel, M iles
Lerm an, the m useum ôs chairm an, avow ed, ñTo put this m useum  on the
opposite side of Israel ï itôs inconceivable.ò
In the w ake of Israelôs appalling attacks against Lebanon in 1996,

clim axing in the m assacre of m ore than a hundred civilians at Q ana, H aaretz
colum nist A ri Shavit observed that Israel could act w ith im punity because
ñw e have the A nti-D efam ation League . . . and Y ad V ashem  and the
H olocaust M useum .ò

 B oas Evron, ñH olocaust: The U ses of D isaster,òin Radical Am erica (JulyïA ugust 1983), 15.

 For the distinction betw een H olocaust literature and N azi holocaust scholarship, see Finkelstein and
B irn, N ation, part one, section 3.

 Jacob N eusner (ed.), Judaism  in C old W ar Am erica, 1945ï1990, v. ii: In the Afterm ath of the
H olocaust (N ew  Y ork: 1993), viii.

 D avid Stannard, ñU niqueness as D enial,ò in A lan R osenbaum  (ed.), Is the H olocaust U nique?
(B oulder: 1996), 193.

 Jean-M ichel C haum ont, La concurrence des victim es (Paris: 1997), 148ï9. C haum ontôs dissection of
the ñH olocaust uniquenessò debate is a tour de force. Y et his central thesis does not persuade, at least
for the A m erican scene. A ccording to C haum ont, the H olocaust phenom enon originated in Jew ish
survivorsô belated search for public recognition of past suffering. Y et survivors hardly figured in the
initial push to m ove The H olocaust center stage.

 Steven T. K atz, The H olocaust in H istorical C ontext (O xford: 1994), 28, 58, 60.

 C haum ont, La concurrence, 137.

 N ovick, The H olocaust, 200ï1, 211ï12. W iesel, Against Silence, v. i, 158, 211, 239, 272, v. ii, 62, 81,
111, 278, 293, 347, 371, v. iii, 153, 243. Elie W iesel, All Rivers Run to the Sea (N ew  Y ork: 1995),
89. Inform ation on W ieselôs lecture fee provided by R uth W heat of the B nai B rith Lecture B ureau.
ñW ords,ò according to W iesel, ñare a kind of horizontal approach, w hile silence offers you a vertical
approach. Y ou plunge into it.ò D oes W iesel parachute into his lectures?

 W iesel, Against Silence, v. iii, 146.

 W iesel, And the Sea, 95. C om pare these new s item s:
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K en Livingstone, a form er m em ber of the Labour Party w ho is running for m ayor of London as an
independent, has incensed Jew s in B ritain by saying global capitalism  has claim ed as m any
victim s as W orld W ar II. ñEvery year the international financial system  kills m ore people than
W orld W ar II, but at least H itler w as m ad, you know ?ò . . . ñItôs an insult to all those m urdered and
persecuted by A dolf H itler,ò said John B utterfill, a C onservative M em ber of Parliam ent. M r.
B utterfill also said M r. Livingstoneôs indictm ent of the global financial system  had decidedly anti-
Sem itic overtones. (ñLivingstoneôs W ords A nger Jew s,ò in International H erald Tribune, 13 A pril
2000)

C uban President Fidel C astro . . . accused the capitalist system  of regularly causing deaths on the
scale of W orld W ar II by ignoring the needs of the poor. ñThe im ages w e see of m others and
children in w hole regions of A frica under the lash of drought and other catastrophes rem ind us of
the concentration cam ps of N azi G erm any.ò R eferring to w ar crim es trials after W orld W ar II, the
C uban leader said: ñW e lack a N urem berg to judge the econom ic order im posed upon us, w here
every three years m ore m en, w om en and children die of hunger and preventable diseases than died
in the Second W orld W ar.ò . . . In N ew  Y ork C ity, A braham  Foxm an, national director of the
A nti-D efam ation League, said . . . ñPoverty is serious, itôs painful and m aybe deadly, but itôs not
the H olocaust and itôs not concentration cam ps.ò (John R ice, ñC astro V iciously A ttacks
C apitalism ,ò in Associated Press, 13 A pril 2000)

 W iesel, Against Silence, v. iii, 156, 160, 163, 177.

 C haum ont, La concurrence, 156. C haum ont also m akes the telling point that the claim  of The
H olocaustôs incom prehensible evil cannot be reconciled w ith the attendant claim  that its perpetrators
w ere perfectly norm al. (310)

 K atz, The H olocaust, 19, 22. ñThe claim  that the assertion of the H olocaustôs uniqueness is not a
form  of invidious com parison produces system atic double-talk,ò N ovick observes. ñD oes anyone . . .
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 Peter B aldw in (ed.), Rew orking the Past (B oston: 1990), 21.
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 C ynthia O zick, ñA ll the W orld W ants the Jew s D ead,ò in Esquire (N ovem ber 1974).

 B oas Evron, Jew ish State or Israeli N ation (B loom ington: 1995), 226ï7.
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D ebate,ò in P.F. G allagher (ed.), C hristians, Jew s, and O ther W orlds (H ighland Lakes, N J: 1987).
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xvii)

 W iesel, Against Silence, v. i, 255, 384.
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acceptable. Insistence on the Jew sô radical innocence ï i.e. the absence of any rational m otive for
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 Perlm utters, Anti-Sem itism , 36, 40.

 N ovick, The H olocaust, 351n19.

 N ew  Y ork: 1965. I rely on Jam es Park Sloan, Jerzy K osinski (N ew  Y ork: 1996), for background.

 Elie W iesel, ñEverybodyôs V ictim ,ò in N ew  York Tim es Book Review  (31 O ctober 1965). W iesel, All
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com m ented upon by the episode.ò For W iesel, ñthe space betw een any tw o w ords is vaster than the
distance betw een heaven and earth.ò Thereôs a Polish proverb for such profundity: ñFrom  em pty to
vacuum .ò B oth also liberally sprinkled their rum inations w ith quotes from  A lbert C am us, the telltale
sign of a charlatan. R ecalling that C am us once told him , ñI envy you for A uschw itz,ò W iesel
continues: ñC am us could not forgive him self for not know ing that m ajestic event, that m ystery of
m ysteries.ò (W iesel, All Rivers, 321; W iesel, Against Silence, v. ii., 133)
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called G ypsies), som e 2.5 m illion Polish C atholics, m illions of Soviet citizens and various
nationalities, w ere also victim s of this genocide. . . .ò H e also paid tribute to the ñbravery of the
Polesò w ho ñshelteredò him  ñduring the H olocaustò despite his so-called Sem itic ñlooks.ò (Jerzy
K osinski, Passing By [N ew  Y ork: 1992], 165ï6, 178ï9) A ngrily asked at a H olocaust conference
w hat the Poles did to save Jew s, K osinski snapped back: ñW hat did the Jew s do to save the Poles?ò
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negate the value of w ords; they dispose of the need for speech.ò (The Jew s of Silence [N ew  Y ork:
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(W iesel, Against Silence, v. ii, 134; W iesel, And the Sea, 152, 235)

 B ernd N aum ann, Auschw itz (N ew  Y ork: 1966), 91. See Finkelstein and B irn, N ation, 67ï8, for
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 Lappin, 49. H ilberg alw ays asked the right questions. H ence his pariah status in the H olocaust
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 For background and the next paragraphs, see C harles G lass, ñH itlerôs (un)w illing executioners,ò in
N ew  Statesm an (23 January 1998), Laura Shapiro, ñA  B attle O ver the H olocaust,ò in N ew sw eek (23
M arch 1998), and Tibor K rausz, ñThe G oldhagen W ars,ò in Jerusalem  Report (3 A ugust 1998). For
these and related item s, cf. w w w .N orm anFinkelstein.com  (w ith a link to G oldhagenôs w eb site).

 D aniel Jonah G oldhagen, ñD aniel Jonah G oldhagen C om m ents on B irn,ò in G erm an Politics and
Society (Sum m er 1998), 88, 91n2. D aniel Jonah G oldhagen, ñThe N ew  D iscourse of A voidance,ò
n25 (w w w .G oldhagen.com /nda2htm l)

 H offm ann w as G oldhagenôs advisor for the dissertation that becam e H itlerôs W illing Executioners.
Y et, in an egregious breach of academ ic protocol, he not only w rote a glow ing review  of
G oldhagenôs book for Foreign Affairs but also denounced A N ation on Trial as ñshockingò in a
second review  for the sam e journal. (Foreign Affairs, M ay/June 1996 and July/A ugust 1998) M aier
posted a lengthy intervention on the H -G erm an w eb site (w w w 2.h-net.m su.edu). U ltim ately, the only
ñaspects of this unfolding situationò that M aier found ñreally distasteful and reprehensibleò w ere the
criticism s of G oldhagen. Thus he lent ñsupport to a subsequent finding of m aliceò in G oldhagenôs
law suit against B irn and deplored m y argum entation as ñfanciful and inflam m atory speculation.ò (23
N ovem ber 1997)

 N ew  Y ork: 1994. Lipstadt occupies the H olocaust chair at Em ory U niversity and w as recently
appointed to the U nited States H olocaust M em orial C ouncil.
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Sem itism  in Europe,ò D avid H arris of the A JC  highlighted the salience of H olocaust denial in the
European R ight w ithout once m entioning the A JC ôs ow n finding that this denial finds virtually no
resonance am ong the general public. (H earings before the Foreign R elations C om m ittee, U nited
States Senate, 5 A pril 2000)
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A rm enian guests.ò Presum ably he also attem pted to abort the conference and urged others against
attending out of courtesy to the A rm enians.(W iesel, And the Sea, 92)
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G host,ò in Vanity Fair (June 1996) (H ilberg). For a balanced assessm ent of Irving, see G ordon A .
C raig, ñThe D evil in the D etails,ò in N ew  York Review  of Books (19 Septem ber 1996). R ightly
dism issing Irvingôs claim s on the N azi holocaust as ñobtuse and quickly discredited,ò C raig
nonetheless continues: ñH e know s m ore about N ational Socialism  than m ost professional scholars in
his field, and students of the years 1933ï1945 ow e m ore than they are alw ays w illing to adm it to his
energy as a researcher and to the scope and vigor of his publications. . . . H is book H itlerôs W ar . . .
rem ains the best study w e have of the G erm an side of the Second W orld W ar and, as such,
indispensable for all students of that conflict. . . . Such people as D avid Irving, then, have an
indispensable part in the historical enterprise, and w e dare not disregard their view s.ò

 For the abortive attem pts betw een 1984 and 1994 to build a national A frican-A m erican m useum  on
the W ashington M all, see Fath D avis R uffins, ñC ulture W ars W on and Lost, Part II: The N ational
A frican-A m erican M useum  Project,ò in Radical H istory Review  (W inter 1998). The C ongressional
initiative w as finally killed by Senator Jesse H elm s of N orth C arolina. The W ashington H olocaust
m useum ôs annual budget is $50 m illion, of w hich $30 m illion is federally subsidized.

 For background, see Linenthal, Preserving M em ory, Saidel, N ever Too Late, esp. chaps 7, 15, and
Tim  C ole, Selling the H olocaust (N ew  Y ork: 1999), chap. 6.

 M ichael B erenbaum , The W orld M ust K now  (N ew  Y ork: 1993), 2, 214. O m er B artov, M urder In
O ur M idst (O xford: 1996), 180.

 For details, see K ati M arton, A D eath in Jerusalem  (N ew  Y ork: 1994), chap. 9. In his m em oir
W iesel recalls the ñlegendary óterroristô pastò of B ernadotteôs actual assassin, Y ehoshua C ohen. N ote
the inverted com m as around terrorist. (W iesel, And the Sea, 58) The N ew  Y ork C ity H olocaust
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courting Jew ish votes and m oney), w as also from  early on a plaything of local Jew ish developers and
financiers. A t one point, developers sought to dow nplay ñH olocaustò in the m useum ôs nam e for fear
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that it w ould depress property values in the adjacent luxury housing com plex. W ags quipped that the
com plex should be nam ed ñTreblinka Tow ers,ò and the surrounding streets ñA uschw itz A venueò and
ñB irkenau B oulevard.ò The m useum  solicited funds from  J. Peter G race despite revelations of his
association w ith a convicted N azi w ar crim inal, and it organized a gala at The H ot R od ï ñThe N ew
Y ork H olocaust M em orial C om m ission invites you to R ock and R oll the N ight A w ay.ò (Saidel,
N ever Too Late, 8, 121, 132, 145, 158, 161, 191, 240)

 N ovick dubs this the ñ6 m illionò versus ñ11 m illionò controversy. The 5 m illion figure for non-
Jew ish civilian deaths apparently originated w ith fam ed ñN azi-hunterò Sim on W iesenthal. N oting
that it ñm akes no historical sense,ò N ovick w rites, ñFive m illion is either m uch too low  (for all non-
Jew ish civilians killed by the Third R eich) or m uch too high (for non-Jew ish groups targeted, like
Jew s, for m urder).ò H e hastens to add, how ever, that ñw hatôs at stake, of course, is not num bers as
such, but w hat w e m ean, w hat w eôre referring to, w hen w e talk of óthe H olocaust.ô ò Strangely, after
entering this caveat, N ovick supports com m em orating only Jew s because the 6 m illion figure
ñdescribes som ething specific and determ inate,ò w hile the 11 m illion figure ñis unacceptably
m ushy.ò (N ovick, The H olocaust, 214ï26)

 W iesel, Against Silence, v. iii. 162, 166.

 For the handicapped as N azism ôs first genocidal victim s, see esp. H enry Friedlander, The O rigins of
N azi G enocide (C hapel H ill: 1995). A ccording to Leon W ieseltier, the non-Jew s w ho perished at
A uschw itz ñdied a death invented for the Jew s . . . victim s of a ósolutionô designed for othersò (Leon
W ieseltier, ñA t A uschw itz D ecency D ies A gain,ò in N ew  York Tim es [3 Septem ber 1989]). Y et, as
num erous scholarly studies show , it w as the death invented for handicapped G erm ans that w as then
inflicted on Jew s; in addition to Friedlanderôs study, see, for exam ple, M ichael B urleigh, D eath and
D eliverance (C am bridge: 1994).

 See G uenter Lew y, The N azi Persecution of the G ypsies (O xford: 2000), 221ï2, for various
estim ates of G ypsies killed.

 Friedlander, O rigins: ñA longside Jew s, the N azis m urdered the European G ypsies. D efined as a
ódark-skinnedô racial group, G ypsy m en, w om en and children could not escape their fate as victim s
of N azi genocide. . . . [T]he N azi regim e system atically m urdered only three groups of hum an
beings: the handicapped, Jew s, and G ypsiesò (xiiïxiii). (A part from  being a first-rate historian,
Friedlander is also a form er A uschw itz inm ate.) R aul H ilberg, The D estruction of the European Jew s
(N ew  Y ork: 1985) (in three volum es), v. iii, 999ï1000. W ith his usual veracity, W iesel claim s
disappointm ent in his m em oir that the H olocaust M em orial C ouncil, w hich he chaired, didnôt include
a G ypsy representative ï as if he had been pow erless to nom inate one. (W iesel, And the Sea, 211)

 Linenthal, Preserving M em ory, 241ï6, 315.

 A lthough the N ew  Y ork C ity H olocaust M useum ôs ñparticularistic Jew ish bentò (Saidel) w as even
m ore pronounced ï non-Jew ish victim s of N azism  early on received notice that it w as ñfor Jew s
onlyò ï Y ehuda B auer flew  into a rage at the C om m issionôs m ere hint that the H olocaust
encom passed m ore than Jew ish losses. ñU nless this is im m ediately and radically changed,ò B auer
threatened in a letter to C om m ission m em bers, ñI shall take every opportunity to . . . attack this
outrageous design from  every public platform  I have.ò (Saidel, N ever Too Late, 125ï6, 129, 212,
221, 224ï5)

 For background, see Finkelstein, Im age and Reality, chap. 2.

 ñZO A  C riticizes H olocaust M useum ôs H iring of Professor W ho C om pared Israel to N azis,ò in Israel
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C H A PTER  3

THE DOUBLE SHAKEDOW N

T he term  ñH olocaust survivorò originally designated those w ho suffered the
unique traum a of the Jew ish ghettos, concentration cam ps and slave labor
cam ps, often in sequence. The figure for these H olocaust survivors at w arôs
end is generally put at som e 100,000.  The num ber of living survivors cannot
be m ore than a quarter of this figure now . B ecause enduring the cam ps
becam e a crow n of m artyrdom , m any Jew s w ho spent the w ar elsew here
represented them selves as cam p survivors. A nother strong m otive behind this
m isrepresentation, how ever, w as m aterial. The postw ar G erm an governm ent
provided com pensation to Jew s w ho had been in ghettos or cam ps. M any
Jew s fabricated their pasts to m eet this eligibility requirem ent.  ñIf everyone
w ho claim s to be a survivor actually is one,ò m y m other used to exclaim ,
ñw ho did H itler kill?ò
Indeed, m any scholars have cast doubt on the reliability of survivor

testim ony. ñA  great percentage of the m istakes I discovered in m y ow n
w ork,ò H ilberg recalls, ñcould be attributed to testim onies.ò Even w ithin the
H olocaust industry, D eborah Lipstadt, for exam ple, w ryly observes that
H olocaust survivors frequently m aintain they w ere personally exam ined by
Josef M engele at A uschw itz.
A part from  the frailties of m em ory, som e H olocaust survivor testim ony

m ay be suspect for additional reasons. B ecause survivors are now  revered as
secular saints, one doesnôt dare question them . Preposterous statem ents pass
w ithout com m ent. Elie W iesel rem inisces in his acclaim ed m em oir that,
recently liberated from  B uchenw ald and only eighteen years old, ñI read The
C ritique of Pure Reason ï donôt laugh! ï in Y iddish.ò Leaving aside W ieselôs
acknow ledgm ent that at the tim e ñI w as w holly ignorant of Y iddish
gram m ar,ò The C ritique of Pure Reason w as never translated into Y iddish.
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W iesel also rem em bers in intricate detail a ñm ysterious Talm udic scholarò
w ho ñm astered H ungarian in tw o w eeks, just to surprise m e.ò W iesel tells a
Jew ish w eekly that he ñoften gets hoarse or loses his voiceò as he silently
reads his books to him self ñaloud, inw ardly.ò A nd to a N ew  York Tim es
reporter, he recalls that he w as once hit by a taxi in Tim es Square. ñI flew  an
entire block. I w as hit at 45  Street and B roadw ay, and the am bulance picked
m e up at 44 .ò ñThe truth I present is unvarnished,ò W iesel sighs, ñI cannot
do otherw ise.ò
In recent years, ñH olocaust survivorò has been redefined to designate not

only those w ho endured but also those w ho m anaged to evade the N azis. It
includes, for exam ple, m ore than 100,000 Polish Jew s w ho found refuge in
the Soviet U nion after the N azi invasion of Poland. H ow ever, ñthose w ho had
lived in R ussia had not been treated differently than citizens of the country,ò
historian Leonard D innerstein observes, w hile ñthe survivors of the
concentration cam ps looked like the living dead.ò  O ne contributor to a
H olocaust w eb site m aintained that, although he spent the w ar in Tel A viv, he
w as a H olocaust survivor because his grandm other died in A uschw itz. To
judge by Israel G utm an, W ilkom irski is a H olocaust survivor because his
ñpain is authentic.ò The Israeli Prim e M inisterôs office recently put the
num ber of ñliving H olocaust survivorsò at nearly a m illion. The m ain m otive
behind this inflationary revision is again not hard to find. It is difficult to
press m assive new  claim s for reparations if only a handful of H olocaust
survivors are still alive. In fact, W ilkom irskiôs m ain accom plices w ere, in one
w ay or another, tapped into the H olocaust reparations netw ork. H is childhood
friend from  A uschw itz, ñlittle Laura,ò collected m oney from  a Sw iss
H olocaust fund although in reality she w as an A m erican-born frequenter of
satanic cults. H is chief Israeli sponsors w ere active in or subsidized by
organizations involved in H olocaust com pensation.
The reparations issue provides unique insight into the H olocaust industry.

A s w e have seen, aligning w ith the U nited States in the C old W ar, G erm any
w as quickly rehabilitated and the N azi holocaust forgotten. N onetheless, in
the early 1950s G erm any entered into negotiations w ith Jew ish institutions
and signed indem nification agreem ents. W ith little if any external pressure, it
has paid out to date som e $60 billion.
C om pare first the A m erican record. Som e 4ï5 m illion m en, w om en and

children died as a result of the U S w ars in Indochina. A fter the A m erican
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w ithdraw al, a historian recalls, V ietnam  desperately needed aid. ñIn the
South, 9,000 out of 15,000 ham lets, 25 m illion acres of farm land, 12 m illion
acres of forest w ere destroyed, and 1.5 m illion farm  anim als had been killed;
there w ere an estim ated 200,000 prostitutes, 879,000 orphans, 181,000
disabled people, and 1 m illion w idow s; all six of the industrial cities in the
N orth had been badly dam aged, as w ere provincial and district tow ns, and
4,000 out of 5,800 agricultural com m unes.ò R efusing, how ever, to pay any
reparations, President C arter explained that ñthe destruction w as m utual.ò
D eclaring that he saw  no need for ñany apologies, certainly, for the w ar
itself,ò President C lintonôs D efense Secretary, W illiam  C ohen, sim ilarly
opined: ñB oth nations w ere scarred by this. They have their scars from  the
w ar. W e certainly have ours.ò
The G erm an governm ent sought to com pensate Jew ish victim s w ith three

different agreem ents signed in 1952. Individual claim ants received paym ents
according to the term s of the Law  on Indem nification
(Bundesentschªdigungsgesetz). A  separate agreem ent w ith Israel subsidized
the absorption and rehabilitation of several hundred thousand Jew ish
refugees. The G erm an governm ent also negotiated at the sam e tim e a
financial settlem ent w ith the C onference on Jew ish M aterial C laim s A gainst
G erm any, an um brella of all m ajor Jew ish organizations including the
A m erican Jew ish C om m ittee, A m erican Jew ish C ongress, B nai B rith, the
Joint D istribution C om m ittee, and so forth. The C laim s C onference w as
supposed to use the m onies, $10 m illion annually for tw elve years, or about a
billion dollars in current values, for Jew ish victim s of N azi persecution w ho
had fallen through the cracks in the com pensation process.  M y m other w as a
case in point. A  survivor of the W arsaw  G hetto, M ajdanek concentration
cam p and slave labor cam ps at C zestochow a and Skarszysko-K am iena, she
received only $3,500 in com pensation from  the G erm an governm ent. O ther
Jew ish victim s (and m any w ho in fact w ere not victim s), how ever, received
lifetim e pensions from  G erm any eventually totaling hundreds of thousands of
dollars. The m onies given to the C laim s C onference w ere earm arked for
those Jew ish victim s w ho had received only m inim al com pensation.
Indeed, the G erm an governm ent sought to m ake explicit in the agreem ent

w ith the C laim s C onference that the m onies w ould go solely to Jew ish
survivors, strictly defined, w ho had been unfairly or inadequately
com pensated by G erm an courts. The C onference expressed outrage that its
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good faith w as doubted. A fter reaching agreem ent, the C onference issued a
press release underlining that the m onies w ould be used for ñJew ish
persecutees of the N azi regim e for w hom  the existing and proposed
legislation cannot provide a rem edy.ò The final accord called on the
C onference to use the m onies ñfor the relief, rehabilitation and resettlem ent
of Jew ish victim s.ò
The C laim s C onference prom ptly annulled the agreem ent. In a flagrant

breach of its letter and spirit, the C onference earm arked the m onies not for
the rehabilitation of Jew ish victim s but rather for the rehabilitation of Jew ish
com m unities. Indeed, a guiding principle of the C laim s C onference prohibited
use of m onies for ñdirect allocations to individuals.ò In a classic instance of
looking after oneôs ow n, how ever, the C onference provided exem ptions for
tw o categories of victim s: rabbis and ñoutstanding Jew ish leadersò received
individual paym ents. The constituent organizations of the C laim s C onference
used the bulk of the m onies to finance various pet projects. W hatever benefits
(if any) the actual Jew ish victim s received w ere indirect or incidental.  Large
sum s w ere circuitously channeled to Jew ish com m unities in the A rab w orld
and facilitated Jew ish em igration from  Eastern Europe.  They also
subsidized cultural undertakingssuch as H olocaust m useum s and university
chairs in H olocaust studies, as w ell as a Y ad V ashem  show boat pensioning
ñrighteous G entiles.ò
M ore recently, the C laim s C onference sought to appropriate for itself

denationalized Jew ish properties in the form er East G erm any w orth hundreds
of m illions of dollars that rightfully belonged to living Jew ish heirs. A s the
C onference cam e under attack by defrauded Jew s for this and other abuses,
R abbi A rthur H ertzberg cast a plague on both sides, sneering that ñitôs not
about justice, itôs a fight for m oney.ò  W hen G erm ans or Sw iss refuse to pay
com pensation, the heavens cannot contain the righteous indignation of
organized A m erican Jew ry. B ut w hen Jew ish elites rob Jew ish survivors, no
ethical issues arise: itôs just about m oney.
A lthough m y late m other received only $3,500 in com pensation, others

involved in the reparations process have m ade out quite w ell. The reported
annual salary of Saul K agan, long-tim e Executive Secretary of the C laim s
C onference, is $105,000. B etw een stints at the C onference, K agan w as
convicted of 33 counts of w illfully m isapplying funds and credit w hile
heading a N ew  Y ork bank. (The conviction w as overturned only after
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m ultiple appeals.) A lfonse D ôA m ato, the ex-Senator from  N ew  Y ork,
m ediates H olocaust law suits against G erm an and A ustrian banks for $350 per
hour plus expenses. For the first 6 m onths of his labors, he took in $103,000.
Earlier W iesel publicly praised D ôA m ato for his ñsensitivity to Jew ish
suffering.ò Law rence Eagleburger, Secretary of State under President B ush,
earns an annual salary of $300,000 as chair of the International C om m ission
O n H olocaust-Era Insurance C laim s. ñW hatever heôs being paid,ò Elan
Steinberg of the W orld Jew ish C ongress opined, ñit is an absolute bargain.ò
K agan rings up in 12 days, Eagleburger in 4 days, and D ôA m ato in 10 hours
w hat m y m other received for suffering six years of N azi persecution.
The aw ard for m ost enterprising H olocaust huckster, how ever, m ust surely

go to K enneth B ialkin. For decades a prom inent U S Jew ish leader, he headed
the A D L and chaired the C onference of Presidents of M ajor A m erican Jew ish
O rganizations. C urrently, B ialkin represents the G enerali insurance com pany
against the Eagle-burger C om m ission for a reported ñhigh sum  of m oney.ò

In recent years, the H olocaust industry has becom e an outright extortion
racket. Purporting to represent all of w orld Jew ry, living and dead, it is laying
claim  to H olocaust-era Jew ish assets throughout Europe. Fittingly dubbed the
ñlast chapter of The H olocaust,ò this double shakedow n of European
countries as w ell as legitim ate Jew ish claim ants first targeted Sw itzerland. I
w ill first review  the allegations against the Sw iss. I w ill then turn to the
evidence, dem onstrating that m any of the charges w ere not only based on
deceit but apply even m ore accurately to those issuing them  than to their
targets.
C om m em orating the 50  anniversary of the end of W orld W ar II,

Sw itzerlandôs president form ally apologized in M ay 1995 for denying Jew s
refuge during the N azi holocaust.  A bout the sam e tim e, discussion
reopened on the long-sim m ering question of Jew ish assets deposited in Sw iss
accounts before and during the w ar. In a w idely reported story, an Israeli
journalist cited a docum ent ï m isread, as it turned out ï proving that Sw iss
banks still held H olocaust-era Jew ish accounts w orth billions of dollars.
The W orld Jew ish C ongress, a m oribund organization until its cam paign
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denouncing K urt W aldheim  as a w ar crim inal, leapt at this new  opportunity
to flex its m uscle. Early on it w as understood that Sw itzerland w as easy prey.
Few  w ould sym pathize w ith rich Sw iss bankers as against ñneedy H olocaust
survivors.ò B ut m ore im portantly, Sw iss banks w ere highly vulnerable to
econom ic pressures from  the U nited States.
In late 1995, Edgar B ronfm an, president of the W JC  and the son of a

Jew ish C laim s C onference official, and R abbi Israel Singer, the secretary-
general of the W JC  and a real estate tycoon, m et w ith the Sw iss bankers.
B ronfm an, heir to the Seagram  liquor fortune (his personal w ealth is
estim ated at $3 billion), w ould later m odestly inform  the Senate B anking
C om m ittee that he spoke ñon behalf of the Jew ish peopleò as w ell as ñthe 6
m illion, those w ho cannot speak for them selves.ò  The Sw iss bankers
declared that they could locate only 775 unclaim ed dorm ant accounts, w orth
a total of $32 m illion. They offered this sum  as a basis for negotiations w ith
the W JC , w hich refused it as inadequate. In D ecem ber 1995, B ronfm an
team ed up w ith Senator D ôA m ato. H is poll ratings at a nadir and a Senate
race not far off, D ôA m ato savored this occasion to boost his standing in the
Jew ish com m unity, w ith its crucial votes and w ealthy political donors. B efore
the Sw iss w ere finally brought to their knees, the W JC , w orking w ith the
gam ut of H olocaust institutions (including the U S H olocaust M em orial
M useum  and the Sim on W iesenthal C enter), had m obilized the entire U S
political establishm ent. From  President C linton, w ho buried the hatchet w ith
D ôA m ato (the W hitew ater hearings w ere still going on) to lend support,
through eleven agencies of the federal governm ent as w ell as the H ouse and
Senate, dow n to state and local governm ents across the country, bipartisan
pressures w ere brought to bear as one public official after another lined up to
denounce the perfidious Sw iss.
U sing the H ouse and Senate banking com m ittees as a springboard, the

H olocaust industry orchestrated a sham eless cam paign of vilification. W ith
an infinitely com pliant and credulous press ready to give banner headlines to
any H olocaust-related story, how ever preposterous, the sm ear cam paign
proved unstoppable. G regg R ickm an, D ôA m atoôs chief legislative aide,
boasts in his account that the Sw iss bankers w ere forced ñinto the court of
public opinion w here w e controlled the agenda. The bankers w ere on our turf
and conveniently, w e w ere judge, jury, and executioner.ò Tom  B ow er, a m ain
researcher in the anti-Sw iss cam paign, dubs the D ôA m ato call for hearings a
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ñeuphem ism  for a public trial or a kangaroo court.ò
The ñm outhpieceò of the anti-Sw iss juggernaut w as W JC  executive

director Elan Steinberg. H is m ain function w as dispensing disinform ation.
ñTerror by em barrassm ent,ò according to B ow er, ñw as Steinbergôs w eapon,
as he uttered a string of accusations designed to cause discom fort and shock.
O SS reports, often based on rum or and uncorroborated sources and
disregarded for years by historians as hearsay, suddenly assum ed uncritical
credibility and w idespread publicity.ò ñThe last thing the banks need is
negative publicity,ò R abbi Singer explained. ñW e w ill do it until the banks
say, óEnough. W e w ant a com prom ise.ô ò A nxious to share the lim elight,
R abbi M arvin H ier, D ean of the Sim on W iesenthal C enter, spectacularly
alleged that the Sw iss incarcerated refugee Jew s in ñslave-labor cam ps.ò
(W ith w ife and son on the payroll, H ier runs the Sim on W iesenthal C enter as
a fam ily business; together the H iers drew  a salary of $520,000 in 1995. The
C enter is renow ned for its ñD achau-m eets-D isneylandò m useum  exhibits and
ñthe successful use of sensationalistic scare tactics for fund-raising.ò) ñIn
light of the m edia barrage of m ixing truth and assum ption, fact and fiction,ò
Itam ar Levin concludes, ñit is easy to understand w hy m any Sw iss believe
their country w as the victim  of an international conspiracy of som e kind.ò
The cam paign rapidly degenerated into a libel of the Sw iss people. B ow er,

in a study supported by D ôA m atoôs office and the Sim on W iesenthal C enter,
typically reports that ña country w hose citizens . . . boasted to their neighbors
about their enviable w ealth, w as quite know ingly profiting from  blood
m oneyò; that ñthe apparently respectable citizens of the w orldôs m ost
peaceful nation . . . com m itted an unprecedented theftò; that ñdishonesty w as
a cultural code that individual Sw iss had m astered to protect the nationôs
im age and prosperityò; that the Sw iss w ere ñinstinctively attracted to healthy
profitsò (only the Sw iss?); that ñself-interest w as the suprem e guide for all of
Sw itzerlandôs banksò (only Sw itzerlandôs banks?); that ñSw itzerlandôs sm all
breed of bankers had becom e greedier and m ore im m oral than m ostò; that
ñconcealm ent and deception w ere practiced arts am ong Sw iss diplom atsò
(only Sw iss diplom ats?); that ñapologies and resignations w ere not com m on
in Sw itzerlandôs political traditionò (unlike our ow n?); that ñSw iss greed w as
uniqueò; that the ñSw iss characterò com bined ñsim plicity and duplicity,ò and
ñbehind the appearance of civility w as a layer of obstinacy, and beyond that
w as solid egotistical incom prehension of anyone elseôs opinionò; that the
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Sw iss w ere ñnot just a peculiarly charm less people w ho had produced no
artists, no heroes since W illiam  Tell and no statesm en, but w ere dishonest
N azi collaborators w ho had profited from  genocide,ò and on and on. R ickm an
points to this ñdeeper truthò about the Sw iss: ñD ow n deep, perhaps deeper
than they thought, a latent arrogance about them selves and against others
existed in their very m akeup. Try as they did, they could not hide their
upbringing.ò  M any of these slurs are rem arkably like the slurs cast against
Jew s by anti-Sem ites.
The m ain charge w as that there had been, in the w ords of B ow erôs subtitle,

ña fifty-year Sw iss-N azi conspiracy to steal billions from  Europeôs Jew s and
H olocaust survivors.ò In w hat has becom e a m antra of the H olocaust
restitution racket, this constituted ñthe greatest robbery in the history of
m ankind.ò For the H olocaust industry, all m atters Jew ish belong in a
separate, superlative category ï the w orst, the greatest. . . .
The H olocaust industry first alleged that Sw iss banks had system atically

denied legitim ate heirs of H olocaust victim s access to dorm ant accounts
w orth betw een $7 billion and $20 billion. ñFor the past 50 years,ò Tim e
reported in a cover story, a ñstanding orderò of the Sw iss banks ñhas been to
stall and stonew all w hen H olocaust survivors ask about their dead relativesô
accounts.ò R ecalling the secrecy legislation enacted by Sw iss banks in 1934
partly to prevent a N azi shakedow n of Jew ish depositors, D ôA m ato lectured
the H ouse B anking C om m ittee: ñIsnôt it ironic that the very system  that
encouraged people to com e and open accounts, the secrecy w as then used to
deny the people them selves, and their heirs, their legacy, their right? It w as
perverted, distorted, tw isted.ò
B ow er breathlessly recounts the discovery of one key piece of evidence of

Sw iss perfidy against H olocaust victim s: ñLuck and diligence provided a
nugget that confirm ed the validity of B ronfm anôs com plaint. A n intelligence
report from  Sw itzerland in July 1945 stated that Jacques Salm anovitz, the
ow ner of the Soci®t® G ®n®rale de Surveillance, a notary and trust com pany in
G eneva w ith links to the B alkan countries, possessed a list of 182 Jew ish
clients w ho had entrusted 8.4 m illion Sw iss francs and about $90,000 to the
notary pending their arrival from  the B alkans. The report added that Jew s had
still not claim ed their possessions. R ickm an and D ôA m ato w ere ecstatic.ò In
his ow n account, R ickm an likew ise brandishes this ñproof of Sw iss
crim inality.ò N either, how ever, m entions in this specific context that
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Salm anovitz w as Jew ish. (The actual validity of these claim s w ill be
discussed below .)
In late 1996 a parade of elderly Jew ish w om en and one m an delivered

m oving testim ony before the C ongressional banking com m ittees on the
m alfeasance of the Sw iss bankers. Y et alm ost none of these w itnesses,
according to Itam ar Levin, an editor of Israelôs m ain business new spaper,
ñhad real proof of the existence of assets in Sw iss banks.ò To enhance the
theatrical effect of this testim ony, D ôA m ato called Elie W iesel to bear
w itness. In testim ony later w idely quoted, W iesel expressed shock ï shock! ï
at the revelation that the perpetrators of the H olocaust sought to plunder Jew s
before killing them : ñIn the beginning w e thought the final solution w as
m otivated by poisoned ideology alone. N ow  w e know  that they didnôt sim ply
w ant to kill Jew s, as horrible as this m ay sound, they w anted Jew ish m oney.
Each day w e learn m ore about that tragedy. Is there no lim it to pain? N o lim it
to the outrage?ò O f course, N azi plunder of the Jew s is hardly new s; a large
part of R aul H ilbergôs sem inal study, The D estruction of the European Jew s,
published in 1961, is devoted to the N azi expropriation of the Jew s.
It w as also claim ed that the Sw iss bankers filched the deposits of

H olocaust victim s and m ethodically destroyed vital records to cover their
tracks, and that only Jew s suffered all these abom inations. A ssailing the
Sw iss at one hearing, Senator B arbara B oxer declared: ñThis C om m ittee w ill
not stand for tw o-faced behavior on the part of the Sw iss banks. D onôt tell the
w orld that you are searching w hen you are shredding.ò
A las, the ñpropaganda valueò (B ow er) of elderly Jew ish claim ants

testifying to Sw iss perfidy quickly exhausted itself. The H olocaust industry
accordingly sought out a new  expos®. The m edia frenzy fixed on the Sw iss
purchase of gold that the N azis looted from  the central treasuries of Europe
during the w ar. A lthough billed as a startling revelation, it w as in fact old
new s. The author of a standard study on the subject, A rthur Sm ith, told the
H ouse hearing: ñI have listened all m orning and this afternoon to things that,
to a large extent, in outline, w ere know n for a num ber of years; and I am
surprised about the fact that m uch of it is presented as new  and sensational.ò
The point of the hearings, how ever, w as not to inform  but, in journalist Isabel
V incentôs w ords, ñto create sensational stories.ò If enough m ud w as flung, it
w as reasonably assum ed, Sw itzerland w ould give in.
The one truly novel allegation w as that the Sw iss know ingly trafficked in
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ñvictim  gold.ò That is, they purchased vast quantities of gold w hich the N azis
had resm elted into bars after stripping dow n concentration- and death-cam p
victim s. The W JC , B ow er reports, ñneeded an em otive issue to link the
H olocaust and Sw itzerland.ò This new  revelation of Sw iss treachery w as
accordingly treated as a godsend. ñFew  im ages,ò B ow er continues, ñw ere
m ore searing than the m ethodical extraction in the exterm ination cam ps of
gold dental fillings from  the m ouths of Jew ish corpses dragged from  the gas
cham bers.ò ñThe facts are very, very distressing,ò D ô A m ato m ournfully
intoned at a H ouse hearing, ñbecause they talk about taking and the
plundering of assets from  hom es, from  national banks, from  the death cam ps,
gold w atches and bracelets and eyeglasses fram es and the fillings from
peopleôs teeth.ò
A part from  blocking access to H olocaust accounts and purchasing looted

gold, the Sw iss also stood accused of conspiring w ith Poland and H ungary to
defraud Jew s. The charge w as that m onies in unclaim ed Sw iss accounts
belonging to Polish and H ungarian nationals (m any but not all Jew ish) w ere
used by Sw itzerland as com pensation for Sw iss properties nationalized by
these governm ents. R ickm an refers to this as a ñstartling revelation, one that
w ould knock the socks off the Sw iss and create a firestorm .ò B ut the facts
w ere already w idely know n and reported in A m erican law  journals in the
early 1950s. A nd, for all the m edia ballyhoo, the total sum s involved
ultim ately cam e to less than a m illion dollars in current values.
A lready prior to the first Senate hearing on the dorm ant accounts in A pril

1996, the Sw iss banks had agreed to establish an investigative com m ittee and
abide by its findings. C om posed of six m em bers, three each from  the W orld
Jew ish R estitution O rganization and the Sw iss B ankers A ssociation, and
headed by Paul V olcker, form er chairm an of the U S Federal R eserve B ank,
the ñindependent com m ittee of em inent personsò w as form ally charged in a
M ay 1996 ñM em orandum  of U nderstanding.ò In addition, the Sw iss
governm ent appointed in D ecem ber 1996 an ñindependent com m ission of
experts,ò chaired by Professor Jean-Fran­ois B ergier and including prom inent
Israeli holocaust scholar Saul Friedlªnder, to investigate Sw itzerlandôs gold
trade w ith G erm any during W orld W ar II.
B efore these bodies could even com m ence w ork, how ever, the H olocaust

industry pressed for a financial settlem ent w ith Sw itzerland. The Sw iss
protested that any settlem ent should naturally aw ait the com m issionsô
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findings; otherw ise, it constituted ñextortion and blackm ail.ò Playing its ever-
w inning card, the W JC  anguished over the plight of ñneedy H olocaust
survivors.ò ñM y problem  is the tim ing,ò B ronfm an told the H ouse B anking
C om m ittee in D ecem ber 1996, ñand I have all of these H olocaust survivors
that I am  w orried about.ò O ne w onders w hy the anguished billionaire
couldnôt him self tem porarily relieve their plight. D ism issing one Sw iss
settlem ent offer of $250 m illion, B ronfm an sniffed: ñD onôt do any favors. Iôll
give the m oney m yself.ò H e didnôt. Sw itzerland, how ever, agreed in February
1997 to establish a $200 m illion ñSpecial Fund for N eedy V ictim s of the
H olocaustò to tide over ñpersons w ho need help or support in special w aysò
until the com m issions com pleted their w ork. (The fund w as still solvent w hen
the B ergier and V olcker com m issions issued their reports.) The pressures
from  the H olocaust industry for a final settlem ent, how ever, did not relent;
rather, they continued to m ount. R enew ed Sw iss pleas that a settlem ent
should aw ait the com m issionsô findings ï it w as the W JC , after all, that
originally called for this m oral reckoning ï still fell on deaf ears. In fact, the
H olocaust industry stood only to lose from  these findings: if just a few
H olocaust-era accounts belonging to Jew s w ere found, the case against the
Sw iss banks w ould lose credibility; and if even a large num ber w ere found, it
w ould m ainly be the legitim ate claim ants w ho w ere com pensated, not the
Jew ish organizations. A nother m antra of the H olocaust industry is that
com pensation ñis about truth and justice, not about m oney.ò ñItôs not about
m oney,ò the Sw iss now  quipped. ñItôs about m ore m oney.ò
B eyond w hipping up public hysteria, the H olocaust industry coordinated a

tw o-pronged strategy to ñterrorizeò (B ow er) the Sw iss into subm ission: class-
action law suits and an econom ic boycott. The first class-action law suit w as
filed in early O ctober 1996 by Edw ard Fagan and R obert Sw ift on behalf of
G izella W eisshaus (her father spoke about m onies deposited in Sw itzerland
before his death in A uschw itz, but the banks rebuffed her postw ar inquiries)
and ñothers sim ilarly situatedò for $20 billion. A  few  w eeks later the Sim on
W iesenthal C enter, enlisting attorneys M ichael H ausfeld and M elvyn W eiss,
filed a second class-action law suit, and in January 1997 the W orld C ouncil of
O rthodox Jew ish C om m unities initiated yet a third one. A ll three suits w ere
filed before Judge Edw ard K orm an, a U S D istrict C ourt judge in B rooklyn,
w ho consolidated them . A t least one party to the case, Toronto-based attorney
Sergio K aras, deplored this tactic: ñThe class-action suits have done nothing
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but provoke m ass hysteria and Sw iss-bashing. Theyôre just perpetuating the
m yth about Jew ish law yers w ho just w ant m oney.ò Paul V olcker opposed the
class-action suits on the grounds that they ñw ill im pair our w ork, potentially
to the point of ineffectivenessò ï for the H olocaust industry an irrelevant
concern, if not an added incentive.
The m ain w eapon used to break Sw iss resistance, how ever, w as the

econom ic boycott. ñN ow  the battle w ill be m uch dirtier,ò A vraham  B urg,
chair of the Jew ish A gency and Israelôs point m an in the Sw iss banking case,
w arned in January 1997. ñU ntil now  w e have held back international Jew ish
pressure.ò A lready in January 1996 the W JC  had begun plotting the boycott.
B ronfm an and Singer contacted N ew  Y ork C ity C om ptroller A lan H evesi
(w hose father had been a prom inent A JC  official) and N ew  Y ork State
C om ptroller C arl M cC all. B etw een them , the tw o com ptrollers invest billions
of dollars in pension funds. H evesi also presided over the U S C om ptrollers
A ssociation, w hich invested $30 trillion in pension funds. In late January
Singer strategized w ith G overnor G eorge Pataki of N ew  Y ork as w ell as w ith
D ôA m ato and B ronfm an at his daughterôs w edding. ñLook w hat kind of m an
I am ,ò the R abbi m used, ñdoing business at m y daughterôs w edding.ò
In February 1996 H evesi and M cC all w rote the Sw iss banks threatening

sanctions. In O ctober G overnor Pataki publicly lent his support. D uring the
next several m onths local and state governm ents in N ew  Y ork, N ew  Jersey,
R hode Island and Illinois all tabled resolutions threatening an econom ic
boycott unless the Sw iss banks cam e clean. In M ay 1997 the city of Los
A ngeles, w ithdraw ing hundreds of m illions of dollars in pension funds from  a
Sw iss bank, im posed the first sanctions. H evesi quickly follow ed suit w ith
sanctions in N ew  Y ork. C alifornia, M assachusetts, and Illinois joined in
w ithin days.
ñI w ant $3 billion or northw ard,ò B ronfm an proclaim ed in D ecem ber 1997,

ñin order to end it all, the class-action suits, the V olcker process and the rest.ò
M eanw hile, D ôA m ato and N ew  Y ork State banking officials sought to block
the new ly form ed U nited B ank of Sw itzerland (a m erger of m ajor Sw iss
banks) from  operating in the U nited States. ñIf the Sw iss are going to keep
digging their heels in, then Iôll have to ask all U S shareholders to suspend
their dealings w ith the Sw iss,ò B ronfm an w arned in M arch 1998. ñItôs
com ing to a point w here it has to resolve itself or it has to be total w ar.ò In
A pril the Sw iss started buckling under the pressure, but still resisted abject
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surrender. (Through 1997 the Sw iss reportedly spent $500 m illion to fend off
the H olocaust industry attacks.) ñThereôs a virulent cancer throughout the
Sw iss society,ò M elvyn W eiss, one of the class-action law yers, lam ented.
ñW e gave them  an opportunity to get rid of it w ith a m assive dose of
radiation at a cost that is very sm all and theyôve turned it dow n.ò In June the
Sw iss banks put forth a ñfinal offerò of $600 m illion. A D L head A braham
Foxm an, shocked by Sw iss arrogance, could barely contain his rage: ñThis
ultim atum  is an insult to the m em ory of the victim s, their survivors and to
those in the Jew ish com m unity w ho in good faith reached to the Sw iss to
w ork together to resolve this m ost difficult m atter.ò
In July 1998 H evesi and M cC all threatened stiff new  sanctions. N ew

Jersey, Pennsylvania, C onnecticut, Florida, M ichigan, and C alifornia joined
in w ithin days. In m id-A ugust the Sw iss finally caved in. In a class-action
settlem ent m ediated by Judge K orm an, the Sw iss agreed to pay $1.25 billion.
ñThe aim  of the additional paym ent,ò a Sw iss banks press release read, ñis to
avert the threat of sanctions as w ell as long and costly court proceedings.ò
ñY ou have been a true pioneer in this saga,ò Israeli Prim e M inister

B enjam in N etanyahu congratulated D ôA m ato. ñThe result is not only an
achievem ent in m aterial term s but a m oral victory and a trium ph of the
spirit.ò  Pity he didnôt say ñthe w ill.ò
The $1.25 billion settlem ent w ith Sw itzerland covered basically three

classes ï claim ants to dorm ant Sw iss accounts, refugees denied Sw iss
asylum , and victim s of slave labor w hich Sw iss benefited from .  For all the
righteous indignation about the ñperfidious Sw iss,ò how ever, the com parable
A m erican record is, on all these counts, just as bad, if not w orse. I w ill return
presently to the m atter of dorm ant U S accounts. Like Sw itzerland, the U S
denied entry to Jew ish refugees fleeing N azism  before and during W orld W ar
II. Y et the A m erican governm ent hasnôt seen fit to com pensate, say, Jew ish
refugees aboard the ill-fated ship St. Louis. Im agine the reaction if the
thousands of C entral A m erican and H aitian refugees w ho w ere denied
asylum  after fleeing U S-sponsored death squads sought com pensation here.
A nd, although dw arfed in size and resources by the U nited States,
Sw itzerland adm itted just as m any Jew ish refugees as the U S (approxim ately
20,000) during the N azi holocaust.
The only m eans to atone for past sins, A m erican politicians lectured

Sw itzerland, w as providing m aterial com pensation. Stuart Eizenstat,
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U ndersecretary for C om m erce and C lintonôs Special Envoy for Property
R estitution, deem ed Sw iss com pensation to Jew ry ñan im portant litm us test
of this generationôs w illingness to face the past and to rectify the w rongs of
the past.ò A lthough they couldnôt be ñheld responsible for w hat took place
years ago,ò D ôA m ato acknow ledged during the sam e Senate hearing, the
Sw iss still had ña duty of accountability and of attem pting to do w hat is right
at this point in tim e.ò Publicly endorsing the W JC ôs com pensation dem ands,
President C linton likew ise reflected that ñw e m ust confront and, as best w e
can, right the terrible injustice of the past.ò ñH istory does not have a statute of
lim itations,ò chairm an Jam es Leach said during the H ouse B anking
C om m ittee hearings, and ñthe past m ust never be forgotten.ò ñIt should be
m ade clear,ò bipartisan C ongressional leaders w rote in a letter to the
Secretary of State, that the ñresponse on this restitution m atter w ill be seen as
a test of respect for basic hum an rights and the rule of law .ò A nd in an
address to the Sw iss Parliam ent, Secretary of State M adeleine A lbright
explained that the econom ic benefits accruing to the Sw iss from  w ithheld
Jew ish accounts ñw ere passed along to subsequent generations and that is
w hy the w orld now  looks to the people of Sw itzerland, not to assum e
responsibility for actions taken by their forebears, but to be generous in doing
w hat can be done at this point to right past w rongs.ò  N oble sentim ents all,
but now here to be heard ï unless they are being actively ridiculed ï w hen it
com es to A frican-A m erican com pensation for slavery.
It rem ains unclear how  ñneedy H olocaust survivorsò w ill fare in the final

settlem ent. G izella W eisshaus, the first claim ant of a dorm ant Sw iss account
to sue, has discharged her attorney, Edw ard Fagan, bitterly charging that he
used her. Still, Faganôs bill to the court totaled $4 m illion in fees. Total
attorney fee dem ands run to $15 m illion, w ith ñm anyò billing at a rate of
$600 per hour. O ne law yer is asking $2,400 for reading Tom  B ow erôs book,
N azi G old. ñJew ish groups and survivors,ò N ew  Y orkôs Jew ish W eek
reported, ñare taking off the gloves as they vie for a share of the Sw iss banksô
$1.25 billion H olocaust-era settlem ent.ò Plaintiffs and survivors m aintain that
all the m oney should go directly to them . Jew ish organizations, how ever, are
dem anding a piece of the action. D enouncing the aggrandizem ent of the
Jew ish organizations, G reta B eer, a key C ongressional w itness against the
Sw iss banks, beseeched Judge K orm anôs court that ñI donôt w ant to be
crushed underfoot like a little insect.ò Its solicitude for ñneedy H olocaust
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survivorsò notw ithstanding, the W JC  w ants nearly half the Sw iss m onies
earm arked for Jew ish organizations and ñH olocaust education.ò The Sim on
W iesenthal C enter m aintains that if ñw orthyò Jew ish organizations receive
m onies, ña portion should go to Jew ish educational centers.ò A s they ñangleò
for a bigger share of the loot, R eform  and O rthodox organizations each claim
that the 6 m illion dead w ould have preferred their branch of Judaism  as
financial beneficiary. M eanw hile, the H olocaust industry forced Sw itzerland
into a settlem ent because tim e w as allegedly of the essence: ñneedy
H olocaust survivors are dying every day.ò O nce the Sw iss signed aw ay the
m oney, how ever, the urgency m iraculously passed. M ore than a year after the
settlem ent w as reached there w as still no distribution plan. B y the tim e the
m oney is finally divvied out all the ñneedy H olocaust survivorsò w ill
probably be dead. In fact, as of D ecem ber 1999, less than half of the $200
m illion ñSpecial Fund for N eedy V ictim s of the H olocaustò established in
February 1997 had been distributed to actual victim s. A fter law yersô fees
have been paid, the Sw iss m onies w ill then flow  into the coffers of ñw orthyò
Jew ish organizations.
ñN o settlem ent can possibly be defended,ò B urt N euborne, a N ew  Y ork

U niversity law  professor and m em ber of the class-action legal team , w rote in
the N ew  York Tim es, ñif it allow s the H olocaust to stand as a profit-m aking
enterprise for the Sw iss banks.ò Edgar B ronfm an m ovingly testified before
the H ouse B anking C om m ittee that the Sw iss should not ñbe allow ed to m ake
a profit from  the ashes of the H olocaust.ò O n the other hand, B ronfm an
recently acknow ledged that the W JC  treasury has am assed no less than
ñroughly $7 billionò in com pensation m onies.
The authoritative reports on the Sw iss banks have m eanw hile been

published. O ne can now  judge w hether in fact there w as, as B ow er claim s, a
ñfifty-year Sw iss-N azi conspiracy to steal billions from  Europeôs Jew s and
H olocaust survivors.ò
In July 1998 the Independent (B ergier) C om m ission of Experts issued its

report, Sw itzerland and G old Transactions in the Second W orld W ar.  The
C om m ission confirm ed that Sw iss banks purchased gold from  N azi
G erm any, w orth about $4 billion in current values, know ing that it had been
plundered from  the central banks of occupied Europe. Throughout the
hearings on C apitol H ill, m em bers of C ongress expressed shock that Sw iss
banks had trafficked in looted assets and, even w orse, still indulged these
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egregious practices. D eploring the fact that corrupt politicians deposit their
ill-gotten gains in Sw iss banks, one C ongressm an called on Sw itzerland to
finally enact legislation against ñthis secret m ovem ent of m oney by . . .
people of political prom inence or leadership, of people looting their
treasury.ò B ew ailing the ñnum ber of international, high profile corrupt
governm ent officials and businesspeople w ho have found sanctuary for their
substantial w ealth in Sw iss banks,ò another C ongressm an w ondered aloud
w hether ñthe Sw iss banking system  is accom m odating this generationôs
thugs, and the countries they represent, in . . . w ays that sanctuary w as given
to the N azi regim e 55 years ago?ò  Truly the problem  w arrants concern.
A nnually an estim ated $100ï$200 billion arising from  political corruption is
sent across borders w orldw ide and deposited in private banks. The
C ongressional banking com m ittee reprim ands w ould have carried m ore
w eight, how ever, if fully half this ñillegal flight capitalò w erenôt deposited in
A m erican banks w ith the com plete sanction of U S law .  R ecent
beneficiaries of this legal U S ñsanctuaryò include R aul Salinas de G ortari, the
brother of M exicoôs form er president, and the fam ily of form er N igerian
dictator G eneral Sani A bacha. ñThe gold looted by A dolf H itler and his
henchm en,ò Jean Ziegler, a Sw iss parliam entarian fiercely critical of the
Sw iss banks, observes, ñdoes not differ in essence from  the blood m oneyò
now  held in the private Sw iss accounts of Third W orld dictators. ñM illions of
m en, w om en, and children w ere driven to their deaths by H itlerôs licensed
thieves,ò and ñhundreds of thousands of children die annually of disease and
m alnutritionò in the Third W orld because ñtyrants despoiled their countries
w ith the aid of Sw iss financial sharks.ò  A nd w ith the aid of A m erican
financial sharks as w ell. I leave to one side the even m ore im portant point
that m any of these tyrants w ere installed and m aintained by U S pow er and
authorized by the U nited States to despoil their countries.
O n the specific question of the N azi holocaust, the Independent

C om m ission concluded that the Sw iss banks did purchase ñbars containing
gold looted by N azi crim inals from  the victim s of w ork cam ps and
exterm ination cam ps.ò They didnôt, how ever, know ingly do so: ñthere is no
indication that the decision-m akers at the Sw iss central bank knew  that bars
containing such gold w ere being shipped to Sw itzerland by the R eichsbank.ò
The C om m ission put the value of ñvictim  goldò unw ittingly purchased by
Sw itzerland at $134,428, or about $1 m illion in current values. This figure
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includes ñvictim  goldò stripped from  Jew ish as w ell as non-Jew ish cam p
inm ates.
In D ecem ber 1999 the Independent (V olcker) C om m ittee of Em inent

Persons issued its Report on D orm ant Accounts of Victim s of N azi
Persecution in Sw iss Banks.  The Report docum ents the findings of an
exhaustive audit that lasted three years and cost no less than $500 m illion.
Its central finding on the ñtreatm ent of dorm ant accounts of victim s of N azi
persecutionò m erits extended quotation:

[F]or victim s of N azi persecution there w as no evidence of system atic
discrim ination, obstruction of access, m isappropriation, or violation of
docum ent retention requirem ents of Sw iss law . H ow ever, the R eport also
criticizes the actions of som e banks in their treatm ent of the accounts of
victim s of N azi persecution. The w ord ñsom eò in the preceding sentence
needs to be em phasized since the criticized actions refer m ainly to those
of specific banks in their handling of individual accounts of victim s of
N azi persecution in the context of an investigation of 254 banks covering
a period of about 60 years. For the criticized actions, the R eport also
recognizes that there w ere m itigating circum stances for the conduct of the
banks involved in these activities. The R eport acknow ledges, m oreover,
that there is am ple evidence of m any cases in w hich banks actively
sought out m issing account holders or their heirs, including H olocaust
victim s, and paid account balances of dorm ant accounts to the proper
parties.

The paragraph m ildly concludes that ñthe C om m ittee believes the criticized
actions are of sufficient im portance that it is desirable to docum ent in this
section the things that did go w rong so that it is possible to learn from  the
past rather than repeat its m istakes.ò
The Report also found that, although the C om m ittee couldnôt track dow n

all the bank records for the ñR elevant Periodò (1933ï45), destruction of
records w ithout detection ñw ould be difficult, if not im possible,ò and that ñin
fact, no evidence of system atic destruction of account records for the purpose
of concealing past behavior has been found.ò It concludes that the percentage
of records recovered (60 percent) w as ñtruly extraordinaryò and ñtruly
rem arkable,ò especially given that Sw iss law  does not require retention of
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records beyond 10 years.
Y et, com pare the N ew  York Tim esôs rendering of the V olcker C om m ittee

findings. U nder an editorial headline, ñThe D eceptions of Sw iss B anks,ò
the Tim es reported that the C om m ittee found ñno conclusive evidenceò that
Sw iss banks m ishandled dorm ant Jew ish accounts. Y et the Report
categorically stated ñno evidence.ò The Tim es goes on to state that the
C om m ittee ñfound that Sw iss banks had som ehow  m anaged to lose track of a
shockingly large num ber of these accounts.ò Y et the Report found that the
Sw iss preserved records of a ñtruly extraordinary,ò ñtruly rem arkableò
num ber. Finally, the Tim es reports that, according to the C om m ittee, ñm any
banks had cruelly and deceptively turned aw ay fam ily m em bers trying to
recover lost assets.ò In fact, the Report em phasizes that only ñsom eò banks
m isbehaved and that there w ere ñm itigating circum stancesò in these cases,
and it points out as w ell the ñm any casesò in w hich banks actively sought out
legitim ate claim ants.
The Report does fault the Sw iss banks for not being ñstraightforw ard and

forthrightò in prior audits of dorm ant H olocaust-era accounts. N onetheless, it
seem s to credit the shortfall in these audits m ore to technical factors than
m alfeasance.  The Report identifies 54,000 accounts w ith a ñprobable or
possible relationship w ith victim s of N azi persecution.ò B ut it judges that
only in the case of half this num ber ï 25,000 ï w as the likelihood significant
enough to w arrant publication of account nam es. The estim ated current value
of 10,000 of these accounts for w hich som e inform ation w as available runs to
$170ï$260 m illion. It proved im possible to estim ate the current value of the
rem aining accounts.  The total value of actual dorm ant H olocaustera
accounts w ill likely clim b m uch higher than the $32 m illion originally
estim ated by the Sw iss banks, but w ill still fall staggeringly short of the $7ï
$20 billion claim ed by the W JC . In subsequent C ongressional testim ony,
V olcker observed that the num ber of Sw iss accounts ñprobably or possiblyò
related to H olocaust victim s w as ñm any tim es as large as that em erging from
previous Sw iss investigations.ò H ow ever, he continued: ñI em phasize the
w ords óprobably or possiblyô because, except in a relatively few  cases, after
m ore than half a century, w e w ere not able to identify w ith certainty an
irrefutable relationship betw een victim s and account holders.ò
The m ost explosive finding of the V olcker C om m ittee w ent unreported in

the A m erican m edia. A longside Sw itzerland, the C om m ittee observes, the U S
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w as also a prim ary safe haven fortransferable Jew ish assets in Europe:

The anticipation of w ar and econom ic distress, as w ell as the persecution
of Jew s and other m inorities by the N azis prior to and during W orld W ar
II, caused m any people, including the victim s of this persecution, to m ove
their assets to countries deem ed to provide safe havens (im portantly
including the U nited States and the U nited K ingdom ). . . . In view  of
neutral Sw itzerlandôs borders w ith A xis and A xis-occupied countries,
Sw iss banks and other Sw iss financial interm ediaries w ere also recipients
of a portion of the assets in search of safety.

A n im portant appendix lists the ñfavored destinationsò of Jew ish transferable
assets in Europe. The m ain stated destinations w ere the U S and Sw itzerland.
(G reat B ritain cam e in a ñlow  thirdò as a stated destination.)
The obvious question is, W hat happened to the dorm ant H olocaustera

accounts in Am erican banks? The H ouse B anking C om m ittee did call one
expert w itness to testify on this issue. Seym our R ubin, currently a professor
at A m erican U niversity, served as deputy chief of the U S delegation in the
Sw iss negotiations after W orld W ar II. U nder the auspices of A m erican
Jew ish organizations R ubin also w orked during the 1950s w ith a ñgroup of
experts on Jew ish com m unal life in Europeò to identify dorm ant H olocaust-
era accounts in U S banks. In his H ouse testim ony R ubin stated that, after a
m ost superficial and rudim entary audit of just N ew  Y ork banks, the value of
these accounts w as put at $6 m illion. Jew ish organizations requested this sum
for ñneedy survivorsò from  C ongress (abandoned dorm ant accounts in the U S
are transferred to the state under the doctrine of escheat). R ubin then recalled:

[T]he initial estim ate of $6 m illion w as rejected by potential
C ongressional sponsors of the necessary legislation and a lim it of $3
m illion w as used in the original draft legislation. . . . In the event, the $3
m illion figure w as slashed in C om m ittee hearings to $1 m illion.
Legislative action further reduced the am ount to $500,000. Even that
am ount w as opposed by the B ureau of the B udget, w hich proposed a lim it
of $250,000. The legislation how ever passed w ith the $500,000.

ñThe U nited States,ò R ubin concluded, ñtook only very lim ited m easures
to identify heirless assets in the U nited States, and m ade available . . . a m ere
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$500,000, in contrast to the $32,000,000 acknow ledged by Sw iss banks even
prior to the V olcker inquiry.ò  In other w ords, the U S record is m uch w orse
than the Sw iss record. It bears em phasis that, apart from  a fleeting rem ark by
Eizenstat, there w as no other m ention of the dorm ant U S accounts during the
H ouse and Senate banking com m ittee hearings devoted to the Sw iss banks.
M oreover, although R ubin plays a pivotal role in the m any secondary
accounts of the Sw iss banks affair ï B ow er devotes scores of pages to this
ñcrusader in the State D epartm entò ï none m ention his H ouse testim ony.
D uring the H ouse hearing R ubin also expressed ña certain am ount of
skepticism  w ith respect to the large am ounts [in dorm ant Sw iss accounts]
w hich are being talked about.ò N eedless to say, R ubinôs precise insights on
this m atter w ere also studiously ignored.
W here w as the C ongressional hue and cry over ñperfidiousò A m erican

bankers? O ne m em ber after another of the Senate and H ouse banking
com m ittees clam ored for the Sw iss to ñfinally pay up.ò N one, how ever,
called on the U S to do so. R ather, a H ouse B anking C om m ittee m em ber
sham elessly averred ï w ith B ronfm an agreeing ï that ñonlyò Sw itzerland
ñhas failed to show  the courage to confront its ow n history.ò
U nsurprisingly, the H olocaust industry didnôt launch a cam paign to
investigate U S banks. A n audit of our banks on the scale of the Sw iss audit
w ould cost A m erican taxpayers not m illions but billions of dollars.  B y the
tim e it w as com pleted A m erican Jew s w ould be seeking asylum  in M unich.
C ourage has its lim its.
A lready in the late 1940s, w hen the U S w as pressing Sw itzerland to

identify dorm ant Jew ish accounts, the Sw iss protested that A m ericans should
first attend to their ow n backyard.  In m id-1997 N ew  Y ork G overnor Pataki
announced the creation of a State C om m ission on the R ecovery O f H olocaust
V ictim sô A ssets to process claim s against Sw iss banks. U nim pressed, the
Sw iss suggested that the com m ission m ight m ore usefully process claim s
against U S and Israeli banks.  Indeed B ow er recalls that Israeli bankers had
ñrefused to release lists of dorm ant accounts of Jew sò after the 1948 w ar, and
recently it has been reported that ñunlike countries in Europe, Israelôs banks
and Zionist organizations are resisting pressure to set up independent
com m issions to establish how  m uch property and how  m any dorm ant
accounts w ere held by H olocaust survivors, and how  the ow ners can be
locatedò (Financial Tim es). (European Jew s purchased plots of land and
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opened bank accounts in Palestine during the B ritish M andate to support the
Zionist enterprise or prepare for future im m igration.) In O ctober 1998, the
W JC  and W JR O  ñreached a decision in principle to refrain from  dealing w ith
the subject of assets in Israel of H olocaust victim s on the ground that
responsibility for this lay w ith the Israeli governm entò (H aaretz). The w rit of
these Jew ish organizations thus runs to Sw itzerland but not to the Jew ish
state. The m ost sensational charge leveled against the Sw iss banks w as that
they required death certificates from  the heirs of N azi holocaust victim s.
Israeli banks have also dem anded such docum entation. O ne searches in vain,
how ever, for denunciations of the ñperfidious Israelis.ò To dem onstrate that
ñno m oral equivalence can be draw n betw een banks in Israel and
Sw itzerland,ò the N ew  York Tim es quoted a form er Israeli legislator: ñH ere it
w as negligence at best; in Sw itzerland it w as a crim e.ò  C om m ent is
superfluous.
In M ay 1998 a Presidential A dvisory C om m ission on H olocaust A ssets in

the U nited States w as charged by C ongress w ith ñconducting original
research on the fate of assets taken from  victim s of the H olocaust that cam e
into the possession of the U .S. Federal governm entò and ñadvising the
President on policies that should be adopted to m ake restitution to the rightful
ow ners of stolen property or their heirs.ò ñThe C om m issionôs w ork
dem onstrates irrefutably,ò C om m ission chair B ronfm an declared, ñthat w e in
the U nited States are w illing to hold ourselves to the sam e high standard of
truth about H olocaust assets to w hich w e have held other nations.ò Y et a
presidential advisory com m ission w ith a total budget of $6 m illion is rather
different from  a com prehensive $500 m illion external audit of a nationôs
entire banking system  w ith unfettered access to all bank records.  To dispel
any lingering doubts that the U S stood in the forefront of efforts to restore
H olocaust-era stolen Jew ish assets, Jam es Leach, chairm an of the H ouse
B anking C om m ittee, proudly announced in February 2000 that a N orth
C arolina m useum  had returned one painting to an A ustrian fam ily. ñIt
underscores U nited States accountability . . . and I think that is som ething
that this C om m ittee ought to stress.ò
For the H olocaust industry, the Sw iss banks affair ï like the postw ar

torm ents endured by Sw iss H olocaust ñsurvivorò B injam in W ilkom irski ï
w as yet further proof of an ineradicable and irrational G entile m alice. The
affair pointed up the gross insensitivity of even a ñliberal dem ocratic,
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European country,ò Itam ar Levin concludes, to ñthose w ho carried the
physical and em otional scars of the w orst crim e in history.ò A n A pril 1997
Tel A viv U niversity study reported ñan unm istakable riseò in Sw iss anti-
Sem itism . Y et this om inous developm ent couldnôt possibly be connected
w ith the H olocaust industryôs shakedow n of Sw itzerland. ñJew s do not m ake
anti-Sem itism ,ò B ronfm an sniffed. ñA nti-Sem ites m ake anti-Sem itism .ò
M aterial com pensation for the H olocaust ñis the greatest m oral test facing

Europe at the end of the tw entieth century,ò Itam ar Levin m aintains. ñThis
w ill be the real test of the C ontinentôs treatm ent of the Jew ish people.ò
Indeed, em boldened by its success in shaking dow n the Sw iss, the H olocaust
industry m oved quickly to ñtestò the rest of Europe. The next stop w as
G erm any.
A fter the H olocaust industry settled w ith Sw itzerland in A ugust 1998, it

deployed the sam e w inning strategy against G erm any in Septem ber. The
sam e three legal team s (H ausfeldïW eiss, FaganïSw ift, and the W orld
C ouncil of O rthodox Jew ish C om m unities) initiated class-action law suits
against G erm an private industry, dem anding no less than $20 billion in
com pensation. B randishing the threat of an econom ic boycott, N ew  Y ork
C ity C om ptroller H evesi began to ñm onitorò the negotiations in A pril 1999.
The H ouse B anking C om m ittee held hearings in Septem ber. C ongressw om an
C arolyn M aloney declared that ñthe passage of tim e m ust not be an excuse
for unjust enrichm entò (at any rate, from  Jew ish slave labor ï A frican-
A m erican slave labor is another story) w hile C om m ittee chairm an Leach,
reading from  the sam e old script, intoned that ñhistory has no statute of
lim itations.ò G erm an com panies doing business in the U nited States, Stuart
Eizenstat told the C om m ittee, ñvalue their good w ill here, and w ill w ant to
continue the kind of good citizenship in the U S and G erm any that theyôve
alw ays displayed.ò Forgoing diplom atic niceties, C ongressm an R ick Lazio
bluntly urged the C om m ittee ñto focus on the private sector G erm an
com panies, in particular, those w ho do business in the U S.ò  To w hip up
public hysteria against G erm any, the H olocaust industry took out m ultiple
full-page new spaper advertisem ents in O ctober. The aw ful truth did not
suffice; all the H olocaust hot buttons w ere pressed. A n ad denouncing the
G erm an pharm aceutical corporation B ayer dragged in Josef M engele,
although the evidence that B ayer ñdirectedò his m urderous experim ents w as
nil. R ecognizing that the H olocaust juggernaut w as irresistible, the G erm ans
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caved in to a substantial m onetary settlem ent by yearôs end. The Tim es of
London credited this capitulation to the ñH olocashò cam paign in the U nited
States. ñW e could not have reached agreem ent,ò Eizenstat later told the
H ouse B anking C om m ittee, ñw ithout the personal involvem ent and
leadership of President C linton . . . as w ell as other senior officialsò in the U S
governm ent.
R epresentatives, 14 Septem ber 1999.
The H olocaust industry charged that G erm any had a ñm oral and legal

obligationò to com pensate form er Jew ish slave laborers. ñThese slave
laborers deserve a sm all m easure of justice,ò Eizenstat pleaded, ñin the few
years rem aining in their lives.ò Y et, as indicated above, it is sim ply untrue
that they hadnôt received any com pensation. Jew ish slave laborers w ere
covered under the original agreem ents w ith G erm any com pensating
concentration cam p inm ates. The G erm an governm ent indem nified form er
Jew ish slave laborers for ñdeprivation of libertyò and for ñharm  to life and
lim b.ò O nly w ages w ithheld w ere not form ally com pensated. Those w ho
sustained enduring injuries each received a substantial lifetim e pension.
G erm any also endow ed the Jew ish C laim s C onference w ith approxim ately a
billion dollars in current values for those Jew ish ex-cam p inm ates w ho
received m inim um  com pensation. A s indicated earlier, the C laim s
C onference, violating the agreem ent w ith G erm any, used the m onies instead
for various pet projects. It justified this (m is)use of G erm an com pensation on
the grounds that ñeven before the funds from  G erm any had becom e available
. . . the needs of the óneedyô victim s of N azism  had already been largely
m et.ò  Still, fifty years later the H olocaust industry w as dem anding m oney
for ñneedy H olocaust victim sò w ho had been living in poverty because the
G erm ans allegedly never com pensated them .
W hat constitutes ñfairò com pensation for form er Jew ish slave laborers is

plainly an unansw erable question. O ne can, how ever, say this: A ccording to
the term s of the new  settlem ent, Jew ish form er slave laborers are each
supposed to receive about $7,500. If the C laim s C onference had properly
distributed the original G erm an m onies, m any m ore form er Jew ish slave
laborers w ould have received m uch m ore m uch sooner.
W hether ñneedy H olocaust victim sò w ill ever see any of the new  G erm an

m onies is an open question. The C laim s C onference w ants a large chunk set
aside as its ow n ñSpecial Fund.ò A ccording to the Jerusalem  Report, the
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C onference has ñplenty to gain by ensuring that the survivors get nothing.ò
Israeli K nesset m em ber M ichael K leiner (H erut) lam basted the C onference as
a ñJudenrat, carrying on the N azisô w ork in different w ays.ò Itôs a ñdishonest
body, conducting itself w ith professional secrecy, and tainted by ugly public
and m oral corruption,ò he charged, ña body of darkness that is m altreating
Jew ish H olocaust survivors and their heirs, w hile it sits on a huge pile of
m oney belonging to private individuals, but is doing everything to inherit [the
m oney] w hile they are still alive.ò  M eanw hile, Stuart Eizenstat, testifying
before the H ouse B anking C om m ittee, continued to heap praise on the
ñtransparent process that the Jew ish M aterial C laim s C onference has had over
the last 40-som e-odd years.ò For sheer cynicism , how ever, R abbi Israel
Singer ranked w ithout peer. In addition to his secretary-general post at the
W orld Jew ish C ongress, Singer has served as vice-president of the C laim s
C onference and w as chief negotiator in the G erm an slave-labor talks. H e
piously reiterated to the H ouse B anking C om m ittee after the Sw iss and
G erm an settlem ents that ñit w ould be a sham eò if the H olocaust
com pensation m onies w ere ñpaid to heirs rather than survivors.ò ñW e donôt
w ant that m oney paid to heirs. W e w ant that m oney to be paid to victim s.ò
Y et, H aaretz reports that Singer has been the m ain proponent of using
H olocaust com pensation m onies ñto m eet the needs of the entire Jew ish
people, and not just those Jew s w ho w ere fortunate enough to survive the
H olocaust and live into old age.ò
In a U S H olocaust M em orial M useum  publication, H enry Friedlander, the

respected N azi holocaust historian and ex-A uschw itz inm ate, sketched this
num erical picture at w arôs end:

If there w ere about 715,000 prisoners in the cam ps at the start of 1945,
and at least one third ï that is, about 238,000 ï perished during spring
1945, w e can assum e that at m ost 475,000 prisoners survived. A s Jew s
had been system atically m urdered, and only those chosen for labor ï in
A uschw itz about 15 percent ï had even a chance to survive, w e m ust
assum e that Jew s m ade up no m ore than 20 percent of the concentration
cam p population.

ñW e can thus estim ate,ò he concluded, ñthat the num ber of Jew ish survivors
num bered no m ore than 100,000.ò Friedlanderôs figure for surviving Jew ish
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slave laborers at w arôs end, incidentally, is at the high end am ong scholars. In
an authoritative study, Leonard D innerstein reported: ñSixty thousand Jew s
. . . w alked out of the concentration cam ps. W ithin a w eek m ore than 20,000
of them  had died.ò
In a M ay 1999 State D epartm ent briefing, Stuart Eizenstat, citing the figure

of ñgroups representing them ,ò put the total num ber of slave laborers, Jew ish
and non-Jew ish, still alive at ñperhaps 70ï90,000.ò  Eizenstat w as C hief U S
Envoy in the G erm an slave-labor negotiations and w orked closely w ith the
C laim s C onference.  This w ould put the total num ber of still living Jew ish
slave laborers at 14,000ï18,000 (20 percent of 70ï90,000). Y et, as it entered
into negotiations w ith G erm any, the H olocaust industry dem anded
com pensation for 135,000 still living form er Jew ish slave laborers. The total
num ber of still living form er slave laborers, Jew ish and non-Jew ish, w as put
at 250,000.  In other w ords, the num ber of form er Jew ish slave laborers still
alive increased nearly tenfold from  M ay 1999, and the ratio betw een living
Jew ish and non-Jew ish slave laborers drastically shifted. In fact, to believe
the H olocaust industry, m ore form er Jew ish slave laborers are alive today
than a half-century ago. ñW hat a tangled w eb w e w eave,ò Sir W alter Scott
w rote, ñw hen first w e practice to deceive.ò
A s the H olocaust industry plays w ith num bers to boost its com pensation

claim s, anti-Sem ites gleefully m ock the ñJew  liarsò w ho even ñhucksterò
their dead. In juggling these num bers the H olocaust industry, how ever
unintentionally, w hitew ashes N azism . R aul H ilberg, the leading authority on
the N azi holocaust, puts the figure for Jew s m urdered at 5.1 m illion.  Y et, if
135,000 form er Jew ish slave laborers are still alive today, som e 600,000 m ust
have survived the w ar. Thatôs at least a half-m illion m ore than standard
estim ates. O ne w ould then have to deduct this half-m illion from  the 5.1
m illion figure of those killed. N ot only does the ñ6 M illionò figure becom e
m ore untenable but the num bers of the H olocaust industry are rapidly
approaching those of H olocaust deniers. C onsider that N azi leader H einrich
H im m ler put the total cam p population in January 1945 at a little over
700,000 and that, according to Friedlander, about one-third this num ber w as
killed off by M ay. Y et if Jew s constituted only 20 percent of the surviving
cam p population and, as the H olocaust industry im plies, 600,000 Jew ish
inm ates survived the w ar, then fully 3 m illion inm ates in total m ust have
survived. B y the H olocaust industryôs reckoning, concentration cam p
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conditions couldnôt have been harsh at all; in fact, one m ust suppose a
rem arkably high fertility and rem arkably low  m ortality rate.
The standard claim  is that the Final Solution w as a uniquely efficient,

assem bly-line, industrial exterm ination.  B ut if, as the H olocaust industry
suggests, m any hundreds of thousands of Jew s survived, the Final Solution
couldnôt have been so efficient after all. It m ust have been a haphazard affair
ï exactly w hat H olocaust deniers argue. Les extr°m es se touchent.
In a recent interview  R aul H ilberg underscored that num bers do m atter in

com prehending the N azi holocaust. Indeed, the C laim s C onferenceôs revised
figures radically call into question its ow n understanding. A ccording to the
C laim s C onferenceôs ñposition paperò on slave labor in its negotiations w ith
G erm any: ñSlave labor w as one of the three m ain m ethods used by the N azis
to m urder Jew s ï the others being shooting and gassing. O ne of the purposes
of slave labor w as to w ork the individuals to death. . . . The term  slave is an
im precise w ord in this context. In general slave m asters have an interest to
preserve the life and condition of their slaves. H ow ever, the N azi plan for the
óslavesô w as that their w ork potential be utilized and then the óslavesô should
be exterm inated.ò A part from  H olocaust deniers, no one has yet disputed that
N azism  consigned slave laborers to this horrific fate. H ow  can one reconcile
these established facts, how ever, w ith the claim  that m any hundreds of
thousands of Jew ish slave laborers survived the cam ps? H asnôt the C laim s
C onference breached the w all separating the ghastly truth about the N azi
holocaust from  H olocaust denial?
In a full-page N ew  York Tim es advertisem ent, H olocaust industry

lum inaries such as Elie W iesel, R abbi M arvin H ier, and Steven T. K atz
condem ned ñSyriaôs D enial of the H olocaust.ò The text decried an editorial in
an official Syrian governm ent new spaper that claim ed Israel ñinvents stories
about the H olocaustò in order to ñreceive m ore m oney from  G erm any and
other W estern establishm ents.ò R egrettably, the Syrian charge is true. Y et the
irony, lost on both the Syrian governm ent and the signatories to the ad, is that
these stories them selves of m any hundreds of thousands of survivors
constitute a form  of H olocaust denial.
The shakedow n of Sw itzerland and G erm any has been only a prelude to

the grand finale: the shakedow n of Eastern Europe. W ith the collapse of the
Soviet bloc, alluring prospects opened up in the form er heartland of European
Jew ry. C loaking itself in the sanctim onious m antle of ñneedy H olocaust
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victim s,ò the H olocaust industry has sought to extort billions of dollars from
these already im poverished countries. Pursuing this end w ith reckless and
ruthless abandon, it has becom e the m ain fom enter of anti-Sem itism  in
Europe.
The H olocaust industry has positioned itself as the sole legitim ate claim ant

to all the com m unal and private assets of those w ho perished during the N azi
holocaust. ñIt has been agreed w ith the G overnm ent of Israel,ò Edgar
B ronfm an told the H ouse B anking C om m ittee, ñthat heirless assets should
accrue to the W orld Jew ish R estitution O rganization.ò U sing this ñm andate,ò
the H olocaust industry has called on form er Soviet-bloc countries to hand
over all prew ar Jew ish properties or com e up w ith m onetary com pensation.
U nlike in the case of Sw itzerland and G erm any, how ever, it m akes these
dem ands aw ay from  the glare of publicity. Public opinion has so far not been
averse to the blackm ailing of Sw iss bankers and G erm an industrialists, but it
m ight look less kindly on the blackm ailing of starving Polish peasants. Jew s
w ho lost fam ily m em bers during the N azi holocaust m ight also take a
jaundiced view  of the W JR O ôs m achinations. C laim ing to be the legitim ate
heir of those w ho perished in order to appropriate their assets could easily be
m istaken for grave-robbery. O n the other hand, the H olocaust industry
doesnôt need a m obilized public opinion. W ith the support of key U S
officials, it can easily break the feeble resistance of already prostrate nations.
ñIt is im portant to recognize that our efforts at com m unal property

restitution,ò Stuart Eizenstat told a H ouse com m ittee, ñare integral to the
rebirth and renew al of Jew ish lifeò in Eastern Europe. A llegedly to ñprom ote
the revivalò of Jew ish life in Poland, the W orld Jew ish R estitution
O rganization is dem anding title over the 6,000 prew ar com m unal Jew ish
properties, including those currently being used as hospitals and schools. The
prew ar Jew ish population of Poland stood at 3.5 m illion; the current
population is several thousand. D oes reviving Jew ish life really require one
synagogue or school building per Polish Jew ? The organization is also laying
claim  to hundreds of thousands of parcels of Polish land valued in the m any
tens of billions of dollars. ñPolish officials fear,ò Jew ish W eek reports, that
the dem and ñcould bankrupt the nation.ò W hen Polandôs Parliam ent proposed
lim its on com pensation to avert insolvency, Elan Steinberg of the W JC
denounced the legislation as ñfundam entally an anti-A m erican act.ò
Tightening the screw s on Poland, H olocaust industry attorneys filed a

79

80



class-action law suit in Judge K orm anôs court to com pensate ñaging and dying
H olocaust survivors.ò The com plaint charged that the postw ar Polish
governm ents ñcontinued during the last fifty-four yearsò a genocidal
ñexpulsion to extinctionò policy against Jew s. N ew  Y ork C ity C ouncil
m em bers jum ped in w ith a unanim ous resolution calling on Poland ñto pass
com prehensive legislation providing for the com plete restitution of H olocaust
assets,ò w hile 57 m em bers of C ongress (led by C ongressm an A nthony
W einer of N ew  Y ork) dispatched a letter to the Polish Parliam ent dem anding
ñcom prehensive legislation that w ould return 100%  of all property and assets
seized during the H olocaust.ò ñA s the people involved are getting older and
older every day,ò the letter said, ñtim e is running out to com pensate those
w ronged.ò
Testifying before the Senate B anking C om m ittee, Stuart Eizenstat deplored

the lax pace of evictions in Eastern Europe: ñA  variety of problem s have
arisen in the return of properties. For exam ple, in som e countries, w hen
persons or com m unities have attem pted to reclaim  properties, they have been
asked, som etim es required . . . to allow  current tenants to rem ain for a
lengthy period of tim e at rent-controlled rates.ò  The delinquency of B elarus
particularly exercised Eizenstat. B elarus is ñvery, very farò behind in handing
over prew ar Jew ish properties, he told the H ouse International R elations
C om m ittee.  The average m onthly incom e of a B elarussian is $100.
To force subm ission from  recalcitrant governm ents, the H olocaust industry

w ields the bludgeon of U S sanctions. Eizenstat urged C ongress to ñelevateò
H olocaust com pensation, put it ñhigh on the listò of requirem ents for those
East European countries that are seeking entry into the O EC D , the W TO , the
European U nion, N A TO , and the C ouncil of Europe: ñThey w ill listen if you
speak. . . . They w ill get the hint.ò Israel Singer of the W JC  called on
C ongress to ñcontinue looking at the shopping listò in order to ñcheckò that
every country pays up. ñIt is extrem ely im portant that the countries involved
in the issue understand,ò C ongressm an B enjam in G ilm an of the H ouse
International R elations C om m ittee said, ñthat their response . . . is one of
several standards by w hich the U nited States assesses its bilateral
relationship.ò A vraham  H irschson, chairm an of Israelôs K nesset C om m ittee
on R estitution and Israelôs representative on the W orld Jew ish R estitution
O rganization, paid tribute to C ongressional com plicity in the shakedow n.
R ecalling his ñfightsò w ith the R om anian Prim e M inister, H irschson testified:
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ñB ut I ask one rem ark, in the m iddle of the fighting, and it changed that
atm osphere. I told him , you know , in tw o days I am  going to be in a hearing
here in C ongress. W hat do you w ant m e to tell them  in the hearing? W hole
atm osphere w as changed.ò The W orld Jew ish C ongress has ñcreated an entire
H olocaust industry,ò a law yer for survivors w arns, and is ñguilty of
prom oting . . . a very ugly resurgence of anti-Sem itism  in Europe.ò
ñW ere it not for the U nited States of A m erica,ò Eizenstat aptly observed in

his paean to C ongress, ñvery few , if any, of these activities w ould be ongoing
today.ò To justify the pressures exerted on Eastern Europe, he explained that
a hallm ark of ñW esternò m orality is to ñreturn or pay com pensation for
com m unal and private property w rongfully appropriated.ò For the ñnew
dem ocraciesò in Eastern Europe, m eeting this standard ñw ould be
com m ensurate w ith their passage from  totalitarianism  to dem ocratic states.ò
Eizenstat is a senior U S governm ent official and a prom inent supporter of
Israel. Y et, judging by the respective claim s of N ative A m ericans and
Palestinians, neither the U S nor Israel has yet m ade the transition.
In his H ouse testim ony, H irschson conjured the m elancholy spectacle of

aging ñneedy H olocaust victim sò from  Poland ñcom ing to m e to m y office in
the K nesset each day . . . begging to get back w hat belongs to them  . . . to get
back the houses they left, to get back the stores they left.ò M eanw hile, the
H olocaust industry w ages battle on a second front. R epudiating the specious
m andate of the W orld Jew ish R estitution O rganization, local Jew ish
com m unities in Eastern Europe have staked out their ow n claim s on heirless
Jew ish assets. To benefit from  such a claim , how ever, a Jew  m ust form ally
adhere to the local Jew ish com m unity. The hoped-for revival of Jew ish life is
thus com ing to pass as Eastern European Jew s parlay their new ly discovered
roots into a cut of the H olocaust booty.
The H olocaust industry boasts of earm arking com pensation m onies for

charitable Jew ish causes. ñW hile charity is a noble cause,ò a law yer
representing the actual victim s observes, ñit is w rong to perform  it w ith other
peopleôs m oney.ò O ne favorite cause is ñH olocaust educationò ï the ñgreatest
legacy of our efforts,ò according to Eizenstat. H irschson is also founder of an
organization called ñM arch of the Living,ò a centerpiece of H olocaust
education and a m ajor beneficiary of com pensation m onies. In this Zionist-
inspired spectacle w ith a cast of thousands, Jew ish youth from  around the
w orld converge on the death cam ps in Poland for first-hand instruction in
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G entile w ickedness before being flow n off to Israel for salvation. The
Jerusalem  Report captures this H olocaust kitsch m om ent on the M arch: ñóIôm
so scared, I canôt go on, I w ant to be in Israel already,ô repeats a young
C onnecticut w om an over and over. H er body is shaking. . . . Suddenly her
friend pulls out a large Israeli flag. She w raps it around the tw o of them  and
they m ove on.ò A n Israeli flag: donôt leave hom e w ithout it.
Speaking at the W ashington C onference on H olocaust-Era A ssets, D avid

H arris of the A JC  w axed eloquent on the ñprofound im pactò pilgrim ages to
N azi death cam ps have on Jew ish youth. The Forw ard took note of an
episode particularly fraught w ith pathos. U nder the headline ñIsraeli Teens
Frolic W ith Strippers A fter A uschw itz V isit,ò the new spaper explained that,
according to experts, the kibbutz students ñhired strippers to release the
troubling em otions raised by the trip.ò These sam e torm ents apparently
racked Jew ish students on a U S H olocaust M em orial M useum  field trip w ho,
according to the Forw ard, ñw ere running around and having a w onderful
tim e and feeling each other up and w hatever.ò  W ho can doubt the w isdom
of the H olocaust industryôs decision to earm ark com pensation m onies for
H olocaust education rather than ñfritter aw ay the fundsò (N ahum  G oldm ann)
on survivors of N azi death cam ps?
In January 2000 officials from  nearly fifty states, including Prim e M inister

Ehud B arak of Israel, attended a m ajor H olocaust education conference in
Stockholm . The conferenceôs final declaration under-lined the international
com m unityôs ñsolem n responsibilityò to fight the evils of genocide, ethnic
cleansing, racism  and xenophobia. A  Sw edish reporter afterw ard asked B arak
about the Palestinian refugees. O n principle, B arak replied, he w as against
even one refugee com ing to Israel: ñW e cannot accept m oral, legal, or other
responsibility for refugees.ò Plainly the conference w as a huge success.
The Jew ish C laim s C onferenceôs official G uide to C om pensation and

Restitution for H olocaust Survivors lists scores of organizational affiliates. A
vast, w ell-heeled bureaucracy has sprung up. Insurance com panies, banks, art
m useum s, private industry, tenants and farm ers in nearly every European
country are under the H olocaust industry gun. B ut the ñneedy H olocaust
victim sò in w hose nam e the H olocaust industry acts com plain that it is ñjust
perpetuating the expropriation.ò M any have filed suit against the C laim s
C onference. The H olocaust m ay yet turn out to be the ñgreatest robbery in the
history of m ankind.ò
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W hen Israel first entered into negotiations w ith G erm any for reparations
after the w ar, historian Ilan Papp® reports, Foreign M inister M oshe Sharett
proposed transferring a part to Palestinian refugees, ñin order to rectify w hat
has been called the sm all injustice (the Palestinian tragedy), caused by the
m ore terrible one (the H olocaust).ò  N othing ever cam e of the proposal. A
prom inent Israeli academ ic has suggested using som e of the funds from  the
Sw iss banks and G erm an firm s for the ñcom pensation of Palestinian A rab
refugees.ò  G iven that alm ost all survivors of the N azi holocaust have
already passed aw ay, this w ould seem  to be a sensible proposal.
In vintage W JC  style, Israel Singer m ade the ñstartling announcem entò on

13 M arch 2000 that a new ly declassified U S docum ent revealed that A ustria
w as holding heirless H olocaust-era assets of Jew s w orth yet another $10
billion. Singer also charged that ñfifty percent of A m ericaôs total art is looted
Jew ish art.ò  The H olocaust industry has clearly gone berserk.

 H enry Friedlander, ñD arkness and D aw n in 1945: The N azis, the A llies, and the Survivors,ò in U S
H olocaust M em orial M useum , 1945 ï the Year of Liberation (W ashington: 1995), 11ï35.

 See, for exam ple, Segev, Seventh M illion, 248.

 Lappin, M an W ith Tw o H eads, 48. D .D . G uttenplan, ñThe H olocaust on Trial,ò in Atlantic M onthly
(February 2000), 62 (but cf. text above, w here Lipstadt equates doubting a survivorôs testim ony w ith
H olocaust denial).

 W iesel, All Rivers, 121ï30, 139, 163ï4, 201ï2, 336. Jew ish W eek, 17 Septem ber 1999. N ew  York
Tim es, 5 M arch 1997.

 Leonard D innerstein, Am erica and the Survivors of the H olocaust (N ew  Y ork: 1982), 24.

 D aniel G anzfried, ñB injam in W ilkom irski und die verw andelte Polin,ò in W eltw oche (4 N ovem ber
1999).

 M arilyn B . Y oung, The Vietnam  W ars (N ew  Y ork: 1991), 301ï2. ñC ohen: U S N ot Sorry for V ietnam
W ar,ò in Associated Press (11 M arch 2000).

 For background, see esp. N ana Sagi, G erm an Reparations (N ew  Y ork: 1986), and R onald W . Zw eig,
G erm an Reparations and the Jew ish W orld (B oulder: 1987). B oth volum es are official histories
com m issioned by the C laim s C onference.

 In reply to a question recently put by G erm an Parliam ent m em ber M artin H ohm ann (C D U ), the
G erm an governm ent acknow ledged (albeit in extrem ely convoluted language) that only about 15
percent of the m onies given to the C laim s C onference actually benefited Jew ish victim s of N azi
persecution. (personal com m unication, 23 February 2000)

 In his official history, R onald Zw eig explicitly acknow ledges that the C laim s C onference violated
the agreem entôs term s: ñThe influx of C onference funds allow ed the Joint [D istribution C om m ittee]
to continue program s in Europe it w ould otherw ise have term inated, and to undertake program s it
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w ould otherw ise not have considered because of lack of funds. B ut the m ost significant change in the
JD C  budget resulting from  reparations paym ents w as the allocation for the M oslem  countries, w here
the Jointôs activities increased by an average of 68 percent during the first three years of C onference
allocations. D espite the form al restrictions on the use of the reparation funds in the agreem ent w ith
G erm any, the m oney w as used w here the needs w ere the greatest. M oses Leavitt [senior C laim s
C onference officer] . . . observed: óO ur budget w as based on priority of needs in and outside of
Israel, the M oslem  countries, all included. . . . W e did not consider the C onference fund as anything
but a part of a general fund placed at our disposal in order to m eet the area of Jew ish needs for w hich
w e w ere responsible, the area of greatest priorityôò (G erm an Reparations, 74).

 See for exam ple Lorraine A dam s, ñThe R eckoning,ò in W ashington Post M agazine (20 A pril 1997),
N etty C . G ross, ñThe O ld B oys C lub,ò and ñA fter Y ears of Stonew alling, the C laim s C onference
C hanges Policy,ò in Jerusalem  Report (15 M ay 1997, 16 A ugust 1997), R ebecca Spence, ñH olocaust
Insurance Team  R acking U p M illions in Expenses as Survivors W ait,ò in Forw ard (30 July 1999),
and V erena D obnik, ñO scar H am m ersteinôs C ousin Sues G erm an B ank O ver H olocaust A ssets,ò in
AP O nline (20 N ovem ber 1998) (H ertzberg).

 G reg B . Sm ith, ñFederal Judge O K s H olocaust A ccord,ò in D aily N ew s (7 January 2000). Janny
Scott, ñJew s Tell of H olocaust D eposits,ò in N ew  York Tim es (17 O ctober 1996). Saul K agan read a
draft of this section on the C laim s C onference. The final version incorporates all his factual
corrections.

 Elli W ohlgelernter, ñLaw yers and the H olocaust,ò in Jerusalem  Post (6 July 1999).

 For background to this section, see Tom  B ow er, N azi G old (N ew  Y ork: 1998), Itam ar Levin, The
Last D eposit (W estport, C onn.: 1999), G regg J. R ickm an, Sw iss Banks and Jew ish Souls (N ew
B runsw ick, N J: 1999), Isabel V incent, H itlerôs Silent Partners (N ew  Y ork: 1997), Jean Ziegler, The
Sw iss, the G old and the D ead (N ew  Y ork: 1997). A lthough suffering from  a pronounced anti-Sw iss
bias, these books contain m uch useful inform ation.

 Levin, Last D eposit, chaps 6ï7. For the erroneous Israeli report (although he doesnôt m ention it,
Levin w as the author), see H ans J. H albheer, ñTo O ur A m erican Friends,ò in Am erican Sw iss
Foundation O ccasional Papers (n.d.).

 Thirteen branches of six Sw iss banks operated in the U nited States. Sw iss banks loaned A m erican
businesses $38 billion in 1994, and m anaged hundreds of billions of dollars in investm ents in
A m erican stocks and banks for their clients.

 In 1992, the W JC  spaw ned a new  organization, the W orld Jew ish R estitution O rganization (W JR O ),
w hich claim ed legal jurisdiction over the assets of H olocaust survivors, living and dead. H eaded by
B ronfm an, the W JR O  is form ally an um brella of Jew ish organizations m odeled on the Jew ish C laim s
C onference.

 H earings before the C om m ittee on B anking, H ousing, and U rban A ffairs, U nited States Senate, 23
A pril 1996. B ronfm anôs defense of ñJew ish interestsò is highly selective. H e is a m ajor business
associate of the right-w ing G erm an m edia m ogul Leo K irch, notorious in recent years for trying to
fire a G erm an new spaper editor w ho supported a Suprem e C ourt decision barring C hristian crosses
in public schools. (w w w .Seagram .com /com pany_info/history/m ain.htm l; O liver G ehrs, ñEinfluss aus
der D ose,ò in Tagesspiegel [12 Septem ber 1995])

 R ickm an, Sw iss Banks, 50ï1. B ow er, N azi G old, 299ï300.

 B ow er, N azi G old, 295 (ñm outhpieceò), 306ï7; cf. 319. A lan M orris Schom , ñThe U nw anted
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G uests, Sw iss Forced Labor C am ps, 1940ï1944,ò A  R eport Prepared for the Sim on W iesenthal
C enter, January 1998. (Schom  states these w ere ñin reality slave-labor cam ps.ò) Levin, Last D eposit,
158, 188. For a sober treatm ent of the Sw iss refugee cam ps, see K en N ew m an (ed.), Sw iss W artim e
W ork C am ps: A C ollection of Eyew itness Testim onies, 1940ï1945 (Zurich: 1999), and International
C om m ission of Experts, Sw itzerland ï Second W orld W ar, Sw itzerland and Refugees in the N azi Era
(B ern: 1999), chap. 4.4.4. Saidel, N ever Too Late, 222ï3 (ñD achauò, ñsensationalisticò). Y ossi K lein
H alevi, ñW ho O w ns the M em ory?ò in Jerusalem  Report (25 February 1993). W iesenthal rents out
his nam e to the C enter for $90,000 annually.

 B ow er, N azi G old, xi, xv, 8, 9, 42, 44, 56, 84, 100, 150, 219, 304. R ickm an, Sw iss Banks, 219.

 Thom as Sancton, ñA  Painful H istory,ò in Tim e, 24 February 1997. H earings before the C om m ittee
on B anking and Financial Services, H ouse of R epresentatives, 25 June 1997. B ow er, N azi G old,
301ï2. R ickm an, Sw iss Banks, 48. Levin is equally silent on Salm anovitz being a Jew  (cf. 5, 129,
135).

 Levin, Last D eposit, 60. H earings before the C om m ittee on B anking and Financial Services, H ouse
of R epresentatives, 11 D ecem ber 1996 (quoting W ieselôs 16 O ctober 1996 Senate B anking
C om m ittee testim ony). R aul H ilberg, The D estruction of the European Jew s (N ew  Y ork: 1961),
chap. 5.

 H earings before the C om m ittee on B anking, H ousing, and U rban A ffairs, U nited States Senate, 6
M ay 1997.

 H earings before the C om m ittee on B anking and Financial Services, H ouse of R epresentatives, 11
D ecem ber 1996. Sm ith com plained to the press that the docum ents he had unearthed long before
w ere being touted by D ôA m ato as new  discoveries. In a bizarre defense, R ickm an, w ho m obilized a
m assive contingent of researchers through the U S H olocaust m useum  for the C ongressional hearings,
replies: ñW hile I knew  about Sm ithôs book, I m ade a point of not reading it so that I could not be
accused of using óhisô docum entsò (113). V incent, Silent Partners, 240.

 B ow er, N azi G old, 307. H earings before the C om m ittee on B anking and Financial Services, H ouse
of R epresentatives, 25 June 1997.

 R ickm an, Sw iss Banks, 77. For the definitive treatm ent of this topic, see Peter H ug and M arc
Perrenoud, Assets in Sw itzerland of Victim s of N azism  and the C om pensation Agreem ents w ith East
Bloc C ountries (B ern: 1997). For early discussion in the U nited States, see Seym our J. R ubin and
A bba P. Schw artz, ñR efugees and R eparations,ò in Law  and C ontem porary Problem s (D uke
U niversity School of Law : 1951), 283.

 Levin, Last D eposit, 93, 186. H earings before the C om m ittee on B anking and Financial Services,
H ouse of R epresentatives, 11 D ecem ber 1996. R ickm an, Sw iss Banks, 218. B ow er, N azi G old, 318,
323. A  w eek after establishing the Special Fund, Sw itzerlandôs president, ñterrified of unrem itting
hostility in A m ericaò (B ow er), announced the creation of a $5 billion Solidarity Foundation ñto
reduce poverty, despair, and violenceò globally. The foundationôs approval, how ever, required a
national referendum , and dom estic opposition quickly surfaced. Its fate rem ains uncertain.

 B ow er, N azi G old, 315. V incent, Silent Partners, 211. R ickm an, Sw iss Banks, 184 (V olcker).

 Levin, Last D eposit, 187ï8, 125.

 Levin, Last D eposit, 218. R ickm an, Sw iss Banks, 214, 223, 221.

 R ickm an, Sw iss Banks, 231.
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 Ibid. R ickm an fittingly entitled this chapter of his account, ñB oycotts and D iktats.ò

 For the com plete text of the ñC lass A ction Settlem ent A greem ent,ò see Independent C om m ittee of
Em inent Persons, Report on D orm ant Accounts of Victim s of N azi Persecution in Sw iss Banks (B ern:
1999), A ppendix O . In addition to the $200 m illion Special Fund and the $1.25 billion class-action
settlem ent, the H olocaust industry finagled another $70 m illion from  the U nited States and its allies
during a 1997 London conference on the Sw iss gold.

 For U S policy on Jew ish refugees during these years, see D avid S. W ym an, Paper W alls (N ew
Y ork: 1985), and The Abandonm ent of the Jew s (N ew  Y ork: 1984). For Sw iss policy, see
Independent C om m ission of Experts, Sw itzerland ï Second W orld W ar, Sw itzerland and Refugees in
the N azi Era (B ern: 1999). A  sim ilar m ix of factors ï econom ic dow nturn, xenophobia, anti-
Sem itism , and, later, security ï accounted for the restrictive A m erican and Sw iss quotas. R ecalling
the ñhypocrisy in the speeches by other nations, especially the U nited States w hich w as com pletely
uninterested in liberalizing its im m igration law s,ò the Independent C om m ission, although harshly
critical of Sw itzerland, reports that its refugee policy w as ñlike the governm ents of m ost other
states.ò (42, 263) I found no m ention of this point in the extensive U S m edia coverage of the
C om m issionôs critical findings.

 H earings before the C om m ittee on B anking, H ousing, and U rban A ffairs, U nited States Senate, 15
M ay 1997 (Eizenstat and D ôA m ato). H earings before the C om m ittee on B anking, H ousing, and
U rban A ffairs, U nited States Senate, 23 A pril 1996 (B ronfm an, quoting C linton and letter of
C ongressional leaders). H earings before the C om m ittee on B anking and Financial Services, H ouse of
R epresentatives, 11 D ecem ber 1996 (Leach). H earings before the C om m ittee on B anking and
Financial Services, H ouse of R epresentatives, 25 June 1997 (Leach). R ickm an, Sw iss Banks, 204
(A lbright).

 The only discordant note during the m ultiple C ongressional hearings on H olocaust com pensation
w as sounded by C ongressw om an M axine W aters of C alifornia. W hile registering ñ1000 percentò
support ñto get justice for all of the victim s of the H olocaust,ò W aters also questioned ñhow  to take
this form at and use it to deal w ith slave labor of m y ancestors here in the U nited States. Itôs very
strange to sit here . . . w ithout w ondering w hat I could be doing . . . to acknow ledge slave labor in the
U nited States. . . . R eparations in the A frican-A m erican com m unity have been basically condem ned
as a radical idea, and m any of those . . . w ho tried so hard to get this issue before the C ongress have
literally been ridiculed.ò Specifically she proposed that governm ent agencies directed to achieving
H olocaust com pensation be directed as w ell to achieving com pensation for ñdom estic slave labor.ò
ñThe gentle lady raises an extraordinarily profound subject,ò Jam es Leach of the H ouse B anking
C om m ittee replied, ñand the C hair w ill take it under advisem ent. . . . The profoundness of the issue
you raise in an A m erican historical setting as w ell as in the hum an rights setting is deep.ò The issue
w ill undoubtedly be deposited deep in the C om m itteeôs m em ory hole. (H earings before the
C om m ittee on B anking and Financial Services, H ouse of R epresentatives, 9 February 2000) R andall
R obinson, w ho is currently leading a cam paign to com pensate A frican-A m ericans for slavery,
juxtaposed the U S governm entôs ñsilenceò on this theft ñeven as the U S U ndersecretary of State,
Stuart Eizenstat, labored to m ake 16 G erm an com panies com pensate Jew s used as slave laborers
during the N azi era.ò (R andall R obinson, ñC om pensate the Forgotten V ictim s of A m ericaôs Slavery
H olocaust,ò in Los Angeles Tim es [11 February 2000]; cf. R andall R obinson, The D ebt [N ew  Y ork:
2000], 245)

 Philip Lentz, ñR eparation W oes,ò in C rainôs (15ï21 N ovem ber 1999). M ichael Shapiro, ñLaw yers in
Sw iss B ank Settlem ent Subm it B ill, O utraging Jew ish G roups,ò in Jew ish Telegraphic Agency (23
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N ovem ber 1999). R ebecca Spence, ñH earings on Legal Fees in Sw iss B ank C ase,ò in Forw ard (26
N ovem ber 1999). Jam es B one, ñH olocaust Survivors Protest O ver Legal Fee,ò in The Tim es
(London) (1 D ecem ber 1999). D evlin B arrett, ñH olocaust A ssets,ò in N ew  York Post (2 D ecem ber
1999). Stew art A in, ñR eligious Strife Erupts In Sw iss M oney Fight,ò in Jew ish W eek (14 January
2000) (ñangleò). A dam  D ickter, ñD iscord in the C ourt,ò in Jew ish W eek (21 January 2000). Sw iss
Fund for N eedy V ictim s of the H olocaust/Shoa, ñO verview  on Finances, Paym ents and Pending
A pplicationsò (30 N ovem ber 1999). H olocaust survivors in Israel never received any of the Special
Fund m onies earm arked for them ; see Y air Sheleg, ñSurviving Israeli B ureaucracy,ò in H aaretz (6
February 2000).

 B urt N euborne, ñTotaling the Sum  of Sw iss G uilt,ò in N ew  York Tim es (24 June 1998). H earings
before the C om m ittee on B anking and Financial Services, H ouse of R epresentatives, 11 D ecem ber
1996. ñH olocaust-K onferenz in Stockholm ,ò in Frankfurter Allgem eine Zeitung (26 January 2000)
(B ronfm an).

 Independent C om m ission of Experts, Sw itzerland ï Second W orld W ar, Sw itzerland and G old
Transactions in the Second W orld W ar, Interim  Report (B ern: 1998).

 H earings before the C om m ittee on B anking and Financial Services, H ouse of R epresentatives, 11
D ecem ber 1996. C alled as an expert w itness, U niversity of N orth C arolina historian G erhard L.
W einberg sanctim oniously testified that the ñposition of the Sw iss G overnm ent at the tim e and in the
im m ediate postw ar years w as alw ays that looting is legal,ò and that ñpriority num ber oneò of the
Sw iss banks w as ñm aking as m uch m oney as possible . . . and to do so regardless of the legalities,
m orality and decency or anything else.ò (H earings before the C om m ittee on B anking and Financial
Services, H ouse of R epresentatives, 25 June 1997)

 R aym ond W . B aker, ñThe B iggest Loophole in the Free-M arket System ,ò in W ashington Q uarterly
(A utum n 1999). A lthough not sanctioned by U S law , m uch of the $500 billionï$1 trillion annually
ñlaunderedò from  the drug trade is also ñsafely deposited into U S banks.ò (ibid.)

 Ziegler, The Sw iss, xii; cf. 19, 265.

 Sw itzerland and G old Transactions in the Second W orld W ar, IV , 48.

 Independent C om m ittee of Em inent Persons, Report on D orm ant Accounts of Victim s of N azi
Persecution in Sw iss Banks (B ern: 1999). (hereafter Report)

 The ñexternal costò of the audit w as put at $200 m illion. (Report, p. 4, paragraph 17) The cost to the
Sw iss banks w as put at another $300 m illion. (Sw iss Federal B anking C om m ission, press release, 6
D ecem ber 1999)

 Report, A nnex 5, p. 81, paragraph 1 (cf. Part I, pp. 13ï15, paragraphs 41ï9).

 Report: Part I, p. 6, paragraph 22 (ñno evidenceò); Part I, p. 6, paragraph 23 (banking law s and
percentage); A nnex 4, p. 58, paragraph 5 (ñtruly extraordinaryò) and A nnex 5, p. 81, paragraph 3
(ñtruly rem arkableò) (cf. Part I, p. 15, paragraph 47, Part I, p. 17, paragraph 58, A nnex 7, p. 107,
paragraphs 3, 9)

 ñThe D eceptions of Sw iss B anks,ò in N ew  York Tim es (7 D ecem ber 1999).

 Report, A nnex 5, p. 81, paragraph 2. Report, A nnex 5, pp. 87ï8, paragraph 27: ñThere are a variety
of explanations for the substantial under-reporting in the early surveys, but som e of the m ain causes
can be attributed to the Sw iss banksô use of narrow  definitions of ódorm antô accounts; their exclusion
of certain types of accounts from  their searches or inadequate research; their failure to investigate
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accounts under certain m inim um  balances; or their failure to consider account holders to be victim s
of N azi violence or persecution unless relatives m ade such claim s at the bank.ò

 Report, p. 10, paragraph 30 (ñpossible or probableò); p. 20, paragraphs 73ï5 (significant probability
for 25,000 accounts). Report, A nnex 4, pp. 65ï7, paragraphs 20ï6, and p. 72, paragraphs 40ï3
(current values). In accordance w ith the Report recom m endation, the Sw iss Federal B anking
C om m ission agreed in M arch 2000 to publish the 25,000 account nam es. (ñSw iss Federal B anking
C om m ission Follow s V olcker R ecom m endations,ò press release, 30 M arch 2000)

 H earings before the C om m ittee on B anking and Financial Services, H ouse of R epresentatives, 9
February 2000 (quoted from  V olckerôs prepared testim ony). C om pare the caveats entered by the
Sw iss Federal B anking C om m ission that ñall indications on possible current values of accounts
identified are essentially based on assum ptions and projections,ò and that ñonly in the case of about
1,200 accounts . . . has actual evidence be [sic] found, supported by contem porary in-house banking
sources, that the account ow ners w ere actually victim s of the H olocaust.ò (press release, 6 D ecem ber
1999)

 Report, p. 2, paragraph 8 (cf. p. 23, paragraph 92). Report, A ppendix S, p. A -134; for a m ore precise
breakdow n, cf. pp. A -135ff.

 H earings before the C om m ittee on B anking and Financial Services, H ouse of R epresentatives, 25
June 1997 (quoted from  R ubinôs prepared testim ony). (For background, see Seym our J. R ubin and
A bba P. Schw artz, ñR efugees and R eparations,ò in Law  and C ontem porary Problem s [D uke
U niversity School of Law : 1951], 286ï9.)

 H earings before the C om m ittee on B anking and Financial Services, H ouse of R epresentatives, 25
June 1997.

 Sw itzerlandôs population stood at 4 m illion for the ñR elevant Periodò of 1933ï45 as com pared to the
U S population of over 130 m illion. Every Sw iss bank account opened, closed or dorm ant during
these years w as audited by the V olcker com m ittee.

 Levin, Last D eposit, 23. B ow er, N azi G old, 256. B ow er deem s this Sw iss dem and ñunansw erable
rhetoric.ò U nansw erable no doubt, but w hy rhetoric?

 R ickm an, Sw iss Banks, 194ï5.

 B ow er, N azi G old, 350ï1. A kiva Eldar, ñU K : Israel D idnôt H and O ver C om pensation to Survivors,ò
in H aaretz (21 February 2000). Judy D em psey, ñJew s Find It H ard to R eclaim  W artim e Property In
Israel,ò in Financial Tim es (1 A pril 2000). Jack K atzenell, ñIsrael H as W W II A ssets,ò in Associated
Press (13 A pril 2000). Joel G reenberg, ñH unt for H olocaust V ictim sô Property Turns in N ew
D irection: Tow ard Israel,ò in N ew  York Tim es (15 A pril 2000). A kiva Eldar, ñPeople and Politics,ò
in H aaretz (27 A pril 2000).

 For inform ation on the C om m ission, see w w w .pcha.gov (B ronfm an quoted from  a 21 N ovem ber
1999 C om m ission press release).

 H earings before the C om m ittee on B anking and Financial Services, H ouse of R epresentatives, 9
February 2000.

 Levin, Last D eposit, 223, 204. ñSw iss D efensive A bout W W II R ole,ò in Associated Press (15 M arch
2000). Tim e (24 February 1997) (B ronfm an).

 Levin, Last D eposit, 224.
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 H earings before the C om m ittee on B anking and Financial Services, H ouse of

 Y air Sheleg, ñN ot Even M inim um  W age,ò in H aaretz (6 O ctober 1999). W illiam  D rozdiak,
ñG erm ans U p O ffer to N azisô Slave Laborers,ò in W ashington Post (18 N ovem ber 1999). B urt
H erm an, ñN azi Labor Talks End W ithout Pact,ò in Forw ard (20 N ovem ber 1999). ñB ayerôs B iggest
H eadache,ò in N ew  York Tim es (5 O ctober 1999). Jan C ienski, ñW artim e Slave-Labour Survivorsô
A ds H it B ack,ò in N ational Post (7 O ctober 1999). Edm und L. A ndrew s, ñG erm ans To Set U p $5.1
B illion Fund For N azisô Slaves,ò in N ew  York Tim es (15 D ecem ber 1999). Edm und L. A ndrew s,
ñG erm any A ccepts $5.1 billion A ccord to End C laim s of N azi Slave W orkers,ò in N ew  York Tim es
(18 D ecem ber 1999). A llan H all, ñSlave Labour List N am es 255 G erm an C om panies,ò in The Tim es
(London) (9 D ecem ber 1999). H earings before the C om m ittee on B anking and Financial Services,
H ouse of R epresentatives, 9 February 2000 (quoted from  Eizenstatôs prepared testim ony).

 Sagi, G erm an Reparations, 161. Probably a quarter of the Jew ish slave laborers received such a
pension, m y late father (an A uschw itz inm ate) am ong them . In fact, the C laim s C onferenceôs figure
in the current negotiations for Jew ish slave laborers still alive is based on those already receiving
pensions and com pensation from  G erm any! (G erm an Parliam ent, 92  session, 15 M arch 2000)

 Zw eig, G erm an Reparations and the Jew ish W orld, 98; cf. 25.

 C onference on Jew ish M aterial C laim s A gainst G erm any, ñPosition Paper ï Slave Labor. Proposed
R em em brance and R esponsibility Fundò (15 June 1999). N etty C . G ross, ñ$5.1-B illion Slave Labor
D eal C ould Y ield Little C ash For Jew ish C laim ants,ò in Jerusalem  Report (31 January 2000). Zvi
Lavi, ñK leiner (H erut): G erm any C laim s C onference H as B ecom e Judenrat, C arrying on N azi
W ays,ò in G lobes (24 February 2000). Y air Sheleg, ñM K  K leiner: The C laim s C onference D oes N ot
Transfer Indem nifications to Shoah Survivors,ò in H aaretz (24 February 2000).

 H earings before the C om m ittee on B anking and Financial Services, H ouse of R epresentatives, 9
February 2000. Y air Sheleg, ñStaking a C laim  to Jew ish C laim s,ò in H aaretz (31 M arch 2000).

 H enry Friedlander, ñD arkness and D aw n in 1945: The N azis, the A llies, and the Survivors,ò in U S
H olocaust M em orial M useum , 1945 ï The Year of Liberation (W ashington: 1995), 11ï35.
D innerstein, Am erica and the Survivors of the H olocaust, 28. Israeli historian Shlom o Shafir reports
ñthe estim ate of Jew ish survivors at the end of the w ar in Europe vary from  50,000 to 70,000ò
(Am biguous Relations, 384n1). Friedlanderôs total figure for surviving slave laborers, Jew ish and
non-Jew ish, is standard; see B enjam in Ferencz, Less Than Slaves (C am bridge: 1979) ï
ñapproxim ately half a m illion persons w ere found m ore or less alive in the cam ps that w ere liberated
by the A llied arm iesò (xvii; cf. 240n5).

 Stuart Eizenstat, U ndersecretary of State for Econom ic, B usiness and A gricultural A ffairs, C hief U S
Envoy in G erm an Slave-Labor N egotiations, State D epartm ent B riefing, 12 M ay 1999.

 See Eizenstatôs ñrem arksò at the C onference on Jew ish M aterial C laim s A gainst G erm any and
A ustria A nnual M eeting (N ew  Y ork: 14 July 1999).

 Toby A xelrod, ñ$5.2 B illion Slave-Labor D eal O nly the Start,ò in Jew ish Bulletin (12 D ecem ber
1999; citing Jew ish Telegraphic Agency).

 H ilberg, The D estruction (1985), v. iii, A ppendix B .

 In an interview  w ith D ie Berliner Zeitung, I cast doubt on the C laim s C onferenceôs 135,000 figure,
citing Friedlander. The C laim s C onference curtly stated in its rebuttal that the 135,000 figure w as
ñbased on the best and m ost trustw orthy sources and is therefore correct.ò N ot one of these alleged
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sources, how ever, w as identified. (ñD ie A usbeutung j¿dischen Leidens,ò in Berliner Zeitung, 29ï30
January 2000; ñG egendarstellung der Jew ish C laim s C onference,ò in Berliner Zeitung, 1 February
2000) R eplying to m y criticism s in an interview  w ith D er Tagesspiegel, the C laim s C onference
m aintained that som e 700,000 Jew ish slave laborers survived the w ar, 350,000ï400,000 on the
territory of the R eich and 300,000 in concentration cam ps elsew here. Pressed to supply scholarly
sources, the C laim s C onference indignantly refused. Suffice to say that these figures bear no
resem blance to any know n scholarship on the topic. (Eva Schw eitzer, ñEntschaedigung f¿r
Zw angsarbeiter,ò in Tagesspiegel, 6 M arch 2000)
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CONCLUSION

It rem ains to consider the im pact of The H olocaust in the U nited States. In
doing so, I also w ant to engage Peter N ovickôs ow n critical rem arks on the
topic.
A part from  H olocaust m em orials, fully seventeen states m andate or

recom m end H olocaust program s in their schools, and m any colleges and
universities have endow ed chairs in H olocaust studies. H ardly a w eek passes
w ithout a m ajor H olocaust-related story in the N ew  York Tim es. The num ber
of scholarly studies devoted to the N azi Final Solution is conservatively
estim ated at over 10,000. C onsider by com parison scholarship on the
hecatom b in the C ongo. B etw een 1891 and 1911, som e 10 m illion A fricans
perished in the course of Europeôs exploitation of C ongolese ivory and rubber
resources. Y et, the first and only scholarly volum e in English directly
devoted to this topic w as published tw o years ago.
G iven the vast num ber of institutions and professionals dedicated to

preserving its m em ory, The H olocaust is by now  firm ly entrenched in
A m erican life. N ovick expresses m isgivings, how ever, w hether this is a good
thing. In the first place, he cites num erous instances of its sheer vulgarization.
Indeed, one is hard-pressed to nam e a single political cause, w hether it be
pro-life or pro-choice, anim al rights or statesô rights, that hasnôt conscripted
The H olocaust. D ecrying the taw dry purposes to w hich The H olocaust is put,
Elie W iesel declared, ñI sw ear to avoid . . . vulgar spectacles.ò  Y et N ovick

1

2



reports that ñthe m ost im aginative and subtle H olocaust photo op cam e in
1996 w hen H illary C linton, then under heavy fire for various alleged
m isdeeds, appeared in the gallery of the H ouse during her husbandôs (m uch
televised) State of the U nion A ddress, flanked by their daughter, C helsea, and
Elie W iesel.ò  For H illary C linton, K osovo refugees put to flight by Serbia
during the N A TO  bom bing recalled H olocaust scenes in Schindlerôs List.
ñPeople w ho learn history from  Spielberg m ovies,ò a Serbian dissident tartly
rejoined, ñshould not tell us how  to live our lives.ò
The ñpretense that the H olocaust is an A m erican m em ory,ò N ovick further

argues, is a m oral evasion. It ñleads to the shirking of those responsibilities
that do belong to A m ericans as they confront their past, their present, and
their future.ò (em phasis in original)  H e m akes an im portant point. It is m uch
easier to deplore the crim es of others than to look at ourselves. It is also true,
how ever, that w ere the w ill there w e could learn m uch about ourselves from
the N azi experience. M anifest D estiny anticipated nearly all the ideological
and program m atic elem ents of H itlerôs Lebensraum  policy. In fact, H itler
m odeled his conquest of the East on the A m erican conquest of the W est.
D uring the first half of this century, a m ajority of A m erican states enacted
sterilization law s and tens of thousands of A m ericans w ere involuntarily
sterilized. The N azis explicitly invoked this U S precedent w hen they enacted
their ow n sterilization law s.  The notorious 1935 N urem berg Law s stripped
Jew s of the franchise and forbade m iscegenation betw een Jew s and non-Jew s.
B lacks in the A m erican South suffered the sam e legal disabilities and w ere
the object of m uch greater spontaneous and sanctioned popular violence than
the Jew s in prew ar G erm any.
To highlight unfolding crim es abroad, the U S often sum m ons m em ories of

The H olocaust. The m ore revealing point, how ever, is w hen the U S invokes
The H olocaust. C rim es of official enem ies such as the K hm er R ouge
bloodbath in C am bodia, the Soviet invasion of A fghanistan, the Iraqi
invasion of K uw ait, and Serbian ethnic cleansing in K osovo recall The
H olocaust; crim es in w hich the U S is com plicit do not.
Just as the K hm er R ouge atrocities w ere unfolding in C am bodia, the U S-

backed Indonesian governm ent w as slaughtering one-third of the population
in East Tim or. Y et unlike C am bodia, the East Tim or genocide did not rate
com parison w ith The H olocaust; it didnôt even rate new s coverage.  Just as
the Soviet U nion w as com m itting w hat the Sim on W iesenthal C enter called
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ñanother genocideò in A fghanistan, the U S-backed regim e in G uatem ala w as
perpetrating w hat the G uatem alan Truth C om m ission recently called a
ñgenocideò against the indigenous M ayan population. President R eagan
dism issed the charges against the G uatem alan governm ent as a ñbum  rap.ò
To honor Jeane K irkpatrickôs achievem ent as chief R eagan A dm inistration
apologist for the unfolding crim es in C entral A m erica, the Sim on W iesenthal
C enter aw arded her the H um anitarian of the Y ear A w ard.  Sim on
W iesenthal w as privately beseeched before the aw ard cerem ony to
reconsider. H e refused. Elie W iesel w as privately asked to intercede w ith the
Israeli governm ent, a m ain w eapons supplier for the G uatem alan butchers.
H e too refused. The C arter A dm inistration invoked the m em ory of The
H olocaust as it sought haven for V ietnam ese ñboat peopleò fleeing the
C om m unist regim e. The C linton A dm inistration forgot The H olocaust as it
forced back H aitian ñboat peopleò fleeing U S-supported death squads.
H olocaust m em ory loom ed large as the U S-led N A TO  bom bing of Serbia

com m enced in the spring of 1999. A s w e have seen, D aniel G oldhagen
com pared Serbian crim es against K osovo w ith the Final Solution and, at
President C lintonôs bidding, Elie W iesel journeyed to K osovar refugee cam ps
in M acedonia and A lbania. A lready before W iesel w ent to shed tears on cue
for the K osovars, how ever, the U S-backed Indonesian regim e had resum ed
w here it left off in the late 1970s, perpetrating new  m assacres in East Tim or.
The H olocaust vanished from  m em ory, how ever, as the C linton
A dm inistration acquiesced in the bloodletting. ñIndonesia m atters,ò a
W estern diplom at explained, ñand East Tim or doesnôt.ò
N ovick points to passive U S com plicity in hum an disasters dissim ilar in

other respects yet com parable in scale to the N azi exterm ination. R ecalling,
for exam ple, the m illion children killed in the Final Solution, he observes that
A m erican presidents do little m ore than utter pieties as, w orldw ide, m any
tim es that num ber of children ñdie of m alnutrition and preventable diseasesò
every year.  O ne m ight also consider a pertinent case of active U S
com plicity. A fter the U nited States-led coalition devastated Iraq in 1991 to
punish ñSaddam -H itler,ò the U nited States and B ritain forced m urderous U N
sanctions on that hapless country in an attem pt to depose him . A s in the N azi
holocaust, a m illion children have likely perished.  Q uestioned on national
television about the grisly death toll in Iraq, Secretary of State M adeleine
A lbright replied that ñthe price is w orth it.ò
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ñThe very extrem ity of the H olocaust,ò N ovick argues, ñseriously lim it[s]
its capacity to provide lessons applicable to our everyday w orld.ò A s the
ñbenchm ark of oppression and atrocity,ò it tends to ñtrivializ[e] crim es of
lesser m agnitude.ò  Y et the N azi holocaust can also sensitize us to these
injustices. Seen through the lens of A uschw itz, w hat previously w as taken for
granted ï for exam ple, bigotry ï no longer can be.  In fact, it w as the N azi
holocaust that discredited the scientific racism  that w as so pervasive a feature
of A m erican intellectual life before W orld W ar II.
For those com m itted to hum an betterm ent, a touchstone of evil does not

preclude but rather invites com parisons. Slavery occupied roughly the sam e
place in the m oral universe of the late nineteenth century as the N azi
holocaust does today. A ccordingly, it w as often invoked to illum inate evils
not fully appreciated. John Stuart M ill com pared the condition of w om en in
that m ost hallow ed V ictorian institution, the fam ily, to slavery. H e even
ventured that in crucial respects it w as w orse. ñI am  far from  pretending that
w ives are in general no better treated than slaves; but no slave is a slave to the
sam e lengths, and in so full a sense of the w ord as a w ife.ò  O nly those
using a benchm ark evil not as a m oral com pass but rather as an ideological
club recoil at such analogies. ñD o not com pareò is the m antra of m oral
blackm ailers.
O rganized A m erican Jew ry has exploited the N azi holocaust to deflect

criticism  of Israelôs and its ow n m orally indefensible policies. Pursuit of
these policies has put Israel and A m erican Jew ry in a structurally congruent
position: the fates of both now  dangle from  a slender thread running to
A m erican ruling elites. Should these elites ever decide that Israel is a liability
or A m erican Jew ry expendable, the thread m ay be cut. N o doubt this is
speculation ï perhaps unduly alarm ist, perhaps not.
Predicting the posture of A m erican Jew ish elites should these eventualities

com e to pass, how ever, is childôs play. If Israel fell out of favor w ith the
U nited States, m any of those leaders w ho now  stoutly defend Israel w ould
courageously divulge their disaffection from  the Jew ish state and w ould
excoriate A m erican Jew s for turning Israel into a religion. A nd if U S ruling
circles decided to scapegoat Jew s, w e should not be surprised if A m erican
Jew ish leaders acted exactly as their predecessors did during the N azi
holocaust. ñW e didnôt figure that the G erm ans w ould put in the Jew ish
elem ent,ò Y itzhak Zuckerm an, an organizer of the W arsaw  G hetto U prising,
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recalled, ñthat Jew s w ould lead Jew s to death.ò

D uring a series of public exchanges in the 1980s, m any prom inent G erm an
and non-G erm an scholars argued against ñnorm alizingò the infam ies of
N azism . The fear w as that norm alization w ould induce m oral com placency.
H ow ever valid the argum ent m ay have been then, it no longer carries
conviction. The staggering dim ensions of H itlerôs Final Solution are by now
w ell know n. A nd isnôt the ñnorm alò history of hum ankind replete w ith
horrifying chapters of inhum anity? A  crim e need not be aberrant to w arrant
atonem ent. The challenge today is to restore the N azi holocaust as a rational
subject of inquiry. O nly then can w e really learn from  it. The abnorm ality of
the N azi holocaust springs not from  the event itself but from  the exploitive
industry that has grow n up around it. The H olocaust industry has alw ays been
bankrupt. W hat rem ains is to openly declare it so. The tim e is long past to put
it out of business. The noblest gesture for those w ho perished is to preserve
their m em ory, learn from  their suffering and let them , finally, rest in peace.

 A dam  H ochschild, K ing Leopoldôs G host (B oston: 1998).

 W iesel, Against Silence, v. iii, 190; cf. v. i, 186, v. ii, 82, v. iii, 242, and W iesel, And the Sea, 18.
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 See, for exam ple, Stefan K ¿hl, The N azi C onnection (O xford: 1994).
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ground that it preem pts natural selection w as prefigured by R ousseau in his D iscourse on the O rigins
of Inequality. Shortly after W orld W ar II, H annah A rendt reflected that ñthe subterranean stream  of
W estern history has finally com e to the surface and usurped the dignity of our traditionò (O rigins of
Totalitarianism , ix).
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POSTSCRIPT TO THE FIRST PAPERBACK
EDITION

I.

In chapter three of this book I docum ented the H olocaust industryôs ñdouble
shakedow nò of European countries as w ell as Jew ish survivors of the N azi
genocide. R ecent developm ents confirm  this analysis. Indeed, for
confirm ation of m y argum ent, one need m erely place docum ents readily
available in the public dom ain under critical and close scrutiny.
In late A ugust 2000 the W orld Jew ish C ongress (W JC ) announced that it

stood to am ass fully $9 billion in H olocaust com pensation m onies.  They
w ere extracted in the nam e of ñneedy H olocaust victim sò but the W JC  now
m aintained that the m onies belonged to the ñJew ish people as a w holeò (W JC
executive director, Elan Steinberg). C onveniently, the W JC  is the self-
anointed representative of the ñJew ish people as a w hole.ò M eanw hile, a
black-tie H olocaust reparations banquet sponsored by W JC  president Edgar
B ronfm an at N ew  Y orkôs Pierre H otel celebrated the creation of a
ñFoundation of the Jew ish Peopleò to subsidize Jew ish organizations and
ñH olocaust education.ò (O ne Jew ish critic of the ñH olocaust-them ed dinnerò
conjured this scenario: ñM ass m urder. H orrible plunder. Slave labor. Letôs
eat.ò) The Foundationôs endow m ent w ould com e from  ñresidualò H olocaust
com pensation m onies am ounting to ñprobably billions of dollarsò
(Steinberg). H ow  the W JC  already knew  that ñprobably billionsò w ould be
left over w hen none of the com pensation m onies had yet been distributed to
H olocaust victim s w as anyoneôs guess. Indeed, it w as not yet even know n
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how  m any w ould qualify. O r, did the H olocaust industry extract
com pensation m onies in the nam e of ñneedy H olocaust victim sò know ing all
along that ñprobably billionsò w ould be left over? The H olocaust industry
bitterly com plained that the G erm an and Sw iss settlem ents allotted only
m eager sum s for survivors. It is unclear w hy the ñprobably billionsò couldnôt
be used to supplem ent these allocations.
Predictably, H olocaust survivors reacted w ith rage. (N one w as present at

the Foundationôs creation.) ñW ho authorized these organizations to decide,ò a
survivor new sletter angrily editorialized, ñthat the óleftoversô (in the billions),
obtained in the nam e of Shoah victim s, should be used for their pet projects
instead of helping A LL holocaust survivors w ith their m ounting health-care
expenses?ò C onfronted w ith this barrage of negative publicity, the W JC  did
an abrupt about-face. The $9 billion figure w as ña bit m isleading,ò Steinberg
subsequently protested. H e also claim ed that the Foundation had ñno cash
and no plan for allocating funds,ò and that the purpose of the H olocaust
banquet w as not to celebrate the Foundationôs endow m ent from  H olocaust
com pensation m onies but rather to raise funds for it. Elderly Jew ish
survivors, not consulted in advance of, let alone invited to, the ñstar-studded
galaò at the Pierre H otel, picketed outside.
A m ong those honored inside the Pierre w as President C linton, w ho

m ovingly recalled that the U nited States stood in the forefront of ñfacing up
to an ugly pastò: ñI have been to N ative A m erican reservations and
acknow ledged that the treaties w e signed w ere neither fair nor honorably kept
in m any cases. I w ent to A frica . . . and acknow ledged the responsibility of
the U nited States in buying people into slavery. This is a hard business,
struggling to find our core of hum anity.ò N otably absent in all these instances
of ñhard businessò w ere reparations in hard currency.
O n 11 Septem ber 2000 the ñSpecial M asterôs Proposed Plan of A llocation

and D istribution of Settlem ent Proceedsò from  the Sw iss banks litigation w as
finally released. (H ereafter: G ribetz Plan)  Publication of the Plan ï m ore
than tw o years in the m aking ï w as tim ed not for the ñneedy H olocaust
victim s dying every dayò but for the H olocaust gala that sam e night. B urt
N euborne, lead counsel for the H olocaust industry in the Sw iss banks affair
and ñthe m ost vocal supporter of the distribution planò (N ew  York Tim es),
praised the docum ent as ñm eticulously researched . . . painstaking and
sensitive.ò  Indeed, it seem ed to belie pervasive fears that the m onies w ould
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