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On Mark Weber's gloomy mood 
 

Serge Thion 

 

 

In the Roman Legions, the older, most experienced soldiers were called the "old ones". 

That is the exact meaning of "veterans". After campaigning for 25 years, they were 

demobilized and given some piece of land, in the border areas, in order to create a self-

sustaining web of farms run by Army people, guarding the limes. 

The little, or, let's say, tiny fighting movement called Holocaust revisionism, really 

started in the 50s'. One or two generations have already disappeared. Harry Elmer Barnes, 

Austin App, David Hoggan in the US; Francois Duprat (murdered 1978), Paul Rassinier, 

Maurice Bardèche in France; Johann von Leers, Thies Christophersen, Josef Ginsburg, Otto 

Remer, Wilhelm Stäglich in Germany, passed away. The veterans of today are getting old, 

sick, lame, tired, fed up with this insane persecution (S. E. Castan, in Brazil). Some retire or 

claim they intend to do so (Zündel, his lawyer Doug Christie, Töben). Others realize that, 

though impaired by the coming of age, they cannot retire as the smell of blood in the next 

battles has become a vital drug (Faurisson, 80; Bradley Smith, Ingrid Rimland). Anyway, 

those who have been once involved in Revisionism are considered as tainted and they cannot 

simply choose another professional life (Leuchter, now driving school buses, Lindner, many 

others). Some have simply slipped away into some no man's land (Felderer, Cole, Garaudy). 

Others go on soldiering in a rather secretive life: Arthur Butz, Carlo Mattogno, Ahmed Rami, 

Henri Roques, Jürgen Graf, Joaquin Bochaca, Gaston-Armand Amaudruz, Canadian allies of 

Zündel, Udo Walendy, Georges Theil, all of them constantly under endless threats. They still 

can write but have renounced public life. There are tolerated if they keep mute. Others are in 

prison, Zündel, Germar Rudolf, Horst Mahler, and some have simply vanished from the 

screens (no names, here). In his article (
1
) Weber mentions "Ernst Zundel and Germar Rudolf 

[in prison] in Germany." He fails to remind us that both have been arrested by official police 

forces in the USA, under ridiculous and false reasons, and forcibly delivered to the German 

totalitarian justice system. The legality of those arrests and "extraordinary renditions" has not 

yet been established. Democracies know very well how to get rid of the rules they have 

established. So, revisionists are not safe even in the countries which have not (not yet ?) 

enacted laws to ban them. See the arrest and the 50-days in prison in Londonof the passenger 

Frederick Töben, in transit, November 2008. The denial of the law was so blatant : the grey 

monster had to release its prey. 
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Among the "veterans", Mark Weber is probably one of the youngest. He is in a 

particular situation as Director of the Institute for Historical Review. He carries the 

responsability to maintain afloat this small institution. In 30 years, the audience, the impact, 

the public image in front of an evolutive demand, have changed, deeply changed. WW II 

events are as remote as Roman gladiators for most of the younger people. They know that 

States do lie and they don't quite see why they would need to commit themselves in the 

unveiling of one particular lie — about the gas chambers, whose nature anyway looks more 

and more mythological. The mysteries of Sept. 11 are much more gripping and exciting. In 

one word, the generations who come after the one who lived through WW II are more and 

more disinterested. Already 10 years ago, Zündel was explicit: those who contributed to his 

fighting funds were dying away and were not replaced. This is a fact of life. As a 

consequence, the level of financing declines and the level of activities follow the same trend. 

Besides, the level of activities deployed by revisionist researchers themselves has 

notably declined. If I look for new ground-breaking works, I find nothing really new. The 

only active researcher is Carlo Mattogno, in Italy, who digs into a gigantic mass of archives 

he was wise enough to xerox, together with Jürgen Graf, in the big archivial centers of 

Eastern Europe in the early 90's. I am not sure this would be possible now. Is revisionism 

dead ? As an open quest, an intellectual commitment, it has probably reached its limits. But 

the results are there and the frenzied activities of its Zionist adversaries remain quite 

inconsistant. They are renewing the same type of attacks again and again, ceaselessly, with no 

success. 

 

Now, all this does not preclude Weber, or anyone else, to freely evaluate the weight of 

revisionism in the historical culture of contemporary societies, and the fast growing, and 

limitless, expansion of Holocaustomaniac activities, buildings, museums, commemorations, 

spreading everywhere like a prairie fire, etc. Jews spend millions of dollars, and cause public 

spendings in the tens of millions of dollars to build inane "holocaut museums", full of 

falfications, lies and delirious interpretations. The press campaign is permanent. The political 

agitation is boiling everywhere. The hallucination permeates everyone everywhere all the 

time. Saturation is reached. The cultural word ignores a book like My Holocaust by Tova 

Reich who totally demolishes the Holocaust complex and describes it as a farce organized by 

greedy liars and bandits. All right. The revisionists have never been able to tame the tide. As 

Weber says, « it was not until the late 1970s that “the Holocaust” began to play a really 

significant social-political role. » No. This was planned, organized and financed by the 

Zionist State. The first act of this new drama was written by Ben Gurion with the Eichmann 

trial in 1961. He explicitly said he was looking for a mean to maintain the existence of Israel 

beause he was not very confident that military might alone wwas enough, in the long run. 

Israel could not afford to loose one single war and he thought the killing of the Jews device 

was a perfect instrument to protect the Zionist State by making everyone else in the world 

guilty of not supporting the Jews. 

To make the argument short, it is enough to say that the strength of the Holocaust tale 

and of the smashing of revisionism is provided by the State of Israel itself, its political 

network, its dominance of the media world, its limitless funding. What is the price of Truth ? 

When Israel will disappear "from the pages of time", as predicted by Imam Khomeyni, the 

mirror will crack, and the revisionists will be free. It's a matter of patience. Remember that the 

Zionist entity has reached only the half of the duration of the Crusaders's Jerusalem kingdom, 

thousand years ago. « Some revisionists insist that their work is vitally important because 

success in exposing the Holocaust as a hoax will deliver a shattering blow to Israel and 

Jewish-Zionist power. This view, however, is based on a mistaken understanding of the 

relationship between “Holocaust remembrance” and Jewish-Zionist power » says Weber. That 



was indeed an illusion shared by some revisionists.The analysis of the political reality is 

beyond the purview of Holocaust revisionism and, of course, a wide range of opinions is 

available, for all different revisionists to pick. 

We have all seen the Institute of Historical Review drift away from the serious matters 

of revisionism. Little by little it has transformed its content and publications. There must be a 

practial reason: in order to survive, and pay the salaries, it has to find a public and feed this 

public with items that it wants, in order to be fed. It is like the polar bear on a broken piece of 

icepack, drifting with the currents. It is trying to find a rationale to the drift. It's the currents, 

stupid ! 

 

Now it was not useful to remind us of the suffering of the Jews. No revisionist ever 

denied the very harsch treatment inflicted upon them by racist Nazis. "Millions lost their 

lives" says Weber. Good enough, but how many millions ? No one can give a seriously 

established answer. 

 

Finally the only sentence I really object to is the last one : "Holocaust revisionism has 

proved to be as much a hindrance as a help." I even object to one particular word : hindrance. 

Does that mean that Weber, after all, regrets to have missed the traditional career that was 

promised to him as a young laureate in history, if he had not chosen to side along with the 

damned ones ? I believe that revisionism has all along been a formidable booster to reflection, 

understanding, unveiling hidden parts of historical reality, an intellectual challenge that can be 

matched in many disciplines. A hindrance ? Certainly not. A hammer for many anvils. 

 

 

Jan. 10, 2009 

 

 

 

 

 

How Relevant is Holocaust Revisionism? 

By Mark Weber January 7, 2009 

 

For more than 30 years, writers and publicists who call themselves revisionists have 

presented evidence and arguments questioning generally accepted accounts of the Holocaust. 

Some of these researchers have shown impressive fortitude -- defying smears, abuse, physical 

violence, and worse.
1
 

In countries where “Holocaust denial” is a crime, skeptics have been fined, imprisoned 

or forced into exile for expressing dissident views on this issue.
2
 These victims of what 

amounts to a blatant suppression of free speech include Robert Faurisson and Roger Garaudy 

in France, Siegfried Verbeke in Belgium, Jürgen Graf and Gaston-Armand Amaudruz in 

Switzerland, and Ernst Zundel and Germar Rudolf in Germany. 

Revisionists have published impressive evidence, including long neglected documents 

and testimony, that has contributed to a more complete and accurate understanding of an 

emotion-laden and highly polemicized chapter of history. 

I have played a role in this effort. In published writings, in lectures, and in courtroom 

testimony, I have devoted much time and work to critically reviewing the “official” Holocaust 

narrative, to countering Holocaust propaganda, and to debunking specific Holocaust claims. 



But in spite of years of effort by revisionists, including some serious work that on 

occasion has forced “mainstream” historians to make startling concessions,
3
 there has been 

little success in convincing people that the familiar Holocaust story is defective. 

This lack of success is not difficult to understand. Revisionists are up against a well-

organized, decades-long campaign that is promoted in the mass media, reinforced in 

classrooms, and supported by politicians.
4
 

Tim Cole, a history professor and prominent specialist of Holocaust studies, has written 

in his book Selling the Holocaust: “From a relatively slow start, we have now come to the 

point where Jewish culture in particular, and Western culture more generally, are saturated 

with the 'Holocaust’. Indeed, the ‘Holocaust’ has saturated Western culture to such an extent 

that it appears not only centre stage, but also lurks in the background. This can be seen in the 

remarkable number of contemporary movies which include the 'Holocaust’ as plot or sub-

plot.” 

Between 1989 and 2003 alone, more than 170 films with Holocaust themes were made. 

In many American and European schools, a focus on the wartime suffering of Europe's Jews 

is obligatory. Every major American city has at least one Holocaust museum or memorial. 

The largest is the US Holocaust Memorial Museum in Washington, DC, which is run by a 

taxpayer-funded federal government agency, and draws some two million visitors yearly. 

A number of countries, including Britain, Germany and Italy, officially observe an 

annual Holocaust Remembrance Day. The United Nations General Assembly in 2005 

approved a resolution introduced by Israel to designate January 27 as an international 

Holocaust remembrance day. 

In the United States and western Europe, the Holocaust has become is a venerated, 

semi-religious mythos. Prof. Michael Goldberg, an eminent rabbi, has written of what he calls 

a “Holocaust cult with its own tenets of faith, rites and shrines.” In this age of secular 

“political correctness,” Holocaust “denial” is the modern equivalent of sacrilege. 

A major reason for the lack of success in persuading people that conventional Holocaust 

accounts are fraudulent or exaggerated is that -- as revisionists acknowledge – Jews in Europe 

were, in fact, singled out during the war years for especially severe treatment. 

This was confirmed, for example, by German propaganda minister Joseph Goebbels in 

these confidential entries in his wartime diary:
5
 

Feb. 14, 1942: “The Führer [Hitler] once again expresses his resolve ruthlessly to clear 

the Jews out of Europe. There must be no squeamish sentimentalism about it. The Jews have 

deserved the catastrophe that they are now experiencing. Their destruction will go hand in 

hand with the destruction of our enemies. We must hasten this process with cold 

ruthlessness.” 

March 27, 1942: “The Jews are now being deported to the East from the 

Generalgouvernement [Poland], starting around Lublin. The procedure is a pretty barbaric 

one and not to be described here more definitely, and there’s not much left of the Jews. By 

and large, one can say that 60 percent of them will have to be liquidated, while only 40 

percent can be put to work. The former Gauleiter of Vienna, who is carrying out the 

operation, is proceeding quite judiciously, using a method that is not all too conspicuous. The 

Jews are facing a judgment which, while barbaric, they fully deserve. The prophecy the 

Führer made about them for having brought on a new world war is beginning to come true in 

the most terrible manner. One must not be sentimental in these matters.” 

April 29, 1942: “Short shrift is being made of the Jews in all eastern occupied 

territories. Tens of thousands of them are being wiped out.” 

No informed person disputes that Europe’s Jews did, in fact, suffer a great catastrophe 

during the Second World War. Millions were forced from their homes and deported to brutal 

internment in crowded ghettos and camps. Jewish communities across Central and Eastern 



Europe, large and small, were wiped out. Millions lost their lives. When the war ended in 

1945, most of the Jews of Germany, Poland, the Netherlands and others countries were gone. 

Given all this, it should not be surprising that even well-founded revisionist arguments 

are often dismissed as heartless quibbling. 

But despite a discouraging record of achievement, some revisionists insist that their 

work is vitally important because success in exposing the Holocaust as a hoax will deliver a 

shattering blow to Israel and Jewish-Zionist power. This view, however, is based on a 

mistaken understanding of the relationship between “Holocaust remembrance” and Jewish-

Zionist power. 

Even before World War II, the organized Jewish community was playing a major role in 

the political and cultural life of Europe and the United States, and the Zionist movement was 

already very influential. Although propaganda about the wartime catastrophe of Europe’s 

Jews was a factor in American society during the 1950s and 1960s, it was not until the late 

1970s that “the Holocaust” began to play a really significant social-political role. It was not 

until the late 1970s and early 1980s that the term began to appear as a specific entry in 

standard encyclopedias and reference books, and became an obligatory subject in American 

textbooks and classrooms. 

In short, the Holocaust assumed an important role in the social-cultural life of America 

and western Europe in keeping with, and as an expression of, a phenomenal increase in 

Jewish influence and power. The Holocaust “remembrance” campaign is not so much a 

source of Jewish-Zionist power as it is an expression of it. For that reason, debunking the 

Holocaust will not shatter that power. 

Suppose The New York Times were to report tomorrow that Israel’s Yad Vashem 

Holocaust center and the US Holocaust Memorial Museum had announced that no more than 

one million Jews died during World War II, and that no Jews were killed in gas chambers at 

Auschwitz. The impact on Jewish-Zionist power would surely be minimal. 

Although “Holocaust remembrance” remains well entrenched in our society, its impact 

seems to have diminished in recent years. In part this is because the men and women of the 

World War II generation are nearly all gone. But another factor has been a major shift in the 

world-political situation. The collapse of the Soviet Union and the Soviet empire, the end of 

US-Soviet “Cold War” rivalry, the Nine-Eleven terror attack in 2001, the US invasion and 

occupation of Iraq, and current world economic crisis, have ushered in a new era – one in 

which the Holocaust imagery of the 1940s is less potent because it’s less relevant. 

Criticism of Israel and its policies has become much more common in recent years, 

even in the United States. Among thoughtful men and women, and especially in the youth, 

sympathy for Israel has fallen perceptibly, while skepticism about the role of the Holocaust in 

society has grown. Tony Judt, a prominent Jewish scholar who lives and works in New York, 

wrote recently:
6
 

“Students today do not need to be reminded of the genocide of the Jews, the historical 

consequences of anti-Semitism, or the problem of evil. They know all about these – in ways 

our parents never did. And that is as it should be. But I have been struck lately by the 

frequency with which new questions are surfacing: `Why do we focus so much on the 

Holocaust?’ `Why is it illegal [in certain countries] to deny the Holocaust but not other 

genocides?’ `Is the threat of anti-Semitism not exaggerated?’ And, increasingly, `Doesn’t 

Israel use the Holocaust as an excuse?’ I do not recall hearing those questions in the past.” 

This shift has also been noticed at the Institute for Historical Review. Over the past ten 

years, sales of IHR books, discs, flyers and other items about Holocaust history have steadily 

declined, along with inquiries about Holocaust history and requests for interviews on this 

subject. At the same time, and obviously reflecting broader social-cultural trends, there has 

been a marked rise in sales of IHR books, discs, flyers and other items about Jewish-Zionist 



power, the role of Jews in society, and so forth. This has been matched by an increase in the 

number of inquiries and requests for interviews on those issues. 

Jewish-Zionist power is a palpable reality with harmful consequences for America, the 

Middle East, and the entire global community. In my view, and as I have repeatedly 

emphasized, the task of exposing and countering this power is a crucially important one.
7
 In 

that effort, Holocaust revisionism cannot play a central role. 

One influential statesman who seems to understand this is the former prime minister of 

Malaysia, Mahathir Mohammed. In a much-discussed address delivered at an international 

conference in October 2003, he spoke forthrightly against Jewish-Zionist power, while 

making clear that he accepts the familiar “Six Million” Holocaust narrative. In the global 

struggle against this power, he said, “we are up against a people who think ... We cannot fight 

them through brawn alone. We must use our brains also … The Europeans killed six million 

Jews out of twelve million. But today the Jews rule this world by proxy. They get others to 

fight and die for them.”
8
 

Setting straight the historical record about the wartime fate of Europe’s Jews is a worthy 

endeavor. But there should be no illusions about its social-political relevance. In the real 

world struggle against Jewish-Zionist power, Holocaust revisionism has proved to be as much 

a hindrance as a help. 
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