HOLOCAUST HIGH PRIEST
ELIE WIESEL, NIGHT, THE MEMORY CULT, AND THE RISE OF REVISIONISM

To the memory
of Pope Pius XII

Holocaust
High Priest
Elie Wiesel, Night, the Memory Cult,
and the Rise of Revisionism

By Warren B. Routledge

Castle Hill Publishers
P.O. Box 243, Uckfield, TN22 9AW, UK
April 2015

HOLOCAUST HANDBOOKS, vol. 30:
Warren B. Routledge:
Holocaust High Priest:
Elie Wiesel, “Night,” the Memory Cult, and the Rise of Revisionism
Uckfield, East Sussex: CASTLE HILL PUBLISHERS
PO Box 243, Uckfield, TN22 9AW, UK
April 2015
ISBN10: 1-59148-085-X
ISBN13: 978-1-59148-085-3
ISSN 1529-7748
Published by CASTLE HILL PUBLISHERS
Manufactured in the United States of America and in the UK
© 2015 by Warren B. Routledge
Distribution:

Castle Hill Publishers, PO Box 243
Uckfield, TN22 9AW, UK

Distribution USA: TBR Books, The Barnes Review
P.O. Box 15877
Washington, D.C. 20003, USA
1-877-773-9077
Set in Times New Roman
Cover Illustrations: front center: Elie Wiesel addressing the UN General
Assembly; surrounded by pictures showing Wiesel with five U.S. Presidents (Bush senior, Obama, Bush junior, Clinton, Carter) and addressing
the U.S. Congress; bottom: various images of Elie Wiesel; most notably,
from right to left: with U.S. President Bill Clinton; with U.S. President
Barack Obama talking at the U.S. Congress; with U.S. President Ronald
Reagan and his wife in the White House; with U.S. President Obama and
German Chancellor Angela Merkel at the Buchenwald Memorial.

WARREN B. ROUTLEDGE, HOLOCAUST HIGH PRIEST

5

Table of Contents
Page
Foreword .............................................................................................................9
Introduction ......................................................................................................17
Chapter I: François Mauriac: Waiting for the Modern-Day Messiah......19
François Mauriac, Catholic Novelist and Man of Letters .............................................19
Mauriac Abandons the French Right and Supports the Jewish People..........................21
Mauriac Supports the Allied War Effort ........................................................................23
Mauriac Is “Silent” about the Jews in Le Cahier Noir ..................................................24
Flash Forward: Seeds Planted for the 1952 Nobel Prize for Literature .........................29
Mauriac, a Bridge between Catholics and Jews ............................................................30
Mauriac Was the First Major Cultural Figure to Accuse Pius XII of “Silence” ............31
Mauriac’s Four Jewish Messiah Figures Prior to Meeting Wiesel ................................34
Mauriac’s Admiration for Pierre Mendès-France ..........................................................37
Chapter II: Wiesel before Mauriac: Inherited Hatreds and
Suspicions ...................................................................................................39
The Myth of Wiesel’s Idyllic Childhood .......................................................................39
Wiesel’s Divine Election Is Foretold.............................................................................43
Wiesel Taught to Hate Catholicism as a Child ..............................................................45
Wiesel’s Hatred of the Blessed Virgin...........................................................................46
Wiesel’s Abusive Relationships with Older Men ..........................................................48
Learning French in Paris ...............................................................................................51
Wiesel’s Trip to India ....................................................................................................55
Zionist Newspaperman .................................................................................................56
The Ten-Year Vow of “Silence” ....................................................................................57
Chapter III: Mauriac and Wiesel: The First Meeting.................................59
Mauriac’s Version of the First Meeting .........................................................................59
Wiesel’s Version of Their First Meeting........................................................................63
Why the Difference of One Year Matters ......................................................................68
Use of Retroactive Continuity to Explain the Genesis of La Nuit.................................70
The Mystery of Mauriac’s Initial Attachment to Wiesel ...............................................71
Chapter IV: Wiesel’s Exploitation of Mauriac, 1955 – 1970 ......................73
Mauriac Helps Wiesel to Prepare La Nuit for Publication ............................................73
1958: Publication of La Nuit Coincides with the Death of Pius XII .............................80
The Mauriac/Wiesel Correspondence, 1958-1970 ........................................................81
Wiesel Insults the Memory of His Benefactor ..............................................................89
Mauriac’s Death and State Funeral ...............................................................................91
Postscript on Mauriac and de Gaulle ............................................................................92
Chapter V: Wiesel at Auschwitz .....................................................................95
Wiesel Guilty of Identity Theft? Was He Ever a Detainee at Auschwitz or Buchenwald? ....... 95
Fundamental Dishonesty of Night’s Conformist Critics ...............................................97
Problem #1: Botched Chronology and Possible Identity Theft .....................................98
Problem #2: Wiesel “Saw” Eichmann at Sighet ..........................................................104
Problem #3: Wiesel’s Personal Encounter with Dr. Mengele ......................................106
Problem #4: Burning of Victims in Huge Trenches .................................................... 113

6

WARREN B. ROUTLEDGE, HOLOCAUST HIGH PRIEST
Problem #5: The Deaths of Wiesel’s Mother and Sister ............................................. 131
Problem #6: Wiesel’s Medical Treatment at Auschwitz ............................................. 135
Problem #7: Wiesel’s Alleged Loss of Religious Faith at Auschwitz ......................... 138
Problem #8: The Famous Hanging Episode ............................................................... 140
Problem #9: Wiesel Shuns Liberation, Leaves Auschwitz with Germans .................. 147

Chapter VI: Wiesel at Buchenwald ............................................................. 155
Problem #10: Travel to and Arrival at Buchenwald ................................................... 155
Problem #11: Liberation Day at Buchenwald ............................................................ 160
Problem #12: After Liberation: Interaction with the Germans ................................... 174
Problem #13: Mauriac and the Face in the Mirror ..................................................... 177
Chapter VII: The 1960s: Wiesel in New York while Mauriac
Rewrites Night ......................................................................................... 181
Wiesel Launches His Career ...................................................................................... 181
Vatican II and The Deputy .......................................................................................... 184
Mauriac Blindsided by Hochhuth............................................................................... 187
Wiesel Starts His Career at Commentary ................................................................... 189
Wiesel Gradually Becomes the Spokesman for the “Survivors” ................................ 195
1959: Yad Vashem Policy Privileges “Memory” over History in Testimony ............. 198
Wiesel Rises to Fame amidst Concern of Some Jews ................................................ 199
Wiesel’s Career Greased by Abe Rosenthal at the New York Times ........................... 202
The Frankfurt Show Trial of 1963 – 65 ...................................................................... 203
A Result of the Frankfurt Show Trial: The Birth of Holocaust Revisionism .............. 206
Wiesel Searches for a New Issue: Soviet Jewry ......................................................... 208
Wiesel Adapts Pius XII’s Term “Church of Silence” for Zionist Purposes ................ 209
The New York Times and the Unveiling of the Auschwitz Propaganda Monument .... 210
Chapter VIII: The 1970s: Wiesel Rises to Fame amidst Concern of
Some Jews ................................................................................................ 211
Wiesel Triumphant ......................................................................................................211
Thomas Lask Questions Wiesel’s Notion of “Causality” ........................................... 213
Wiesel Addresses Jewish Skepticism about the Holocaust ......................................... 214
From the Beginning, Skeptical Jewish Voices Question the Holocaust...................... 215
New York Jewish Chicanery: Wiesel Becomes a “Distinguished Professor” ............. 221
Arthur Butz’s Hoax of the Twentieth Century Exorcized at NWU ............................. 225
Wiesel, His Credibility in Doubt, Defends the Veterans Again .................................. 230
1978: Annus Horribilis for the Emerging “Holocaust” .............................................. 233
Alfred Kazin, Self-Professed “New York Jew,” Mocks Wiesel .................................. 237
1978: Zionist Media Campaign on “Why Auschwitz Was Not Bombed” .................. 237
Israel Loyalist Stuart Eizenstat Plans a “Holocaust Museum” ................................... 240
Robert F. Drinan’s Unholy Alliance with Wiesel ....................................................... 242
January 1979: the Month When the Holocaust Died .................................................. 243
Mendacity of the New York Times and Washington Post about the Aerial Photos ...... 244
1979: British Code Breakers: Another Nail in the Coffin of the Holocaust ............... 246
Wiesel and Carter Clash over the “Eleven Million” ................................................... 246
June 7, 1979: John Paul II at the Auschwitz Monument ............................................ 247
Wiesel Submits His Report to Carter ......................................................................... 248
Wiesel Travels to Auschwitz, the “Golgotha” of the Holocaust ................................. 249

WARREN B. ROUTLEDGE, HOLOCAUST HIGH PRIEST

7

Chapter IX: 1980s: Wiesel Becomes America’s Holocaust High Priest .... 251
1980: U.S. Holocaust Memorial Council Founded in Part to Fight Revisionism........251
Founding of the Institute for Historical Review..........................................................254
Another Blow to the Holocaust: Serge Klarsfeld Publishes the Auschwitz Album ......255
Zionist Media Use of Retroactive Continuity in the Holocaust Narrative ..................256
The Holocaust Narrative Is a Form of Lowbrow Culture ...........................................259
The New York Times Finally Mentions Prof. Faurisson by Name ...............................261
Wiesel Begins to Positions Himself as the Holocaust Antipope .................................263
1982: Anti-Faurisson Conference at the Sorbonne......................................................264
1983: Walter N. Sanning’s Revisionist Study of Overall Jewish Wartime Losses ......265
1985: Wiesel Does Not Testify as Expert Witness at Zündel’s Trial in Toronto .........267
1985: Wiesel Testifies before the Senate Foreign Relations Committee .....................269
Wiesel’s White House Investiture as Holocaust High Priest .......................................270
The Nobel Prize Campaign .........................................................................................272
After the Fact: Wiesel’s Nobel Prize Campaign Revealed ..........................................276
Simon Wiesenthal on Wiesel’s Nobel .........................................................................277
1985: Claude Lanzmann’s Shoah ................................................................................278
French Jewish Holocaustian Attacks Wiesel ...............................................................278
1986: Wiesel Resigns as Chairman of the U.S. Holocaust Memorial Council ............279
Another Revisionist Insurrection: Henri Roques and La Thèse de Nantes ..................281
Noted Historian Michel de Boüard Supports Henri Roques’ Right of Inquiry............281
June 1987: Wiesel’s Bungled Testimony at the Klaus Barbie Trial.............................283
1987: Stage One of Wiesel’s Abusive Relationship with Cardinal O’Connor.............289
1988: Wiesel, as Holocaust High Priest, Attacks John Paul II ....................................292
Wiesel’s Attack Was Part of the “Softening-Up” of John Paul II ................................295
Wiesel and the Catholic Holocaustians .......................................................................297
1989: Wiesel Deeply Wounded by French Catholic Writer Jean-Marie Domenach ....302
New, Obvious, Holocaust Fraudsters Reap les dividendes d’Auschwitz .....................303
Chapter X: 1990s: Growing Jewish Doubts about Wiesel ....................... 305
1990: Orwellian Removal of the Four-Million-Dead Figure at Auschwitz .................305
Main Components of Retroactive Continuity Applied to the Holocaust .....................307
Credibility of the Jewish Holocaust Tale Continues to Disintegrate ...........................308
Bradley R Smith Emerges as a Major Figure in U.S. Revisionism .............................309
1990: Wiesel and Cardinal O’Connor Collaborate on A Journey of Faith ..................309
More Apologies from a Dying Cardinal......................................................................315
Wiesel’s Continuing Offensive against the Papacy .....................................................316
The Pollard Affair .......................................................................................................316
1992: John Ball’s Groundbreaking Work on the Aerial Photography of Auschwitz ...317
1992: François Mitterrand Creates a High Priest Position for Wiesel .........................318
Wiesel Launches the USHMM Campaigns against “Hate”.........................................319
The Term “Holocaust Denial” Is Born ........................................................................322
On the Road with Wiesel’s “Hate” Train ....................................................................322
Changing of the Guard at the Holocaust Museum ......................................................324
New York Jewish Intellectual Takes a Dim View of Wiesel’s Autobiography ............324
1995: Official Remembrance of Auschwitz ................................................................325
Chirac in France, Like O’Connor in New York, Forced to Apologize ........................327
1997: Wiesel’s Hypocrisy at De Paul University, Chicago .........................................328
1998: More Hypocrisy at Boston University ..............................................................328
1999: Faurisson’s Ecrits Révisionnistes Appear as an Underground Publication ........329
1999: Peter Novick on Wiesel and “the Holocaust” ....................................................330
Rabbi Neusner: Wiesel’s “Holocaust-and-Redemption” Cult Turns off Jews .............330

8

WARREN B. ROUTLEDGE, HOLOCAUST HIGH PRIEST

Chapter XI: 2000s: Wiesel, His Credibility Eroding, Is Satirized by
Tova Reich, and Denounces “Deniers”................................................. 333
New Elements in Second Volume of Wiesel’s Autobiography ................................... 333
Wiesel Testifies under Oath That Everything in Night Is True ................................... 335
Holocaust Museum Gift Shops Encourage More Faux “Memoirs” ........................... 335
Wiesel, the Catholic Church, and the Holocaust ........................................................ 350
Wiesel’s Public Persona as Holocaust High Priest ..................................................... 370
Wiesel’s Holocaust Gradually Formalized as New Global Religion .......................... 379
Wiesel’s Achilles Heel: Holocaust-Doubting Fellow Jews......................................... 383
Pope Pius XII: Final Considerations .......................................................................... 389
Conclusion: What Is Needed to Happen Now ........................................... 397
Appendix: Elie Wiesel – the “Symbol of the Shoah” ................................ 401
Bibliography ................................................................................................... 445
Index of Names............................................................................................... 465

WARREN B. ROUTLEDGE, HOLOCAUST HIGH PRIEST

9

Foreword
“What are you writing?” the Rebbe asked. “Stories,” I
said. He wanted to know what kind of stories: true stories.
“About people you knew?” Yes, about people I might have
known. “About things that happened?” Yes, about things
that happened or could have happened. “But they did
not?” No, not all of them did. In fact, some were invented
from almost the beginning to almost the end. The Rebbe
leaned forward as if to measure me up and said with more
sorrow than anger: “That means that you are writing lies!” I
did not answer immediately. The scolded child within me
had nothing to say in his defense. Yet, I had to justify myself. “Things are not that simple, Rebbe. Some events do
take place but are not true; other are—although they
never occurred.”
—Elie Wiesel in Legends of Our Time, Schocken Books,
New York, 1982, p. viii (Introduction), about an exchange
he had in Tel Aviv with the Hasidic teacher of his childhood,
twenty years after he had last seen him in Hungary during
the war.

In October 1944, the victorious Red Army crossed the German border
for the first time by penetrating briefly into East Prussia. When the German
army managed to throw back the Soviet forces for a short while, they discovered with horror that many German civilians as well as French and
Belgian PoWs had been raped, tortured and slaughtered in the most bestial
ways imaginable.
When the Red Army advanced again during the following winter, more
massacres were reported. Hence the German High Command ordered the
evacuation of the entire German civilian population from East Prussia via
the Baltic Sea, code-named “Operation Hannibal” – the biggest naval rescue effort ever undertaken.
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In early 1945, the Red Army was approaching another German border
area in the southeast: Silesia. Auschwitz was right in its path. Although this
time the German civilian population was not to be evacuated, the inmates
of the regional labor camps were slated to be deported west.
In history’s best-selling Holocaust book Night, Elie Wiesel, who at that
time was incarcerated at the Monowitz labor camp near Auschwitz, wrote
about this:1
A doctor came into the room and announced:
“Tomorrow, immediately after nightfall, the camp will set out. Block after
Block. Patients will stay in the infirmary. They will not be evacuated.” […]

At that time Wiesel was in the camp’s infirmary, where he was recovering
from minor foot surgery. He had the option to stay and be liberated by the
Soviets, or to leave with the Germans. Here is what he decided to do (p. 78):
“What shall we do, father?”
He was lost in thought. The choice was in our hands. For once we could decide our fate for ourselves. We could both stay in the hospital, where I could,
thanks to my doctor, get him entered as a patient or a nurse. Or else we could
follow the others.
“Well, what shall we do, father?”
He was silent.
“Let’s be evacuated with the others,” I said to him.
He did not answer. He looked at my foot.
“Do you think you can walk?”
“Yes, I think so.”
“Let’s hope that we shan’t regret it, Eliezer.”

We need to realize what this means: According to his book, Elie Wiesel and
his father had been living for three-quarters of a year in a camp system
where Jews had been burned alive en mass by their German tormentors.
The living inmates had been abused and mistreated by every method one
can think of. Then in early 1945 there was a chance to escape the clutches
of these mass murderers and to be liberated by the advancing Soviets.
How would you have decided?
Elie decided to flee from their liberators with their diabolic tormentors.
They decided to remain slave workers in the hell allegedly created by the
evil Germans.
Arguing in my book Lectures on the Holocaust along these lines, I
came to the conclusion that these lines prove that Wiesel never really felt
threatened by the Germans, that the atrocity stories he tells in his book
must therefore be untrue.2
1
2

New York: Bantam, 1982, p. 77.
G. Rudolf, Lectures on the Holcoaust (2nd ed., Washington D.C.: The Barnes Review,
2010), 403.
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But it’s not that easy. When retired German judge Günter Bertram, who
opposes the prosecution of peaceful historical dissidents in Germany,3 read
my book, he criticized me for having omitted a crucial passage from
Wiesel’s text which he claimed refutes me hypothesis. I checked it and
found that Bertram was correct, superficially speaking, because Wiesel, after having been told by a doctor that they will be evacuated, writes (pp.
77f.):
This news made us think. Were the SS going to leave hundreds of prisoners to
strut about in the hospital blocks, waiting for their liberators? Were they going
to let the Jews hear the twelfth stroke sound? Obviously not.
“All invalids will be summarily killed,” said the faceless one. “And sent to the
crematory in a final batch.”
“The camp is certain to be mined,” said another. “The moment the evacuation’s over, it’ll blow up.”

So maybe he was afraid that he’d be executed when staying behind. Wiesel
confirms himself, though, that these were only false rumors (p. 78):
I learned after the war the fate of those who had stayed behind in the hospital.
They were quite simply liberated by the Russians two days after the evacuation.

Even if he thought the Germans might kill anyone staying behind, it still
would have made more sense to stay behind, because at that point in time it
was clear to everyone that Germany was about to lose the war. Wiesel even
says so in his book, which is full of references to the inmates’ understandable longing for Germany’s impending defeat and thus the end of their ordeal. Therefore Wiesel’s captors would have to leave him behind eventually anyway. It was merely a matter of when this would happen. Hence, if
Wiesel really thought that the SS would kill inmates rather than leave them
behind, it would have made sense to try and get away from the Germans as
early as possible, because the more desperate the Germans’ situation was
getting, the more likely excesses of violence would become.
There are other facts indicating that Wiesel could not have taken those
rumors seriously, if they even circulated in the first place. First of all, the
Monowitz camp, where Wiesel was housed, had no crematory. Next, the
nearest crematories at the Birkenau camp had been taken out of service in
late 1944 and dismantled in December 1944. Furthermore, Wiesel himself
had experienced that thousands of inmates had been successfully cured of
various ailments in the camp hospital where he was recovering at that time.
Hence, Wiesel knew that sick inmates were not killed by the SS at Auschwitz, but that the German authorities went to great lengths to restore their
slave laborers’ health. Finally, it was most certainly clear that the few
3

See Günter Bertram, “Panischer Schnellschuss: Die Volksverhetzungs-Novelle 2005,”
in: Mitteilungen des Hamburger Richtervereins, no. 2, 2005, 24-28;
www.richterverein.de/mhr/mhr052/m05213.htm.
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members of the SS camp staff who would stay behind – the vast majority
of them was about to leave the camp with the inmates – could not have carried out a major operation like killing and disposing of hundreds of sick
inmates within a day or two before the Soviets’ arrival.
Cross-checking with another famous inmate at the Monowitz camp, the
Italian Jew Primo Levi, can clarify the matter. In his entry of January 17,
1945, Levi writes in his book Survival in Auschwitz how he would have
followed common instincts and would have joined the other inmates that
fled with the SS, if only he had not been so sick and had to stay behind in
the same hospital where Wiesel claims to have been at the same time:4
It was not a question of reasoning: I would probably also have followed the instinct of the flock [and fled with the Germans] if I had not felt so weak: fear [of
the invading Red Army] is supremely contagious, and its immediate reaction is
to make one try to run away.

The atrocities committed by the conquering Red Army induced fear and
panic everywhere in Central and Eastern Europe, including the camps the
Red Army was supposedly liberating. It turned out that such fears were indeed justified to some degree, for many a female inmate was raped by
these “liberators,”5 and many detainees conquered by the Soviets ended up
in Soviet labor camps rather than being liberated.6 Wiesel was therefore
right to run with the Germans, whatever his subjective reasons were at the
time. The Red Army, after all, did not come as a liberator, but as an army of
conquest, occupation and oppression.7
I therefore maintain that the choice Wiesel made is truly revealing. Fritz
Berg once wrote fittingly about it:8
The choices that were made here in January 1945 are enormously important.
In the entire history of Jewish suffering at the hands of gentiles, what moment
in time could possibly be more dramatic than this precious moment when Jews
could choose between, on the one hand, liberation by the Soviets with the
4
5

6
7

8

Primo Levi, Survival in Auschwitz (New York: Summit Books, 1986), 154.
Laurence Rees, “Raped by their saviours: How the survivors of Auschwitz escaped one
nightmare only to face another unimaginable ordeal,” Daily Mail, Febr. 2, 2010;
www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-1247157; similar: Tom Hundley, “Struggle to mark
horror of Auschwitz,” Chicago Tribune, January 27, 2005;
http://articles.chicagotribune.com/2005-01-27/news/0501270319:
Although the Soviets were welcomed as liberators, it was only a matter of weeks before they began plundering and raping those they liberated. Women who survived the
Nazis were raped to death by Soviet soldiers, according to survivor testimonies.
Jennifer Mascia, “Surviving the Camps but Struggling in Brooklyn,” New York Times,
January 21, 2010; www.nytimes.com/2010/01/21/nyregion/21neediest.html.
On the Red Army’s atrocious style of warfare see Joachim Hoffmann, Stalin’s War of Extermination, 1941-1945: Planning, Realization and Documentation (Capshaw: Alab.:
Theses & Dissertations Press, 2001).
Friedrich Paul Berg, “Poison Gas ‘Über Alles’,” The Revisionist, vol. 1, no. 1, 2003, 3747; here 39; www.codoh.com/library/document/1417.
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chances to tell the whole world about the evil ‘Nazis’ and to help bring about
their defeat – and the other choice of going with the ‘Nazi’ mass murderers
and to continue working for them and to help preserve their evil regime. In the
vast majority of cases, they chose to go with the ‘Nazis.’
The momentous choice brings Shakespeare’s Hamlet to mind:
“To remain, or not to remain; that is the question:” to remain and be liberated by
Soviet troops and risk their slings and rifles in order to tell the whole world about
the outrageous ‘Nazis’ – or, take arms and feet against a sea of cold and darkness in order to collaborate with the very same outrageous ‘Nazis.’ Oh what
heartache – ay there’s the rub! Thus conscience does make cowards of us all.

Considering all this, I contemplated revising my statements about this issue
in a new edition of my book Lectures. However, since even just this one
choice by Elie Wiesel is such a complex topic, and because the Lectures
are designed to give a brief, encyclopedic overview of many facets of “the
Holocaust,” there was simply no way to give this topic the room it deserved. Hence, in order to keep the Lectures at a reasonable size, I don’t
plan on elaborating in it more on Wiesel or on other similar “survivors”
(who should more accurately be called “camp veterans,” just like soldiers
returning from a war are not called “survivors” but war veterans). Still,
something needed to be done to address this and other problematic statements by Wiesel.
The solution to this dilemma was a thorough, critical analysis of Elie
Wiesel, his activities and his various published statements in a stand-alone
monograph, to which I could then refer the reader in my Lectures. But who
would undertake this effort?
***
In the spring of 2014, I was editing the English edition of yet another
book by the prolific Italian revisionist Carlo Mattogno. I had edited the
German edition in 2011, but the publishers of the English edition did not
like its German title Schiffbruch: Vom Untergang der Holocaust-Orthodoxie,9 which translates to Shipwreck: On the Sinking of Holocaust Orthodoxy. They came up with a radically different yet catchy title, which describes the fact that the book addresses and debunks basically all the Nazigas-chamber claims ever made: Inside the Gas Chambers: The Extermination of Mainstream Holocaust Historiography.10
A few days after I had listed the book with Amazon, I checked its availability there by searching their website for that title. This is when I ran into
Shlomo Venezia’s book Inside the Gas Chamber: Eight Months in the
Sonderkommando of Auschwitz, which had been published in 2009.11 It’s
9
10
11

Uckfield: Castle Hill Publishers, 2011.
Washington, D.C.: The Barnes Review, 2014.
Cambridge, UK: Polity.
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the story of a person who in 1992 suddenly decided to claim that he had
been a former Auschwitz inmate who had worked in and around the gas
chambers of Auschwitz.12 On Amazon.com, Carlo’s book debunking the
gas chamber myth was listed right next to Venezia’s alleged eyewitness account. A more jarring contrast was impossible.
First I was dismayed that we had picked a title which had already been
taken. But then I realized that this accident was giving Carlo’s book a fortuitous placement it would otherwise never have received.
That is when the idea crossed my mind that a thorough, scholarly critique of each of the more popular eyewitness accounts – rated by Amazon
sales statistics – should be published, starting with the bestseller and then
working down the ranks, one by one. We would give each of these monographs a title which includes the keywords people would search on when
looking for the original, and – bingo! – next to the camp veteran’s testimony, the interested reader would also find a critical study of it.
There can be no doubt that Elie Wiesel’s Night is the best-selling book
among all the “eyewitness” literature, just as Wiesel has for decades been
the politically and socially most influential of all the camp veterans. Wiesel
with his book Night was therefore the number one on my list, followed by
Rudolf Höss, the former commandant of Auschwitz, and then the lesser socalled eyewitnesses like Miklos Nyiszli, Filip Müller, Rudolf Vrba and so
on.
In early 2015, when I reached out to the usual revisionist suspects who
would be interested in taking on such a project, I quickly found takers for
Höss and Nyiszli, two narrowly defined and rather limited subjects. But for
the omnipresent Elie Wiesel I did not find anyone. The challenge seemed
too big.
A few weeks later I got contacted by Prof. Dr. Warren B. Routledge,
who was completely unknown to me at the time. He mentioned that he was
looking for a publisher of his revisionist book project on Wiesel and his
novel Night. As a last-ditch resort he had thought of Castle Hill Publishers,
since no established publisher would dare touch this debunking of a modern-day saint. Needless to say I was more than delighted to hear that what I
had merely spelled out as a future project might already have been accomplished.
As it turns out, the book you are holding in your hands is much more
ambitious in scope than what I had originally envisioned, which was basically limited to a critique of Wiesel’s various statements about the so-called
Holocaust. Routledge’s study is in fact the first-ever critical biography of
12

For a critique of this book see Carlo Mattogno “‘The Truth about the Gas Chambers?’
Historical Considerations relating to Shlomo Venezia’s ‘Unique Testimony’,” Inconvenient History, vol. 2, no. 1, 2010;
www.inconvenienthistory.com/archive/2010/volume_2/number_1
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Elie Wiesel. Interwoven with this critical review of Wiesel’s writings and
activities is an overview of the development of Holocaust revisionism,
which is a resistance movement formed in reaction to what Elie Wiesel, the
“Living Symbol of the Holocaust,” personifies: the perpetuation of wartime propaganda for insidious political, social and monetary ends.
Another strength of the present study is that it deals with the festering
subject of the betrayal of Pope Pius XII by his own Church. The author
contends that Pius XII can actually be considered as a forerunner of the revisionists, since he clearly never believed that Nazi Germany was carrying
out an extermination program against Europe’s Jews.
Finally, Routledge points out the toxic effect which the orthodox Holocaust narrative has on ordinary Jews. It makes them paranoid and has driven them to the exits through intermarriage with non-Jews, which assures
that most of their children will probably not be raised in the Jewish traditions. The author also reveals that there are Jewish revisionists who have
come to understand the menace which the falsity and venality of the Holocaust cult pose for Jewry in general. Granted, this issue is not explored in
depth here, but it may serve as a call to action for others to investigate and
develop it more thoroughly.
For me as the editor of the series Holocaust Handbooks, of which this
present study is the 30th volume, working with the author on this ambitious project was a pleasure not only because of its interesting and multifaceted contents, but also due to the many improvements we managed to
put in place during our many exchanges. Hence I can wholeheartedly endorse the book’s message. I hope the reader will find it just as edifying as I
did.
Ultimately there was only one point on which Dr. Routledge and I
agreed to disagree. The author refers repeatedly to the detrimental brainwashing effect today’s omnipresent Holocaust propaganda has on young
people. But when he runs into one concrete example of such an effect, he
seems to side with Elie Wiesel. I am referring here to the case of Eric Hunt
(see p. 335 of this book). Hunt was in his early twenties when he suddenly
discovered that what he had been taught about the Holocaust might be profoundly wrong. At school he had been forced to read Elie Wiesel’s Night,
but now he came to understand that he had been duped. He became angry,
understandably so. When he heard that Elie Wiesel would attend a conference near his home, he took matters into his own hands. He grabbed his
copy of Night and a video camera and sought to confront Wiesel. He wanted to do “ambush journalism,” that is to say, suddenly showing up in front
of an unsuspecting individual with a running camera, asking some tough,
provocative questions. But Hunt was too angry, too excited, and too disorganized. What unfolded when the two men met is unclear. Wiesel claims
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that Hunt became violent, whereas Hunt insists that he merely grabbed
Wiesel by his sleeve trying to get him to stand still and answer his questions. The court believed Wiesel, so Hunt ended up in prison for 18
months.
After reading the present study, readers should be well-equipped to
judge for themselves whether they would believe at face value anything
Wiesel claims. I am convinced that Hunt would not have ended up in court,
let alone in prison, had the person he confronted been Joe Shmoe rather
than the world’s Holocaust High Priest. Hunt’s fate merely shows how
Wiesel handles opponents.
With all this said, the book’s stance is clear: It shows unambiguously
that Wiesel’s confession with which I started this Foreword has to be taken
more seriously than any mainstream critic has ever dared.13 Put bluntly,
Wiesel’s business is writing down lies. Exposing this shocking fact ineluctably required that the author, while writing the present study, had to defy
the Holocaust taboo, or else he could not have gotten to the core of the
many untruths spread by Wiesel in his various writings and public statements.
By revealing the unvarnished truth about Wiesel, his novel Night, and
the Holocaust cult which Wiesel helped establish, this book has the potential to enlighten and therefore liberate readers from the conditioning they
have received in schools and through the media.
But beware: when reading this book, you have a right to become upset,
but your emotions must be harnessed to serve constructive and productive
objectives. Violence is never an option.
Germar Rudolf
March 21, 2015

13

See for instance how Gary Weissman beats around the bush after having quoted this
very passage in his book Fantasies of Witnessing: Postwar Efforts to Experience the
Holocaust (Ithaca, New York: Cornell University Press, 2004), 67ff.
(http://books.google.com/books?id=kXO9wXvYuAQC&pg=PA67); Ruth Franklin takes
a similar approach in her A Thousand Darknesses: Lies and Truth in Holocaust Fiction
(New York: Oxford University Press, 2011), 69ff.
(https://books.google.com/books?id=4jdOJO-XxQUC&pg=PA69)
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Introduction

The present study seeks to accomplish several goals simultaneously.
Written both for non-revisionists interested in learning more about Holocaust revisionism and its relationship to the Jewish Holocaust Story of
World War II, as well as revisionists of various information levels, the
work does not presume any prior knowledge. Its first objective is to provide the reader with a general, introductory overview of the revisionist
movement, including its main arguments, key players, and historiographical achievements. The study covers the period from the 1960s to the year
2010, and its purpose is not only to bring forth new revisionist arguments
and information, but also to summarize and contextualize the accomplishments of the leading revisionist scholars. The terminus date of 2010 was
selected because the close of the first decade of the twenty-first century
corresponds roughly to a half-century of revisionist activity.
The book’s second goal is to tell the story of the emergence and blossoming of Holocaust revisionism within the context of Elie Wiesel’s life
and career. His name has become synonymous with the Holocaust, and not
a few people have called him the “Holocaust High Priest.” Indeed, the vast
majority of Holocaust devotees (both Jews and non-Jews) look upon him
as a holy man of sorts, in part because of his supposedly miraculous survival at Auschwitz and Buchenwald, but also because of the key role he
played in the founding of the U.S. Holocaust Memorial Museum in Washington, DC.
An additional benefit of this approach is that, by telling the revisionist
story in the context of Wiesel’s career, I have been able to add the theme of
“Catholic-Jewish Dialogue” to the mix. This is so because Wiesel’s greatest benefactor from the very beginning of his career was the French Catholic novelist, man of letters, and Nobel Prize winner François Mauriac
(1885-1970). Mauriac “discovered” Wiesel, helped him to get his first
book, the supposedly autobiographical La Nuit (1958), published in Paris,
and wrote a flattering review of it when no one else seemed interested in it.
He also had a very close personal attachment to Wiesel until his death in
1970.Their relationship is connected to another of the present study’s
themes: the problematic and at times abusive relationship that has existed
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between the various international Jewish organizations and media outlets
on the one hand, and the men who served as Pope of the Catholic Church
from Pius XII to Benedict XVI. In exploring this latter theme, I document
and analyze the subversive role played by various Catholic “Holocaustians.” Such men and women, nominally Catholics, often advance their careers in Zionist media or academic environments by claiming, without
proof and to various degrees, that Pius XII and the Catholic Church as a
whole somehow bear “guilt” for the Holocaust. It is a very cynical and
mendacious game, but it pays quite well. The discussion of their activities,
coupled with the surrender of the popes to the Zionist agenda, adds further
insight into the reasons for the incredible and unprecedented decline of the
Catholic Church over the past half century in every imaginable way.
While Holocaust revisionism is a truly international movement in which
citizens of many nations are involved to varying degrees, the special focus
here is on revisionism in France and the United States. In France, Professor
Robert Faurisson has been the unquestioned leader in the effort for the past
four decades. In the U.S., however, there has been a succession of actors
over the years. From the emergence of Professor Arthur Butz in the 1970s,
to the Institute of Historical Review in the 1980s and beyond, to the work
of Bradley Smith and his Committee for Open Debate on the Holocaust
(CODOH) for the past thirty years, many hands have lent themselves to
this work. With regard to Elie Wiesel, Carolyn Yeager’s blog site, “Elie
Wiesel Cons the World,” has played an enormous role in recent years by
bringing to light a great deal of valuable information about Wiesel. I hope
that her work, and that of other revisionists, will continue to flourish.
This study is divided into three main sections. The first contains four
chapters dealing with the Mauriac–Wiesel relationship and the genesis of
his novel Night, while the second section’s two chapters offer a close critical reading of Wiesel’s novel. In the third section, I seek to combine my
unauthorized biography of Wiesel with an overview of the development of
historical revisionism in the U.S. (and to a lesser degree in Europe), from
the appearance of Night in English in 1960 to 2010. These themes are presented chronically in order to give the reader a sense of how far revisionist
arguments have advanced in a mere half-century of activity, as well as to
document the inability of the Holocaustians to rebut them. I have also woven into this narrative the related issues of the abandonment of Pius XII by
the post-Conciliar Catholic Church, and the negative reaction among many
Jews to both Wiesel and the Holocaust narrative in general. While this ambitious, but focused, narrative might seem disjointed at times to some readers, it does adhere to this general outline and seeks as much as possible to
avoid repetitions.

