- W. D. Rubinstein
- Chomsky and the Neo-Nazis

Chomsky, the eminent linguist, and Robert

Faurisson, an Associate Professor of Litera-
ture at the University of Lyon in France, who
believes, in hisownwordsthat“dncmwemnogas
chambers at Auschwitz or anywhere else in war-
time Europe,” and who has described the
Holocaust as “a historic lie”, an “abominable e,
and a “politico-financial swindle” is by now fairly
well known — at least in France and America,
where it has received wide publicity in journals like
the New York Times New Republic and Le
Monde. 1t is perhaps less well known in Australia,

THE STRANGE nexus between Noam

where, 30 far as I am- aware, only one mainstream

publication (The Bulletin, 3 Fe

information about it, particularly concerning
Chomsky's attitudes and connections with Fauris-
son, This in turn leads on o 5 more basic discus-
sion of Chomsky's view of the world and of history,
and of the neo-Nazi view of these matters, which in
my Opinion are remarkably similay, ‘
-To the uninitiatec_l. it is, of course, necessary to
describe the dramatis personae and my own locus
Standi in this business, First, as to the neo-Nazis,
Most Australians will be aware of the revival of
a2ism, anti-semitism, and right-wing terrorism

I‘fnwl:m Bt;l'binue_in is I.ecturer i_n Soqology a'u Deakin

Quadran, October, 1981

Germany, whose government recendy confiscated
literally tons of extremist hate lireratuye of thiy
type, it has devotees almost everywhere in the
Western world: in England, through the British
Movement, the National Front, and similar bodies,
as well as in France, Australia, and the United
States. Often the advocates of neo-Nazism have
their origin in their own right-wing national tradi-
tions, although their basic view of politics i similar,
Those connected with the ultra-right falf into
two distinct groups. One consists of Nazis pure and
simple, purveyors of religious and racial hatred of
a type which my generation hoped had perished in
the Berlin bunker in 1945, .
.. Far more important, and certainl{ more jnter.
esting, are the handful of intellectuals —. if that is
the right term — who have attached themselves to
is movement. In an attempt to gain credibility in
the English-speaking world, in 1979 an organisa-
tion with the misleading title of the “Institute of
Historical Review” was founded in Californiy by
A. Carto, who also finances other American
lunatic fringe outfits, such as the “Liberty Lobby",
It publishes a curious journal mistitled j,c;umal aof
Htslori?at Review, which PUrports to he a4 serioun
academic publication, but which in reality consists
of neo-Nazi literature “disproving the Holocaust,
whitewashing the Naazis generally, artacking
Rgosmlt and Churchill (described in one istue ag
a “drunken chameleon™) and the like. Some of the
authors appear to have legitimate academic or
pmfml standing -— though they are never, of
FOUrse, Serious or respected iistonan,s - and to
have litile or no connection with the neo-Nazj
Tight. One such man is Arthur Bulz, Associate

ern University, who wrote the current “Bible” of

. this movement, the notorioug Hoax of the Tywen.

:(f:(‘)ca Cemufryt.h{mod:gr is {Lly}ftralia‘s best-known

e Of this position, There }g also Robert
Faurisson. (Al three are members of the “Editorial
Ad\qso_r;r Committee™ of the Journal of Historiea!

. :)ne does not really know what to make of such

2n. Perhaps the best way of explaining them is to



view them as the John Hinckley Juniors of the
intelligentsia — lone-wolf malcontents, like
Reagan’s would-be assassin — who, unable to gain

esteem by valid means, advocate the most outrage-

ous, unbelievable thesis conceivable to win publici- .

ty for themselves. Many of the English-speaking
among them claim to be dedicated “civil liberta-
rians”, mistrustful of “established authority” and
of “establishment big lies”, and the movement’s
intellectual component, at least in' the English-
speaking world, seems to have as much of what
might be termed 2 libertarian-anarchist input as of
a totalitarian one. This movement also advocates a
consistent righit-wing conspiracy theory of the
world which is worthy of note, based upon a belief
that “establishment big lies” -emanate over-
whelmingly from the United States, controller of
the world's media. Co
Faurisson, who was born in England in 1929,

holds a doctorate from the Sorbonne and teaches

French literature at the University of Lyon. In his

own words, he “specializes in the appraisal and.
¢ has re--

evaluation of texts and documents”.
peatedly claimed to be a liberal and an opponent of
totalitarianisim in all forms, althou
men have claimed otherwise,! There can be no
doubt that he is an active and committed member
of the “Institute” and a vocal proponent of the
notion that the Holocaust is 2 “Zionist hoax”, Apart
from his membership of the editorial committee of
the Journal, Faurisson is the author of the leading

article in its second issue, “The ‘Problem of the Gas -

Chambers' " — the “problem” being that they did
not exist — in which “after thirty years of research”

he concludes that “the Hitler ‘gas chambers’ never .
existed . .. the ‘genocide’ ... of the Jews never °
is lie is [argely of Zionist origin

took place . . .
. . . whose chief beneficiary is the State of Israel.
The i:-incipal victims of this fraud are the German
peop

Palestinian people.” He has twice spoken at annual-
“conventions”
nounce the Holocaust as a “Zionist hoax”,

When Faurisson's activities became known. in’
France, a considerable storm erupted, and he was’
the subject of great student hostility at his univer-
sity, In early 1979 he was temporarily suspended ~

from his teaching position, and ‘his case has at-

tracted great interest and notoriety in the !fre.n_ch'_ .

press, He has also been sued for defamation by .
Auschwitz survivors, a case which is proceeding as . "
I write? Faurisson’s case has also been takenup by -

ultra left French radicals, whose hatred of Israel
exceeds their sense of shame, and another curious

French lefist publishing house, L Viclle Taupe, .

has published two volumes by Faurisson. We shal
.. return to these shortly. ~ - - ~ o

" I have devoted far more.time to this vermingts:

movenient than it deseryes. One. other poin #«Ghomh)ﬂpmmmr i

some French- -

(but not the German rulers) and the entire

organised by the “Institute” to de= ~ ~ United States. Indeed, Chomsky's M.A

. Arab-Isracli dispute. Chomsky is,

however, needs to be made clear: its effect on Jows.
1 have .frequently heard ‘the claim that the
Holocaust was a “Zionist hoax" described by Jews
as the “ultimate obscenity”, and its‘impact uipon
many Jews, particularly those whose relatives were

. murdered by the Nazis, is certainly far in excess of

its intrinsic importance.-After reading one local
outburst of this madness, a Meltbourne Jew wrote
that “My grandmother, my aunt, my uncle and -
dozens of my friends and scquaintances were -
killed in Nazi extermination camps ..., I feel
personally affronted, slapped:in the face, spat
upon ... and such reactions' are common
throughout the Jewish community; It seems dif-
ficult to believe that any Jew; or ‘any scnsitive:

human being, could react differently,
‘Let us turn now to Chomsky, To paraphrasc
what James Kenneth Stephen once wrote about

Wordsworth - B R oo
' Two voices are there:one is of the deep™ ™" "+
‘And one is.of an old half-witted sheep.. + = - |
Which bleats articulate inaniey, . .- ! -

~ And Chomsky both are thine! . . T
Chomsky is, on the one hand, the “Einitein of -
linguistics”, whose discoveries about the nature of
language have made him one of the few social
scientists to have become ine celebrities, &
man known and read throughout the world, from- .
Cambridge, Massachusetts, where he holds the-
Ferrari, Ward Professorship of Linguistics 3t
M.LT.)to Paris and Australia. Chomsky is on the: -
other:hand a long-standing, comprehensive, and - -

total opponent of American, “imperalism”. and

‘militarism in all: parts:of the warkl, He wasa majot -
_ figure in. the academjc mdvement against the. -

Victnam War, and is 2 prolific writer on Amierica’s -

- foreign. policy, particularly i south-¢ast Asia.apd-

Latin America.’” o S
Chomsky describes himself as a “libertaridh

socialist”, or an “anarcho-socialist”, He is a Jew, the”

son of a teacher of Hebrew at Jewish oﬂlcgglmth? ,
thesis was -

‘on the linguistics of modern Hebrew,.and:he has :

many continuing’ ainw;ts on the Isaeli-lefe Hig-
knowledge of: Israel and- Zionism is éxtensive: Ta:
1974 he published-FPeace in the Middle East? (in:. -
which .he described 'the 'Nazi Holocaust -as “the:

" ‘most; fantastic. ontburst of ollective. insanity. in:

huran. history™); an_extensive, discyssion - of the
} ACOMy

migted:ant-Zioniat, but this js.the least tendentioud:

" of his: political works, Admittedly he'does callfor -
" the destzuiction.of lraelia'its present formand s

replacemient : by’ a-.topian_ dream, '3 ‘bi-niational -
Statedn Palestine. But.amang.a .

NI ;_ 'HS% h‘ T % -: S




for example, whereas many anti-Zionists condemn
them out of hand as instruments of neo-
colonialism. TR

. Within the past three years Chomsky has at-
tracted wide adverse fpuhli::irky. for his lengthy
attack on the veracity of accounts of the Kampuc-
‘hean aute-genocide. Much of the second volume
of The Political Economy of Human Rights (1980)

_is devated (o this attack, which questions, at im-
mense length, whether any of the sources upon
which our knowiedge of the Pol Pot atrocities is
hased are in Fact reliable, Chomsmhas had prac-
tice at the denial of genocide. But the evidence for
genocide in Kampuchea had, by the time their
volume neared publication, became so undeniable,
that Chomsky and his co-author, after penning a
hundred and sixty pages of text with forty pages of
footnote references o prove that no massacres
ocaurred in Kampuchea, added what must surely
be one of the most blatant examples of intellectual
dishonesty in the contemporary period. “When the
facts are in, it may turn out that the mere extreme
condemnations were in fact correct” (p. 293). Ido
not often quote Albert Langer with approval), but
he was surely right when he asked (of another
leftist who denied that Pol Pot committed genocide

and then was forced to admit that — in Langer’s
terms — the original reports were “by sheer
eoincidence” correct. all along): “How did the
malicious propagandists manage to fantasize the
trih? By %SP?égaChomky’s attribution of super-
natural powers to those who “were in fact correct”
is patently designed for one purpose: to be quoted
and requoted — sans his hundred and sixty page
denial of Pol Pot genocide -— to those who chastise
him for his universally-discredited, and shameful,
stance on Kampuchea. . ,

_ Such tactics are typical of Chomsky's method of
debate. The common feature of Chomsky's politi-
cal writings is their tone of extreme self-
righteousness, Chomsky's opponents are not meve-
ly mistaken. Nor are they even knaves and fools.
They. are, simultancously, agenis of Satan and
complete imbeciles. Conversely, Chomsky and his
handful of supporters are virtually alone among
the Western intelligentsia in perceiving the trath:
because of near-total “brainwashing under free-
dom”, according to Chomsky, “what enters history
in the United States (and, we belicve, the West
generally . . ) is a version of the facts that suits the
ideological requirements of the dominant social
groups", by which he means the Pentagon, the
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military-industrial complex, the multi-nationals,
and the cast coast media establishment. Enun-
ciated most fully in his recent works, Chomsky's
world-view has become extreme and complete with
time, and extremely and completely self-righteous,
Chomsky's world-view i3 not the usual one of
Western left-liberals, nor even of Marxists, of
whatever school. It combines a deep mistrust for
all “established” and widely accepted sources of
information with what might fairly be termed 2
left-wing conspiracy theory of history, albeit one of
. considerable subdety.

What then, do neo-Nazis and Professor Choms-
ky have to do with each other? Just this: in 1980
Chomsky wrote an introduction to Faurisson’s
book, in which Faurisson defanded himself
"against those who' accuse me of falsifying his-
tory".# Chomsky had previously signed a petition

rotesting against Faurisson's suspension from his

niversity, an action which aroused great con-
troversy as well as surprise in France, and which
had alerted a great many to Chomaky's
interest in the case. Chomsky here says little about
Fauriston, but aggressively defends his right to
publish, on civil libertarian grounds, and de-
nounces the French intelligentsia which “loves to
line up and march in step” because of its decp-

scated guilt and inadequacy. It is not every week
that a world-famous Jewish socialist intellectual

writes an introduction to a work whitewashing the
Nazis and their crimes; its publication led to a
major storm which quickly spread to the English-
speaking world,” »

Pechaps it is apgropriate heve to explain my own
position in this matter, A group of five or six of us
in Melbourne had been closely following the “no-
Holocaust” movement for some time, especially in
its Australian manifestation. Through the main
progenitor of this line here, in mid-1980 we had
obtained some unpublished letters addressed to
- the New Statesman, the lefi-wing English weekly, -
in reply to an article on this movement by Gitta

Sereny (2 November 1979). One of these was

dynamite. It was by Faurisson and began: -

Noam Chomsky . . . is aware of the research work
1 do on what () call the. ‘gas chambery and

genocide hoax!, He informed me that Gita Sereny ..

ad wentioncd my hame in an artile:in Izlom' ‘
- journal, He told me I had been peferred (o ‘inan
extraordinarity unfair way’. .-~ . -

At this point, I had 'known

nothiqg‘ about

Chomsky's connection with Faurisson; nor, T think, -
did anyone in the English-speaking world: certain- -

ly-1 had never seen it mentioned. Unless Faurisson
was flatly lying, it seemed clear that Chomsky —
against all likelihood ~ was” not only
“aware” of this' movement, bui-was in active.and -

" . immoral, t believe that those w

" article. Chomaky, farthermore; had eviderily beén

in contact with' Faurisson after reading Sereny's -
atticle. These are all important matters, as we shall

So extraordinary did this connection séem, that I
wrote to Chomsky asking him whethér this connec- .
tion was true and what 1t signified. I did this with.
some misgiving, for I had been warned by several

-persons . that Chomsky was, hotoriously, 2 most

viteperative correspondent, ially where he
pereupt‘rv:d a shi -t;;:;nd himself ‘j‘"ﬁ,‘ﬁa“gmm self-
righteous, self-destructive elements in Chonsky's
published writings were in private magnified 4:
dozen times. They certainly did not exaggerate, as
Iwastofindont, = -~ 7 77
" My correspondente with Chomsky lasted several.
months in the middle of 1980, Because Chomskyis.
Chomsky, and the issues are serious, I have litte:
hesitation in sharing his thoughts with a wider’
audience® - ST
Chonisky's first reply to me restated-his civil
Tiberatarian belief in free speech, evén foir neo-’
Nazis. It did not go further and condemn Fauris-
son and . the “no-Holocaust” school, nor ‘did-it.
comment upon ‘the monstrous anti-semitic: libel- -
implicit ‘or explicit in the daim that the Holocaust”
was 2 “Zionist hoax” invented for monetary and
"This [i.. his previous reply] you find 'puxlingand 1. -
rasee U Dra bk
would, * and unsati o 0 B
someone with a deeply totalitarian mentaliey. To .,
such people, it may seem incom hem:'hlqgm

one's convictions should have the right of fred
inquiry-and expression. This it & siandard view
among 'Nazis ‘and Stalinists, for example. On .
grounds of simple-logic, your lettér reveals that ;
_ you share in these attitudes.™ . . o .

Stalinist and Nazi thiat I-am, more was to follow;
You ask whether I bebeve that Fautison's daletih -
are valid or not,'Which daims? You give exagdy ™.
: xample, vamely Faurison's cabny that ‘the |
. Holocaust was:a “historic lic* (Here quoting you, '
ETELR R
S s insréating'to see your hasis for atributing T s0 ¢
R e the L Monde ritle s you- . -

sent me, where Faiirisson happens {0 iay niothing.
3

T, T - -

©-of ghe kind:**% Rathas; what b catls & ‘histeric lic

direct contact with one of its main spokesmen (He 7 - - SWiing

told me'..."), and furthermore had read Giua

Sereny's unusually informative and comprehensive..c

A, b R e




alf, Somoncmixhtwellheliewtlmtheremreno.
gas chambers but there was a8 Holocaust, -
obviously,*

The learned linguist warms to the task, as

William James putis, -

- You find his [i.c. Faurisson's] assertions ‘contrary
o common senge, established history', etc. —
again, an interesting reflection of the totalitarian
mentality, ‘or more properly in this case, the
mentality of the religious fanatic,

_Chomsky had never heard of me, my letter

contained ‘not one word about religion but

already I not only possess a totalitarian mentality

but am a ‘religious fanatie't What, incidencally, is
one to make of a world famous scholar and

‘socialist’ who in all seriousness claims that opposi-

tion to Nazism is religious fanaticism? But let ug

proceed. - .

I see no anti.semitic implications in denjal of the
existence of gas chambers, or even denial of the
. holocaust. Nor would there be anti-semitic impli-

. -cations, per se, in the claim that the holocaust
{whether one believes it took place ar not) is hein
exploited, viciously ap, by apologists for Israel
repression and violence, ! see no Rint of anti-
semitic implications in Faurisson's work, and find .
your argument to the contrary ‘puzaling and

. Mnsatisfactory’ to put it in mildest terms,
Chomsky's letters to me are each over 1500

words long, and became increasingly malevolent,

truculent, and hostile. Ope final lustratjve quote
is perhaps in order. When I put it 1o him that his
remark that “someone might- well believe that
there were no gas chambers but there was

Holocaust," was “absurd", I received the following

reply: :

Again that reveals your complete incapacity 10
follow the most elementary logical reasoning —
quite on a par, and a natural concomitant, of youy -

- gross falsification of documentary evidence, w ich
inted out to you in my last levter . . . evid
taking falsification to be-as much T privilege as
gratuitous insule {!]. A person might well befieve

- that there way 5 Holocy i

. followed a policy of slave labour under conditions

And so forth, for many a paragraph. This matter

, evidently ot deeply under Chomsky's skin.
"At least”, 2 friend remarked to me, “we ruined his
simmer holiday.” S :
. . What, precisely; has Chomsky done wrong? His .
iniquity is serious for two main reasons; First, and
most obviously, he had lent his reputation and
name to an evil crew who are, :
exploit it at every ury, It is difficult to beliove thyt
Chomsky (or anyone else) would be 50 naive a5 not
to see that this would occur, Revealingly, Chom-
sky's introducrion 10 Faurisson’s book does not .
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even state, as does his more recent discussion of
this affair in Nation, that “Faurisson’s views are
diametrically opposed to views 1 hold and fre.
uently expressed (on the reality of the
olocanst)”; it says nothing of the accuracy of
Faurisson's claims, nor, of the movement to which
Faurisson belongs.'Chomsky ingenuously notes in
his Nation article that parts of his introduction
“appeared in the French press and have been
widcly quoted and misquoted”, as if this should
occasion the slightest surprise. o
More revealingly still, Chomsky’s petition, signa-
ture and introduction are diametricaily opposed (o
his explicic stacements on these matters in The
Political Economy of Human Rights (Vol L, pp37-
8), where he presents his reasons for not raising his
voice on civil liberties violations in the Soviet
Union, while concentrating exclusively on such
violations in countries in the American orbit.
Suppase that the purpose of protest is to relieve
buﬁl.!"o.&suffeﬁng g:-l md hﬂman rights, Then
more com consid arise. One must
e?mider the plausill:)l:o congt lln:.-noes for the victims
o ?pness:on - with a genuine concern
~ for human righes wmllfl‘?. . give E:rious consider-
ation to the fikely effects on the victims . . . Such
persons will also consider how their finite energics
can be distributed most efficaciousty, It is acheap
and cynical evasion to plead that “we must rajse
“our yoices” whenever human rights are violated,

serious person will try to concentrate est

efforts where' they are mog likely t0 ameliorate

conditions for the vietims of oppression. The

emphasis should, in general, be close to home . | |

for privileged Western intellectuals, the proper

focus for their protest is at home,* o
For Chomsky, then, the standard seems to be:

Faurisson, 54, Sakharov, nox,

far as I am aware, Chomsky is the first
intellectual of international statyre to give the
slighu:gt su]rport, explicit or implicit, to Faurisson
ies. The normal reaction -of decent

The University of Melbourne

THE STANFORD WRITING SCHOLARSHIP

L Is offerad to enab)g an Austratian writer (maie -
or ferale; Preferably under a5 yeears) to stud
atthe Stanfard Writing Center i Callfornia,

THE STIPEND PAVABLE s g5 6,600

Furthar information from

Strar (Arts) -

" Univerianford Writing Scholarshijs)
_ Unhw:yofwmume, Parkvitie, 5!0.3052 '

.~ (Applications cioso on December 7, 1981)




- people is, surely, to have absolutely no truck with
Faurisson and his school, to ignore them or fight
them. Chomsky has unquestionably given them far
more publicity, at an international level, than they
would otherwise have secured. He has also given
them a patina of legitimacy, which they have
willingly worn, If the movement thereby grows in
::gu{lcancc, Chomsky must share part of the

me, .

Chomsky's writings on the matter are not with-

out a fair share of disingenuousness; Chomsky

clairus, for example, to know nothing about Fauris-

son’s political connections, describing him in his
introduction as “a sort of. relatively apotitical liber-
al”, although I and others had sent him evidence of
Faurisson's right-wing connections months before
his introduction was written. The same applies to
Chomsky's much touted devotion to free sgeech.
When Dr Kissinger was being considered for an
appointment ar Columbia University in 1977, ac-
cording to Stephen Morris {New Republic, Aprit
11, 1981) groups of left-wing extremists organised
a campaign against the appointment on the
grounds that Kissinger was a “war criminal”.
Chomsky was the principal speaker at one such
meeting, held on April 26, 1977 at Columbia.

Is it any coincidence that Chorsky, ostensible
first citizen of the left, should find something so
attractive in Faurisson and his ailies as to violate his
own pious pronouncements on the duties of intel-
lectuals to protest? I would suggest that the answer

is no. I submit that the world-views of Chomsky, |

and of Faurisson and his allies, are to a remarkabie
degree identical. From seemingly opposite per-
spectives, their visions of truth have converged.
The views of Chomsky, as expressed in The
Political Economy of Human Rights and
elsewhere, and those of Faurisson and his allies in
the “Institute of Histarical Review” are manifestly
similar in ways which go far beyond coincidence. I
submit -— and I am certain that any reader of both

will confirm this -— that both consider the follow- -
ing points as basic to a true understanding of the

world: _

1. The universally accepted sources of true
knowledge, news, and history in the Western-world
are systematically and intentionally false. They are,

instead, purveyors of deceit and distortion onso
grand a scale that virtually no one in the Western:

world is aware of it.. . S
2, These sources overwhelmingly emanate from

the United States and a few like-minded Europ_ean ,

countries, _ , e .
3. The ruling elite these sources plainly.repre-
sent, and on whose behalf they continuously prop-

agandise, are demonically evil and all-pervasively -’

wicked. They are, in fact, the source of maost of the

evil in today's world. Mass murder, the systematic_
distortion of news and history, the enslavement of
nations and_.peopics, are their everyday, routing - -

activities, and they control most 'of "the world.
Their overthrow would usher in an era of peace

* -and social justice. - - .

4. The power of thesc squrces largely derives

from their alliance with the ruling economic inter-

ests of the United States and the American power

structure. Apart from the direct economic influ..
ence which | corporations and the big banks

hold -over. the mass media, there is an equally

insidious process of self-censorship or quasi-

censorship by the media whereby events or in.

terpretations not ble to America’s ruling

clite are eliminated from the mass. media and are

restricted to fringe publications of limited ¢ircula-

tion, | . ; -

5. -So universal is this process, that it is known

only to a handfu} of itluminati, who, by virtue of

their knowledge, are perceived by the ruling elite

as extremely dangerous, and are tolerated only if

they remain in obscurity. “This information” (the

truth of the “criminal programs of the state”, etc.),

according to Chomsky (Language and Responsi-.
bility, pp 30-1) “is accessible, but only for fanatics:
in order to unearth it, you have to devote much of

your life to the:search , . . Everyone is led to think

that what he knows represents a local exception,

But the overall palteyrn remains hidden ..., What

you face here is a very effective kind of ideological

control, because. one ¢an remain under the im-

pression that censorship does notexist . . .” (Qrigt- -
nal italics),. According to Australia’s best-known

. memhber of the “Institute of Historical Review”,

books advocating anti-establishment ideas are sub-,
ject to “unoffical. trade boycott” or opénly sup-.
pressed. -

6. The small group of iflumingti to whom alone

the truth is known form a kind of secular saint-
hood, well-entitled to moral outrage (and right- -
eousness), .Comparisons with the persecution of
Galileo are commonly made by the “Institute”,
while Chomsky sees himself as fighting a b@?e_:

" lone battle. “The -volume of: the -chorus proclaim-

ing ‘genocide’ (in Cambodia)",” according to’
Chomsgky, . , .made the ocrasional expression of
scepticism appear, pathological, as if someone were:
to proclaim that the; earth is flat.” (The Political
Economy of Human Rights, p 20), 3 view echoed in
almost identical ternis by Arthur Butz in denying
7. “Both-Chomsky and the ultra-right: attach-,
great, indéed central, importarice to a non-<xistent. ,
holocaust which, in its alleged singular evil, serves

- the Tuling elite by creating universal condemnation’

of vegirncs sand: ideologies which that elitc wishes °
thie-inasses-to hate and fear: To the ilera-right ;_3_19 o
nerexistent holocawst-way, of course, that alleged- 5 -

ty carried- opt by the Nazs against the: Jaws, (bl
v vented by Zionistsl o Clromsky, it is the Car
bodiah ¥ay hich g Westeritmé

havéd a‘ﬁﬁmﬁgtmnseim




lifebuoy” (ibid., p 23), in the absence of a Com-
munist “blocdbath™ in Vietnam. “If Cambodian
terror did not exist, the Western sropaganda
systems would have to invent it, and in certain
theydid. . .*, (ihid., p19) Chomsky states,
anj then goes on to devote a hundred and six
pages to showing ,how it was invented in
8. While fabricating these imaginary holocausts,
the ruling’ elite carefully censors or ignores the
tra¢ massacres which involved the “wrong” group
of persons. To the ultra-right, this was the death of
8-10 million Germans during the war, “the people

who suffered the most”; to Chomsky, these are’

what he describes as “benign” or even “construc-
tive" massacres, with which the ruling clite is
unconcerned or actively encourages,

To be sure, there are some dj erences between
the two viewpoints. The position of the “Zionists”,
obviously central to the neo-Nazis, is not central o
Chomsky, though his dislike of Israel is great.
More generally, Chomslﬂ-'s interest is mainly in
East Asia, the “Institute’s” in Europe.

At the basis of their identity of views is their
common grounding, | believe, not in totalitarian-
ism (though obviously this is the bottom line for
most of the neo-Nazis} but in an exaggerated,
utterly unrealistic notion of “civil liberties" border-
ing on anarchy and questioning any form of
established authority over political power and
history, no matter how well-established, and no
matter o whom such doubt does harm. Like many
others, I have always believed that the most evil
men in the modern world were totalitarian system.
builders, and es ially the “terrible simphfiers”,
thereof, from Himmler to Pol Pot, 1 am no longer
sure if that is true, R : '

lios(m-ip:

In Tuly 1981 in a Paris court Faurisson was found
guilty of libel against the eminent French historian ..

Lev Poliakev. (whose works on the Holocaust he
had said, in effect, were untrue) and a number of

Auschwitz survivors who had: sued him, He was .
given a three-month suspended sentence and fined
. 2 substantial sum, to be donated to anti-racialist
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L. T was sent by some French oomespondcnu_ an anonymaoua
broadside issued by “Das Anciens d'A Fwhdch clalmy
that “Faurisson est un imposteur, Au cours d'une campagne
sloctorale, e 1958, it itait Vorgieur des partis d'extvems.
droit, . , ﬂmm&n&lwmmh&ﬂm:dch
miémoire du Mévechal Prtain, It éait membre de I'O.A.S."
and other similar charges linking Faurisson with the political
far right in France,

2 Thoacwhowmu;knowmorubou: Faurisson should yead

Piere Vidal-Naquet's “A Pa Eichmann® {sic), which
orig:iunlzlﬂy E] o in .&pm‘.‘?cp(ember 1980. I have an
English trangagion, . '

[ vefluda Svoray, “A Lenter to the Age", Ausivalio-Tsrac!
Review, March 28, 1979,

4. Chomsky's writings- on foreign policgninclwdc Amervican
anrundﬁcNmMaudoﬁm_(l ), La and
R bility (1970), Peace in the Middle East? (1974,
P:m Knovlidge and Freedom (1972), and his
comprehensive two volume wm-kqwnum w;t‘l:‘fg‘;?grgo ?
-Herman, The Political Human Ri .

8. Atbert Langer, “Kam 1 'The Problem of
Facts”, Arena (55) 1980, » 85, -

6. Mémaire en Difense anm ;
Falsifier 1" . Lo’ Quastion des Chambres oy Gar,
(Paris, La Vielle Taupe 1980). Qtomsk?'s introducton
Gﬂed“%ﬂdqucs(‘-ommmm e tatrey Ns:;kl:}roiula
"Liberté d'Expression”, Chomaky has stated {Nation, anuary
28, 1981 that be did not intend *his satement o appear in
this book although *i was not contrary to my instructions,”

cit,, “His Right 1o
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Pprivite i pondence addressed
1 advice on the ethics of this, and have been
it is quite permissible to do 30, while Chomaky's
Vituperative and persona) tone removed any lingering doubts,
I would also nate many other "mple. in various party of
dwworld.wmtochomhy In simalar shocked and outraged
. connection with Faurisson -became known,
€. g the eminent hisiorian Lucy 8. Dawidowicz, - .

For Billy Samuel

InRoacbei-y’s hew communal hall

Folk watched old Billy blind

" - And threw him ange for hangingon. =~
A punchrﬁmfullﬁodfmnu[gnonh,'

King-hit for life he earned his k \
Crouched low and let a1l comers break -
Thesavagein g spot-lit ring, - '

His friend his shadow.on Lge floor,
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